


Agrееmеnt

Agrееmеnt irr latiguаgе оссr-trs whеn grammatiсal intorma-
tioп appсaгs on a word whiсh is not thе sourсе оf that
inГoгtllаtiоn. In simplе ехamрlеs likе s/zс rllns' thе fbrm
гиlz.s is singшlaг, аgrееing in numbеr. with sЙс. This is
inГoгmation about thе numbег of runnеrs (ust onе), and it
mаtсhеs that ехprеssеd in its souгсе s/ze. Pattеrns of agrее-
mеnt vaгу сlгarтatiсallу сross-linguistiсally, with gr.еat divеr-
sity in ехprеssion and tуpеs oГ variatiоn t-ound. This сlеaт
introduсtiоn оf1Ъrs irn insight inкl hоw аgrееmеnt wсlrks,
anсl l-ttlw lingr-rists havr: tгiеd tO aссоunt t-or it. Cornраr-
irrg схamplеs tiom a гangе of languagеs, with radiсаlly
dit1Ъгеnt agгсеmеnt Sуstеms, it dеlnonstгatеs agгееmеnt at
woгk in a vагiеty of сonstгuсtions. It shows how agгее-
mеnt is influеnсеd bу thе сonfliсting еftЪсts оf sеntеnсе
st[Llсtuге and rтеaning, and highlights thе оdditiеs of agrее-
tnеnt in Еnglish. Аgrеепlеttt will bе еssеntial rеading tbr
all thosе studying thе stгuсtuге and mесhanisms оl n;rtuгal
llngttagеs.

с iR l i v l LLЕ G.  СORBЕTT i s  D is t ingu ishеd PrоtЪssor  o f
Lingr-ristiсs at tl.rе Univеrsitу of Suгrеy. His prеviоus boоks
inсluсlе Gепdеr (|99|.)' Nuпtber (2000) ztnd Thе Sуlltах-
Моцlholсlgl. lп|ецfаСе (with Matthеw Baегman and Dunstan
Br.own. 2005), all publishеd by Cambridgе Univеrsity Prеss.
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Prеfaсе

Agrееmеnt is ir flsсinatin.Ч phеnomеnon. In manу larrgua.Чеs it is еvidеnt in аlmost

ейгу sеntеnсе and involvеs sеvcгal с1itЪгеnt l inguistiс сomponеnts. Yrt it is not

sоmЬthing wе wou1d inсludе in thе dеsign of an arti1iсial langr-ragе. It tlrеrеtbге

tеlls us a gоoс1 сlеаl abor-rt human langшagеs. This t-look is ir-rtеndесl tbг all who arе

intегеstеd in how larrguagеs геally woгk' tl.orn final-уеaг undеrgгaduatеs to sеаsonеd

thеorеtiсians anсl flеlсlwoгkетs. It has L-lееn in thе rnakiпg for soпrе timе: rеaсhing

а сonsistеnt typologу hirs invсllvеd mаnу rounds of геanаlуsing, rеstruсturing and

lеwгiting.
l want tсl lharrk sеvегal сollеagr-rеs ;lnd tiiеnds who hirvе сon1ributеd substantially.

Bеrnarсl Ссlmгiе anсl Еdith Мoravсsik havе woгkеd on agrееmеnt for at lеast as long

as I havе. Both havс gеnегoшsly shaгесl thеil.knowlеdgе and intеrеst as thе book has

progrеssесl. All of thе tbllowing havе also rеaсl a draft of thе wholе book, and givеn

t].tptut .n',-,-'.nts fгom thеiг сlif1Ъrеnr pегspесtivеs: Jеnny Ar-rdring, Matthеw Btrеr-

man, Мaтin, Chur-r.rakir.rа. Grеg Stump and Сlaudia Wеgеnег. othеrs havе sharеd

thеir ехpеrtisо on sr-rbstantia1 aгеas of thе topiс Or on SOmе of thе сhaptеl.s, пlrnеlу

Jоnathan Bobaljik, Dunstan Brown, Niсholas Еvans, Anna Kibort, Alеksаnсlr Kib-

гik, Gabriеl1а Viglioссo anсl Stеphеr-r Wесhslег. l arl most gratеfr-rl to уorr all. Tlrе

SurrеyMorphologуGгoupAgrееmеntPгojесt(1999-2002)produсеdadatabasе.
biblioglaphy anсl ес1itеd r,оlumе (sее $ l .6.l). whiсh геadеrs rnay wish to rrsе. Thosе

invоlvесl. Сarolе Tibеrius, Juliа Bаrron, Dllnstan Brown, Niсholas Еvans, Andrеw

Hippis lеу,Е lеnaKal in inaanсlMar iannеMithun,dеsегvеspес i i r l thanks,аsdoLisа
Maсk аnd Alison Long, tbг сагеfl.rl hеlp with prеparing thr typrsсПpt.

I aш most gтatеГtrl to thе Сambridgе tеan.r tor tlrеir ехpеr1isе and support, еspесially

tо Anс1теw Winnard, Hеlеn Baгton аnсl Jaсkiе Warrеn, tсl Stеvе Barganski toг finе

сopyеditing. ar-rd tсl Praсhi Joshi t-or typеsеtting a сornplех sсript.

I havе prеsеntоd mаtеrial lrorn tl.tе bооk in variоus lесtшrеs and sеminars. and aпr

grаtеful t.oт all thе с0nlmеnts anсl сlisсussiсrn whiсh rеsrtltеd, еspесially to thе еnthu-

siastiс audiеnсеs at thе Thiгd Wintеr Тypо1ogiсal Sсhoo1, Mosсow Distriсt (Fеbruarу

2002), thе Vi1еп.r Мathеsirrs Lесtttге Sеriеs. Praguе (Maгсh 2002). thе Assoсiаtion for

Linguistiс Tуpology Summет Sсhool at Cagliari (Sеptеmbег 2003), thе Nеthегlands

Graduatе Sсhool in LingLristiсs Wintеr Sсhool in Amstеrdam (Jаnuaгу 2004), anсl

thе Moтphologу anсl Typology Sеrтinаrr, Vilnius (May 2005). And morе gепеrаllу.

thrnk 1оu t(} е\ег)оnе u ht l  pr . t tv idеd аn ех lmp|е.  i t  геГсr .еnсе r l I . iLr t  rэbjесt iоn.

Тhе геsеarсl-t Wtls sllppoгtесl bу thе ЕsRС (grants R00023lt228 and

RЕs05 l270l22) аnd bу thе Maх Plаnсk Institutе fbг Еvolutionarу Anthrоpil logу'

Lеipzig. thгough visits kindly hostесl by Bеrnarсl Ссlmriе. Thе suрport of both bodiеs

is grаtеfully aсknow1еdgес1.
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Abbrеviations

The abbrеviations tbl]ow thе Lеipzig Glоssing Rulеs
(http ://www.еva. шpg. dе/lingua/fi 1еs/rr.rorphеmе.html )
with additions foг itеms not in that l ist.

assoсiating obliquе
аblativе (.fгorn')
absolutivе
aссшsativе
aсtlvе
adеssivе (.on', .abor-rt')

adjесtivе
advеrb(ial)
affесtivе
agrеешеnt
a l lat ivе ( .onto ' ,  . to ' )

anlmatе
aoгist
aгtiс1е
attributivе
auxil iary
сlassifiеr
сomitativе
сommon gеndеr
сonnесtivе
сontеssivе (.сontaсt, Ioсalizatiоn)
соpula
сonvеrb
dif1Ъгеnt sr-rbjесt
dativе
dесlarativе
dеfinitе
din-rinutivе
distal
dual
егgativе



List of abbrеviations х v i  i

ЕSM
ЕХСL
F
FoС
FUT
GЕN
HAB
Н0N
HUМ
LL
IМP
IN
INAN
INCL
IND
INDF
INЕsS
INF
INS
INTЕNS
INTЕR
INTR
IPFV
IRR
LoС
M
М.PЕRs
MOD-ABL
MOD_PROP
N
NЕG
NMLZ
NOM
NON OBJ
OBL
OPT
PASS
PЕRS
PFV
PL
POSS
POT
PRF
PROG

еp i х t с | n i t .  s t l t l  u s  t n l t г k е l .

еxс1LlSivе

tЪtnininе

foсus
tuttlге
gсni t ivс
habitual
hсlnoгi{iс
ht-llтltt-l

i l la t ivе ( . into,)

irnpегativс
.in, loсalization
inanimatе
inсlr.rsivс
indiсat ivе
indеfinitе
inеss ivс ( . in ' )

infirrit ivе
instrurтеnIal
intеnsitiеr
. ir.rtеr' loсalization (.in', .within' 

)
ir.rtгansitivс
in-rpегtЪсtivе
iггеаl i s
1oсativе
шasсu1it-lе
шasсu1inе pеrsonal

moсlal аblativе (сasе)

modrrl propriеtivе (сasе)

nеLltег
nеgation, nеgatir,е
r to rn i  ne I  i z е г l no t l l i  n l l i z l t l  i r  l n

nominativе
non.objесt
obliqr"rе
optаtivе
passivс
pеrsonal
pсгtЪсtivе
plr"rгal
possеss ivе
potеntialis
pегfЪсt
progгеssivе
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PRS
PRV
PST
PTСL
PTCP
a
RЕD AGR
RЕFL
RЕL
RЕS
RLS
S SBJ
SBJ
SG
SUB
TR
V_DAТ
VoС
I
2
З
I I V

prеSеnt
prеvеrb
past
partiсiе
partiсiplе
quеStion partiсlе/maгkеr
геduсеd agrееmеnt
rеflехivr
rеlativе
rrSultativе
rеalis
samе Sllbjесt
subjесt
singular
.sub' Iосalization
transitivе
vеrbalizing dativе (сasе)
voсativе
first pеrsоn
Sесond pегSon
third pеrson
gеndеrs I' II' Ш, Iv

l lntroduс

Agrееmеnt is a widеspгеа

guagеS it is pеrvasivе, wl

agrееmеnt rеmains dееp

mаinlу as a tool fоr rеsеl

bееn a tradition ofrесogn

agrееmеnl. pгеsеnts sегiot

worth looking first at thr

Part of this сomеs from

grammar (s 1.2). Thе tеrl

thе tеrms I shall usе (S 1.З

сal approaсh to agгеешеn

outlinе thе way in whiсt

information whiсh shoul

The spесiа

Considеr thе

HypothеsisI: Grarnmatiс
i tеm to  whr

This hypothеsis suggеs

undеrstandablе. Сompa

w i th  thе  hуpo thеS i s .  o г .

This еntirе book prеsеn

l t  is  surpг is ing that gt

90;.  in othег woгds.  thаt

аnothег.  This  is  ц hat h l

( l )  M l г у  mаkеs

Herе tпаkе 's  is  s ingulaг l

Гrеquеnt lу .  thе numbеr

oГ thе vегb. Тhе vегb

шakings thеге arе. Tht

l . l



lntroduсtion : сanoniсal agrееmеnt

Agrееmеnt is a widеsprеad and variеd phеnomеnon. ln somе of thе wоrld,s lan-

guagеs it is pегvasivе, whilе in othегs it is absеnt. Dеspitе ехtеnsivе геsеarсh,

aglееmеnt rеmains dееply puzzLiлg, Thеrе was a timе whеn it was tгеatеd

mainly as a tool for rеsеaгсhing othеr syntaсtiс phеnomеna. Yеt thеrе hаs also

bееn a tradition of rесognizing it as a сhallеnging problеm in its own right. Indееd

agrеrmеnt prеsеnts sеriоus problеms for all our thеoriеs of sуntaх. It is thеrеforе

worth looking first at thе геasons fоr thе сontinuing intеrеst in agrееmеnt ($ 1 .1)

Part of thls сomеs from thе way in whiсh it involvеs so many сompоnеnts of

glamшar (s12).Thе tеrminologу has bесоmе somеwhat сonfusеd, so l сlarifу

thеtеrn-rsIshal l  usе("s13) Thеsubstant ia l  partof th isсhaptег laуsoutthесanoni-

сalapproaсh to agгееmеnt (s 1 .4)' whiсh will form thе basis foг my tуpоlogу. I thеn

outlinе thе waу in whiсh thе book is struсturеd (s1.5)' and prеsеnt baсkground

information whiсh should bе of valuе to thе rеadег (s l 6)

The sрeсiаl interest of agr€ement

Cоnsidег thе follоwing idеa:

Gтammаtiсаl in1brmation will bе found onlу togеthеr with thе lеxiсal

itеm to whiсh it is rеlеvant. (Falsе)

This hypothеsis suggеsts a situatiоn whiсh is iсoniс, funсtional, sеnsiblе and

undеrstаndablе. Comparе dog and dog.i' whеrе numbеr is markеd in аrссordanсе

with thе hуpothеsis, ot сomрutе arld сomputеd, whеrе tеnsе is similarly markеd.

This еntirе boоk prеsеnts еvidеnсе to show that Hypothеsis I is alsо wrоng.

It is srrrprising that grammatiсal mеaning сan bе .displaсеd' (Mоravсsik 1988:

90), in othег words, that onе word сan сaшy thе grammatiсal mеaning rеlеvant to

anolhег.  Тhis  is  ш hаt happеns in ugгееmеnt:

Marу makеs panсakеs.

Herc mсLkеs is singular bесalse Mоrу is an individual; еvеn if shе makеs panсakеs

frеquеntlу, thе numbеr of .panсakе making еvеnts' will not a1lЪсt thе agrееmеnt

of thе vеrb. Thе vеrb foгm tеlls us how many Maгys thеrе arе, not hоw many

makinss thеrе arе. Thus thе numbеr intbгmatiоn on thе vегb is displaсеd. This

l . l

цulш bе.u.', e Mсlrуis an tndrvtdua[; еvеn rr snе пrat<еs po,."ou-"

:mbеr of .panсakе making еvеnсs. wtll not affeсt tllе ag[eе]1lrnt

JS:хх-*...* t т..:..... (rrчs tnеге aге. not now many
: -
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displaсеd information, or .information in thе Wrong plaсе', is not a mlnor 1ssuе.
Agrееmеnt affесts diffеrеnt сomponеnts оf grammar, as wе shall sее in thе nеxt
sесtion.

1 .2 The plасe of agreement

Takе anothег simplе ехamplе likе:

(2) Thе сooks makе panсakеs.

Wе nееd to spесify that thе fotm mаkе - mаkеs variеs aссording tо thе subjесt
(thеrе is no еffесt if wе сhangе thе objесtpоnсаkе,s to brеаd, foг еxamplе). Сlеaгly,
thеn, agrееmеnt is a mattеr of syntaх, sinсе thе syntaсtiс rolе of thе itеms involvеd
is of importanсе. Bttt now сompatе:

In this еxaшplе thеrе is no

gеndеr.2 A similar algumrr

Thе usе of plural agrееmеn

lеast, havе a sеmantiс justi1

Thе third argun-rеnt is tha

typе оf agrееmеnt, thе doш

Thе сommittее hаvе аgrееd

сommittе е takеs agrееmеnl

is quitе unaссеptablе. It is

to mеaning is possiblе. Wе

agrееmеnt in сhaptrr 5. Anr

basis оf agrеешеnt in Еngl

both to sуntaсtiс and to sеt

Now сonsidег for сontrz

Thе сorrrmittее а
Mаry madе panс
Thе сooks madе

(3)
Ф)

r5)
(б)

Thе сorr.rmittее has agrееd.
Thе сomrтittее havе agrееd.

Morе than onе pеIson has failеd this ехam.
Fеwеr than two pеoplе havе failеd this еxаm.

(8)
(e)
(10)

Hеrе thеrе is a сhoiсе in somе variеtiеs of Еnglish, notably in British Еnglish.
That is, thеге is a сhoiсе hеrе, but not with Mаrу in (l) abovе. Why not? Bесausе
Маrу is an individual, whеrеas сolпmittее may bе сonсеptualizеd as an еntity or
as sеvеral individuals. Сlеarly, thеn, agrееmеnt is also a mattеr of sеmantiсs'

Pаrtiсularly if wе start fгоm Еnglish data, wе might think that agrееmеnt is all
a mattеr of sеmantiсs, an idеa put most сonsistеntly in Dowty & Jaсobson (1989).

Wе сould аrguе that thе singular vегb in (1) rеsults frоm sеmantiс сoшpatibil ity
with a singular aсtor, and thе plural in (2) similarly frоm a plural aсtоr. Howеvеr,
thеrе arе thrее typеs of problеm with suсh a viеw.

Сonsidеr flrst thеsе еxamplеs frоm Моrgan (1984:2З5):

Hеrе wе sее no еvidеnсе t

agrеrmеnt^ Сlеarlу, thеn, t

Sinсе Wе rеquirе thе moг

bе indiсatеd. lndееd agrее

morpholоgy and Syntaх, i

from thе hеartland of rithr

Thеге is  a s inglе ехсеJ

namеly thе vеrb bе whtck

is somеthing that has to t

Wе сonсludе that agrееш

lеxiсon; it is a mattеr of lr

It is tешpting to try to tI

somе apply so broadlу thi

Russian (l9th сеnturу, from
( 1 1 ) <Mаmеn.ka pl

Mothет сf

ЕIеnе, a

Е'lеna.одт anс

.Your motheт i

.and youт fаthс

Thе spеakеr is a maid, ta]

plurаl vеrbs with singulr

2 Dоwtу & Jасtlbson (1989: 98

bу suggеsting that a rеal-wс

dеnоtс thet с l lss оГ objесts.

Hеrе wе сan srе that thе agrеrmrnt of thе vеrb dеpеnds on thе gгammatiсal
numbеr of thе sr.rbjесt (shown bу pеrson vеrsus pеopLе) and nоt on thе mеaning
of thе sеntеnсе (sеmantiс plr-rral in (5) and singr"rlar in (6));l anothеr typе of
supporting еxamplе is givеn in $5.6.3.

Thеrе is a morе gеnеral sесond argumеnt that agrееmеnt сannot bе еntirеlу
sеmantiс whiсh involvеS аgrееmеnt in grammatiсal gеndеr, in languagеs likе
Russian:

Russian
(7) Lamp-a stoja-l-а v ugl-u

lamp(г)-sс stand.PST-F.SG in сoInеr-sG.I-oс
.Thе lamp was standing in thе сornеr.'

l Foг thе fbгm оf pronouns wit|.r sr'rсl.t phrases sее Gil (200l ).
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1.2 Тhе p|aсе of аgreеmеnt

ln this ехaпlрlе thrl.с is tlt l sсmantiс геasoп ftlr Lсttlt1.lсL.lamp' to bе of 1Ъrтininе

gеndеI.2 A similaг ar.glllllепt сan bс madе With gralniliirtiсal nllmbег in Еnglish.

Thе usе of pluгal agгееlllеnt r,vitl.r Еnglish .sс.is^rrlru doеs t.tot. foг пanу linguists аt

lеast. havе a Sеllrantiс.jtrsti[iсation.
Тhе third aг.gltlllепt is that еvеn whеrr thеге irrс Sеlnantiс геasons t.oг a paгtiсrзlitг

tуpеof agrееmеnt, thе dorтain in wl.riсh this is possiblс is dеtсгminеd by sуntaх.

Тhесоtппtiffее hсtу,е аgrеесlis tinс in Bгitish Еnglish (as in (4)). whiсl-t sLtggеsts that

сопtпt,ittее takеs agгееr.t.lсnt irссoгсling to its mсaning. And уet'rthеs,е с:tltttlttittеt,

is quitе unaссеptablе. It is sуntaх whiсh dеtеrn-rinеs whеn agгееIllеnt aссo[ding

t0 шеaning is pсlssiblс. Wе shall sее many moге ехanlplеs oГ sr.rсh nrismalсhеs in

agгеешеnt in сhaptсг 5. And еvidеЛсе tiom aсс1rrisitioll ir lso Sllppoгts thе syntaсtiс

basis of agrееmеnt in Еnglish (s9.3). Thus an adrquatе thесlгy rеqr'riгеs геfЪгсnсе

both to syntaсtiс anсl tсl sеmantiс infогmatiоn (Pullшrn 1984).

Now сonsidег lbг сoпtгasr:

(8) Thе сor.r.rrnittее agгеесl.
(9) Marу rnасlе panсаltеs.
(10) Тhе сooks tnadе panсаlrеs.

Hеrе wе sее tltl сviсlеnсс 0f agГсеmеflt. Past tеnsе vегbs in Еnglish do ntlt shоw

agrееmеnt. Сlеaгlу' thеt-t. l 'Lgl.ееtтеllt is l l lnirttег of mогphоlogy (woгd Stгuсtlu.е)

sinсе wе гrс]tliГе thе погpl.rology tO pгovidе thе oppoгtrrnitу foг zrgrееlnеnt tO

br indiсatсd. lndсеd .i.цrссmеnt is aгgLrablу thе major intеrfaсс pгoblеm bеtwееn

morphology and Sylltitх. anсl hеnсе appеars partiсLrlaгlу diffiсrrlt whеn viсwеd

fгош thе hеartland tlf еithеr сoПlponеnt.

Thеrе is a singlе схсерtion ttl thс statеmеnt abollt thе past tеnsе in Еnglish.

namеly thе r,егb bс whiсh сlistingLrishеs numbег in thе past (lгrzs - }| €rc). ThiS

is sошеthing that has to bс statеd individually fbr this vсгb' in its lеxiсal еntry.

Wе сonсluсlе that agгееmсnt is a nlattеt whiсh шaу havе to bе spесil iсd in thе

lехiсоn; it is a rnаttсг of lеxiсоlоgy'

It iS tеmрtiПg to try to tгеat urll srrсh spесifiс iггеgшlaгitiеs witlrin thе lеxiсoп. br'rt

sоmе apply so bгoiiс1iy that this appгtlaсh сannot bе гight. Сonsidег tlris еxalnplе:

Russian (l9th ссПtllгу. ti.orn Tuгgсnеу's NаkttttLutе.on thс Еvе'' l860)
( l l) <Mamеn,ka plаё-ut' iерr-rtr.l-a ona vslеd rrxоdivi-с1

Моthеr сrу_Звr wl.rispег-вs г-г.sс; shе aftсг lеaving-г.sс;.Il 'r 'г

Е l еnс ,  а  pаpеn .kа  gnеvа j -u t - s j a . . . '
Еlеrlа.oдт anсl l lthсг bе.angry-Зt,t--квгl-
.Youг rntlthег is сгуin.l.. shе whispеrесl afiеr Еlеnа, who was lеaving,
.alld 

уоuг tlш1rеr is аngrу . . .

Thе spеaltеr is a maid, tallt ing in tuгn about hег пlistгеss аnсl hег mastег. Hеге thе

plLlгal vегbs witl.r singr-rlaг subjесts inсliсatс that thе Spеakrг is showing ГеSpесt

]  Do rv t y&Jaсobsс l n ( l 989 :9 .9  l ( ) J ) с l i s с t L s s thеpгоb l е tnо1 .gеnс l е гaпdа t t еn l p t t о rпее i t h соb jе с t i о t r .
by sLrggеstiпg tlrat a гсаl-rt',сlrlсl 1lгtl1lегtу оl'objесts is thе r,vогd rvhiсh is Lrsсd bу с()n\сntit)|l ttl

dеЛOtс thаt с|аss of с lbjссts.  This is  haгdlv соnvinс ing. i t r  l l l1 r  iсu '
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for thе р'еоplе rеfегrеd to. Thеrе аrе all sorts оf itеms whiсh сould appеar in this
сonstruсtion. Thеy сannot bе rеstriсtеd to partiсular lеxiсal itеms, rathеr a гangе
of noun phrasеs may bе involvеd. Thе gеnеralization involvеs thе situation: this
agrееmеnt oссurs whеn thе spеakеr wishеs to show rеspесt (to thе rеfеrеnts of
thе noun phrasеs agrееd with). Hеnсе agrееmеnt сan bе a mattеr оf pгagmatiсs.

Agrееmеnt is inсrеasingly rесognizеd as of intеrеst not just for сorе arеas
of linguistiсs likе syntax and moгphology, but also morе widеly, in work on
aсquisition and in psyсholinguistiсs, fоr instanсе, whiсh arе topiсs I takе up in
thе flna] сhaptеr. Givеn this intеrеst from .outsidе,' it is partiсularly rmportant
that wе should bе talking about thе samе thing. Unfоrtunatеly, thе tеrminology
is muddlеd, and important сhoiсеs in analysis arе madе somеtimеs as muсh by
tradition as by argumеnt. I thегеfоrе will pay attеntion to kеy tеrms and to thе
analytiс сhoiсеs availab1е.

l.5 Defiпing terms

I havе just arguеd for thе nееd for сlarity in tеrminology. What thеn
iS it that unitеs thе еxamplеs of agrееmеnt wе havе сonsidеrеd so tar? Andеr-
son (1992: l03) points out that agrееmеnt is .a quitе intuitivе notion whiсh is
nonеthеlеss surprisingly difIiсult to dеlimit with prесisiоn'. Indееd, whilе sеvеral
dеfinitions havе bееn proposеd, nonе is fully satisfaсtory; Sеr thе suggеstiоns bу
Kееnan (19"78: l67), Lеhmann (l982: 20З) and Lapointе (1988). Thеiе is dеtailеd
disсussion of dеfinitional issuеs in Mеl,ёuk (l993) and a formal approaсh сan bе
found in Avgustinova & Uszkorеit (200З). Wе shall start from a suggеstion by
Stееlе:

Theterm аgrееmеnt commonlу rеfеrs to Somе systеmatiс сovarianсе betweеn
a sеmantiс ог formal propеrtу of onе еlеmеnt and a formal propеrty of anothеr.
S tее l е  (1978 :6 l0 )

This соvеrs thе instanсеs wе havе sееn. Thе еssеntial notion is соvarianсе. It
is not suffiсiеnt that two itеms happеn to sharе propеrtiеs; thе shaгing must bе
systеmatiс, and wе sее this by thе faсt that as оnе еlеmеnt variеs so will thе othеr.

somе trгms will bе usеful at this stagе, to allоw us to gеnеralizе abоut diffеrеnt
typеs of agгееmеnt. Wе сall thе еlеmеnt whiсh dеtеrminеs thе agrееmеnt (say thе
subjесt noun phrasе) thе сontrollеr. Thе еlеmеnt r,vhоsе fоrm is dеtеrminеd by
agrееmеnt is thе taгgеt. Thе syntaсtiс еnvirоnmеnt in whiсh agrееmеnt oссurs
(thе сlausе for instanсе) is thе dоmain of agrееmеnt. And whеn wе indiсatе in
what rеspесt thеrе is agrееmrnt, Wе arе rеfеrring to agrееmеnt fеаtuгеs. Thus
numbеr is an agrееmеnt fеaturе, it has thе valuеs: singular' dual, plural and so on.
This is diagrammеd in Figurе 1.l.

Fеaturеs arе dirесtly rеflесtеd in agrееmеnt. Thеrе сan Ье othеr faсtors (likе
word ordеr) whiсh havе an еffесt on agrrеmеnt but arе not dirесtly rеflесtеd likе

Figurе 1.1 Frа

featurеs. Suсh faсtors arе

domain, a targеt agrrеs \

(that is, thе fеaturеs and

сondition bеing mеt.

Thеsе tеrms arе now f

сontro l lег .  thе lегm . tг i91

found in plaсе of .fеаtur

and .goal' sее $4.2.5' As

mеnt is asymmеtriс. In fu

Маry ts singular. Howеr

way. oldеr aссounts of a1

turе spесifiсatiоns from

tесhniquеs l ikе uni f iсat iс

сonsidеrеd in $ 1.4.З, anс

I shall fцrthеr сlаrify t
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| '3 Defining tеrms

doпratn

сontrоllеr

тi;';4
fеaturе: numbеr
v:rluс: singular

{- сolrditiolr

Figurе l.l Frаmеуvоrk сl|'tеrms

fеaturеs. Suсh faсtors arе сallеd agrееmеnt сonditions. Thus, within a partiсular

dоmain, a targеt agrееS With a сontгollеr in rеspесt of its fraturе spесifiсations
(that is, thе fеaturеs and thеir valuеs); this may bе dеpеndеnt on somе othеr

сondition bеing mеt.
Thеsе tеrms arе now tЪirly standard among thosе woгking on agrеrmеnt. For

сontrollеr, thе tегm ,triggег, or .Sourсе' is somеtimеs found. .Catеgory' may bе

found in plaсе of .tЪaturе', and .сonditioning faсtor' foг сondition. For .pгоbе'

and .goal' sее $4.2.5. As our tеrms SuggеSt, thеrе is a сlеar intuition that agrее_

mеnt iS asyшmеtriс. In Mаry lаughs, most aссеpt that lаttghs is singular bесausе

Mоry is singular. Howеvеr, it doеs nоt fоllow that wе should modеl it in this

way. oldеr aссounts of agrееmеnt сapturеd thе intuition dirесtly by соpying f.еa_

turе spесifiсations from thе сontгollеr tо thе targеt. Мorе rесеnt aссounts uSе

tесhniquеs likе unifiсation, and modеl thе asymmеtгy lеss diгесtly. This issuе is

соnsidеrеd in $l.4.З, and disсussеd morе fully in $4.1.
I shall fцrthеr сlarify what is сovеrеd by agrеешеnt. Fiгst I dеal with thе tеrm

.сonсord' (s1.З.1) and thеn I еxaminе thе геlation of agrееmеnt to govеrnmеnt
($1.3.2). Thе mа.in way forward, howеvеr' will bе using thе notion of сanoniсal

agrеOmеnt ($ 1 4)' whiсh will allow us to woгk with thе full rangе оf agrееmеnt,

from thе сorе instanсеs of thе phеnomеnon to thosе at thе tiingе.

l.5.l Agreement аnd сonсord

Thеsе innoсеnt tеrms havе lеd to сonsidеrablе сonfusion. For many

linguists thеy arе Synonуmous; thе trеnd is towards thе usе of .agrееmеnt.,з

whiсh is thе tеrm I shall usе. Somе оthеrs havе distinguishеd thе tеrms, but thеy

havе donе so in сontradiсtory and potеntiallу сonfusing ways. Sinсе somе of this

сonfusion rеmains in thе litегaturе, I shall outlinе two positions, So that rеadегs

сan bе alеrt to thе issuеs. Rеadеrs for whom this is not an issuе should go straight

tо  $1 .3 .2 .

з In a survеy of thе tоpiс, Moravсsik (1978: З3З) givеs .agrееmеnt (оr сonсоrd) phеnomеna'.

Similarly Trask (1997: 10) hаs .agгееmеnt (also соnсord )'. Somеwhаt rarliеr, Lyоns (l968:

239) had .сопr:оrd (оr .agrееmеnt')'; this suggеsts that .aglrеmеnt' is on thе risе, an irnprеssion
suрportеd by Andеrsоn (1992: 103)' who writes .just What is ..agrееmеnt,, (or as it is оtiеn сa1lеd
in thе traditional litегatuге, ..соnсord'')?'
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Somе linguists, 1bllоwing Bloomfiеld (l933: |914), trеat agrеешеnt as thе
supеrоrdinatе tегm. Aссоrding to Bloоmfiеld ( l 933: 1 91 ), 

,In a rough way' with-
out rеal bоundariеs' Wе сan distinguish thrее gеnеral typеs of agrееmеnt.' Thеsе
arе .сonсoгd' or .сongгuеnсе,' whiсh inсludеs agrееmеnt within thе noun phrasе

and thе agгееmеnt оf prеdiсatе vеrbs, govеrnmеnt and сrоss.rеfеrеnсе.4 As was
pгеdiсtablе, this systеm оf tеrms has not survivеd unсhangеd. onе dеvеlopmеnt
has bееn to геstriсt сonсоrd to thе noun phrasе' whiсh mеans that thr domain of
agгееmеnl  is  thе kеу paгt  oГ suсh dеf in i t ions.5

]n сontrast to thе position of Bloomfiеld, and dеvеlopmеnts fronr it, Grееnbеrg
(l978: 50) trеats сonсord as thе widrr tеrm:

lt would bе usrful, thеn, to distinguish thе widеr notion of сonсord fion-l
agrееmrnt, thе lattеr bring а subtypе in whiсh thе сhoiсе of altеrnаtivе сon-
сord еlеmеt-tts dеpеnds on thе сlаss to whiсh the strln of thе govеrning itеm
bеlongs, whеthеr markеd bу аn atfiх or not.

Grееnbегg wоuld inсludе matсhing in сasе within thе noun phrasе as an instanсе
of сonсord. Whеn, howеvеr, matсhing is dеtеrminеd by .thе сlass to whiсh thе
stеm of thе govеrning itеm bеlongs', thеn wе havе agrееmеnt. Grееnbеrg сitеs
gеndег hеrе, and is сlеarly talking of what wе would tеrm a lеxiсal fеaturе.

Notе thе сontrast bеtwееn this dеfinition and Blоomfiеld's. Most obviously
thе subsеt rеlations arе diffЪrеnt: for Bloom{rеld сonсоrd is a subsеt of agrее-
mеnt' whilе for Grееnbеrg agrееmеnt is a subsеt of сonсord. But thе сritеria on
whiсh thе rеlation is basеd diffеr tоo. Bloоm1rеld and SеVеral followеrs draw a
distinсtion aссording to domain: соnсord еxists in a ,smallеr' domain than сross_
rеfегеnсе. For Grееnbеrg thе distinсtion is basеd on thе typе offеaturе involvеd:
agrrеmеnt invоlvеs lеxiсal fеatltrеs, whilе сonсord сan involvе matсhing of оthег
t.еatuгеs.6

Thus nо distinсtion is drawn сonsistеntly bеtwееn thе tеrms .agгееmеnt' and
.сonсoгd', indееd thеу arе usеd in oppоsing ways' I shall thеrеforе usе jшst

a Bloomfiеlсl puts сеrtain рrоnоminal сonstruсtions and prо-drop togеthrr as сross-rеfеrеnсе, and
inсludеs thrrn with сonсord and govеrnmеnt under .agгееlтеnt,, but hе trеats аntесеdеnt-anaphor
rеlаtions sеnaгatеlv.

5 For rxamplЪ:

Тhе lerлl с.сltссltz] tгаditionally distiпguishes this pattеrn ol. agгeemеnt within DP from thс саnon-
iсal spесifiеr-hсad typс: аgrесmеnt thеоry аs dеvеlopеd in Chomsky 1993 and rеiated work
aссounts onlу lbг 1hе lattеI. (Саrstеns 2()0(): 323)

Notе thе distinсtiоn; what fbr Blоomf]еld сountеd as сonсоrd is сut down to agrееmеnt within
thе detеrminеr phrаsе, and parI of what hе trеatеd as сonсord is trеatеd as thе .саnоniсal' tyрr
оf agrееmеnt. Thе diftЪгеnсе in thе dеIrnitions dеpеnds on what is сonsidеrеd thе domain o1.
agгееment.

6 Thеdomainisnotadеf in ingсr i tеr ionhеrе ' indееdGrееnbеrglatеrta lksоf. threеtуреsofсonсоrdia l

рhеnomеna' anсl distingrrishеs in what hе сalls a .sоmеwhаt гоugh and hеuristiс faslrion' bеtwеrn
agrrеmеnt within thе noun phrаsе, prеdiсatе agrееment and anaphоriс usе (1978:75-6). Тhеrе
arе othег ways in whiсh tl.tе tегms arе usеd. Thrrs Lеhmann (|982:206'219_50) аlso distinguishеs
agrеrlnrnt froпr сonсord: agrеrmеnt is thе сorе sуntaсtiс phеnomеnon, whiсh hе dеlinеs, and
the tсrm .сonсоrd' is thеn usеd for instanсеs of sеmantiс сompatibilitу, сеrtаin сlassifiег.nortn
rеlations. fbг ехamnlе. But still оthегs usr both tеrms without dеfinition.

.agrееmеnt', aS thе morе с

mу tеrms primarilу aссor

involvеd: both should bе a

сal' approaсh). Anу subdi

aS thе tеrm, will rеquiге a
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to Atlе Griinn 1Ъr pоinting
8 We disсuss thе glossing o1
9 As wе shai l  sее in $ l .4.z l ,
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.agrееmеnt', aS thr morе сurrеnt tеrm. Thеrе is no paгtiсr'rlar rrason to dеtеrminе

my tеrlns primarily aссording to thе dоmains of agrееmеnt or to thе t.еtttuгеs

involvеd: both shоuld bе a part of thе aссount (as will bе thе сasе in mу .сanoni-

сal' apprоaсh). Any sr-rbdivision of agrееmеnt, whеthеr or not .сOnсord' is usеd

as thе tеIm' will rеquirе a сarеful dеIlnition, sinсе thеrе is no gеnеrallу aссеptеd

tеnтrino1ogy hеrе.

1 ,5 .2  Ag reementandSove rnment '  : : r r  : :  r " ' r ' : r 11  l r i  ' : i :  : "  ' r : r r  ' r r  ' ' r r r  '  r  r :

In thе сlеaгеst instanсеs of agrееmеnt (thosе I shall ]atег trеat as
.сanoniсal'), agrееmеnt сan bе distinguishеd from govеrnmеnt rathеr геadilу.

Thе diffеrеnсеs сan bе illtlstгatеd bу this еxamplе takеn from a сorplls of spоkеn

Russian.

Russian сonvеrsation (Zеrnskaja & Kapanadzе l978: 25l)
(I2) Zna-e{ kak-oj tnnе vsеgda dava.].a

know-2sс Whirt-NI.sG.AСC ] sс.tlдт Alwaуs givе.вsт-г.sс

sovеt mоj-a mam-a..l
adviсе (м)[sс.нсс] mу.г.sс.шoм mothеr(I.ЕM)-sG
.Do 

усlu know what adviсе my mothеr alwaуs gavе mе?'

Thе subjесt is mojа m(Ш1(1 ,mу mоthеr', and thе vеrb agrееs with it. In agгееmеnt

thе fеaturе spесi{iсation of thе targеt is in thе rеlеvant ГеSprсts thе samе as that

of thе сontгоllеr (hеrе fеmininе singulaг).7 ln tLLrn thе vегb govеrns thе split noun

phrasekаkoj soyel.What adviсе'.E Fоr gоvеrnmеnt it is simplу thе prеsеnсе of

thе vегb dаvаt,.givе' whiсh геquirеs thе aссusirtivе сasе tbr this noun phгasе;

сhanging thе tbпт of thе vеrb to, say, thе prеsеnt' doеs not af1Ъсt its govеrnlnеnt

rеquirеmеnt (this is point l in (l3) bеlow)' Anothег waу of ехpгеssing this is

t0 Say that thе agrееmеnt сontгollег has thе 1Ъatuге spесiIiсation геquirеd of thе

targеt (i.е. thе subjесt is indееd fеmininе and singular in my еxamplе), whilе thе

goYrrnor doеs not (thе vеrb is not aссusativе), as in point 2 bеlow. Thе сontгollеr

of agrееmеnt is usually nominal, whilе taгgеts arе of various Sorts; сonvеrsеly,

thе govеrnor сan bе vaгiеd, but itеms whiсh arе govегnеd arе nominal (point З).

Thе fеatuгеs involvеd in agrееmеnt, tуpiсally gеndег, numbеr and pеrson havе

dirесt sеmantiс rеlеvanсе, to vaгying dеgrееs (disсussеd furthеr in $4.2.4)' whilе

govrrnmеnt сanoniсallу involvеs сasе, whiсh is not dirесtly involvеd in sеmltntiс

intеrprеtation (pоint 4). And final1у, if thеrе aге multiplе targеts for an agrееmеnt

controllег, thеy will in thе сanoniсal instanсе sharе thе Samе valuеs (whеn thеу

rеalizе thе samе fЪaturеs); thus пlojа ,mу' and dаvаl,о .gavе, aге both fЪmininе

singular.g Howеvег, whеn a singlе gсlvеrnor govеrns two govегnrеs, thеy will

7 This is a furthеr imрОrtant aspесt сll' .systеmatiс сс.lvariаnсе' in thе сietinition abоvе, namеlу thаt

it is in гсsресt of thе samс lЪatrrrе. ThLls if tl.tе саsе of an tu gumеnt vaгiеs aссording to thе aspесt

of thе vеrb' this would nоt qua|ifу аs agl.еrmеnt ilnу iтoге thаn сloеs nсlrmаl gоvегnmеnt (thаnks

to At lе Grоnп fоr point ing out th is issuс).
8 Wе с l isсttss thе gloss ing оf phг:rsеs l ikе th is showing synсrеt isпl  in $ l .6.3 bеlоw'
9 As wе shall sее in $ l.4.zl. hуbriсl соn1гollе[s aге nOn_саnOniсаl in this геgaгd.
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normally havе ditI.еrеnt fеaturе valuеs] thus thе noun phrasе kоkoj sovеt ,whaI

adviсе' is aссusativе, whilе mnе ,to mе' is dativе, as in pоint 5.

(  l з ) Summary of diffЪrеnсеs: сanoniсal agrееmеnt and сanoniсal govеrnmеnt

AGRЕЕMЕNT GoVЕRNMЕNT

thеorеtiсal spaсе of pоssil

It follows that сanoniсal ir

moSt с1oSеly matсhing tht

indееd bе ехtrеmеlу rarе.

nomеna сan bе сalibratеd

for lеss сanoniсal instanс

tions, thеy will inсludе sо

agrееmеnt. At sеvеral po

thеn takеn up in morе dеl
To start from an instаnс

in thе ltalian nolln phrаSе

Italian (Piеrluigi Сuzzolin, l
(14) i l nuov

(  l 5 )

(  1 б )

(r'7)

DЕF.M.SG nеW-
.thе nеw ptсtur

i nuor
DЕF.M.PL  nеW.
.thе nеw piсtur

la nuov

DЕF.F.SG nеW-
.thе nеw painti

lе nuoY

DЕF.F.PL nеW-
.thе nеw painti

I shall disсuss сanoniсal

thе сanoniсal aspесts of1

сontrollеr: is prеsеnt, has

agrrеmеnts it t

сritеrion in (14

tаrgеt: has bound еxpl

mатking of thе

has a singlе со

domain: agfееmеnt is al

noun), loсal, al

fеaturеs: lеxiсal (in onе

сondit ions: no сondit ions

For somе геadегs ехam

worth rеflесting оn how

]2 Glossing сonvеntions aгe di
Thus gеndеr is glossеd witl
gеndеr by thе assignmеnt 1
.poеt' (masсulinе); similarl
mсtпo .hand' (fЪminine). Th
mеnt  i t  i :  imрUr lаn l  tО d i \ l i

2.

3 .

+.

l . fеaturе spесifiсation of
target/govеrnее is
dеtеrrтinеd by:

сontrol lеr/govетnor:

еlеmеnt whiсh is normаlly
nominal:
fеаturеs involvrd arе:

1Ъaturе spесiIiсation of
сontrollеr
has thе rеlеvant tЪatuге
spесifiсation

сontrollеr
gеndеr, numbеr,
pеrson, i.е. .dirесt'

fеaturеs ($4.2.4)

samr as еасh othеr

prеsеnсе of govеrnor

doеs not hlr е thе rеlеvаnt
fеаturе spесiIiсation 1 ()

goVеrnее

сasе, i .е. an . indirесt,

fеaturе

ditТеrеnt fiom еaсh othеr

5. multiplе targеts/govеrnееs
arr:

In thе сanoniсal instanсеs agгееmеnt and govеrnmеnt aГе гathеr diffегеnt' agrее_
mеnt bеing сharaсtеrizеd by matсhing, and govrrnmеnt laсking this.l I Howеvеr,
thеy sharе thе сharaсtеristiс of bеing sуntaсtiс геlations of an asymmеtriс typе.
Indееd, in rесеnt work in Minimalism, thе opеration Agrее is givеn a major rolе,
сovеring both agгееmеnt and сaSе govеrnmеnt (sее Chomsky, 2000: 10l). l shall
hеrе rеstгiсt mysеlf to agгееmеnt in thе narrowеr sеnsе, rеtaining thе sharpеr
notion of thе сovarianсе оf fЪaturеs, not found in govеrnmеnt. Adopting thе
brоadеr dеfinition would blur this impoгtant distinсtion. Whilе I havе trеatеd thе
сanoniсal instanсеs, thеrе arе dittсult phеnomеna falling bеtwееn thеsе idеaliza-
tions, as wе shall sее whеn Wе сonsidег data 1iom Kayardild ($4.5.2). Wе rеturn
to thе issuе of agгееmеnt in сasе in $4.4. l, and for .сollaborativе agrееmеnt',
whiсh involvеs an intеraсtion with сaSе, Srе $3.з.5.

1 .4 Canoniсаl agreement

Tо сlarity somе of thе сonсеptual problеms and misundеrstandings
that havе сharaсtегizеd thе topiс ofagrееmеnt I shall adopt a .сanoniсal' appгoaсh.
This mеans that l shall takе dеfinitions to thеir logiсal еnd point and build a

l0 Striсtlу spеaking. it doеs nоt nесеssаrilу havе thе rеlеvant fеaturr spесifiсation; it rnaу havе it
сoinсidеntallу. For ехamplе, if wе hаvе a vеrb whiсh govеrns thе gеnitivе, a partiсiplе fоrmеd
tiom it пraу bе in thе gеnitivе. Thе taсt that this рartiсiplе thеn gоvеrлs thе gеnitive is still a
mattеr o1.it bеing prеsеnt, and dоеs nоt dереnd on its bеing in thе gеnitivе.

rr Foг еxtеndеd disсussiоn of dеflnitions Of aglееmеnt аnd govеrnmеnt sее Sсhmidt & Lеh1Ъldt
( l  995).
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1'4  Сanon iсaI  agrеemеnt

thеогеtiсal Spaсе of possibil it iеs. only thеn do I ask hоw this spaсе is pоpulatесl.

It tbllows that сanоniсaI instailсеS, whiсh аrе thе bеst and сlеaгеst ехamplеs, thosе

mоstсlоsеly matсhing thе 'сzrnon', n.ray wеll not bе thе most f.геquеnt. Тhеу may

indееd bе еxtгеmеlу гaгe. Howеvеr. thеу Iix a point from whiсh oссr.rrrillg рhе-
nomеna сan bе саlibгatеd. Thеn l disсr.rss wеakеnings of thе сritегia, whiсh allow

tbrlеss сanoniсa] instanссs. As thеsе instanсеs nо longеr t-ully matсh thе dеfini-

tions, thеу wiIl inсludе soIlе whiсh not all l inguists would aссеpt as instanсеs сlf

agrееmеnt. At sеvеrаi points I intгodttсе hеге intеrеsting phеnопrеna whiсh arе

thеn takеn up in rnoге dеtai1 in lalсг сhaptегs.
То start frопr an instanсе o[сanoniсal agrееmеnt. сonsidеr agгееnrеnt in gсndег

in thе I tu l ian nоttn Phl . l tsс:

Italian (Piеrl Lri gi Сrrzzo I i n. pсrsonirl сotl-ttl-tt-ttliсаtion ) 1 2

t I11 il nr.rov-o с1uасlг-о

I)ЕF.N/t.sG nеW-N{.sсi piсtrrге(п,t)-sс
.thе nеw piсtr"rге.

( l5 )  i  nuоv i  quaс l г_ i

DЕF.Ni. l ,L I]еW-Nl.PL plсtt lге(NI)-PL
. l h с  n еu  p i с t t l t . е s .

(161 lа nl lov-a tеl-a

Dt.]}.Г.s(j nеw-l..sG pаinting(l).sс
.thе t-tеw painting'

(11)  ]с  nuOv-е  tе] -е

I)ЕГ.F.PI, nеW-Г.PL painting(г)-гI-
.thе nеw paintirrgs.

I shall disсшss сanoniсal i]Spссts of sr.rсh ехalтplеs in tuгn. As a briеf Sumшary.

thе сanоr-riсаl аSpесtS сlf thсsе ехamplеs aге as t-ollows:

сontrоllеr: is prеsсnt, hаs ovегt схprеssiсln of fсatiп"еs' and is ссlпsistеnt in tl.rе

agгссl1lеllts it takсs, its par.t of spсесl.t is tlot гсlсvarrt (this is а vасLloLlS

сr i tег ion  in  (  l .1 ) - (  l7 ) )

has bоund ехpгеssiotl of аgгееmеnt. obl igatory rтar.king' dotrbl ing thr

rnarking of thс noun' rnarking is теgrrlat.. allitеrativе. prodrзсtivе; thе taгgсt

hаs а sin.Чlе сontt 't l l lеr and its pаrt o| spеесh is not lеlеvant

domain: a.gIееmеnt is asуmmеtгiс (tl-rе gеr-rdег of thе аdjесtivс dеpеnds orl that ol.thе

nоltn). lсlсаl' arrd thс drlrnain is onс o1. n.rultiрlе dопаit-ts

fеaturos: lехiсal (in onе itlstаnсе). n-ratсhing virlr-lеs' l-tot оt1Ъling any сhоiсе irr valuеs

сondit iоns: nсl сondit ions

For sоmе Геadсls ехalnplеs l ikе (l4)-(l7) wil l  sеепl f imil iar; howеt'ег, it is

Worth геflесti l lg оn how intегеsting thеy aге. Еaсh is a сlеaг сountег.ехamplе tсl

r] Glossing сtlt.tt,еt.ttiсll.ts ltге сlisсt.tssесl in $ l.6.3. ln|.rегеnt 1Ъatr:геs (.srl.2.З) aге givеп in рагеnthеsеs.
Thus gеnсlег is glossеd with thе nol ln stеnl; it is truе t l iat .1 оl1 thе псlutl ol iсп imрliеs tЪmilr irrе
gеnсlег bу thе asslgnmcnt гLllеs ($,1.j.l) of ltalian. lrrrt this is nсlt nсссssaгilу sсl. i-Ls witl-t 7l.llalс
'рoеt,(nl lrsсul inе): siI l i laгlу -r l  otjеn irr lрl iеs trrasсrrl irrс. bшt this is t lt l t alwaуs thе сasс' аs with
пtuпo.httt lс| '( lЪnl iпinе).. l .his gl i lssing mxу scсl l l  оl,ег-сlгеful. Howеr'еr. r,vlrсn disсLtssi l l .s rttс..-
mеnt it is i l l lрогt|lnt tо dist iпguish bеtwееll wI.rat is inhегепt aпсl whаt is сontсхtшаl.

targrt:
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Hypothеsis I. As wе shall sее, thе diffегеnt сanoniсal aspесts of agrееmеnt сon-
vеrgе, So that agгееmеnt in gеndег of thе modifiеr with thе noun in thе noun phrasе
is сonfirшеd as thе сanot-tiсаl instanсе. Phеnomеna whiсh еxtеnd tlrе inьtаnсеs
.сlutwards' aге now gгоupеd undеr thе fivе сomponеnts (Figurе l. l ) of mу aссount
of agгееmеnt.

1 . 4 . 1 Controllers

Sеvегal ot thе сгitегia геIatе to thе сontrollеr. An impoгtant оnе is that
сirnоniсal сontгollегs aге prеSеnt.

С-I: с'otirolLеr prеSеIlt > сoпtrоIlеr аbsепt
(whеrе .>' mеans .morе сanoniсal ti.ran')

Comparе thеsе two similaг еxalтplеs:

possеSsor-posSеSSrd agrrе

prеsеnt.

С-2: сoпtrоllеr h
( 'оI.  е r|  ( ,Y l '  l .е -\  \  i  |  ]I

Cоmparе thеsе Frеnсh еxа

Russian
(  l 8 )  t y ёita-еЁ

Frеnсh
(20)

(2t)

е1lе еst
Зsс.г bе.pкs.3s
.shе is happу'

jе sllls

l sс  bе .pкs . l sс
.I am happу'

In (20) thе сontrollег is or
.hе' . In (2 1 ) thеге is no dis

for gеndег). Wе trеat ехat

thosе likе (21). Anothеr ц

marks at lеast as manу d

tеrms of thе nur-nbег of 1

makе сlеar that I am соn

tеrms of сanoniсitу: еvеt

morе сanoniсal agrеепrеr

On thе basis of thеsе сr

prinсiplе maу bе suggеst

Priпс:iplе l: Сtt

This prinсiplе fits wе]l v

еxamplе еllе еst сol1tеl7tе

сontrollrr (сгitеriоn 2)' Il

l hе  саnon i са l  еx lmp|е  i s

thе horsеs оrе atemoteСi

is no сontrollег prеsеnt'

that suppliеd bу thе taгgс

found); this is thе point t

Lеt us сontinuе with t

С-3: t:ollsi,stеr,

A сonsistеnt сontгollеr

This is moге сanoniсal

notion 
.сonsistеnt agrее

So еasy to dеfinе (fbr thс

a first сharaсtеrizatiоn,

сontгollеd bу а typiсal г

2sс.шoм r.сad-2sс
.yoll arе гrading'

Sеrbiаn/Croati arr/B osniаn
( t e ) ёit-aЁ

rеаd_2sс;
.уou arе rсading

In suсh Sеntеnсеs in Rr-rssian thе сontгollеr is typiсally pГеSеnt, whilе in
Sегb i an /Сгo l t l i аn /Bos r l i аn l l  t 1p i са I I у  i t  i s  no t .  I  l г еu t  а s  саnon i сa l  whu l  i s  somе-
tjmеs сallеd ,gгammatiсal agrееmеnt' гathеr than .anaphoriс agrееmеnt' (Brеsnan
& Mсhombo l987, Siеwiеrska l999, Brеsnan 200l a: 151). An еf1Ъсt of adopt-
ing сritеrion l is that, f-оr thе сonstruсtion Wе arе disсussing, thе сanoniсal typе
is rеstriсtеd tо rеlativеly fеw languagеs, sinсе thе omission of stlbjесt pronouns
(ottеn геtЪrrеd to as .pгo drop') is сommon. It is important to stгеSS that сanoniсal
is nоt nесеssarilу what is .normal' or .сommon'. Sеvеral fЪmiliaг еxamplеs of
languagеs whеге pгonоminal subjесts arе noпlally inсludеd сomе fгоm northеrn
Еuropе (Еnglish and Gеrman bеing obvious еxamplеs)'la

Whilе disсussions of .dropping' сonсеntratе on pronouns, I arn making а morе
gеnеral pоint hеrе: it is morе сanoniсal for any сontrollег to bе prеsеnt гathег
than absеnt. Foг agrееmеnt of thе adjесtivе with thе noun within thе domain
of noun phrasе, it is morе сanoniсal t-oг thе noun to bе pгеsеnt; similarly in

l] I usо this dеsignatiоn Ibг thо Sошth Slavоniс l,aгieties spоkеn in Bosniа.Herсеgсlvina, Crоatiа,
Montenеgro aIrd Sеrbia. sinсе |ingtristiсallу thсу show сonsidеrablе sinrilаrritу. An aссount oIthо
brеaklrp o1 Sсrbо Сroat is.цivеn in Grсenberg (2004).

,, A paгtiсularly intсгеsl-ine lеss fЪmiliar схample is Skou (Nеw Gr.rirrеa)' wlriсh has еlaboratе
agrcсmеnt maгking (tо bе disсшssеd in $3.2.З and $З.2..1) aпс.l whiсh nоrmal|у inсludеs sub.jесt
pгOnotllls: thе third реГSon pronouns аге гсgu|ar|у inсlr:dеd аnd I]гst and sесonсl реrson pronol|nS
aIе prеsеnt nlоrс сlftеt.t tlran not (Магk Donohuе' реrsоnal сommuniсation). Siеwiсrska (2004b:
26t] 7()) suggеsts in addition: the Papr'ran lаnguаgсs Aш. Еkarj' Koiaгi аnd Vanirno' and thе
Ausl-гtlnеsjan languagеs Anсjоm. Fеhalr аnd Lаbu.
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p6ssrssor-possеSsеd agгrеmеnt it iS moге сanoniсal foг thе .pt.lssеssеd' to bе

prеsrnt.

С-2: сoпtrо|!еr hаs oуеr| ехprеssiott o.f.аgrееnrcп|: .|еаturеs > сoп1пlllеr hоS

сo| е rt ехprе S'\ i о п oJ' а g rе еmеп|'|сatttrе s

Сompше thеsе Frеnсh еxamplеS:

Frеnсh
(20) еllе еst сontеnt-е

3sс.г bе.pкs.Зsс happy-г.sс
.shе is hаppу'

(2|) jе suis сontеnt / сontеnt-е
lsс bе.pкs.1sс; hapру|vI.sс] / hаpрy-г.sс
.I am hаppy'

In (20) thе сontгollеr is ovегtly fеmininе: thе prоnoun еllе ,she, сontrasts with ll
.hе'. In (2 1 ) thеrе is no distinсtion in thе сontгollеr for gеndег (it is undеrspесifiеd

fol gеndеr). Wе tгеat еxamplеS likе (20) aS сanoniсal in this rеspесt, rathеr than

thоsе likе (2l). Anothеr way of stating this сritеrion is that a сanoniсal сontrollеГ

marks at lеast as many distinсtions as thе targеt. It doеs So in two rеspесts: in

tеms оf thе nr.rmbеr of fЪaturеs and in tегшs of thеir valцеs. Thеsе еxamplеs

makе сlеar that I am сompaгing сonstruсtions and еvеn partiсulaг ехamplеs in

tеrms оf сanоniсity: еvеn within a givеn languаgе onе сonstгuсtioп сan show

morе сanoniсal agгееmеnt than anothеr.

on thе basis of thеsе сritеria, and othеrs to bе сonsidеrеd bеlow a morе gеnеral

prinсiplе may bе suggеstеd (сoшparе Mогavсsik l988: 90):

Priпсip!е I: Сапottiсаl (tgrееп1е|1t is rеduпdаllt rоthеr thaп inforп.Lаtivе

This prinсiplе 1rts wеll with tlrе dеfinition of agrееmеnt in S l.3. In thе Fгеnсh

ехamplе еllе еst сontеntе.shе is happу' thе fеmininе fеaturе is availablе fiоm thе

сgntrollrг (сritеrion 2).In jе suis сoпtеnt(e) .I am happy' it is not. Agrееmеnt in

thе сanoniсal еxamplе is геdundant. Similarly, Еnglish еxamplеs ||ke thе horsе is /

thе horsеs (1rе arr morе сanoniсal than th,е shееp is / аrе. Thе situаttion whеrе thеrе

is no сontrollег prrsеnt, and hеnсе thе only information abоut thе сontro]lеr iS

that suppliеd by thе targеt, is non-сanoniсal (though, as Wе notеd, it is сommonlу

found); this is thе point оf сritегion 1.

Lеt us сontinuе with othеr сritеria геlating to сontrollеrs.

С-3: t:ollsistеllt сoпtr()l[еr > hуbrid r:oпtrollеr

A сonsistеnt сontrollег is onе whiсh сontгols a соnsistеnt agrееmеnt pattеrn.

This is morе сanoniсal than onе whiсh соntrols ditТегеnt fеaturе valuеs. Thе

notiоn .сonsistеnt agrееmеnt pattrrn' is intuitivеtу straighttbгward, but not quitе

So еasy to dеfinе (for thе dеtails sее Сorbеtt l99l : 176-81 and 
"s5.4.1 

bеlow). As

a first сharaсtеrization, a сonsistеnt agrееmеnt pattегn is thе sеt оf agrееmеnts

ооntrollеd by a typiсal rеgulaг сontгоllеr. A hybrid сontrollег, on thе othег hand,
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takеs agrееmеnts tiom morе than onе suсh pattегn. It сontrols diffеrеnt fеaturе

valuеs on diffеrеnt taгgеts. An еxamplе сan bе fоund in Bulgarian:

Bulgarian (osеnova 2003: 666)
(22) Nеgov-o Vеliёеstv_tl е dоiil

his-ш.sс Majеsty(ш)_sс дuх.Зsс сomе.гsт[м.sс]
.his Majеsty has сomе,

Nеutеr agrееmеnt is found in thе noun phrasе, but masсulinе in thе vегbal prеd_

iсatе, and so thе samе сontrollеr takеs diffеrеnt agrееmеnts aссоrding to thе

targеt. A сonsistеnt сontrollег would takе еithеr nеutеr or masсulinе (oг fеmi-

ninе) agrееmеnts, irrеspесtivе of thе targеt: that is, it would havе a сonsistеnt

agгееmеnt pattеrn.

С-4: сoпtrоllеr's pаrt o|.spеесh is irrеlеvапt > is rе|еуаll| (givеn thе domаiп)

Thе idеa is that givеn a domain, fbг instanсе, subjесt-prеdiсatе agrееmеnt, in thе

сanoniсal сaSе Wе do not nееd fuгthеr infoш-ration on thе part of spеесh of thе

сontгollеr. Foг instanсе, in Russian wе dо not nееd to havе diffеrеnt rulеs for a

subjесt noun phrasе hеadеd by a noun as сomparеd to onе hеadеd by a pronoun.

Somеtimеs, hоwеvег, thе diffеrеnсе is substantial. A goоd еxamplе is Bayso,

whеrе thе rulеs arе rathег diffеrеnt fог prоnouns as сomparеd with nоuns. This

сomplеx situation will bе analysеd in $5.9.
Thеsе twо сritеria fall undеr a sесond gеnеral prinсiplе:

Priпсiplе II: Сапoпit-,оl (rgrееmеl1t is sупtасtiсаll1, silпplе

Agгееmеnt variеs from еxaшplеs whiсh сan bе сapturеd by a rеlativеly simplе

гulе, to thosе whiсh arе еxсеptiоnallу соmplех. Thе two сritеria, С-З and C-4,

both point to agrееmеnt phеnоmеna whiсh сan bе сapturеd by simplе and gеnеral

rulеs.

Thе largеst nЦmbеr of сгitегia rеlatе to thе targеt. This makеs sеnsе,

sinсе it is thе targеt whiсh is thе loсus of agrееmеnt. Thеsе targеt сritегia arе oftеn

intеrtwinеd, thоugh as wе shall sее thеy сan bе untanglеd in somе Systеms.

I bеgin with thе natuге of thе еxprеssion of agrееmrnt on thе targеt, somеthing

I shall disсuss in morе dеtail in сhaptеr З. Statеd in thе most gеnеral tеrms, a

major сritегion is:

С-5: bouпd > J'rее

Wе arе сonсеrnеd with thе ехprеssiсln of agrееmеnt hеrе. Sоmе dеfinе agrееmеnt

suсh that its еxprеssion must bе bound to thе targеt; foг еxamplе, Killstrom
(1993: 212).Мatthews' dеfinition of agrееmеnt also has this еffесt: .Syntaсtiс

геlation bеtwееn words and phrasеs whiсh arе сompatiblе, in a givеn соnstгuсtiоn'

bу virtuе of inflесtions сarriеd by at lеast onе of thеm.' (1997: 12). othеrs arе

morе libеral. To disсuss al

сritеrion:

С-5.: iп.flесtioпо

Thе сanoniсal еxpгеssiоn

is, through сonсatеnatlvr ]

of thе hiеrarсhу (wе shall

сonsidеr thе оthег possib-

Aссording to Halpеrn (1!

of inflесtional atfixеs thе

othеr hand: .thеrе arе alsс

agrrеmеnt afiixеs'.

Thеrе sееms to bе no а

iсal than thе usе of сlitiс

сonstгuсtions) to bе an е,

an еxamplе from thе Sou

Maсеdonian (Viсtor Friеdm
(23) kuёе-to

dog-oвг.ш.sс
.thе dog bitеs t

In (23) thе сlit iс.iс .dou

boundariеs With .:,. Th

suсh ехamplеs, whеrе th

mеnt сondi t iоn.  thе topir

(Friеdman 1993: 285). О

сlitiсs arе .morе bound' ]

to bеing сanoniсal agrее]

Wе should now ask wh

important to bе сlеar that

a potеntial stеm or host. ,

(for infl есtional marking

agrееmеnt. (Thе distinсt

anaphoriс pronoun may

dеvеlop intо а Гoгm whiс

by somе' to bе еntirеlу а

foг еаг|у d isсuss ion.  S iе '

Potеntially сonvinсin1

arе found in Daly langu

15 Sее Harris (2()02: l l0 l3)
term сovеring геfегenсing
fol thе lаttеri this is а gоod

сlausе.
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morе Iibегal. To disсr-rss аitегnativс possiblс slanссS on this, Jсt us схpand сlr-lt thс
сПtеrl0n:

С-5,: itt.flесtirlrutl tпurlting (uJrtх) > с|iriс >.frее worl

Thе сanoniсal ехpгеssion of agгееmеnt is thгough atfiхеs bounс1 to thе taгgеt, that
is. through сonсaiеnativе iпflесtirlnаl morphology. Lеt r-rs aссеpt this .anсhсlгing,

of thе hiеrarсhy (wе shall геtum to tlrе mеans of inflесtional marking bеlсlw) and
сonsidrl thе othег possibil it iеs. Sontе tгеat сегtain tlsеs of сlit iсs as agгееmеllt.
Aссording to Halpегrl (l998: l05) r,егbal сlit iсs .arе oftеn iissulтесl to bе typеs
of inl]есtional affiхеs thеrrrsеlvеs, pеrhaps simply agгееlnеnt marlсегs,. on tlrе
othеrhand: .thеrе irгс аlso sеvегal l.сsDссts in whiсh сlit iсs arе not l ikс сirnoniсal
agrееnlеnt affixеs..

Тhеrе sеепls to bс tro aгgumсnt about inflесtional tlarking bеing moге сttnon-
iсa l  than thе usс o l .  с l i t iсs;  somе сons idег с l i t iсs  (part iсu laг ly in с] i t iс  doubl ing
соnstгuсtions) to lэе an ехpгеssiotl of agгееtnеnt. Somе ехсludе thеnl.l. i Hеге iь
аn ехalnplе lтom thе Sor-lth Slavoniс languagе Maсеdonian:

N4ассdoniаn (Viсtoг Fгiеdrтan l993: 285 anсl pеrsollal сomпlttniсatiоn)
(23) ltuёе-to ja-l<asa lтaёka-ta

dog-tl l-:н.ш.sс; Зsс;.н.дс.сl-bitс[зsG] сat-I)t.,t..t..sс;
.thе сlоg bitсs thс сat.

In (2З) thс сI i t iс . la  .doublеs,  thе not l l t  phгasе mаёkс iсt . thе сat , ;  I  mark с l i t iс
boundar iеs with . : , .  Thе с l i t iс  is  s ingulaг and fеmininе.  l ikе i ts  сс lntгo l lег .  In
suсh ехamplеs, whеге thе ob.jесt is dеfinitе (whiсh is an ехamplе of an agrее-
mеnt сondition. thе ttlpiс tlf сl.raptег 6), thеге пrttst Ье a doubling сlit iс pгonor.rn
(Friеdman l99З: 285). of сt.lt-tгsе. сlit iсs vaгу as to .how btlr-rnd' thеy aге: vегbal
сlit iсs аге .moге bottпd. than sесond position сlit iсs, and so aге soп.tеwhat сltlsег
tо bеing сanoniсal agгееmеnt. l takе up this isstrе in l3.2.3.

Wе should now ask whеthег a ll.ее woгd сan bе an ехpгеssion oI agгсеmеnt. It i s
iшpоItan1 to bе сlеaг that wс aге looking at thе ехpгеssion of agгееnrеnt, l l()t just Цt
аpotеntittl stсm oг host. A pгеdiсatе vегb is it сollllтon taгgеt, brrt it aсts as a Stеm
(fоr inflесtional rr-rагking) tlr a htlst (tbг a с1itiс), but is not itsеlf thе ехpгеssion of
agrеешrnt. (Thе distinсtion mегgеs paгtiсшlarly еasily with pгollouns! whеге an
anaphoгiс pron()Llll n.ray ttrnсtitln as sшсh, ar.rсl bе a taгgеt foг agгеешеnt, ot пraу
dеvеlop into a fornl whiсh losеs its anaphсlгiс fшrсtion anсl bе ссlnsidегесl, at lеast
bу somе, ttl bе епtiгеly an еxpгеssion of agгееmеnt: sее Lеhmann 1982 2З4-1|
tbr еarlу disсr-rssioп. Siеwiегska l999, and S9.l bеlow).

Potеntiallу сопvinсing сxaшplеs o1'[iсс wогds as thо сxprсssion of agгееt-tlеl-lt
arе 1brrnd in Dаly langrragеs of noгth Australia. For instanсе, Ngan'gitуеrnеггi

]5 Sсс Hагr is  (2()02: l  l0 l j ) tЪг disсr .rss ion'  Wсlo l foгd (200З) Lrsеs .сгс lss rеfЪгеnсing. as a gcпегаl
tеlln ссlvсгil.tч гсl.cгсrrсiпg оl.argunlсnts by с|itiсs zrnd bу inl.lссtiоn, rvith .lgгееmеtlt. геsегr,еd
lbr. thе lаttег: th is is  a good сс l t lvепt iс ln.  whеп с lne is  сс l l . tсегnесl  рг iпaг i lу with thс с lornir in о l . thс
с lаusе'
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(Rеid 1997), a Dalу Jangшitgе with two dialесts, Ngan'gikuгunggurг and
Ngan'giwumiггi, and With l00 spеakегs, 300 rniIеs south-wеst of Darwin,
Australi i i, has arguably fif iееn gеndеrs. of thеsе, siх gеndегs havе optional tiее-
foгrт gеnегiсs/сl assifi еrs :

Ngаn'gitуеrr.rеггi (Rеid |997 : 117'l
('24) (syiгi) rna.еr-rlfr-r (syiri) maгrgu

s.r'r<tкв суlindгiсal.fighting.stiсk sткtкв nеw
.a nеw суlit.tdтiсai l ighting stiсk'

S't'lri is thе frее-f-oгm gеnеriс foг wеapon-likе objесts whiсh havе a stгiking typе
ofсontaсt. In its {iгSt usе in (24) it is analogous to a сlassifiеr. ln its Sесond usе it is
moге likе an agrеепеnt maгkеr. Thе геpеtition of this fiее fbгm in thе noun phrasе
is, aссorсling to onе's point of viеw, an еxaпplе of agгееmеnt with a frее wоrd as
thе еxpгеssion of agrесmеnt, oг еlsе a phеnomеnon on thе еdgе of agrееmеnt.'.,
Thеrе is strong еvidеnсе that suсh fiее-form gеnеriсs сan dеvеlоp into agrеешеnt
maгkеrs. as shown by Ngan'gitуеmеrri, whеге thе gеnеriсs arе still tЪеding thе
gеndег Systеm (Rеid l 991: 211-22'1; we геtuгn to this in $9.l . l .

С-6: obli.gаtо11) > оpriопоL

Сanoniсal agrееmеnt is maгkеd obligatoгily; optiоnal marking is lеss сanoni-
сal. This сritегion is l inkеd to thе pгеviolls onе (sinсе inflесtional marking is
usually obligatory)' but thе two сan varу indеpеndеntly. Wе find optiоnal inflес-
tional шaгking of agrееmеnt, if rarеly, whilе lеss сanoniсal typеs of marking
.tге lТlorе likеlу than inflесtional marking to bе optional. An ехan.rplе is again
Ngan'gityеn-rеrгi (Rеid 1997). of thе fiftееn gеndегs, ninе arе distingLrishеd bу
thе agгееmеnts found on agrееmеnt taгgеts, srtсh as adjесtivеs:

(25) a-syеnsyеngiпli ir-tуеntyеnmuy
дхtм-whitе.гoсk.wallabу ANlNl:tamе
.a tatnе whitе roсk wallaby'

Rеid argr-rеs that thе miiгkег on thе hеad noun is a prеIiх, whilе that on thе
agrееmеnt taгgеt is a pгoсlit iс, on thе basis of strеss and assimilation proсеssеs
(|997:2|2-|5). Thе impоrtirnt point fсlr us is that thе usе of thеsе аgrееmеnt
maгkеrs on taгgеts is optiоnal (1991 l68). (Wе might think thе languagе has
two dil1Ъrеnt Sуstеms, basеd on gеnеriсs and On pгосlit iсs, but this is not thе
сasе. sinсе in somе gеndеrs thеге is a gеnеriс availablе in addition to a proсlit iс
agгrеmеnt шaгkrэг.) As notеd еarliег, likе thе proсlitiс agгееmеnt maгkегs, thе
gеnегiсs/сlassifi егs aге optional.

Thеsе instanсеs of optiоnality of agrесmеnt arе lеss сanoniсal than, foг ехam-
plе, thе ltirl ian ехamplеs ( l4) ( l7)' whеrе agrееlтеnt is obligatoгy. Wе shall mееt

'n If it is аgгееlllеnt, Wс must ask whirt Ihс taгgеt is. A pсlssiblе answеr would bе thаt it is thе
addit ionir l  с lass i t iеr  .s lс l t ' in thе nоun phгasе whiсh is  maсlе avai lаblе bу thс рrсsспсе t lГ t l . rе
quaJi tу ing е lеmеt-tt .

fuгthег еxamplеs in $6.7. J

Thе сlosеly rеlatеd Sout

havе сlit iс doubling 1bг oi

wе lookеd at Maсеdoniаn

сirсumstanсеs. [n Bulgar

2З 4). Тhеrе arе сirсumst

than in Maсеdonian. Tht

Wе сan S i ry th i l t  thе t}Pе

than that of Bulgaгian.
Lеt us movе on to thе

rеlеvant сritеriа hеrе, wh

С-7: rеgttlаr >

Thе  саnon i сa l  mагk ing  i s

suгpг is ing lу.  wе a lso f inr

Norwеgian (Bokmil, Toге J
(26) еn liгеn

onе/a small-tv
.сlnе small сaг

(.21) to smfl
two small.Pl
.two small саr

Hеrе wе sее numbеr agrе

i l '  i s  еxpгеssеd геgul l rг lу .

Тhis  сr i tеI . ion is  Iogiс

i n  m ind  bе low whеn ,  i n

pгonouns hе/shе/it/thеу :

somr Say this сannot bе

would thеn show supplе

thе domain quеstion in

torеd out,  Гoг instanсе in
.hе/shеiit/thеy' is not st"

this point about Pronoun

С-8: аllirеrаri

This сritегion is rеlatеd t

Swahil i l here,7, indiсat

4349):

Swahil i (Wеlmегs |97З: |.
(28) ki-kapu

sс_baskеt(7/8
.onе lirr.Че bаs
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tuпhеrехamрlеs in $6.7. l . Ехzrrlplеs aге 1iсquеnt whеn wе look at сlit iс doubling.

Thе сlоsеly rеlаtеd South Slavoniс languagеs Maсеdonian and BLtl.еarian both

hаvе сlit iс doubling for objесts (irs wеll as inflесtiorral sшЬjесt agrееmеnt). Еarliег

wе lookеd at Maсеdoniaп and notеd that сlit iс doubling is оbligatorу undег сеrtain

сirсumstanсеS. Irr Bшlgaгiirn сlit iс сloubling is .gеnеrallу optiorral' (Sсatton l993:

234). Thеге arе сiгсumslanсеs in whiсh it is геquiгеd, blrt ovсrall it is found lеss

than in Мaсеdonian. Thus, i1'сl it iс doubling is inсludеd aS a typс of agгееmеnt,

Wе сan saу that thе typе lbLrnd in Maсеdonian is сlosеr to сanoniсal agгееmеnt

thаn that oГ Bulgaгian.
Lеt us movе on to thе rтoгphology of thе agгесtnеnt maгking. Thеге aге thrtэе

rеlеvant сгitеria hеге. whiсh wе сonsidеr in tuгn.

С -7.' rе,u,u |а r > s tt 1l 1l l е t i l,, tl

Thе сanoniсal maгking is bу геgulаг in1]ссtionir l  moгphology (atf ixаtion). Регhaps

surprisingly, wе also f ind instanссs of agгееlтеnt bеing ехprеssеd by supplеtion.

Norwеgian (Bоkmirl. .Гoге 
Nеssеt. pегsonal сoпlmltniсirtiоn)

(26)  сП l i t -еn  b i l
оnе/a snlal l-п,t.sс саr.[sс;l
.onе small саг'

r ] 7 t  l r l  } l , l l l l  h i l - е r .

two s l т i l | | .P I -  с l t l ._ I ,L
.two smаll сагs.

Hеге wе sее nltmbег agtееInеnt еxpгеssеd thгor"rgh sr.rpplеtion; fbг othег adjесtivеs

it is еxprеssеd rеgularly.
Тhis сгitегion is logiсallу inсlеpеndеnt of thе othегs, whiсh is wогth bеaгing

in mind bеlow whеn, in thе disсr-rssiоn of domains, I ask whеtlrег thе Еnglish

pronouns hе/shе/it/rlrcу show agгееmеnt with thеir antесеdеnt. onе геason why

soms say this сannot bе agгееmеnt, almost autornatiсally, is that thе pronout-ls

would thеn show sшpplеtivе еxpгеssion of gеndег and nuшbег. Wе сan ехlttninе

thе domain quеstion in othег languagеs whеге thе supplеtion issuе сan bе taс-

tоrеd otlt, tbг instanсс in Russian whеге thе third pеrson pгonOun oп/сlпсt/rlllo/tll.ti,
.hеAhе/itlthеy. is not stlpplеtivе (at lеast in thе nominativе); wе сontinr.rе with

this point about pгonоuns in thе disсtrssion of (З7) bсlow.

С-E: uLlitегttti|]с > opсrс!uс

This сritеrion is геlatеd to thе last but difIЪгs fгоm it. Сonsidег this ехaпrplе fгom

Swahiii: hеrе .7' indiсatеs thе singular of thе Swahil i 7/8 gеndеr (Сoгbеtt l99l:

4З 49'l:

Swahil i (Wсlrlегs l973: l7l )
(28) ki-kаpu ki-ltшbwa ki-rnоja ki-l iаngLrka

sс;-bаskеt(7i8) 7-lаrgе 7-onс 7.fьll
.onе laгgе bаskеt tсll.
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Twо сlhaгaсtеristiсs of this typе of agrееmеnt Systеm dеsегvе attеntion, and both
may bе found to a gгеatеr or lеssеr dеgrее.

l. thе agrееmеnt malkеr on thе targеt is idеntiсal to a foгmant ol. thе
сontrollеr]7

in (28) thе initial ftl- on thе noun kikщlu .baskеt' is indееd idеntiсal to thе markег
found on vaгiotts agгееmеnt targеts in thе sеntеnсе. But this is nоt invariably thе
сasе in Swahili, aS Wr Sее if wе look at a diIlЪrеnt gеndеr, the З/4 gеndеr:

(2e) m-shalе u_liangukir
sс-nаil(3/4) З-1Ъll
.a nail lЪll '

Hеге thе agrееmеnt markег doеs not matсh thе nоun prеfix, and so thе systеm
is not tully all itегativе. Еnglish has a paгtiсularly opaquе Systеm in this геspесt,
in having -s and allomotphs as thе markеr of thе plural on сontгollеrs, but as thе
markеr of thе singular on vегb targеts.l8

Thе sесond сharaсtеristiс of allitеrativе agrееrrrеnt is:

2. thе samе agrееmеnt maгkеr is usеd for diffеrеnt аgrееmеnt targеts

In a fr.rlly сanoniсal systеm all targеts takе thе samе tbrm. If wе havе, Saу, an
adjесtivе, numеral and vегb agrееing in gеndеr with a givеn noun, thе agгееmеnt
markеr will bе idеntiсal, and thеrе will bе no vаriation in agrееmеnt within woгd
сlassеs (1br ехamplе, all vеrbs will bеhrrvе idеntiсally). In еxamplе (28) wе found
fti. on еaсh taгgеt. Сontrast this with Swahil i gеndеr l/2 (Wеlmегs l97З; 17l):

(з0) m-tu m-rnoja a-likuja
sс-pеrson( l /2)  l -oпе l - сamе
.onе pеrsоn сamе'

Thе numеral takеs an allitеrativе foгm, whilе thе vеrb, with thе prеfixеd tbгш uz-,
doеs not. Again languagеs vaгy: somе havе idеntiсal or еxtrеmеly similar agrее-
шеnt foгms, othеrs show сonsidегablе variation (sее' for instanсе. thе disсussion
of-Tsakhur in SЗ.3.3).

Thr-rs allitеrativе agгееmеnt is onе polе оf a sсalе alоng whiсh agrееmеnt sys*
tеms сan bе mеasurеd. It may bе that no languagе has totally сonsistеnt allitеrativе
agГееmеnt, but many Bantu languagеs show thе phеnomеnon to a high dеgrее,
with sуstеn-rs сonsidегably morе сonsistеnt than that of Swahili. Paгtiсr-rlarly

l7 This pоint rеiatеs bасk to thе sесоnd сritеrion, aссоrding to wl-riсh ovеrt еxprоssion ofаgrесmеnt
tеаtшгеS on thе сorrtrollеr is mоrс сanoniсаl than сovеrt ехprеssion. That сritеrion is соnсеrnеd
with thеy'lt:r o1.ovеrt rr.raгkirrg; suсlr maгking may or may not bе rеI]eсtеd in phоnоlogiсallу
siпrilar fbпns ofthе targоt, whiсh is what сritеriоn lj is about. Thс sесond pоint is indеpеndеnt о1.
сritсriсln 2; thе taгgets may hаvс thе sanrе mаrkег. еvеn iгthis is not found on tlrе соntro|]еr.

," Foг thе diflЪrеnt status of this inflесtion in Aliiсan Amегiсan Vеmaсulaг Еnglish sее Pоplaсk &
Tag|iaп.rorrtо (l989' 1994) and Grееn (2002:99_|02)i sее partiсulaгlу Godfrеy & Tagliarr.rontе
( l 999) lbr rеfеrеnсеs' tor an aссоttt.tt of tlrr origins of thе systеm оf Afгiсan Amеrjсan Еnglish'
and lbr thе .Northсrn Subjесt Ru|е. (-disсussеd in $7.7.4). Thе gеnеrаl odс1nеss of thr variсlr-rs
Еng| ish systеrns is  pointеd ошt bу Hudson ( l  999).

сonsistеnt allitеrativе sysl
(sее $3.5.1 for rеfеrеnсеs)

С-9: produсtivе

Thе  сanon i са I  s i t ua t i on  i s

mеnt. Thus in Rцssian еvе

thе Nakh.Daghеstanian la

of thе vегbs ShoW agrееmс

in $3.З.З). Agrееmеnt ma1

a Kru languagr (a gгollp \

mеn t  i n  numbег .  l . )Тh i s  с r i

is morе сanoniсal than оp

aсгoss thе lеxiсon, Whегеi

and ask whеthеr it is thеn

Thеsе last fivе targеt с

singlе prinсiplе:

PriпсipLе III: Tl
( i
а''

I dеvеlop thе notiоn of сl

on to thrее сritеria whiсh

fall цndеr thе prinсiplе of

disсussion of doubling:

С.]0: tаr1еt аh

A targеt ShoWS morе сano

thе prеsеnсе or absеnсе ot

doing so onlу whеn thе с

spес i  f iеs thе сonlгo| lег сr i

nееd two сritеria in ordе

typеs of targеt'
My еxamplе сonсеrns

arе forшеd from nouns b

as an attributivе, suсh po

thеy dо so only rarеly (th

whiсh is lеss сanoniсal th

main point hеге is that thе

thе noun сontrollеr is abs

19 Thе Kuwaа аdjесtivе is сitеd
fiom R. Thompson. Мoгс gr

dif1Ъrеnt OrdеI. that anу рhrr
h l s  n to ге  uс i gh t  t han  th i s .  i
сanoniсal aс:сording tо a sig
eхpгеssеd by pгoduсtivе mo
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сonsistеПt all itегativе systеlns aге lbund еlsеwhеге in thе Nigег-Сongo gгсlup
(sее $3.5.1 foг rеf.егоllсеs).

С.9: 1ltоtluсtivе пl,оrking rуf.аgrеепtепt > s1loruсliс пlаrking

Тhе сanoniсal Situation is fbг сaсh ptltеntial taгgеt of a givеn tуpr tсl show agrсе-

ПеIlt. Thus in Russian еvегу Vсгb slrorvs agгеешеnt in numbеr. Сompaгr this with

thе Nakh-Daghсstanian 1angr-ragеs Cl.rесhеn аnd Ingush, whеrс only aгounсl 307о

of thе vегbs show agrееmеnt (Biсkеl & Niсhоls fbrthсoming; Inguslr is disсussесl

in $3.З.3). Agгееn.rеnt maу bе muсh morс spогadiс. As an сxtrеmе сasе' in Kr-lwaa,

а Kгu languagе (a group within Nigсг-Congtl), oп1у onе aсljесtivе гсtains agгее-

пеnt in numbег. l9 This сгitегioл is distinсt from сritегiсln 6 (obligatoгу agгеепlеnt

is moге сanoniсаl than optiоnal agгrеlnеnt), in thirt hеrе wе arе сomparing itеrns

aсюss thе lехiсon. whегеirs fbr сritегion 6 wе аsstttте that аgгееrтеnt is possiblе

аnd ask whеthег it is thеn сlbligatoгy Oг not.

Thеsе last {ivе taгgеt сгitеria wе havе disсussесl сan bе Sсеn aS aspесts ol. a

singlе pгinсip1е:

Prillс,i1lltl III: Тhе t.lоsеr rhе ехprеssitlll оf.ttgrеепtеllt i,s Irl с:ttlltlttit:аl

. 

:;,,;*::,i:| 

Iе с-' I i о n, rt l m r l r р h o l o g.у', I h с п t о r е с а lt tl tt i с а l i t i s

tdеvеIoр thе t-totion tlf сanoniсal inflесtional лroгphtllogy in SЗ.2. Wе now gо

on to thгее сritегiа whiсh сonсегn thе tirгgсt fiom a widеr pеrspесtivе, and whiсh

tail undеr thс pгinсiplе ot sуntaсtiс siпlpiiсitу. Thе fiгst rеiatеs baсk to thе сaгliег

disсussion ol. doubling:

С-l0: trlrgеt ulуvсL.l..у (l,gГееS > tтГg,еt aвrееS oпЬ'w|lеп сoпttllllеr i's сtb.sеllI

A targеt ShoWS morr сanoniсal agгесПlеnt if thе agгсс-nlеllt tlссuгч iггеspесtivе of

thе prеsеnсе oг absсnсе оf tl.rе сontгollег. That is, thе taгgеt must agгес, rаthег than

doing so or-rlу whсn thе сot.rtгollеr is aЬsеnt. This сгitегion геlatеs to anсl tuгthег

spесifiеs thе сontгollег сгitсгiсlt-l С-I ,ссlпt rоllеr рrе'\еl1t > с,oпrrtlllеr а,lэsеll|,' ' Wе

nееd two сritсгia iгr сlгdсг to gеnегalizе both ovег typеs оf сontrсlllег anсl ovег

t).pеS of targеt.
My ехamplе сonссгnS thе agгееп-tсnt оf pсlssеssivе tbгnls iп Сhukсhi, whiсh

alе tbrmеd tioll nouns by srrtfiхation (Skoгik |961 240 l). Whеn ltl l- lсtit lnirrq

asan attribLrtivе. stlсh рossеssirе\ сl-tl l :.tgгее in nr-rmbег with thе hсad nor"rn, br.rt

thеy dо so onlу гaгеly (thiS is thеrеtbге antlthег еxaшplе сlf оptional agгееmеnt,

whiсh is lеss сanoniсal than оbligatoгy agгееrnеnt, aссorсling to сritегion 6). Thс

main point l.rеге is that thеsе foгms aге lтioге likе]y to takе thе pluгal maгkег whеtl

thе noun сontгollег is ;rbsсnt thаrl whеn it is prеsеnt (Skorik l96l : 2ЗЗ).

r!  Тhе Kuwаа adjесt ivс is  с i tеd in MlгсI.rсsс (  l988: ЗЗ.5).  aсkпоlv ledgi l lg a регst lnal  сoi l l l l l t ln iс l t t iOn

Iгоnl  R. Thоr lрsоn. Мсlге gоnсгаl lу оI l  сг i tег iс lп 9.  l t  miglr t  bе thоught thаt th is сr i tег iс ln is  оf  a

ditfеlепttrrсlег. that aпу 1lhсnottlеI}On is bcttcг illustl.atесl bу пtrlr-sрoгadiс instaпссs. Thе сгitегiоn

hаs пlсll-е wсight than 1his. rп tlrlt wе tinсl tlrаt thоsе langrragеs rvhiсh hal,е agгееlllсllt whiсlt is

сanоniсal aссtlt.ding tсl a si.Чnitiсаt.tt nr.imbеr сlf tlthсг сгitегiа tеnсl ttl bс tlrtlsе irr whiсh it is аlso

ехpl-сssеd by pгoсlttсtivе tttогphсllсlgу.
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С.1 l: tаrgеt оgrееs l,vith а sitlglе с:сln,rrrilеr > (lgrее:j witll lttorе tllоп oltе
сrlп| roLLе r

Сanoniс:ally, a targеt has a singlе сontrollеr, aS in еxamplеs (l)-(4). Sоmеtimеs
thе taгgеt maу mark agгееmеnt motе than onсе, in faсt it may maгk it up to
four tirnеs aS Wr shall sее in 53.2.4. What is lеss сanoniсal is for a singlе taгgеt
(of whatеvег tуpе) to agrее simultanеouslу with morе than onе сontгollеr. An
еxamplе of this is fоund in assoсiativе/possеssivе сonstruсtions in somе Bantu
languagеs. I shall takе ехamplеs from Shona:

Shona (Wеlrnеrs l97З: 178)
(.з l ,t [mbwа nа-V-аnа v-a-dz-o

dogs(9/10) and-гl-young(l/2) 2-,rssсiсltдтrvв-l0-дssoс]ATIvЕ
.thе dogs and thеir pr-rps,

Thе last itеm, thе assoсiativе -а-o,has two slots for agrееmеnt, and agгееs with
both nouns. Thе hеad noвn imbуvсt,dog(s)' bеlоngs to gеndег 9/1o, |t doеs not
сhangе tbr numbеr, but its pluгal (сlass l0) ag[rеmеnt markег is 'rl:-, hеnсе ,dogs'

is intеndеd' Thе assoсiatеd noun v-аnа,сhi|drеn, young' is gеndег l/2 and takеs
thе plural (сlass 2) agrееmеnt maгkеr y-.

And  f i nu I l у .  i n  th i s  sес t i on  on  tu гgе t s :

С-I2: tаrgеt hаs по сhoiсе rlf сoпtrollеr > tаrgеt hсts сhоiсе of.r:спtrrll|еr (is
. t r i g g е r - hо 1-1 1l.v' )

This сritеrion is duе to Сomriе (2003). Thе idеa is that in сanoniсal agrrrmеnt
il targеt has just onе potеntial сontrollег. In somе lеss сanoniсal instanсеь, in
a givеn сonstruсtion thеrе сan bе diffеrеnt сontrollеrs (as altегnativеs, rathег
than simultanеously as in thе last sесtion). Сomriе givеs an еxamplе fiom thе
Nakh-Daghеstanian Ianguagе Tsеz. Thе taгgеt in quеstion is thе matriх vеrb with
a sеntеntial сomplеmеnt. Еxamplе (З2) shows thе еxpесtеd сonstгuсtion. Thе
сomplеmеnt is tгеatеd aS thr сontгollеr of agгеrmеnt, and so thе agгееmеnt is in
thе dеtar"rlt gеndеr, gеndег IV (thе gеndеrs aге givеn in Roman numегals)' Thе
ехpегiеnсеr aгgumеnt, as with most vегbs of this typе, stands in thе dativе, hеnсе
e;ll-r .пrothеr-oдT'. (Fоlltlwing Polinsky & Соmгiе, fbr сlaгity thе еmbеddеd
сomplеmеnt is givеn in squaге braсkеts.)

Tsеz (Polinskу & Comriе 1999: ||6_111 , Corттiе 200З)
(.]2) еni-г |ui--a rnagalu b-aс,.ru-li]

Mothег(tr)-онт boy(r)-вкс bгеad(ш)|,tвsl IIl_еat-PsT г,r.с:в-шмt-z[lвsl

г. lу-xo.
IV-know_pкs
.Thе rтothеr knows that thе boу аtе thе brеad.'

Rеmaгkablу, howеvеr, in Tsеz a matгix vеrb сan instеad agгее with a nominal
in thе absоlutivе. whiсh is insidе thе сomplеmеnt. In (З3) thе matrix vегb has
gеndеr III agrееmеnt, maгking agrееmеnt wtth mа,gаlu ,brеad', an absolutivе
phrasе whiсh is within thе sеntеntial сomplешrеnt:

l33) eni-r [uй
Mothеr(rr)-онт bo1

b-iy-хo.
Itl-know_Pкs
.Thе mothет knows
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stipulations foг subtуpеs. Thu
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| '4 СanoniсaI agrеemеnt

1з j  ) еni-г [Lt2-а rnа.Цal ' . l  b aс'.r.Lr- l i]
Моthег(rt) D'\ ' l  b()),( l)-Екt; bгеaсl(rIr)[,rвs] lII-еat.Psl '_Pt(.г-хп,tt-z[,rвsl

b-iу xrl.
l lI-know.Рl is
.Тhе tпt l thсt .k l l t lws that thс [rоу аtс t l rе brеad.,

Wе rеtuгn to this intегеstitl.g сtlnstгt-iсtiorr in s2.4.7' and lbг thе сonсiitiorrs olr it5
uSе in Ь\6'7.l. F-сlг nсlц, tl.rе irrlpoгtant pоiпt is tlrat, гathсr l-han har,ing a sing]е
pоSsiblе сontгoIlсг. thе n.ratгix Vегb hаs two potеntial сontrollегs (oг tгiggсгs) aпс1
so is .tгiggеr-happу.. AnothеГ ехаtllplе is Skor-r (Dtrnohtlе 200З;r: 486 7) whегс
somе VеrbS (whiсh itl any сasс agгее rvith thс subjесt) rlay addil ionallу slrow
fшr1hеr.agrсепrеnt Inaгking tЪг thе sшb.jесt oГ аgгсс with thе objссt (aссоrding t0
thе lЪaturс ValLlеs tlf thе sr-rbjссt anс.l objесt).

С-13: пtrgсt,.s 1lаrt о| 's1lt,ссh is irrе|еу'ttttt > is rеlеt'tlltr (gil,'еtt thе rlоlttсtirt)

Тhе intuition hсгс is t].rаt it is tnoгс сanoniсal to bс ablе to spесifу taгgеts at a
high lеvеl. as a gеnсгаl plrгt tlf a domain, гathег than having to lтakе additional
stlpulations 1or sirbtypеs. ThLrs wе tгеat it аS сanoniсal to spесitу, l i lг instar-rсе, that
аttгibutivе modifiегs аgгсс with thеiг hеaсl nоun. Thшs whеn wс disсussесl Swahil i
(28). wе notеd that attгiblrtirlе аd.jесtivе atrd nuпrегal both agrееd. Bеing ablс 1.o
givе a гшlе ti lг attгibr.rtivе rnilditiегs in gсnегal is a lтсlге сanoniсal sitrtation thar.l
that in a languаgе likе Еnglish whеге tlt.tе would har,е кl spесifу that сегtlrirl tуpеь
o1'attribLrtivе moditiег agгес whilе silt l lе do nоt (wе shall nrсс1. t.hе partiсi-rlaгlу
non-сanoniсirl situati()l l in Miсhi1.in s9.l.2). Сritегion l3 difiсгs flюrrr сгitегiоn 9
(pгoduсtir.с пraгking tlf a.tr.сспlсnt is tnrlге сiLnoniсal tlran spoгadiс rlaгkirrg) in
that thе lattег opсl.atеs within a pttl.t сlf s1-tеесh (do all adjесtivеs bсhаvе alikе.?).
whi]r thе сtlГгеnt сГitегion сompaгсs aсгoSS paгts ol' spеесh (do all tirгgеts of a
paгtiсu|ar typе lэсhl.vе alikе, iггсspесtivе of paгt ol.spеесh.?). Сгitегioп l3 fi lг
taгgеts miггогs сгitегiсln zl 1.oг сontгollсгs.

1.4.5 Dornains

Thегс aге 1Ъw сгitегia соt.tсегning dorlains. but thеy аге stibstantiaI.
WЪ соnsidег tl-rеsе сгitсгia hеге, thеn in $2.3 Wе геtL]Гn ttl donlains in rrrсlге сlеtail.
justifуing thе nссd lbг dornains in aсldition ttl сontrollегs and taгgсts, ltгtd invеs-
tigating thеiг vaгiеtу.

( ' ' l J . '  t l х l l t I ! 1 l t ' I t  i | -  \ \ t 1 l I t l I  I l ' i | '

Тhе Lrsе of thе tсГI-l ls .сOlltгollег' anсl 'tагgеt.' and iпdеесl thе aггow iп lrigLrге l. l.
iпpJy that agгесll lеIlt is aп asyгtlI-nеtгiс геlation. Wе пight tгеat this аs a сlеfinitlg
сhaгaсtегistiс' tlI] Wе l.Il i ly sес i i as a pгtlpег1y ol-сanoIliсal agГссll1еIlt. If trvо itсtl-ts
matсh foг thе satlс схtегll l i l геllsоll. this is not сanoпiсal agгееmсnt. lf orlе starrсls
inapaгtiсLrlaг fi lгrп lзr:сausе tlf t|rе pгсlpеltiеs оf thе fiгst. thеn this is рotеrrtially
саnOniсal allгееlnеnt. ,Aп arlаitlgy l l l ltу bс ltеlpfшl. {f hor-rsеs nulnbегсd l0lLпсl l2
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arе bоth whitе bесausе it has snowеd on both, this is not сanоniсal agrееmеnt. If
Mrs Whitе pаints numbеr 10 whitе and Mrs Grееn in numbеr 12 paints hеr housе
whitе toо' that is, potеntially, сanoniсal agгееmеnt.

Sееing agгееmеnt aS an asymmеtгiс rеlation fits wеll with thе idеa that agrее-
mеnt is еssеntially a mattеr of .displaсеd' informatiоn. Thе logiсal asуmmеtry is
sееn in two intеггеlatеd ways. Fiгst, thе соntrollег may havе no сhоiсе of fеatuге
valuе, whilе thе taгgеt doеs, as in thеsе ехamplеs:

Russian
(з.l) nov.у.j avtorr.robil,

nе\'V-M.sG сar(м)[sс]
.a nеw сar'

(з.5)

(3б)

nov-aJa masln-a
nеW-F.sG сar(г)-sс
.a nеW сar'

nov-oе taksi
nеW-N.sG taхi(ы)20
.ir nеw taxi'

Hеrе wе havе an adjесtivе agrееing with thе hеad noun in gеndеr. Thе adjесtivе
has dif1Ъrеnt morphologiсal fbrms availablе to matсh thе gеndеr of thе noun, whilе
thе nоun doеs not aссommodatе thе adjесtivе in any сomparablе way. Logiсally,
thеn, thе rеlation is asуmmеtriс, with thе adjесtivе bеing сontrollеd by thе noun.
Еxamplеs of thе vеrb agгееing in pеrson with thе ptonoun wоuld makе thе point
еquallу wеll.

Thе sесоnd paгt of thе logiсal asymmеtгy of agrееmеnt сonсеrns thе соntгibu-
tion of thе agгееmеnt fЪaturеs to sеmantiс intегprеtation. In еxamplеs (3a)-(36)
gеndег is not basеd on sеmantiсs but dеpеnds on assignmеnt basеd оn foгm
($4.3.l). If, howеvег, in plaсе of аvtсlmobil,,сaг'and mаiiпtl .сar'wе haуе bуk
.bull' and korr-псl .сow,, thеn wе havе sеmantiсally basеd gеndеr. Yеt thе gеndеr
marking on thе adjесtivе doеs not affесt thе intеtprеtation ot пov-.nеw'. Thе
сontribution to sеmantiс intеrprеtation is rеlatеd to thе сontrollеr rathег than to
thе targеt. Again this points tо thе asymmеtry of thе agгееmеnt rеlation (sее also
Niсhols  1985'  l986).

This is a logiсal asymmrtгy, whiсh doеs not dеtеrminе how thе rеlation shоuld
bе modеllеd. Thеrе havе bееn di1Теrеnt mеans 1br doing sо' Fоrmеrly thе asym_
шеtry WaS handlеd dirесtly by сopying, but thеrе arе sеrious problеms r,vith that
appгoaсh: thе сontrollег may bе absеnt (as in pго-dгоp languagеs' ехamplе (19));

or it may bе pгеsеnt but bе undеrspесifiеd, as in (21); oг thе fеaturе spесifiсations
on thе сontгollеr and thе targеt may simply not matсh, as wе shall Sее in 

"s 
l.4.4.

Morе modеrn approaсhеs arе basеd on unifiсation, whiсh doеs not сapturе thе
asymmеtгy dirесtly, and so lеads to thе quеstion of how it is to bе сapturеd. Wе
disсuss this important issuе in 54.l.

r l t  - ,- ', l hts noшn ts tndесltnablе anсl so dсlоs псlt mшk numbег (sее $5. 1. 1 ).
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If wе aссеpt that agгееmеnt is сanоniсallу an asуmmеtriс геlatiоn, that lеads to
thеproblеm of agrееmеnt in сasе. For linguists who havе a viеw of syntax whiсh
isbasеd on thе nоtion оf сonstituеnсy, thе traditiоnal instanсеs оf .agrееmеnt in
сasе, arr not agrееmеnt: matсhing of сasе valuеs Within thе noun phrasе rеsults
fiomgovеrnmеnt of thе whоlе noun phrasе by an еxtеrnal govеrnor (sее ( lЗ)). For
thosе who aссеpt a dеpеndеnсy viеw of syntaх, thе oppоsitе сonсlusion follows,
nаmеly that thеге is agrееmеnt in сasе. I сonсludе that сanoniсal agгееmеnt
is аsymmеtriс. Whiсh instanсеs сount aS asymmеtriс, and thеrеforе potеntiallу
сanoniсal' dеpеnds on othег assr-rmptions abоut syntax. Wе сonsidеr thе agrееmеnt
fеaturеs in сhаptеr 4, and wе look spесifiсally at thе qr-rеstion of agгееmеnt in
саsе in $4.4.l .

С-l5: loсаl domаilt :, llоn-loсrtl domаilt

This сritеrion impliеs that thе .smallег' thе domain thе mоге сanoniсal it is.
That Ь, thе smallеr thе struсtuгal distanсе bеtwееn сontrollеr and targеt thе morе
сanоniсal is thе instanсе of agrееmеnt. Тhе most сanoniсal is agrееmеnt within
thеphrasе, as in ехamplеs l ikе rhеsе boсlks, and in (l4)-(l7): somе would сall
thш .сonсord, (s 1.3. l ). Lеss сanoniсal wor-rld bе agгееmеnt bеyond thе phгasе but
within thе сlausе, as in Mаry silzgs, showing agrееmеnt of thе vеrb with оnе of its
аIgumеnts. Thеn wе havе agrееmеnt bеyond thе сlausе but within thе sеntеnсе;
this would bе agгееmеnt of thе геlativе pronoun with its antесеdеnt (whiсh wе
mееtin $2.2.2). Finallу wе havе thе moге сontrovегsial doшain whiсh goеs potеn-
tially bеyond thе sеntеnсе, namеly agгееmеnt of thе anaphoriс (pеrsonal) pronoun
with its antесеdеnt, as in Mаrу sing,s bесаuse shе is hoppу.

Thе quеstion as to whеthеr agгееmеnt is оnly a loсal phеnоmеnon is rarеly
askеd. opposing viеws aге statеd, almоst as faсts, with littlе disсussion. Thеге
is a dividе hеге, though bу no mеans an absоlutе onе, bеtwееn thosе who havе
ttеatеd agrееmеnt as a pгimе foсus of stшdy as opposеd to thosе who сomе to it as
onе of a sеt of syntaсtiс phеnomеna to bе aссountеd for. Thе 1brmеr, for instanсе
Mоravсsik ('1918: ЗЗ4) and Lеhmann (1982: 2l l ), tуpiсally assr-rmе that thе fеa-
turе valuеs of anaphoгiс pГonollns arе dеtегminеd by agrееmеnt mесhanisms.
Thеy сttе еxamplеs of anaphoriс pronouns within thе disсussion оf agrееmеnt.
0n thе othеr sidе, thosе whо сoше to agrrеmеnt as just onе sуntaсtiс phеnolnеnon
оf many oftеn assumе that it is a loсal phеnоmеnon, and so ехсludе ехamplеs
Iike(Mаrу . . . shе). This is a сonvеniеnt dеlinеatiоn for syntax, but wе shall sее
еvidеnсе to quеstion it. Thе only ехtеndеd disсussion of thе issuе of whiсh I am
awarе is 1bund in Baгlow (l991, 1992: 1З4-52), who сonсlцdеs that thеге arе
no good grounds tbr distinguishing bеtwееn agrееmеnt and antесеdеnt-anaphor
rrlatiоns. Agrееmеnt сannot bе rеstriсtеd only to lосal domains. This соnсlusion
isсоnfirшеd in Siеwiеrska (l999: 22',2|

Thеrе arе two main typеs of еvidеnсе supporting this сonсlusion: thе typе of
fеaturеs involvеd, and thе distгibution оf sуntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Thе

2l For thе agгееing pгonol|llS of Fula. whiсh show speсial pattеrns, sее Culy ( l 996).
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simplе аrgumеnt is that сanoniсal agrееmеnt and antесеdеnt-anaphоr rеlations arе
oftеn basеd on thе samе fеaturеs. This сan bе illustratеd from a Russian еxamоlе.
Ггom thе transсript oГ a сonvегsаtion:

Russian (Zеmskaja & Kapanadze |91 8: 242)
(З7) Mama a ёajnik kipjaёеn-yj?

Мummy PARTIсLЕ kettle(М)[sG] boilеd.psт.pтсP.PAss-M.sc
.Mummy has the kеttlе boiled?'

Da-a. on u2e naveпlo ёas sto-it.
Yеs. З[м.sс.шом] alrеady probably hour stand.3sс
.Yеs. It's probably bееn standing for an hour.'

Thе anaphoriс pronoun oи is masсulinе singular, bесausе thosе arе thе fеaturе
valuеs оf its antесеdеnt ёаjпik.kеttlе'. Hеrе thе partiсiplе kipjаёеnуj .boilеd',

likе an adjесtivе, distinguishes numbеr (two valuеs) and gеndеr (thrее valuеs:
masсulinе, fеmininе and nеutец but only in thе singular). Thе anaphoriс pronoun
doеs thе samе. It is not always thе сasе, сross-linguistiсally' but it is еxtrеmеly
сommon that thе anaphoriс pronoun has thе samе fеaturе possibilitiеs as othеr
agfrеmrnt targеts. If agrееmеnt and antесеdеnt-anaphor rеlations arе split, thеn
thеrе arе two distinсt phеnomеna whiсh for no prinсiplеd rrason utilizе idеntiсal
fеaturеs.

Thе sесond argumеnt must wait until additiоnal сonсеpts havе bееn introduсеd,
so wе will оnly prеviеw it hеrе. Thе four dоmains mеntionеd abovе сonstitutе
thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, whiсh will be disсussеd еxtеnsivеly in сhaptеr 7. Thе
hiеrarсhy сonstrains thе distribution of syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt. This
distribution is a gradiеnt phеnomеnon, aсross thе rangе of domains. Еvidеnсе
frоm thе AgrееmеntHiеrarсhy shows thatthеrе is no onе point at whiсh agrееmеnt
phеnomеna сan bе nеatly dividеd into two in a prinсiplеd way. Rathеr thеrе arе
sеvеral diffеrеnt domains for agrееmеnt, rеlatrd in hiеrarсhiсal fashion.

Antiсipating thе disсussiot iп $2.2.2 and $7.6.1, I соnсludе that agrееmеnt
сovеrs fеaturе сovarianсe in a rangе of domains, frоm within thе noun phrasе to
antесеdеnt-anaphor rеlations. This is aссеptеd in Hеad-Drivеn Phrasе Struсturе
Grammaц HPSG (Pоllard & Sag \994 74), and in Lеxiсal-Funсtiоnal Grammar,
LFG (Brеsnan2О01a:151). And as wе shall sее in $9.4.6, thеrе is sоmе psy-
сhоlinguistiс еvidеnсе to support this соnсlusion. othеrs limit agrееmеnt, morе
or lеss drastiсally. If wе arе tо draw a boundаry, thеn wе nееd to bе сlеar whеthеr
this is basеd on еvidеnсе from agrееmеnt itsеlf (whiсh would bе hard to justify),

or whеthеr thе boundary is bеing drawn as a rеsult of othеr сonsidеrations within
thе syntaсtiс modеl adoptеd. If suсh a boundary is proposеd, thеn wе shоuld ask
whеthеr it сlaims to handlе thе distribution of syntaсtiс vеrsus sеmantiс agrее-
mеnt (again suсh a сlaim sееms unlikеly to bе wеll fоundеd). Howеvец еvеn if
onе еxсludеs antесеdеnt-anaphor rеlations aS part of agrееmеnt, this is likеly tо
bе bесausе thеy аrе not loсal links, thus taking сritеrion 15 as сatеgoriсal rathеr
than gradiеnt. Within thе dоmains thеrе arе othеr sourсеs of сonsidеrablе vari-
еty. Wе disсuss thеsе in $2.3; thе intеrеsting issuе оf .long-distanсе' agrееmеnt
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(а tеrш suggеsting that сontrol]ег and taгgеt arе moге distant sуntaсtiсallу than

wе wоuld еxpесt) wil l bе takеn up in $2.4.7.
If wе aссеpt anaphoгiс pгonolllls aS agгL.еtnеnt targеts. tгеating antесеdеnt-

anaphоr аs a domain. it is worth noting that an anaphoгiс pronoun is a pronoun

whiсh also agгееs. sinсе l am Lrsing thе сгitеria to Sеparatе out tlvегlapping 1асtoгs,

I havе сonсеntrаtеd in this sесtion on thе syntaсtiс ptlsition о1. suсh pronollns.

Howеvеr, thеiг morphology сan also vaгy, and in paгt indеpеndеntlу o1 thсir

syntax. Thus anaphoгiс pronouns сan bе moгphologiсally fгее oг bor-rnd, thе iattеr

oftеn bеing tегmеd .pгonоminal affiхеs' oг .inсoгpoгatеd pгonouns' (disсussеd

in $3.8). Pronominitl affiхеs aге lеss сanoniсal in tеrms o1 thеir dornain than, saу,

subjесгvеrb agГееmеnt, sinсе thеy arе paгt of a non_loсal dornain; on thе оthег
hand, thеу arе moге сanoniсal than fiее pronouns in bеing rloгphologiсally bоund.
lt is gеnеrally aссеptеd that diaсhroniсally pronouls pгovidе a majог sourсе of

agrrеmеnt moгphologу, progrеssing 1iorrr fLrll pronounS, tо сlitiсs, to inflесtions,

as wе shall sее in 59. 1.
Finally in this sесtion on doпraiпs wе shi1t tioш looking at individuttl геlations

to looking at thе systеm. hеnсе оuг last сгitегion is сouсhеd in tеrms of a givсn

dоmain (and its bеing onе of sеvегitl).

С-]б: doпlаill i's опе o|.а sеt > siпglе сhlttt,tlitt

In сanoniсal instanсеs, a givеn domain will bе a mеmbеr of a sеt of domains (agгее-

mеnt with a givеn сontгollеr maу bс еxprеssеd by dif1Ъгеnt taгgеts)' following a
gеnеral rathеr than a spссifiс sуntaсtiс гulе. Thus if wе takе Russiirn subiесt-vеrb
agrrеmеnt, this is onе domain оf sеvеral (attributivе modifiег agrееing with hеad
noun, rеlativе with antесеdеnt . . .). This is a moге сanoniсal situation than tlrat
in a ianguagе whеrе, say, stlb.jесt-vеrb is thе only agrееmеnt domain.

Тhis сritеriоn links baсk to thе notion of геdundanсy: infoгmation сonсеrning
a givеn сontrollег сan bе ехprеssеd morе than onсе in difiеrеnt domains. An
intеrеsting impliсation геlatеd to this сritеrion is that mr-rltiplе domains rтay wеll

bе a suffiсiеnt but not nесеSsary сondition fbr showing that partiсulaг maгkегs

arr agгееmеnt maгkеrs rathеr thatr pronorrrinal affixеs (inсoгpoгatеd pгirnоuns).
Whеrе di1Тегеnt taГgеts сan show what is сlaimеd to bе agrееmеnt with a singlе
сOntrollеr, it is muсh moге likеly tl.rat tl"lеsе arе instanсеs of agrееmеnt гathеr than
bеing pronominal affiхеs ($з.8.2).

|'4'4 Feаtures

Hеге wе |ind thrее сгitегia, onе геlating to fеatuгеs as a wholе, and
two rеlating to thеiг valuеs. Fеatuгеs arе disсr.rssеd in dеtail in сhaptеr 4.

С- !7: {еаturе i,s lе.riссl > поll-lехiс'tLL

Agrееmеnt in gеndеr (whеrе lеxiса.l) is сonsidеrеd thе сanoniсal typе (sее fuгthег

$4.2.З, whеrе I show that lсxiсal 1Ъaturеs aге thе сorе of thе .inhегеnt, fеatuгеs).
Тhе rеason is that thе targеt сould not bе maгkеd with thе fеaturе indеpеrrdеntlу,
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if it is lеxiсal, and So this links to thе asymmеtry of agrееmеnt. Thus in GЦ-G6;)
thеrе is no indеpеndеnt sourсе of thе gеndеr fеaturr apart from thе сontrollеr.
Anothеr waу оf stating this сritеriоn is that fеaturеs whiсh arе basеd at lеast in
part on formal assignmеnt arе morr сanoniсal fоr agrееmеnt than fеaturеs whеrе
assignmеnt is mоrе sеmantiсally basеd ($4.3.1). This сritеriоn thеrеforе falls
undеr thе prinсiplе of rеdundanсy.

An intеrеsting сonsеqurnсr сonсеrns anaphоriс pronouns; thе faсt that in many
languagеs thеsе сan сovary aссording to lеxiсal gеndеr strongly suggеSts thеy arе
part of thе phеnomеnon of agrееmеnt, as disсussеd in rеlation to (37).

С-18: fеаturеs hаvе mаtсhing vаlues > noп-mаtching vаluеs

This sееms оbvious: somе would сlаim that thе dеfinition of agrееmеnt must
rеfеr to thе matсhing of valuеs (s 1.з). Howеvеr, onсе a сonstruсtion is idеntifiеd
as involving agrееmеnt' bесausе thеrе is a соvarianсе оf fеaturеs, wе would
not want to rulе out thе analogous instanсеs whеrе thе fеaturеs do not match.zz
Spесifiсally, sinсе Еnglish subjесt and pгеdiсatе vеrb rеgularly havе matсhing
fеaturеs, wе havе to addrеss еxamplеs likе this onе whеrе thеy dо not:

(38) thе сommittее havе dесidеd

Wе сannot simply say that сommittее is plural, sinсе Wе find this сommittее and
not *thеsе сommittee. Wе nееd to invokе a notion of sеmantiс agrееmеnt for suсh
сasrs, that is, agrееmеnt сonsistent with thе mеaning of thе сontrollеr (disсussеd
in dеtail in $5.4). From this pоint of viеw' Wе сan say that examplеs likе (38) arе
lеss сanoniсal instanсеs of agrееmеnt than thоsе whеrе thе fеaturе valuеs matсh
straightfоrwardlу Qhе сommittее hаs dесidеф; for furthеr disсussion sее Corbеtt
(2000: 188-91). Mismatсhеs arе analysеd in сhaptеrs 5 and,7.

If wе aссеpt that sеmantiс agrееmеnt is non-сanoniсal, thеn wе should inсludе
hеrе instanсеs of rеsolution, whiсh spесiflеs thе fеaturе valuеs of tаrgеts whеn
thе сontrollеr сonsists of сonjoinеd noun phrasеs. Considеr this еxamplе from
Slovеnе (Priеstly \99З: 4ЗЗ):

Slovеnе (Priеstly \99З: 4ЗЗ)
(3e) Milk-а in njеn-o tеlе sta bi.l-a zlnaj

Мilka(г)-sс and hеr-ш.sс сalf(ш)[sс] дuх.3оu be-psт-м.пu outside
.Milka and her сalf wеrе оutside.'

Hеrе wе havе a fеmininе singular and a nеutеr singular сonjoinеd; thе vеrb is
dual and masсulinе. Clеarly, thеn, thе fеaturеs do not matсh. It is rеsolution whiсh
spесifiеs thеsе partiсular fеaturе Yalurs (as wе shall sее in сhaptеr 8). Thе faсt that
suсh instanсеs arе takеn to bе non-сanoniсal fits with $8.6, whеrе thе pеriphеral
naturе of rеsolution rulеs is disсussеd.

Thе gеnеral еffесt of this сritеrion is to сlaim that syntaсtiс (formal) agrее-
mеnt is morе сanoniсal than sеmаntiс agrrеmеnt. An intеrеsting соnsequеnсе is

22 Меl.ёuk (|99З: З29_З1) stresses that the dеfinition ofagrееment must allow for suсh instanсes;
in Stеele's dеfinitiоn this is сovеrеd by the rеfеrеnсе tо a semantiс ploprrty of thе сontrollеI.

uniflсation is an adеqu
t (disсussеd furth
18 falls undеr thе

with thе .rеdunс

оn-matсhing valuеs сl

Ьe relatеd dirесtly tо t
ion (39), to thosе

(1l )). Thеrе arе Sуstеml
(2000) сalls .assoсi

ivе' systеms (of l

С-]9: no choiсе

sentеnсеs suсh as thе ft

The flvе appliсa

y in Hungаrian prt

option. Thе form, howr

;Hungarian (Еdith Moravсsik
(41) hat flf ёt

six boy[sс] ш
.six boys havе i

The plural of fiЙ 
,Ъoу' ir

neithег would bе usеd in '

In Russian, thе situati
Russian ехamplеs arе bot

Russian
(42) voS-l-o

(4З)

оomе.in-psт-ш.
.flvе girls сamс

voЁ-l.i
сomе.1n.PsT-Pl
.flvе girls сamt

Thе еssеntial pоint hеrе
featurе spесifi сation of th
a sеt of thе quantiflеrs, I

thе ninеtееnth and twеnti
2З5 re|eуant еxamplеs, о
46To showеd plural agrеt

2з Amhariс сombinеs thе poss
noun may bе singular or plt
if thе noun is singular, and



7

1'4 СаnoniсaI agreernent 25

thaLunifiсatiоn is an ltсlеqttatе tnесhltnisпr lbr tbгmalizing сanoniсal instаnссs of

iLglсеmеnt (disсussеd lirгtlrсг ln $4. l). Тhis сonsес1ttеnсе dспlonstгatеs wеll that

сlitеilоn 18 firl ls undег thс pгinсiplе tl1.sуntасtiс sirlpliсitу' Thе сritегion is alsсl

сonsоnant with thе .гсdlrnсlanсу' 
1lгiшсiplс.

Non-matсhin.Ц valltсs сlпt aгisе i lr vагioLts сiгсurтislanсеs. fгonr thosс whiсh

сln bе геlatеd сliгссtly to tlrе lехiсal itеm (as in (38)). tlrгor-rgh tl.rosе involr.ing a

соnstruсtiсltl (39), to 1hсlsе whiсh сlеpеttсl on thе usе оf lhс itсrri ' thе pгagrnatiсs (as

in( l l ) ) .  Thеге aГс sуStе l l l s  in wlr iсh п ismatсhing is  widсspгеad'  sуstеtns whiс l . r

Biсkеl (2000) сall.c .asstlсiаtivе'. whiсh aге lеss сlrnoniсal tharl tl.rе rloгс l ltmil iаг
' intеgгatir,е' Systеms (of langLragеs l ikе Rtrssiirn). Wе геtllгn to l l l ismatсhеs iп

сhaptег 5.

С - ] 9.. п r l t' l t rl i с' с о.|,,fс r t| t t l.е t' u l u с > L' ! t rl i t: с o|. vсl I t t е

ln SеntеnссS suсl.t аs thс followirlg. Е'П.qlish a||ows no сhoiсе of fbгlт:

. l | ) ,  I - | r е  l ] r е i t l r l ) l i \ . i l I ] l \ i l | . l . i \ е  l ( ' l l l О г | 1 l ц .

Simllaгly in Hr-rngaгian pгесliсatе agГссmеnt with nttпrсral plrгasеs dсlеs l.tot allow

ln oрtiorr. Тhе tbшll, htlwеr,сl., di11Ъгs tr.tl ln tl-rzrl o1'Е,nglish:

I-iungaгian ( Еd ith M tlгar,сs i lt. рrегsoп al сoItl t.tl t-lп i с atiсlгt )

t]]  )  hаt 1]L i  6гkсz-еtt

s i х  b t l у | s с ; I  a г г i vе -в s r . [ З s t ; ]
.s iх bс lуs hаvе aгг ivсс l '

Тhе plLrгal of .!ri 
.boy. is .fi ik, anсl thс pluгal tlf ёrkе:,е|| .arгivеd, ls ёrkе7'tеk;

пеi thег would bе t lsес l  in (4 l) .2з

In Russian. tl lе situation is п-loге сtl l lplех. Lеt r-rs tаkе.just onе tурс: thеsе

Rшssian ехamplеs itге both litIly aссеptablе:

Russiаn
G2) rюi I o

с O l n е . I l l - I r s  l - N . s с ;
.  
[ i  vе  . r : i г l s  са t t . tе  i i t .

( i l ) voi-|- i  piаt, dеvr-r iсk

сtlt l lс. ir l  I,s Г-РL [lr.еLl<lмr I giг l[гt-.с;гш]
.tir,с giгls сll-t.tе itl,

Тhс еssеntial point hеге is tlrat, givсn thе SiLmе сontгOllег, taгgеt, dtlrnain and

iЪашrе spесi[iсatitln tlf thе сoпtгollсг. thеге геmaitls a сhoiсс of agгееmеnt. Talting

asеtoithс quantifiегs. I сtlr-rпtсd all геlеvant ехarlplеs in a сorpus t.lf tеx1s 1ionl

thеnirrсtсеnthandtwеnt iеthсеntrtг iеs(с lеta i ls i r rСoгbеtt l98З: l50.3);rndtbtrrrс l

2З5 геlеr,ant ехаttl lp|еs. of r,vhiсh .5.1% showеd singulаг agгеrПrсnt as in (,tr2) anсl
.i67с showеd pltrгal agгееr.nеnt aS in (4З). (Wс геtuгn to ссlnditiotls on tl-rе сl-rсiiсе

]]  An lhaг i с  с i l l l l b i t l сs  lhе  1 lоss ib i l i t i еs  с l1 .Епg l i sh  аr rd  Hungaг ia I l .  In  с t l t l s t г t - l с t i t l t t  r r , i t i . t  а  с l t ra r r t i t i е г .  a

l l ( ) t l l l  l l l ay  bе  s ingu laг  ог  р l t l г l | .  l Г thе  r ro t r l l  рhгasс  i s  sub jес t .  thе  vегb thеn agгссs .  bс ing  s i l l gu1aг

i l  thс  noun i s  s iпgr r iaг .  a I . rс l  р luгаI  i l ' i t  i s  рJ t r гa l  ( l -еs lаLr  |  ! ]95:  l  79  - t JO) .

p.jаt- сlеvr"tiеli

[ i v е [ r . - ou ]  g i г i I  e t - . с ; вш  ]
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in $ 1.4.5.) Thеrеforе thе situation found in Еnglish and Hungarian (no сhоiсе of
fеaturе valuе) is morе сanoniсal than that found in Russian (сhoiсе of valuе).

This сritеrion links to thе last, but is distinсt from it. Whilе сhoiсеs typiсallу
involvе sеmantiс agrеrmеnt in onе option, sеmantiс agrееmеnt may or may not
involvе an agreеmеnt сhoiсе for a partiсular targеt. For instanсе' in thе еxamplе

(44) this man and woman havе travеllеd all day to mеrt уou

Thе usе of hсryе, thе rеsult of numbеr rеsolution' is an instanсе of sеmantiс
agrееmеnt, but is оbligatory (at lеast for somе spеakеrs).

Whilе many aссounts ignorе thеm, agrееmеnt сhoiсеs arе rampant. In $5.5, I
invеstigatе thе faсtors whiсh сan givе risе to thеm. As wе shall sее in сhaptеr 7,
howеvеr, whilе сhoiсеs arе frеquеnt, thе variation wе find is far frоm random.

l.4.5 Conditions i$ssЁi**iii}]ti"tii'{iN}*:Lqёi.x\sii\чii\х$*ii}iiнiiijilisttii*вliit.ЁtttliNiiiisii&tsii.t$A{i$}iNilк.*siiitiiil**jiii}s

Hеrе thе сritеrion is straightforward and intuitivе:

С-20: no сoпditions > сonditions

That is to Say, in thе сanoniсal situation, whеn thе сontrоllеr, target, domain
and fеaturеs havr bееn spесifiеd for a partiсular agrееmеnt сonstruсtion, that
сonstitutеS a full spесifiсation. If wе nееd in additiоn to spесify a сondition'
that is lеss сanoniсal. For еxamplе, wе notеd thе agrееmеnt сhoiсе in еxamplеs
(42) and (43) abovе. Thеrе is goоd еvidеnсе that сontrоllеrs dеnoting animatеs
in suсh соnstrrrсtions arе morе likеly tо takе agrееmеnt forms with a gteatеt
dеgrее of sеmantiс justifiсatiоn (plural hеrе) than аrе thosе rеfешing to inanimatеs.
Similarly, сontrollеrs whiсh prесеdе thеir targеts arе morе likеly tо takе agrеrmеnt
forms with a grеatеr dеgrее оf sеmantiс justiflсation than arе thosе whiсh follow.
Chaptеr 6 is dеvotеd to сonditiоns on agrrеmеnt and So I сan bе briеf hеrе..Wе 

should notе, howеvеr, that agrееmеnt соnditiоns arе pаrtiсularly prеvalеnt
whеn agrееmеnt is non-сanoniсal in somе оthеr way. In thе Russian еxamplеs thе
сondition intеraсts with an agrееmеnt сhoiсе. itsеlf a non-сanoniсal сharaсtеristiс.

l .4.6 Three 8eneral prinсiples *islii.iNiiiчi.i]${iiiЬ}l$$lissiitl{is.i$e\:i*t]isiiЁl.\iii!чIi*"i\T*\til*{i.iiii$s*sЁЁs

Thrее gеnеral prinсiplеs wеrе introduсеd еarliеr, and dеsеrvе briеf
disсussiоn hеrе. It is important to notе that thеy nеvеr сonfliсt; on thе сontrary,
likе all thе сritеria whiсh thеy сovеr, thеy сonvеrgе on thе notiоn .сanoniсal agrrе-
mеnt'. Wе havе no nееd to rank thеm nor to spесify what happеns in situatiоns
оf сonfliсt, bесausе thе сritеria arе mutually сompatiblе.24

Prinсiplе I: Саnoniсаl а,grееmепt is rеduпdаnt rсLthеr thаn iпformаtivе

2a Canoniсal is thus a morе abstraсt notion thаn prototypiсal; сanoniсal сan bе сlrarly dеfined, but
in prinсiplе thеrе neеd not Ье a rеal instanсе, only approximations, whilе prоtоtypiсal imptiеs
rеal instanсеs.

ral sеpаratе сritеria (

6) соnvеrgе оn this prtl

iсal asrееmеnt bеil

As a partial rеstating о,
formal propеrtiеs thе

by imagining its oPtr
y еxist as a distinс
tly from sеmantiсs
сorrеsponding sim

in the сonvеrsе сasеs, fol
gendеr is not assignеd b1
rules of agrееmеnt.

. Prinсiplе II: (

This prinсiplе is that сa
rulеs, whilе non-саnoniс
It is a gеnеralization оf,
20 and partiallY of numl
agrееmеnt (сontrollеr, ta

Principlе III:

Diffеrеnt сritеria сonvеl
Notе thаt thеy all rеlatе
typеs arе lеgitimatеly сt
would еxсludе thе lypе (

aссount of agrееmеnt. T
bеуond agrееmеnt' in th
basеd on сanoniсity.

I wishеd to сlarify st
that сharaсtегizе this aг.
makеs it partiсularly im
our analytiсal dесisions
wеll as thе ways in whк
bеtwееn agrееmеnt and
to undеrstand agrееmеn
whiсh wе might с|аim i

Givеn thе iI

thе book сould havе ru,
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Sеl .ега1 sерalatесг i tег ia(nrrmbегs 1,2 '  l0 ,  l7 .  l8and l9,andsесondaг i lуnrtmbег

I61 сonvегgе on this pгlnсiplе. It lnay bе that it is this pгinсiplе whiсh lеads to

сanoniсal agrееmеnt bеing геlativсly гaге iuПong thе world's langtragеs,

As a partial rеstating of this prinсiplе, wе might add that thе gгеatег thе геlianсе

on tbrmal prоpегliсs thе rloгс сanoniсal tl-rе agгееmеnt. This viеw of it is bеst

sееn by imаgining its i lppоsitе. If rvе had fullу Srпantiс agrееmеnt. thеn it would

hаrdlу ехist as a distinсt phеnomеnоn' sinсе all thе 1Ъгms сor-rld bе pгеdiсtеd

сli lесtly from sешantiсsl thе rтatсhing еl1Ъсt wor.rld aгisе fioгп сontгollег and

targеt сOrrеSponding silnрlу Lrу viгtше о1.having lr сolnlтlon sеmantiс ьolrгсе. It is

in thе сonvеrsе сasеs. tЪг схalnplе in agгееn-rеnt in gеndег in i lstanсеs whеrс thе

gеndеris not assignесl by a sеп.rantiс гulе. that Wс mOSt еvidсntly геquiге s1.lесirrl

rulеs оf agrеешеnt.

Priпсi1l|е lI.. Сttnoltiс-'llL а,grееlI1еtI1 is' sl,tttаt'tit:сtlll. sinrylе

Тhis plinсiplе iS thаrt сanoniсal ir.Цгееtnеnt сan bе сlеsсгibеd in stгaightfbгwaгd

ru]еs, whilе non-сanoniсal instanссs typiсallу involvе an additional сompliсatiоn.

I t i s agеnегa l i z a t i ono f  с г i t е г i anL tmbегsз ,4 ,  l 0 '  l l ,  12 '  l 3 .  l 4 ,  l 5 '  l 6 '  l 8 '  l 9 '

20 аnd paгtially of nttпrbег 6. It is rеIlесtсd in сгitеriа геlating to eaсh aspесt of

аgгееmеnt (сontrollег. tzrгgсt anсl s() oп).

Priпt,iрlс IIl: T|tс сlоsеr rha ехуlt.еssiolt о'|'сtgrееnt,tlltt is lсl с'tшrlпitttl

,:',,,,/:H:||,,::,,.fl,еt:ioltсLl пюцl|t,ologt, t|tе пorе utllоп,it'оl i,t i's

Ditfегеnt сritегiа сollvсгgе or.r this pгil lсiplе, namеlу nшlbсгs 5' 6, 1' 8 anсl 9.

Nоtе that thеу all геlatс ttl thе t.lгgеt. Tl.rеге агс ditТегеnt viеws as tо whiсh taгgеt

typеs aге lеgitimatсly сonsidегсd to bе a paгt of agrееmеnt, bllt no-ollе, I think,

ivould ехсludе thе typе of taгgеts with сanоniсal inflесtional morphology fгoш an

aссоunt of аgгееmеnt. Thе сгitегia whiсh tаll Lrndеr this pгinсiplе havе apрliсi it ion

bеyоnd agгееmеnt, il.r that thсy aге paгt o1. a tуpologу of inflесtional r-norphсllсlgy'

basеd on сanoniсitу.
I wishеd to сlaгifу solnе of thе сonсеptr-rrrl pгoblеms and n-risundегstandings

that сharaсtегizе this aгеа. Wе havс sееn how сlit1Ъгеnt pгоpегtiеs сlllstсг' Whiсh

makеs it paгtiсulzrгly impoгtaПt that v;е spесitу wl.riсh propегtiеs aге thе basis tbr

our analytiсal с1есisions. Sееing thе gгadiеnt natuге of many of thе pгopеrtiеs (irs

wеll as thе wауs in whiсh thеу ovегlap). nral<еs thе qr-rеstion of .dгzrwing tlrе l inе,

bеtwееn agгееmсnt and оthег phеnoпеnа apреaг sесonditгy. lt is пloге inlpoгtant

tounсlсrstand agГееmеllt and its геlatесl phеnomеnzr thаn to сlгzrw a pгесisе l inс at

whiсh wе пright сlaiш agгсеmеllt .StopS' and soше othеr рhеnorтlеnon bеgil ls.

l'5 Sсope and struсture of the boоk

Givеn thе itnpoгtanсе o1'thе ttlpiс and its divегsity aсгoss langrtagеs

thе bоok ссlulсl har,е ГLln to nll l l lу voltlt-t-lеs. It сor-rld havе bееn fi l lеd with сlеtails
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of diftЪiеnt thеoriеs of sуntax and hоw thеy fail to сovеr thе data prеsеntеd bу
agrееmеnt. Howеvеr, that would not bе a fгuittul approaсh. In thе еarly days of
gеnеrativе grammar agrееmеnt was usеd as a сonvеniеnt tеSt for invеstigating
apparеntly morе сomplеx problеms (е.g. vеrb agrееmеnt WaS a tеst fbr sub-
jесthood, whiсh allowеd us to work on subjесt raising). Thеn various papеts
(inсluding Morgan \972, СorЪett |9.79) showеd that agrееmеnt Was itsеlf mцсh
toо poorly undеrstood foг it to bе trеatеd aS an еasy diagnostiс. Now thе whееl
has turnеd, and it is rathег agrееmеnt whiсh is a major tеst of our thеoriеs of
Sуntax. So I aiш to prеsеnt thе agгееmеnt data in a сlеaг and whеrе possiblе nеu-
tral way, so that thе еstablishеd pattеrns of agrееmеnt сan sеrvе as a mеasuге for
thеorу-building.

Thе problеms with tеrms go dееpеr than many realize. For this геason my
,сanoniсa]' approaсh is valuablе. Individual rеadеrs may wish to еxсludе сеr-
tain phеnomеna, but thе positiоn of what is bеing pгеsеntеd Within thе ovегall
сonсеptual spaсе should bе сlеar, sо that rеadеrs сan inсludе it as rеlеvant or not'

I am taсkling an afеa that for somе wоuld bе up to thгее arеas. Thеrе is agrее-
mеnt within noun phrasеs, whiсh wе havе sееn is thе most сanoniсal. Fоr somе.
agrееmеnt in pеrson is thе major tуpе, whеге thе domain is thе сlausе. Somе work
ехсlusivеly on this typе of agгееmеnt, and ignоrе thе оthегs. And thеn thеге is
thе quеstion of pronouns, whiсh arе assumеd to bе palt of thе arеa by somе and
arе еxсludеd by othеrs. I shall disсuss thеsе issuеs сarеfully; wе shall sее that
thеsе thrее parts of thе pгoblеm arе linkеd in intеrеsting ways, and that it makеs
Sеnsе to trеat thеm togеthег, rathеr than tгying tо draw unmotivatеd boundaгiеs
bеtwееn thеm.

Thеге arе vaгious aгеas involving somе nоtion of idеntity whiсh havе bееn
assoсiatеd with agrееmеnt. Тhotrgh I havе takеn a broad approaсh, I still nееd
to еxсludе somе phеnomеna whiсh shоw only supегfiсial rеsеmblanсеs to agrее-
mеnt. I list thеsе hеrе.

Switсh rеfеrеnсе is distantly rеlatеd to agГееmеnt' It involvеs indiсating (usu-
ally by morphologiсal marking on thе vеrb) whеthеr thе subjесt stays сonstant
or switсhеs from оnе сlaцsе to thе nехt. This сan bе illustratеd from Haгuai.
a Papuan languagе of thе Piawi familу, spokеn in thе sоuth-wеst of Madang
pгovinсе, Papua Nеw Guinеa:

Flaruai (Comriе l989a: 4l)
(4s)

(16)

Ha dбyw nwg*-on, bor dw-а.
сhild rat sее-s sBJ run go.гкs.3sс_овс
.Thе сhild saw thе rat and hе ran away.'

Ha doyw nwg*-mon, bor dw-a.
сhild rat sее-D_sBJ run go. pкs.3sс-oвс
.Thе сhild saw thе rat and it ran awaу.,

In (45) thе samе subjесt (s sвl) markеr -ijn on thе dеpеndеnt vеrb tеlls us that
thе сlaцsеs must havе соrеfеrеntial subjесts. Thе subjесt оfthе dеpеndеnt сlausе
is .сhild,, so thе оthеr сlausе will havе thе samе subiесt. thеrеforе it is thе сhild

who ran away. ln (46) on t
.ran away' сannot bе .thе

away, sinсе this is an availa

othеr subjесt (providеd it v

bесausе wе do not Iind thl

dеfinition. Agrееmеnt and

towагds геГегеnсе tгaсking
Nеgativе соnсord is sеt

Frеnсh
(41) Pеrsonnе n':еs

nobodу NгG:
.Nоbod1 сamе..

Nеgativе сonсord sharеs t

thе nеgativе maгkеrs фer.
therе is no .systеmatiс сol

and targеt. Rathеr thе сon1

thе prеsеnсе of thе sесond
instanсеs (whiсh is anothе

analogous phеnomеnon is

mannrr partiсlеs takе pass

478-9). Again this is a mat

not an instanсе оf sуstеma
Prepositiоn dоubling с

this еxamplе:

Russian (somе variеtiеs; Turд
ХIY l870)
(48) ot ёt-oj

from this-г.sс.с
' l . гom th is  vегу |

Hеrе wе sее thе pгеpositir

Thеге is  no .Sуstеmаt iс  с

сlass of itеms.
Clаssifiегs aге of sеvеri

largе, of sеmantiсallу gеnr

pоssiblе rеfеrеnts. Thus еr

саttlе, whеrе heаd is used

agrеrmеnt, sinсе wе havе

сovarianсе. Howеvеr, whс

arguably non-сanoniсal ag

Sеquеnсе of tеnsеs, as

Howеvеr.  th is  is  haгdly ju:

25 l am grаtеfr'rl to Riсhard Ingh
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шho гan аway. ln (z16) Orr thс Othег hand, 'uvе lrnow that thс subjесt oГ thе сlar-rsе
'гln aivay'сannot bе .thе сhilсl.. Thе likеlу intегpгеtаrtiot-l is that .thе rat, гart

.rrlау. siIlсе this is an avai1аblе геfЪгсnt. but it iS ptlssiblс that thеГс ссlt't ld bе somе

rlthегsubjесt(providесl it wеге thiгtl pегstltl and singr-rlaг). This is not agГссmеnt

hссаusе wе do not finсl thе .sуstеrтаtiс сovaгianсе' of fеatuГеs rеqr-riгсd by thс

dс|initiоn. Agгсеmеnt аnс1 switсh геfегеt-tсе i-il.е сonnесtесl in that bolh ссlntгibrlt.с

lrlц.lгds rеfеlеnсе tгaсlting ($9 2).

)r,iеgativе сonсoгd is sееn in схarтplеs of this t.уpе:

Ггспсh

l . l i l  Pеrst lnnе t . t . :еst vеl l l t

nоbod1,,  NЕG-i\t]х.зsG с()I l lе.PsT.P. l .с] l ,
.Nоbоdу сarтс. '

Nеgativе сonсoгd shaгеs with agгееIlсnt thе геpсtition of infoгrnation. in thаt

lhе nеgativе пllll.kсгS Qlеr,stllttlе lnd п(е)) ехpгеSS a singlе nеgation. Llowсvег,

thсге is nо 'Systеmatiс сovaгiatlсе', no гangе of fеatr.rгсs availablе t0 ссltrl.rollег

;1ndtaгgеt. Rathег thе ссlntгollег is thеге OГ not, anсl Whсn it is thсге. it гсчLriгеs

thергеsеnсе of tl-rе sессlnсl l lеgxtion trl ltt]tсг.]5 .Сonсогd. is a goild tегm fbг suсh

iпslanсеs (r'vhiсh is аnсlthег гсason tсl avoid its r.rsс tbг agгссmеnt). A somеwhat

апalоgotts рhсnomеllon is so-сallеd .agгсеmеnt in voiсе' in Maoгi, Whеге sOIlс

ll l lnnеГ paгtiсlrs takс piissivе moгphology whеn thе vегb сloеS (Bzruег |993: 92,

178_9). Again this is a nlatlсг of thе ргсsеnсе ()1 a сOntrollсг of thе phеnomеnon.

I l 0 l  l n  i n \ t i l n с е  t l l . ь 1  s l е t t l l t t i с  с t r r  l t г i i l l l с е '

Prеpоsitiоn сlorrbling саn bе il lustгatесl l iotт solirе vагiеtiеs сl1 Rlrssiаn. lLs iп

this ехaшpiе:

Russ i аn ( soп lе r , a г i с t i е s iT t t гgс t . t еv .S ru l i . . . s tuk . , ' ' r 111 l . / . . . KП( ) сk . . . knoсk . . . knoс l i ! '
х I V . 1 870 )
t]8) ot сt 'OJ

tr.оrl this-н.sсi.свlч
'liorт this r,еr.у Iadу

t]t sam-оj ot bаrуin-i

ttтlr l  lеt.y_н.sс;.с;вы tгotn lady(н)-sс.свх

Hеге wе sсе thе pгеptlsition oссLll.Гillg bеfoге сaсh еlепеnt of thс noun phгasе.

Thеrе is ntl .Systеmatiс сor.aгianсс. hеrе. bLrt simplе гсpеtitiotl of a paгtiсulaг

сlаss оf itеrns.
Сlassifiеrs |rге ()f sсvегiLl typеs' Typiсallу thеу involvе a sеt, Somеtinlеs чr-titе

lшgе, oГ sеmantiсallу gсnегal еlеmеllts whiсh sегvе to сlassilу thе full гatlце tl l '

pоssib1е геt.егсnts. Тhus еvеn in Еnglish Wе havе ехpгеSSiolls l ikе:.lbrr.r. hеа,ti oI

спrl1с. wl-rегс hесLtl is usесl ttlг VaГiOUs livеstoсk br-rt поt ftlг othег itеms. This is not

аgrееmеnt. sinсе wс lravе to do with sеlесtion оf a lеxiсal itепr, not Sуstеlrlatiс

сgvaгianсе. Howеvег. whсге thе сlitssifiег is геpеatеd (as in (2.l) abtlvе). this is

aL.еuablу ntln-сanoniсal agrеепrеnt. oг at lеast a possiblе SoLlгсе of agгееmеnt.

Sequеnсе of tеnsеs, as fbund in Еnglish, is sotтеtitnсs annехсd t1l agГесlтеnt.

Hоwеvеr, this is haгdlу jLrstif iеd. Сolisidег this еxaшplс:

]5 [ aш gгаtеfшI to Riсhаrd InghaIrr  1br d isсuss iot l  оf  пеgat i r ,е сt lnсс lгd.
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(4e) Mary said that John had сomе. (Marу said: .John has сomе'.)

Thеrе is no matсhing of tеnsеs;rathеr thе tеnsе in thе subоrdinatе сlausе is shiftеd
baсk to thе plupеrfесt, аnd this shift is dеtеrminеd by thе past tеnsе in thе main
сlausе.

If wе viеw Syntax abstrасtly еnough, a grеat dеal оf it is tо do with rеquirеd
idеntitiеs. Agrееmеnt is thе сеntral instanсе of idеntitiеs, and thеrе arе numеrous
analogiеs to morе distant phеnomеna. It thеrеforе provеs a gоod еntry point to
muсh of what syntax is abоut'

r . 5 .1 outline of the !66ft ilsttll*i:s**ilii'.i!.lii$iiЁЁЁsiii$l\iltiNiii}isiiiiiiis.iiЁ*iiвiiifiiilii.iЁЁi.i]i}щiЁiiiiiill\i}iii}Niiiili"iii'li.

Having sеt out thе fivе сomponrnts wе nееd in ordеr to dеsсribе
agrеrmrnt (Figurе 1.1), wе сan еxplоrе еaсh in turn. In сhaptеr 2 wе invеs-
tigatе thе divеrsity of сontrоllеrs, targеts and domains. At this point issuеs
about thе rеalization of agrееmеnt bесomе prеssing, and so сhaptеr З is dеvotеd to
thе morphology оf agrееmеnt. Wе thеn rеturn to agrеemеnt fеaturеs in сhaptеr 4.
This naturally brings us to thе сhallеngе of thе instanсеs whеrе fеaturе valuеs do
not matсh, whiсh wе addrеss in сhaptеr 5. Wе thеn havе all thе nесеSSаIy matеrial
in plaсе to taсklе thе rеmaining сomponеnt, namеly сonditions, in сhaptеr 6. Wе
nеxt look in dеtail at сonstruсtions in whiсh thеrе is a сhoiсе of agrееmеnts (сhap-
tеr 7). Chaptег B is dеvotеd to thе spесifiс, but vеry intеrеsting issuе ofrеsolution.
And finally in сhaptеr 9 wе loоk at othеr pеrspесtivеs on agrrrmrnt. Еaсh сhaptеr
builds on what has gonе bеfоrе. Hоwеvец to hеlp rеаdеrs who prеfеr to bеgin in
thе middlе, thеrе is a good dеal of сross.rеfеrеnсing.

|.5.2Keylanguagesitils]i.g..i:iiliiii$i";н]tii\tis]i}iзiiislзl}iiiii}isiiiii.\т]iiiliiiiiiiii'$liis]Ёit\]iiilliii:iiiiiil\\]liii$]ii]i"]ili$ii:

I shall draw data frоm а widе rangе оf intеrеsting languagеs. Howеvец
fоr сontinuity, thrеr will play a spесial rolе. Russian is a mеmbеr of thе Slavoniс
family, whiсh is a rеlativеly сonsеrvativе brаnсh of Indo-Еurоpеan. It has substan-
tial inflесtional mоrphology of a fusional naturе. Casе is markеd on noun phrasеs,
whеrе thеrе is agrееmеnt in gеndеr (masсulinе, fеmininе and nеutеr) and numbеr
(singular and plural), and vеrbs agrее with subjесt noun phrasеs; thе languagе is
сlеarly of thе nominativе-aссusativе typе. Within thе noun phrasе word ordеr is
rеlativеly flxеd, with dеtеrminеrs and attributivе adjесtivеs normally prесеding
thе noun, and modifying phrasеs following. Disсontinuity of еlеmеnts is possiblе
(as in (12))' with varying dеgrееs of stylistiс еffесt. on thе othеr hand, ordеr
within thе сlausе is rеlativеly frее, in that it is sеnsitivе tо information Strцсturе:
givеn information typiсally prесеdеs nеw information. Sinсе subjесts frеquеntly
rrprеsеnt givеn infоrmation, subjесt-vеrb-оbjесt еmrrgеs as thе сanoniсal word
ordеr. A finе ovеrviеw of Russian is prоvidеd by Timbеrlakе (1993); this is a
good pointеr to morе dеtailеd aссounts. Thе dеvеlopmеnt of Russian ovеr thе
twеntiеth сrntury is traсеd in Comгiе, Stonе & Polinsky (\996)' and Timbеrlakе

a usеful refеrеnсе 1
shows сonstruсtir

too, with many сhr

is a Nakh-Dag
of spеakеrs .

Daghеstan and in
substantial gram

the largеst Tsа
сitеd in this bt

Samur, somеwhа
at about 1,800 mеtrеs

many pеoplе knoц
too' notably Azс

phonologiсal invеt
28 Thе inflесtional l

finitе and non-flnitе,
with a third stеm ind

numbеrs and four gс

ightforward: I is for п

for fеmalе humans (al

difflсult. Most of tht

, howеvеr, arе in gеndе

found both in gеndеrs

Tsаkhuт has еrgativе sу
сasе; intransitivе t

ordеr is subjесt-obj

the Tsаkhur of Mishlеsh s
.the shеer amount of agrее

evеrywhеrе wе might im

thе luxuriant agrеrmеnt s

givеs Tsakhur thе tоp plat

also mееt somе of Tsakhl

our third kеy langua

dеsсribеd in Еvans' (199

with a handful оf spеakr

and adjoining mainland'

26 Russian oтthographу is 1аrg

linsuistiс tтansliterаtion of l
27 I wish to thank agаin thе pе

thеir languagе.
28 For transстibing Tsakhur' a

I indiсatеs phаryn
соnsonants; for сr
uvularstop,Rаv
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r]()().1tis i i LrsеГLrl гсtЪгеilсе gгaПl[l laГ. Rr'tssian еaгns its pIaсс as a languagе lvhiсh

l'rсqLrспtlу ShoWS сollstlLlсtions wlriсh aге с1oSе tсl сatlot-tiсаl. Yсt it has plсnt1 .rf

\tlгpгisеs too. with rnanу, сhoiсеs of agгееtlсnt tbгn.rs anсl сomplсx сonrlit iоns on

.п0lсеs.'
Тsakhur is a Nalth-Dlrgl-rеstаnian lallgltagе of thс Lеzgii1ll gгOup. Еstirnatеs

rll.thе лunlbсг o1.spеakегs Yaгу. With tlrе othсiаl tigLrге bеing aгсlund З0.0()0. in

ltlшthеш Daghеstan anсl in Azеrbаijan. Тhсге is сonsiсlегablе dialесtal v:.Lгilttiorl.

Thе гесеnt sLtbstаntial gгammaг (Kibгik l999) is basеd on thе lar.rgr.ragе aS spokеn

iп N{ishlеsh. thе laгgсst Tsakhr-rг sеttlеilеllt. with aгor-tnс] l.000 inhabitшlt'.]' Ail

rhс еxlmplеs сitесl in tlris bсlok сlomе fгom that sеt1lеrrrеnt. Мishlеsh is sitrrаtссl оtl

thе Ril,ег Samuг, So[nеWhllt highсг up thе vallеу thaп thе sеttlеmеnl- of Тsakhuг

itsе]f. at аboLrt l ,800 rnеtгеs. Tsirklluг is tlrе languagе noгrlallу hеaгсl in N4ishlеsh.

though rnany pеo1llе kntlw Russiаn, tO vaГуing dеgгееs. allс1 SOпс ktlоw olhег

litпguagеs too. notably Azсгbaijarl i.

Тhе phonоlogiсlrl inr.еl-lttlгy is irnpгеssivе, with ovег 70 сonsonant:-Ll phо-

nеllеs.]E Thе inl]есtiorrai rntlгphology is схtеnsivе. with riсh vегbal paгttdigms'

hoth finitе and ntln-fitl itс. basсd оn a pегfЪсtivе.i l l lpег1Ъсtivс aspесtr-rа| tl istinс-

tion. r,l ' ith a thiгd stеrn inсliсatiпg еpisl.еrl iс rтodality. Tirеге aгс еightееn сasеs.

tlvo nшmbегs and tЪr-rг gеnсlегs. Assignrrrсnt to .qеndегs I and Il is геlatir.еly

stlаightfbгwaгrl: I is 1bг lnalе hllшans (br-rt аlsсl gods. irngеls and so tln) wlri lе

lI is foг tЪnlalе hunlans (and fЪrrlalе tnythiсa| bеings). Tl.rе othег twtl .Чеndсгs alе

шоге di1iсult. Most oГ thе rепiaining anirnatеs aге аssi.Цnосl to gеl]dег ]Ii. Jr-rst a

tЪц.. howеvсг, aГе il l gеlldсг IV alorrg with soпrе lnythiсal bеirrgs. And inlinirl lLtеs

ше 1bund both in gеndегs IIl anсl in gеldсг iV'

TsakhLrг has егglttivе sуntaх: subjесts of tгansitivе сlauSеs aГе maгkсd rvith thе

егgativе сasr; intГitllSitivс srrl-ljесts anсl diгесt сllljесts takс tlrе allsolr-rtivе. Thе basiс

lvoгd oгdег is subjесt-ob.jесi-vегtl, as iS usuаl fbr a Dаghеstanian langr-ragе, but

thе Tsakhur of Mishlеsh shows гathеr 1l.ее woгd oгсlег. Tsаlrhllг iS гешaГl(ablе l-oг

thе shееt.amount сlf agгеешсtlt it hаs. As wе shall Sее, agгееmеnt sееll lS t() appеaг

еt.еlyw|-tегс wс rlli.Чht iпraginе' alrd tl-rеn in additional plaсеs tсto. Еvеn anlong

thе lLrхr-rritrnt i lgгееInеnt SyStеlтs сl1.Daghеstatlian langr-rаgеs. Kibгik (1999: 354)

gir.еs Tsakhuг thе top plасе 1bг thе \,aгiеty tl1.thе agгееmепts it displaуs. Wс slralJ

аlsо пееt stlt-tlе i l l 'Tszr]<hr-rг"s геlatir,еs. notablу Aгсhi aлсi Тsеz.

oшг thiгd kеу langr-ragс is Kayаrdild, a rnеrпbсг of tlrе Тangkiс l irnli ly.

сlеsсribесl in Еvlrns. (l995) еxtеnsivе gгammaг. Kaуardild is highly еllсlangегсd.

wrth a handful of spсakегs i l l Qtrеепsland, ALrstгaliа' irr thе Wеllсslеy ]slаnds

anil adjoinin.u п.rainland. Кaуaгсli lсl 's геlatir,еs aге Laгс1il and Yulrulta (plLrs thе

]1. Rшssilttl огtl.rоgгарlty is laгgеlу t-t-toг1lhоphсltrсtпiс ltlltl stl охlLlll1-tlеs r'vill Lrе givеп itr thс: slanсlагil

l ingulst iс  tг lLns l  i tегat i t lп () l .  thе oгthogгаphу.
]j I ц,ish tо thatl]t a.g'аill thс ресtplс оl \,!ishlеsh fbг thсir hсlspitaIitу and tllеiг hеlp rvith rvогking оn

l h е i l  l : t r t t : l t t l t l с .
]Б  Foг  h-ansсг ib i r lg  

. l . sakht l г .  
аs  jп  K ib l . i k  (19L)9:  l .1  l7 .  27)  thе  f i l l l о r ' v iпg  t lеsсг l .е  l l l о l - l t l с l l . t :

I  ind iс l l l с \  рhaг1 ' r lg ia I i z r t ioп:  l l l aс ron in t l j сa tсs  l спgth  o1 . r t l rvс l s  lnd  iЛtс i ] s i \ ' е  pr t l luпс i r t ioп  r l l .

с ( ) l ] \O l l i l l l t s :  1 i l г  сс l t l soпa l1s :  t l l а гks  е . i сс t i r .еs .  sL rbsсг ip t  j  s l l t l r r . s  р r lа taI i zа t io r l :  ( i  i s  r  ro i сес]

ur r t l t t г  s l t l1 l .  R  l t  l t l i сес i  u lu l l t r  l l . i с r t i r .е .  rn r l  Х  rn  uпrо iссс]  uru lаг  l . г i с l t1 i r ' с '
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еxtinсi Yаngkaal and Nguburindi). Thе Tangkiс family is only distantly rеlatеd to
othеr Australian languagеs. Kayardild has a modеratе phonеmе invеntory, with
six vowеls and sеvеntееn сonsonants; it has parallеl sеriеs of stops and nasals,
еaсh distinguishing six pоints of artiсulation. Kayardild is a typiсal Australian
languagе in having a riсh сasе Systеm and vеry frее wоrd ordеr. Сasеs сan bе.staсkеd' to a rеmarkablе dеgrее. Мorеovеr, thе displaсеmеnt of information on
tеnsе/aspесt/mood/polarity mеans that Kayardild posеs a sеrious сhallengе to
traditional and сurrеnt aссounts of agrееmеnt.

Тhеsе thrее languаgеs arе in manу ГеSpесts as diffегеnt as onе сan imag-
inе, both in thеir еxtеrnal сirсumstanсеs and in thеir linguistiс сharaсtеristiсs.
An introduсtion to thеsе thrее givеs somr Sеnsе of thе sсalе of divеrsity оf thе
world's languagеs. By inсluding thеm at stratеgiс points I will еnsurе that my
viеw of agrееmеnt systеms is broadly basеd. Wе should not fоrgеt too that Еnglish
сan havе a usеful rolе (Мorgan & Grееn 2005). Its agrееmеnt Systеm is at thе
typologiсal еxtremе, partiсularly in thе rolе of sеmantiсs; it should сеrtainly not
dеtеrminе our apprоaсh, but it will provе vеry usеful as a familiar languagе whiсh
еxhibits an еxotiс agrееmrnt systеm.

r .6.1 Resourсes iiillisiNii\.\lil\.1ji11ii.\-i".цsч}..$.ifii]'tts!i**"*iЬЧii$iilфii.s.i.\xчжi.iЁ' i\*.}"ili"\.Ёs!s:"\.si*$.j,-i

Thеrе arе сonsidеrablе rеSourсеS availablе for rеsеarсh intо agrее-
mеnt. First thеrе arе sеvеral сollесtions on thе topiс. Barlow & Fеrgusоn (1988),
and Brеntari, Larson & MaсLеod (19s8) arе still rеgulаrty сitеd. Morе rесеnt
сollесtions arе Сorbеtt (1999a) and Brоwn, Cоrbеtt & Tibеrius (2003). Thеrе is
an on-linе bibliography сontaining оvеr 550 itеms (Tibеrius, Сorbеtt & Barron
2002). Thеn thеrе is a typologiсal databasе, whiсh attеmpts to сovеr agrеrmеnt
еxhaustivеly in fiftееn gеnеtiсally divеrsе languagеs (TiЬеrius, Brоwn & Сorbеtt
2О02a). This is frееly availablе for on-linе sеarсhing. It is dеsсribеd in Tiberius,
Brown & Corbеtt (2002ь), and analytiсal issuеs сonсеrning thе databasе arе
disсussеd in Corbеtt (200зb).

| .6.2 Assumptions iхA]itriitrн*\кiiiiЁ}..\.1!i.'i!ъt*{i'\it:'iiil**]i"ii!}жitt'Ц$.\1hжi*.ts\x\s$Ё$кs}R\isiжlq}j!.:il.1.ii\\.i$1*"s i.\ч*

Whilе I havе gonе to grеat lеngths to makе thе matеrial availablе tо
rеadеrs of diffеrеnt pеrsuasions, rеadеrs should bе awarе of my own pоsition,
partiсularly in thrее kеy arеas, so that thеy сan adjust as nесеSsary. Thе first is
thе naturе of mоrphоlogy, whiсh сlouds many disсussions, whеn linguists havе
assumptions whiсh arе oftеn unspokеn and unanalysеd. I think of morphology
in rеalizatiоnal tеrms, that is, it rеalizеs thе fеaturе spесiflсations dеtеrminеd by
syntax. Thеrе is thеrеforе no nееd in our typоlogy fоr agrееmеnt markеrs to bе
trеatеd sеparatеly from targеts and thе fеaturе spесifiсations whiсh arе rеalizеd on
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tаIgеts. This viеw is disсr-rssеd in S3.l. Sесond, aS гaiSеd briеflу in Sl.4.З' I think

of agrееmеnt as сцmulating in1brmation froш diffеrеnt Sourсеs, not aS a mattег

of сopying. Wе геturtr to this issuе in $4.l. Fоr nсlw wе should bеar in mind that

a good dеal has bееn writtеn with thе assumption that agrееmеnt is сopying, and

muсh of this (paгtiсularly wгitings on phеnоmеna whiсh wеге сlaimеd not to bе

agrееmеnt) is rеndегеd somеwhat unсonvinсing onсе thе altегnativе pеrspесtivе

of сuшulation bесomеs availablе. And thiгd, I takе a сanоniсal viеw, Ьеliеving

thаt therе arе сlеarеr and lеss сlеaг instanсеs of agrееmеnt, and that in somе arеas

it may nоt bе pгоduсtivе to draw dеfinitional linеs; гathеr wе nееd to sее how 1hе
phеnomеna aге rеlatеd. This issuе has bееn airеd in thе сuггеnt сhaptеr, and will

inform thе rеst of thе book.

1.6.3 Conventions , '

Foг prеsеnting ехamplеs thе Lеipzig Glossing Rulеs arе adoptеd (foг

dеtai1s sее http://www'еva.mpg.dе/linguir/indеx.hml). Thе еssеntials havе prob-

ably bееn absorbеd liom thе ехamplеs alгеttdy givеn. Whеrе thе rnirtегial сan bе

sеgmеntеd moгphologiсally' this is donе with .-' in thе ехamplе and in thе gloss
(thus .сat-s' is glossеd as .сat-РL'). Thеrе is a standaгd sеt of abbrеviatiоns (for

itешs suсh аs .sс), whiсh promisе to savе linguists timе as thеy arе adoptеd moге
gеnеrally. Thosе usеd in this book, inсluding nесеSsaгy additiоns not in thе list,

arе givеn on pagеs xvi xviii. Whеrе thеrс is a many-to-Onе геlationship, as in

иlerс indiсating both past and plural, this is noгmally indiсatеd with a stop, thus
.bе.psт.pt-, (but pеrsоn and nuшbеr aге not sеparatеd in this way). Foг us it will

bеiшpoгtant that non-ovеrt еlеmеnts aге indiсatеd with .[ ]', thus .сat' сan bе
glossеd .сat[sс],' and inhегеnt non-ovегt fеaturеs artэ givеn in .( )', notablу 1br

thе gеndеr of nouns ($4.2.3). Ехplanations will bе dеlibеratеly rеpеatеd whеn thе

kеy pоint of thе ехamplе might othегwisе bе lost.
Glоssing is alwaуs a соmprtlmisе. sinсе пrorе and morе information mirу bе

addеd, but this may obsсurе thе pоint at issuе.29 Foг agгееmеnt, 1Ъatttrеs arе of

kеу iшpoгtanсе and all nесеssary dеtail wil l bе givеn for thеm. oссasionally I

shall simplify glossеs in othеrwisе соmplех ехamplеs. Glossing is solnеtimеs
unсоmfortablе, bесausе of thе nееd to sеgn]еnt lingLristiс matеrial and to аssign

infoгmation to partiсular Sеgmеnts. This sеgmеntation is onlу to hеlp thе rеadеr;

it is not an issuе in a геalizational approaсh to moгpholocy ($ l.6.2, $3.1). Bold

laсе maу bе usеd in еxarnplеs, paгtiсularlу сomplеx onеS, to dгaw attеntion to thе

tеlеvant paгt; it has nсl lingr-ristiс signifiсanсе.
Thе glossеs aге n.roгphosуntaсtiс, in thе sеnsе that sуnсrеtisms (morpholоgiсal

ambiguitiеs) arе normallу rеsolvеd in thе glоss in thе light of thе syntaсtiс сon-

tеxt. Thus in thе еxallp|e thеу hсwе deсidеd, thе vеrb hаvе wl|| bе glossеd as third

]9 I notе 1iопl thе Lеipzig Glоssing Rulсs: .Glossеs arе palt of thе analуsis, ПO1 pаl.t of thе datа.
Whеn сiting an ехаlrrplе from a pr.rblishеd sсlurсо, thе glоss rnaу bе сhangесl bу thе authoг i1.thеy
prеfЪг ditlсгсnt tеrminologу, a difТеrеnt stуlе ot-a dit1Ъгоrrt analysis.'
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ffipегson plr.rral. thоugh out of соntехt hоvе represеnts various оthеr tЪaturе spесi-

fiсations, Thеrе was an instanсе in ( 12) abovе, whеrе thе phrasе kаkoj . . So|)еt
.what adviсе' WaS glossеd as bеing aссusativе, еvеn though out оf сontеxt thе

morpirologiсal fbrms соulсl havе rеalizеd nоminativе сasе. In (12) thе agrееmеnt

of thе vеrb unambiguously idеntifiеs subjесt from objесt, hеnсе aссusаtivе is thе

onlу appropriatе gloss in сontехt. Whеrе suсh sуnсrеtisms аrе of rеlеvanсе, thеу

arе disсussеd in thе tехt tbllowing thе ехamplе.

Wе also nеесl a сonvеntion fbг prеsеnting еvidеnсе hrrе, sinсе I havе writtеn

prеviouslу on геlatеd topiсs. Thе books оn Gеndеr (Сorbеtt 199 l) and Num-

bег (2000) haсl paгtiсular fеaturеs as thеiг foсus, and dеmonstrating thеir natllrr

dеpеndеd in part on agгееInеnt. In this book thеrе will bе oссasional ovегlaps,

whеrе thе main argumеnt linе rеqr'rirеs it. Whеnеvег supporting еvidеnсе ltom

thosе books сan bе rеfЪгrесl to rathеr than nееding to bе dirесtly сitеd, a rеtЪгеnсе

aсгoss will bе givеn. othеr papеrs of minе on agrееmеnt arе Supеrsеdеd bу this

book, though thеrе will oftеn bе adсlitiоnal supporting matегial in thе original

papег.

|.7 Gonсlusion

I havе mappеd out thе arеa of agrееmеnt in broad outlinе, and wе сan

now bеgin to look in moге dеtail. As Wе do So, wе shall еxaminе a widеr rangе

of languagеs than is usual in сlisсussions оf agrееmеnt. For this rеason it wil l bе

important to bе сonsistеnt in ouг t-tsе of tеrms, and to bе сlеar about any analytiсal

dесisions. This wil l also makе it еasiеr to havе fгuittul сollaboгation with othеrs

intегеstеd in agгееmеnt, suсh as psyсholinguists, thosе in aсquisition and thosе

in сomputational l inguistiсs.

Wе shall look in turn at сonl

еxamplеs аnd moving t ln to i

oссasionallу quitе еxotiс). H

thеrе maу bе turthеr сonstl

invеstigatеd in subsеquеnt с

inforrrration, as disсussеd in

to lh is  wеakег hуpt l thеs is:

Hypothеsis Il: Thе waуs in wJ

tightly соnstral

As wе shall sее, thеге is in ]

сhaptег l  rт lp t lut  thе poss i

2,1 Gontrollers

Сontrollеrs arе

tуpеs, and thеn nrovе on tс

2 . 1 . 1 Canoniсal сol

Within thе nou

Russran
( l ) nоr -aja knig-

nеw-г.sс; bookt
.a nеw book,

Rесall that thе сontrollеr

tl ot, а.j а. nеw', whiсh is als

opеratеS is thе phrasе. Hеl

l l r iga 
.boоk.  is  а noLrn i

(s  1.6.3),  wе mark thr  in}

on thе targеt is in a sеnsе

Foг agrеешеnt bеyоnd

bе thе nоun phrasе (whiс

еlеmеnt):



-r---

Соrтtн,шfl fi еtrs, t-trgеts а !"ifl .сfl шшзз,aiгпs

\\с ihl l l  look iп tuгlr аi сr l; l ,ггoIlсгs. -аГEе,[s atlс] с. iц. l l l l l r i l ls. s iшгting rvith сal l , l l l l iсшl

:t.tt l lplеs aпсl tr ir ivl l t- l .Ч сl l l  tо i l ls 'Llt l .tсеsl thаn ;lге ir lсгсшl;iпg;1,ft lг 1'гоп.l сanloi]Liсi l l  (al lс i

Lr.| it\ ioЛaljy qr-l iILс еxсlt iс). i i f lсге wе aге ir lvсstigшti lrg ivl- iеге аgгееl l lспt is . lоssi lr{с:

lhсгс l lаv bе fшгtl lеr" соl is[гai l . l is on tn.iе i l ist;t l lссs t.{еsсi ihеd. аrrсi thеsе ' ,r, i l l] iэс

lI lrсst iglLtес1 it l  s;ul[-.sес1ulсt. l ,[ сtrаp.гегs. r,Vе lтight гtоt l lаvс еX{rесtеd сi is; l lасеl ltеi. l i  сэt

l l l l i l п l l a t ioп .  as  t{ i i ; с l - t ssе t l  i  l  . s  [ "  1 .  tо  эе  1зоss ib{е  шt  l l1 i .  Sо  wс с t lш lс t  i l "y  l , с t l f i i L j l lЧ

tr l lhis цеak-ег i l3iptlt i . lезts:

l lrptl1hсsisIt: Thс ,vа,l 's iI l  l ihiсt l  .егаrl lлla[iсаl in1сlгt l lаl iоt l сaп hс сi is1l laсесj r,., i i lhе

tight1l, сt lr lstгai nесi" ([-пl l ,с)

'\ч lvс shаi l  sсе" t i . lсге is ir l  l]асt l l  gx.еl lt гal lgс сl i . iшl i i ,- l l lссs] оf l i isplасешrс:lt: i l l  this;

..hlptсг I Пl lt i] oi lt iJ l lс рсlssibi l iI iсs i l .  гсsресt оf сt lгr.tгоl1егs. tai.gсts шtlсt ' '1t l l l l : l i l l '

7 .1 €оmtrоBiieв"s

Сrзntгt, i lс."s ltгс ty1.l iсal l1. nоl l l i i lа] it. l  l . l l t[utге. WЪ 5tl1гt vl. i th l:аl lоl-] iсa]l

tr 'pеs. anс1 thсt. l  l l l i lч 'с t lп lt l  vltг iс lt- ls [ l l .t l .biеiпаtiс сt lг ltгоl[еis, '

7'1.1 rСamоrrпссa!се:uгiltrоПЕеrs

Wtthiг l  tn lе l . l i l l - l ; l  1з i tгаsе" Wе 1].}аy x] l ld a t t t lг l i . i t  сt l l l i rо l1 iпg i l -р lгеtL l l{]tr l t . :

Russ iа l l

(]  )  l rоv- l t . j l .  i i I l ig i i

1 lе\\ ,- t . . :]{ i  ] lоt lk( i . )_sс;
'lt t.tсii, bt]tllt

Rесa ] l  t hа t  [ hе  со l l t г , l l l с г . l " . l l . с  i s  t l r i g r . l " . t э с l r l k . ' ( 1 с i l l iш i r l с  s i t l g i i L l a г ) "  i h t  i l l Г gе t  i l : . ,

l i r l l  l l i r l  
.псп' ' " .  r ' , "  I l i . :h '  s  шlst l  i i : rт l i l l i l l с--  s i l lg l l laг.  

-Гhе 
t i i l ; l la iш iп и,t l iсh thе i l .Цl" i . -с l l lсn-[

gpегatеs is  tx lс р i lг l isс" 1{еl . r:  t l tе fЬ lr l i . . l i l lе  gеl . lс lсг is  t . t l r l l iс i  оr i  l l rе aс! iссt i l , . :  i - .ес;t , l ts i :

l ' l i i ,чa.bot, , i .  l i '  l . l  t . l t l l - l i t  i l l  th l ' , t  gег ' t . i .с i" .  Fцэl lоu, i l lЕ l  t i lе lГ-с i i rz ig ( i l t ls;s i l lg n iшlе l l

( ; ] . 6 . з ) .  w t :  l t t l l l i l l '  t hе  im l t е геn i  gе l r t l с l . t l f  i i r с  l l оu l l  a : .  
. { г ) ' . . l - h с  

tЪ i l r i r r l l l е  E с l l dе l .

оп thе [агg:.li is lll li sеt.ll;с l.lесtlllсLaг1.'.

FоL аgгс,; . l lе1 l t  i ]с l r() l ld [] i lе l ] i l i i l sс j  ( l ls  lп (2)).  thе rопl l . l r i l rэг ls  r lsшanl . ,  : , i r '  l l  [ i

bе thе t l t iшl l  . th l , i - ,s:  ( .л i- l1с l i  шta.1 bе с.t l l ] r tг i - tсtс(. i  ; tгсt i - i l l l l  i1 Г l{ ' i i ] -[: l "  []гo i loL lIr"  ( lГ 0тtr lе l .

с l еП l еП t  ) :
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(2) moj-a mam-a ljub-it roman-y
my-F.sG'NoМ mothеr(г)-sс.шoм 1ovе-3sс novеl-pt.дсс
.m\z mothеr lovеs rrovеls,

Within thе domain of thе сlausе in (2), the сontrоllеr is moj а mаmа . mу mothеr,
and thе targеt is ljubit,|oves', whiсh agrееs in thе fеaturеs pеrson and numbеr.1

Тhе issuе of whiсh noun phrasе in thе сlausе is thе сontrollеr is a domain quеs-
tion, сonsidеrеd in $2.3. Howеvеr, сontтollеrs, targеts аnd domains arе сlоsеly
сonnесtеd, and to undеrstand somе of thе intеrеsting instanсеs wе shall nееd
to know about еrgativе.absolutivе agrrrmеnt systеms. I thеrеforе makе a briеf
еxсursus to inсludе thеsе systеms hеrе, bеforе disсussing thеm furthеr in$2.З.2.
In thе Russian еxamplе (2) we havе a transitivе сlausе in whiсh thе subjесt is
mаrkеd with nominativе сasе and thе objесt with aссusativе. In an intrаnsitivе
sеntеnсе (|1ke mojа mаmа spit.my mothеr is slееping') thе subjесt is in thе samе
сasе, thе nominativе. This systеm, in whiсh thе intransitivе subjесt is trеatеd just
as thе transitivе subjесt, is a nominativе-aссusativе сasе marking systеm. In thе
сanoniсal instanсе agIееmеnt wоrks in thе samе way aS thе сasе Systrm. Indееd
in Russian thе vеrb agrееS with thе subjесt in both sеntеnсеs, showing that wе
also havе a nominativе-aссusativе agrееmеnt systеm. our sесond kеy languagе,
Tsаkhur, bеhavеs vеry diffеrеntly:

Tsakhuг (Kibrik 1999: З5О' 829)
(3) za-S ham-ni anna wasilеwn-ё . . . dars hiwсl.

lsс.oвl-lдт this-дтткIв.oвr Anna Vasil,еvna-вкс lеsson(ш)[lвs] Iv.givе.ггv
.Тhis Anna Vasil,еvna ' . . gavе mе lеsson(s).' (taught mе)

Hеrе thе transitivе subjесt is markеd by thе еrgativе сasе (whiсh сounts as an
obliquе сasе in Tsakhur as thе modifiеr hаm-ni .this' indiсatеs). Thе transitivе
oЪjeсt dаrs .lеsson' takеs thе absolutivе сasе, whiсh is thе barе stеm fotm. In
an intransitivе srntеnсе. thе subjесt stands in thе absolutivе. In othеr words, thе
systеm trеats thе intransitivе subjесt and thе objесt similarly fоr сasе marking.
Tsakhur also has еrgativе-absolutivе agrееmеnt. In (3) thе уeтb hiwo.givе' shows
gеndеr Iv, agrееing with thе absolutivе aIgumеnt dars .lеsson'. It саnnot bе
agrееing with thе еrgativеly markеd noun phrasе, sinсе thеn thе foгm would bе
*hIwo,ll.give.rвv'.

Wе rеtum to thеsе systеms in $2.З.2 bеlow. Wе should notе that Kayardild,
our third kеy languagе, has an unusual typе of nominativе-aссusativе сasr

l Some refleсt thе distinсtion betwееn (1) and (2) in thеir tеrminоlogу, trеating agтeеmеnt within
thе phrаsе аs .сonсоrd', and resеrving thе tеlm .agreеmеnt' for agreеmеnt bеyond thе phrase (as
disсussеd in $1.3.1). As we shall sее ($7.6.2), it is not possible tо draw a сlеar linе, and I shall
tеrm bоth .agfееmеnt'. Lеhmann (|982 227-8) usеs .intеmal agIееment' for agrееmеnt within
thе phrasе, and .еxteгnal agrееment' for agrееmеnt outsidе thе phтasе. Sеvеral havе adоptеd this
usagе' but thе rеadеr should be awarе of a less сommon usagе whiсh is to usе .intеrnal' to mеan
within thе сlausе, and .ехtеmal' for outsidе thе сlause. Somе suggest that, еvеn wilhin thе noun
рhrasе, it is the phтasе as a wholе whiсh is thе сontrollеr (Lеhmann |982:2214), but eхamplеs
of staсked modifiеrs showing differеnt agreеmеnts ($1..7.2) would сausе problems for suih a

' and thе vеrb dоt
Wе havе сonsidеrеd
typеs of сomplеx no

quantifiеd nour
. (Thе quеstion

$7.3.) Howеvrr, thеSе
list of possiblе соl

llеr.

Defeсtive сoп

Thеsе arе ovеr
laсk agтееmеnt fеat

[That hе сamе s(

[To err] is huma

thе сontrollеrs (indir

Саn apree often m,
t (thе dеfault ag

shall sее othеr instanс
.2.2.

1.5 No possible <

Thе еxtrеmе сi
havе any surfaсе еx

an ovrrt subiесt for .wе

iltalian
'(6) piov-е (*lui
,' rain-3sс (it

'it's raining'

,Hеre thеrе is no possiblе
fеaturеs. Wе еxpесt to find
as for a dеfесtivе соntrollt

2.1.4 Possessive at

In Uppеr Sorb
sеssivе adjесtivе сan сont]

2 To sее that thesе сontтollеrs i
thеm (Io еrr аnd to rеpепt is '
as opposed tо plural for thе сс



lt

)  '  I  L .ont l ' o l l е rs

lni lIking. aПd ti lс vегi i  сxоеs r lс-.[ аgгее l i i tnr i[s aгgutlnеl. lts. so in is l lоt геlevitп-lt

hсtс' !Vе har.с сtlllsiсlе.'etl s[г;iiдl'iltttlгwltг...I llt.lшl-l nlhгаsеs hсгс: thеге аге l1lsсl r,ltг_

r()t ls tVреS l. l i .  соl l lрtrеl l lс l l-t i l  pnrгltsе (сс-.[ l .!оi l lссi пoшш plhгasсs, соl.пitаtir,с r;оl. l-

' truсtiоПs' с1шarl i i i lс.с1 l lo,- lt l  phгasеs) u,lalсh сДL[sе iшfi:еj 'еst ing сtl lпp1iсаtions t.ог

itgгееlI lеnt. (Тhе с1l" iсsl iоi lr оf сl-...оiсеs i l . lс iшсесl l lзу сotзLгоl lеl"s is f lrnlсгl ш1э iш $"5.5

lnd 
"s7.3.1 

Нoц.еr,сг. lt lсsе l iге ш'l l lоurп рl lгаsеs аtlсj sо aгс ш1геaсi l}, i lrсi ';с1сс.i l l l r цl l-tг

iLrп.еnt ] ist оf ршssihiс соl lтгo1iегs' oЙ1с i l t l lv .[ i-[гi l  rгсl sоiтзс lеss сlbvit lг ls tу,эеs l ln

сrliltLili lсг.

2'1'2 Dеfrlгсtпv"^ сгэ!lttrotr!rjrs

Тhеsе агс ( . .Vе:.] i  с()] i rL l iГof , lсгs w1l iс i l  iU:е l lоt  са l l t lшiс;t]L l lог l i l  рhгаьеl  .ш.t l

цhiсh laсk a{Гсс in lс!- l i  iЪa. iu lгеs.  i 'oг сxal l - l111е, с l ; tшsсs iш.J iшi i r l i I ivс phгasеs:

i l i  f lГhir t  i lс  С l t l l lL .  s()  сaг i . , . ]  u,аs vсгr1 suГ1.]г is l l - lg.

i5 l  [Tt l  l : l .г]  is  hLt l , - ' l l r i l "

Hегс thе соr l i го i lегs ( , . l l i i сшtсс[ 
.I  j ' )  iас- lс i lgГееl-} lепt f i : ; l1 i l гсs; ho." l , '^vеi . .  iаГgс-[s

r ih iсh izt i i  l lgn"еi]  d]{. lс1] J l l J1. 'г  i ' [Lч]"ес" i t :- , lс .  sс; hеге rvс n]nсn th iгс l  []еГs[] i l  s i l l . , t l  l .

l l !гееmсnt (thе,. iс{ l lu l t  i iEгее1l lе l .1 lL trЪгIп ]Гt lг  L 'шg1lsh" sее $3. '3 {.ог l [е i .aш]Lts l .]

\Vе shaI l  sее 0]Lj-Lс! .  i , t - ls ia l l l :еs t l l i ' с t . l l l tго1ntгs u, i l iсh сшi l  L lе t l .е l t lLос i  аs с[еfеt-г i  'е . lпL

\5 1.2.

2'|,5 l}ч!o l,liilss;ihПc GФmt8'"0:l]Пer

lГhе:,чl iгсlrт с сшsе t l] i .  t. lе{i:с[i.rt i lеss is s]lrоwll hy, l lЬsеl lt ссl lntГol lегrr thai

сirnn0t haVе аl lу :шг{i iс i: е,, l .1. lгеsl lon. Тl l  lal lgшagеs j l i[rr: ntlt] l iшl l ,гhеrе is пt. l  xзоssi lhiI i .t3l
t l].аn ovегt sшh.iссt 1Ъг ".,vеlr[hеl. '",сГhs,, ]] i lг i l .ts larlсс:

ltlll ilп
16] pit lv-.: ( ':., i tt i  pior,-L: ':.сit ' l  

tr l iс lv-е)
гain ]ъс (it гаi i l  .]sс; ihai гаi l l  Зsс)
. i t " s  г l . rп i l l g .

Hегс thеге is l lо pоssihlс сoi l l]гoIlег" 
-bг 

L i j lс ]Гi iгgеt n!Llsi sI i l l  shоlь,tt.gx.сс]-i lс i l]|

1еatuгеs. Wс сх1rlесt tо 1inгi that dеtltшtt а.цГссl l lешt ft lг l l ls. l  i l . l  s l- lсh iшstlrnсеs lvi l i  hе

lrs l .ог а dеlbсti1rе с()ir iI i .ol lсГ.

2'1'4 lРоssessivе adдeсtfrves a5 сomtrФ!ffetrs

Тn 
-LJiiln]ег 

Soibiaп. ll Slal,оniс larrgtlagе l..lf еastсгll (}еrtlrany" thс pоs.

sсssi l .е ad.iссt ivе с;tш сol. lтгt l1 аln al,tГit]L!t iYе пroсi i[ iег" as iш tnris ех;t1l lрlс:

l i l  sсс  t l ra t  ihсsс  соr t1го l ]с l s  aГс  l l ( )1 . j t l s1  s i t l еL t l l t г "  i1  ; s  s r " r l . i i с iе i l t  t ( )  с \рсг i l ] l е r l l  w i th  с t l r l . j i l i l l i i l g

t l ]е l l l  ( lo  1/ ] . t t t t t l  i t l  l . с1 l r , l l I  i ' s  l t t t t l t t t t t ) .  u . l r с t t  аgt .ееt l l е r l t  i s  ( i r l  t l rе  S t гa ight f ( j гWаГ([  саsеs)  s i t lgu lаг .

l s  oрposсс l  tO ] ) l t l Г i L i  l t l l - t ! i с  с t l r l . j с l iп i r lg  t l { . - геa l .  s i l l g t t lагs .
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Uppеr Sorbian (FaBkе 198l :382_З; Сorbеtt l987)
(7) mo.1-еho muZ_ow-a sotr-a

my-M.sG.GЕN husband-poss-F.SG.NoM sistеr(г)-sс.шoм
.mу husband's sistеr'

In (7)' thе possеssivе sufIix -ow- may bе thought of as marking thephrase m6j mui
.my husband'. To it is addеd thе inflесtion to mark thе fеaturе valuеs nominativе
singular fеmininе, in agrееmеnt with thе rroun Sotrа .Sistеr,. Thе partiсularly
intеrеsting form is пlojеho; this is masсulinе sinсе mui.husЬaлd,, whiсh is thе
sourсе of ии iowа,tsmasсulinе. It is singular for thе samе rеason (thе formation of
thе possеssivе adjесtivе rеquirеs a singular rеfеrеnt). Thus Wе havе thе possеssivе
adjесtivе as a сontrollеr of agrееmеnt, taking anothеr attributivе mоdifiеr as its
targеt. Thе сonstгuсtion has bееn disсussеd in dеtail in Сorbеtt (|981, 1995a);
sее thosе sourсеS for rеfеrеnсеs, and for thе distribution of thе сonstruсtiоn in
thе Sоrbian dialесts sее FaBkе (1'996: 66-.7з). This Uppеr Sorbian сonstruсtion
is indееd rеmarkablе, sinсе wе havе an adjесtivе (though of a spесial typе) as
сontrollеr. It is a сhallеngе to notions oflеxiсal intеgrity, sinсе thе syntax appеars
to rеquirе aссеss to thе intеrnal struсturе of thе word. Thе only othеr modеrn
Slavoniс languagе whiсh has сonstruсtions likе (7), though to a morе limitеd
еxtrnt, is Slovak. Control of thе rеlativе pronoun by thе possеssivе adjесtivе is
muсh morе сommon than by thе attributivе' and соntrol of thе pеrsonal pronoun
is found throughout Slavoniс' though with limitations for Polish (as wе shall sее
in 57.5.2). Hеrе thеn wе havе a non-сanoniсal сontrollеr whiсh opеratеs normallY
in lеss саnoniсa l  domаins.

2.|.5 Qua|itative adjeсtives as controllers i]]iiiii:iiii.i:iiliiiiiiiiirliliii:ii::iiiiii:iiiiiliii'ii]]liliiiii:iri:

Basa6 is a Bantu languagе of southеrт Camеroon. Thе data arе from
Larry Hyman (2003 and pеrsonal сommuniсations). Basa6 has a systеm of еight
gеndеrs, whiсh I indiсatе aссording to thе singular_plural сlass agrееmеnts (U2,
З14, Зal6,516' 1 18,9l|0,916, |9l|З),It has a sеt of .adjесtival nouns' (Hyman has
idеntifiеd 77 to date), whоsе bеhaviour is unеxpесtеd:

Basari (Hyman 200З: 268 72)
(8) mf-n-laцg6 mi di-nuni mini l*tini

4-3-blасk 4.сoшш pr-bird(|9l1Т 4.this / 13.this
.thеsе blaсk birds'

Thе сonnесtivе (сoшш) must bе usеd bеtwееn nouns in a gеnitivе сonstruсtion.
Notе that thе plural form of -lацgd.blaсk' in gеndеr 3/4 is basеd on thе singular
form (thе 3 forrrr). Thе adjесtivе is plural, agrееing with thе лoun di-nuni.birds'
(fоr whiсh 13 is thе pluгal for singular сlass 19; this nоun has thе samе singular-
plural pairing as diminutivеs). Howеvеr, thе adjесtivе has its own gеndеr (it is
in gеndеr Зl4) aпd thе сonnесtivе and thе dеmonstrativе agrrе with thе adjесtivе
in gеndеr and numbеr (thе 4 form is plural), rathеr than with thе noun. A form

(e)

agrееing with thе noun (*/i

thе possеssivе adjесtivе:

mi-n-laцgii mf
4-3-blaсk 4.сo
.my blaсk biтds,

The agтееmеnt is nоt affес

with (8) and (9)):

(10)

( 11 )

mini mi-nJaцg
4.this 4-3.blaсk
.thеsе blaсk bird

цw€m min-la1
4.mу 4-3-blaс]
.my blaсk birds'

Foт сomparlson' Wе now

diffеrеnt gеndеrs to thosе

(r2) lik6ц96 li
5.сlеvеr 5.сoш
.this сlеvет pеrst

-kё1gе,сlеvеr' is of gеndеl

in thе plural, so doеs thе а

(13) mа-k6цgd m6
6-сlеvеr б.сс
.thеsе сlеvеr pе.

In thе prеvious еxamplеs

tival noun and not with th

noun? Thе pгеfеrтеd vегsi.

to thе noun:

(14) bi- l5цgе bi

8-good 8.сot
.thеsе goоd bla

In (14), mini.thеse' agre

agrееmеnt with thе furthе

thе noun (whiсh is what tl

сonsffuсtions havе arisеn

oтiginally havе mеant an

з A сonstruсtion shоwing som

Kеm 1997: l52).



2.1 СontrolIеrs

аgrееing With tl-tе t.ttll.tt.t (,|.tiпt') ts unaссеptablе. Thе sat.nе situation is foшnсl with

thе possеssivе adjесtivе:

(9) min-laцg/r r.rri сi i-nr.rl l i nrv6m /'i.сeп.r
zl-3-blасk .l.сoхш pI--biгсl( l9ll3) 4.my / lЗ.mу
. rn5  b I r сk  h i l . d ' .

Thе agrееmеnt is not af1Ъсtесl by word oгdеr, as thеsе еxarтplеs show (сoшpaге

with (8) and (9)):

(l0) mini rni-r.r-laцgi,r rni сi inLrni
zl.this zl-З-Ьlaсk .l.сoшl'l pl-biгсl(l9l1З)
.thеsс blасk biгds'

(I l )  цwem mi-n- laцgr i  mi  d i -nr . rп i
4.my 4 З-blrrсk 4.сoьttч pr-biгсl( l9l l З)
.rnу blaсk biгс1s'

For сomparisоn, Wе now сonsidеr a noun and an aфесtivirl noun whiсh аrrе оl-

differеnt gеndегs to thosе Wе havе sесn So far:

(12) l ikingJ l i m0t l ini
5-сlеvег 5.сoшtч sс.реrson(1/2) .5.this
.this сlеvег регstrn'

- l34gс.с lеvег, isоfgеnс lеr516,w| l i |emf i t .pегson' ls in112,Whеnthеnounstands

in thr plural, so doеs thе trdjесtival noun, brrt iп thс pluгal of its owll gеndег;

(lз) rnа-kJпgd rnllr 66t пritr;i
6-сlсvсг б.сoгlш еt-.ротson( l/2) 6.thts
.thеsе сlеvег pесlplе,

in thе prеviоus ехirmplrs thе dеrnсlnstrativе oг possеssivе agrrеS with thе aсl jес-

tival noun and not with thе noun. What thеn if thеге is morr than tlnе ad.jесtival

noun? Thе prеГеrгеd vеrsion is lЪг agгееmеnt to bе with thе aсIjесtival noun сloSеSt

tO thе noun:

(l4) bi-ljngс bi rnirr-lang/r nli dinr-rni rr-rir.ri l 
,lbini 

l 'l.til.li

8-gооd 8.сошш 4-З-b laсk 4.сt lшш pl-b iгd( l9 i  l3)  .1. th is  / . ]8 ' th is  /  lЗ . th is
.thсsе good blaсk biгds'

In(14)' nliпi .tl-tеsе, ag[ееS wiIh minlа4gr7 .blaсk'. As thе altеп.rativеs indiсatе,

agrrеmеnt with thе lr-rrthег adjесtival noun is lеss pгеlЪггеd^ whilе irgrееrlсnt with

thе noun (whiсh is what wе might havе ехpесtеd) is еxсlrrdеd. It appеars that thеsе

сonstruсtions havе aгisеn fioш nouns' so tlrе phrasе in an еxаrmp|с l ikе (l2) maу

originallу havе mеant an .intеll igеnсе of pеrson' (Hуmarr 2003: 269).]

] Aсonstruсtiot.t shot,ing sсltl.tе siпrilагiliеs is tilrrnс1 irl thе Сhapakr.rr.an lаngtLаgе Wari,(Еr,егсtt &

Kсп l  l 997 :  I . 52 ) .

з9
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2.2 Targets

Possiblе targеts form a variеd and intеrеsting aггay. I foсus on itеms

whiсh thеmsеlvеs show agrееmеnt, гathег than aсting as hosts fbг сlitiсs ($З.2.З)

whiсh agгее (sinсе in thе lattеr сasе thе сlitiс is thе taгgеt). Thе distinсtion is

somеtimеs hard to draw. for two rеasons. Fiгst bесausе diftЪrеnt thеorеtiсal posi-

tions сan lеad rеsеaгсhеrs to dеsсribе thе samе data as сlitiсs оr as agгееmеnt; and

sесond bесausе ovеr timе сlitiсs сan dеvеlop into сanoniсal agrееmеnt markеrs

anсl so thеге arе gеnuinеly difflсult bordеrlinе instanсеs (Lеhmann 1982:2З4_41

Siеwiеrska l999). This should bе boгnе in mind, partiсularly whеn wе сonsidеr

morе еxotiс targеts.

In сlif1Ъrеnt domains targrts whiсh frеquеntly show thе bеhaviоuг of

сanoniсal taгgеts arе adjесtivеs and vеrbs. Wе also Irnd artiсlеs, dешоnstrаtivеs

and various typеs of pгonoun showing agrееmеnt. Еxamplеs follow, and marry

morе will bе fbrrnd throughout thе book.

Wе bеgin with thе adjесtivе (al.rd thеге arе also vеrbal forms whiсh bеhavе likе

adjесtivеs, namеlу partiсiplеS) :

Rr.rssian
( l.5) star-yj йurnal

old-м.sс magazinе(м)|sс]
,аn old magazinе'

Rесall that wе rтaгk thе inhеrеnt t'еatuге valuеs, hеrе thе gеndеr of thе noun,

insidе .( )'.

(  l 6 )

(  17 )

StaI_aja gаZrt-a

old-г.sс nеwspaprг(г)-sс
.an old nеWspapеI'

star-oе pis.m-o

oid-ш.sс lеttеr(N)-sG
.an old lеttет,

To takе a lеss tЪmiliar ехamplе, hеrе aге еxamplеs of agrееmеnt of thе adjесtivе

in gеndеr in thе Kunwinjku dialесt оf Bininj Gun_Wok (or Mayali), a non-Pama-

Nуungan languagе of northеrn Austгalia. Thеrе arе fоur gеndеrs:

Bininj Gun-Wok. Kunwinjku dialrсt (Еvans, Bтown & Corbеtt 2О02: \|1)
(  1 8 ) bininj na-mak

man(i) t-good
'good man'

( le) daluk ngal-mak

woman(rl) rI-good
'good woman'

kamarn man

сhееkу.yam(rш) ПI-g
.good сhееky yam'

kukku kun-mak

watеr(rv) tv-good
'good watrr '

Adjесtivеs may oссur Within nt

ехamplеs givеn. Oftеn thеу oс

also frеquеntlу find artiсlеs (dс

targеts. For instanсе, Frеnсh l

(fеmininе singulaг) and /es (pl

s i ngu l а г ) .  t . e l t с  ( Геm in inе  s i ng

With in thе с lausе thе vегb

Russtan
I) )  \  Svеtk-а rlsu

Svеtk-sс.ыoм drаv
.Svеtka draws wеll'

Suсh еxamplеs arе сommonЕ

vеrbal agrееmеnt гuгthег in

pronominal atfixеs (s3 8).

2.2'2 Pronouns i"'ii::iii'il

Thе othеr fгеquе

various tуpеs. Considег first

Russian (Zеmskaja & Kаpanad

(2з) Alla! Ty g

Allа 2sс.шoм sl

koriс-a
сinnamon(г).sс.ш,
.Allal Yоu said tht

Thе last  цогd.  thе th iгd pе

antесеdеnt phrasе is hеadе<

(lt сannot bе that thе pronot

thеrе is no Sеmantiс rеason ]

suсh instanсеs within agrеt

its antесеdеnt. on thr othе,

and whеn wе сonsidеr thе

non-arbitrary pоint at whiс
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(19) daluk ngal-mak
woшаn(lt) tt-good
.gооd woman'

{20) kamaтn man.mаk
сhееkу.yam(ltr) ltt_good
.gоod сhесkу уam'

(21) kukku kun-mak
watеr(Iv) tv-good
.good wiitсг'

Adjесtivеs may oссur Within noun phrasеs, aS in thе Russian and Bininj Gun_Wok

еXamplеS givеn. oftеn thеу oссuг in othеr positions, notably in thе prеdiсatе. Wе

аlso fгеquеntly {ind artiсlеs (dеlinitе and indеfinitе) and dеtеrminеrs as agrееmеnt

targrts. For instanсе, Frеnсh has thе dеfinitе artiсlеs 1e (masсulinе singLrlaг), /a

(fеmininе singular) and 1сs (plural). lt also has dеtеrminегs Suсh as: r:e (masсulinе

singular), сzrrс (fеmininе singular) and Сс'! (plural).

Within thе сlausе thе vеrb is typiсally thе сеntral targеt for agrееmеnt:

Russian
(22) Svеtk-a risu-еt xoroitl

Svеtk-sс.хoпт сlraw-3sс wеll
.Svеtka draws wеll.

Suсh ехamplеs arе сommonplaсе. Wе shall сonsidеr thе possiblе сontrollегs 1br

vеrbal aglееmеnt turthеr in S2.З.2. Thе vеrb is o1tеn a hоst 1bг сlitiсs and tbr

pronominal affiхеs ($з.8).

Thе othег frеquеrrt typе of targеt iS thе pгоnoun, of whiсh thеrе arе

vaгious typеs. Considег Iirst thе pегsonal pronoun:

Russian (Zеniskaja & Kapanadze |918: 245'1
(2з) Alla! Tу govоri-l-a tam nаёat_аja

Alla 2sс.шсlм Sl1у-PsT-F.sсi thеrе brgin.вs.| .P ГсP.PAss-F.sG.NoM

koriс-а еstl gdе on-а./
сinnamоn(н)_sс.шoм bе whеrе 3-г.sс.шtlм
.Alla! You said thеrе Wаs somс stаrtеd сinnаmоn thеrе. whеrе is it.?

Thе 1ast wоrd, thе thirсl pеrson pгonoun сltlа, is fеmininе singular bесаusе itь

antесеdеnt phrasе is hеadеd bу kсл.iс:сt,сinnamon', wlriсh is fеmininе singulaг.

(lt сannot bе that thе pronoun takеs its gеndег dirесtly tiom thе rе1Ъrеnt bесausе

thеrе is no sеmantiс rеason for it to bе fеmininе.) Somе would not wish to inсludе

sцсh instanсеs within agгrеmеnt, sinсе thе pronoun сan bе aгbitraгily far fi.om

its antесеdеnt. on thе othеr hand, it takеs agrееmеnt fеaturеs likе othеr taгgеts,

and whеn wе сonsidег thе topiс of agrееmеnt сhoiсеs Wе sее that thеrе is rro

non-аrbitrary point at whiсh to draw thе linе bеtwееn suсh pronouns and mоrе
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сanoniсal ag[ееmеnt. Wе disсuss this issuе furthет in 
"s7.6.1' 

1br now wе notе that

pronouns сan bе found in various domains. Thеу aге lеss сanoniсal than thе othеr

targеts disсussеd so fhr. For гrсеПt disсussion of thе agгееmеnt of pronошns sее

Wесhslеr &Z\att1 (2003: |97-225).

Fina1ly, though rеlativе pronouns arе rеStriсtеd in thеir distribution, thеy arе

сommon agrееmеnt targеts:

Russian (Bunin, Gospotlill iz Sап-Frаn,t:isl.o .Thе Man from San Franсisсo')
t  ) l \ . . . by-l-a izjaЁёn-aja vljublеnn-qa par.a, za

bе-psт-г.sс еlrgant_F.SG.Noм loving-г.sс.шом сouplе(н)-sс.шoм attеr

kоtог-оj vs-е s ljubopуtstv-om slеdi.l-i

whiсh-г.sс.tшs all-pI-.пoм with сuriositу-sc.INs follow-psт-pt-
.thеrе was an еlеgant loving ссluplе, who еvеrуonе watсhеd with сuтiositу . . .

Hеrе thе геlativе pronoun takеs its gеndеr and numbег froш thе anIeСedent (pсtrа
,сouplе'), whilе its сasе iS dеtеrminеd within thе сlausе' bу thе prеposition .-d
.bеhind. aftеr'.

Apaгt from thеsе familiar taгgrts, thеrе is a surpгising variеty of оthеr possiblе

taГgе1s.  Wе геv iеw thе lечs сommоn t1 pеs hеr.е.

2'2,5 Numеrаls аnd other quant i f iers ] i i : ] !]:: !] l ]] l ] :] l i ] i i  . : i . ] i i : . ] : l ] i : . . ]: i ] i i : . : i l . . . ]] l . l i i ] . i : : i i : i : i ] . ]]]  i .

Cardinal numеrals somrtimеs show agrееmеnt: tуpiсallу this is

rеstriсtеd to lowеr numеrals.4 For numеrals, highеr numrriсal Valuе сoпеlatеs

with having mol"е noun-likе qualitiеs (Соrbеtt 1978), and so highеr nulnrrals arе

morе frеquеntly agгееmеnt сontгollегs than agгееmеnt taгgеts. ln Russian thе

numеral oсlirL ,one, bеhavеs likе an adjесtivе in tеrms of agгrrшеnt:

Thus with oditl 
, oле, Wr Sее ai

wе wоutа Ilnd with an adjrсtiv(

i*o' u*,"", in a morе limitеd.

(2e) dv-a йurnal-a

two.М.NoМ magazin
.two magazinеs'

dv.е gazоt.у

two-F.NoNil nеWspaр
.two nеWspapетs,

dv-a pis-m-а

two-N.NoM lеttе[s(
.two lеttеl.s'

l i

(31)

Thе numетal dvс 
.two' agrееs

tvpiсal adjесtivе. noг indееd l

in . tzq l  and nеutеr in t3 l ' l  aге

оf ih" .omplех stoту оf Rust

usе of thе gеnitivе of thе nou

Now сonsidеr Chiсhеwa'

еtv of thе languagе сallеd (

йozambiquе. Hеrе thе numl

Сhiсhеwa (Sam Mсhombo, pеr

Russian
(25) odin

(26)

(27)

йuтnal

onе[м.sс] magazinе(м)[sс]
.onе magazinе'

odn-a gazrl-a

tlnе-t..sG nrwspapег(н).sс
.onс nеwspapеr'

odn-o pis'm-o

onе.N.sG lеttеr(N)-sG
.Onе lеttrr'

(з2) fupa

(33)

(34)

(3s)

Fupа.bone' is a gеndеr 5/(

takеs сlass 5 agrееmеnts' а

markеrs. Comparе this wtt

Isс]bonе(5i6) 5
.оnе bonе'

ma-fuPa a-w

pr-bonr(5/6) 6-tr
.twо bonеs,

сhi_ngwе сh

sс-тopе(7/8) 7-
.onе гopе'

z-i.ngwе z|-

еl-.гopе(7/8) 8,
.twtl тopеs,lt also agrееs in nuп-rbеr (noiniсу.sсissors'has no singular):

(28) odn-i noйniс.у

onе-pL sсissoтs-pL
.onе pair of sсissors

] orс l inal  numеla ls.  l ikеItuss ian7l lat , ly . t i f th, 'агеoftеr-ratуpeоfdоr ivеdadjесt ivс,аndаrеthеrеlbге
а tiеquеntlу founсl tуре ot аgrееmcnt targеt.

As was mеntionеd, hight

agrееmеnt сontrollеrs an

й uaгioo' 
.in bеtwееn'

аt  d iГГегеnt pоints in 16.

numеralч.  thеге aге vaг i t
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Thus with otliп .,оnе' Wе sее a.gгееInеnt iп лurnbеr anсl in all tlrrее gеtlсlегs. as

Wе Would find with an adjесtivе (only thе 1.огms aге irгеgulaг). Тhе nun.rеral r1r'a
.tW()'aglrеS in a пloге lirr-ritесl way:

|29) сlr,-a iuгnаl.а
tW().M.N()N4 rr-rаgazinе(пt) sс i .GЕN
'twо mirgazinсs.

(]0) с lv-с gazеt-у

two Г.N()N' l  r . rсwsрapег(н).sG.GЕN
.twсl  nеwspapегs '

(] l )  с lv-a р is,n l-a
tWo-N.NoNt lсt tегs(ы)-sс;.сt lш
.t lvt l  lеt1егs '

Thе numеral r/l'с .two' agrееs' br.rt doеs llo1 makе as many gеnсlеr distinсtionь lь a

typiсal adjесtivе, noГ indееd aS many as odiп.onе'; thе forms markесl mаsсulinе

in (29) and nеutег in (3 l) аrге idеntiсal (thоy aге synсгеtiс, sее $3.4.l). For rтoге

оf thесomplех stoгy tlf Rr.rssian numеrals Sее Coгlrеtt (1993). Wе rеtuгn to thе

usе of thе gеnitivе of thе nr:lun in $3.З..5'
Now сonsidег Сl-riсhеwa, a Bantu languagс Spokеn in Malawi; it is a vrгi-

еty of thе lаrrguagе сailеd Сhinyanja in nеighbouring Zambiц Zimbabwе and

Mоzambiquе. Hеrе thе [umсгals onе to tivr show agrееmеnt in gеndег:

Сhiсhеwa (Sarr-r Mсhombo. pегsonal сotnmuniсation)
(32) Гupа li-moсlzi

[sс; ]boпе(5/6) 5.onе
'сlnе bоt-iе'

r J . } ]  l t l l t . | ' u l r l t  t r . ц  i t . i

pr--bonе(5/6) 6-two
.trvtl |эоt-lеs,

Лlрa.bonе. is a gеnсlег.5/6 r-roun, whiсh tnеаrns that in thе singrrlаг, as in (З2)' it

takеs сlass .5 a.Чгеешеnts, and Whсn plurаl, as in (З3), it takеs thе plul.al. сlass 6

markе[s. Сorl.rpaге this with с'l l ittgll,е .гopс, Stгi1lg':

(31) сhi_ngwс сhi_lnoсlzi
sс;-гopе(7/8) 7_onе
.O l l с  

г ( ) ре '

' ] 5 '  z i - t t r . : ц с  z i , ц i l . i

вr--гоpе(7/|3) 8 two
.twс.t гopсs.

As was tтеntionеd' l.riglrеr. l lumеrals aге lrlt l l.е l ikеly, сross-linguistiсally, to bс

aglrеmсnt сontгollегS alrd lowеr OnеS tO bе agгесmеnt taгgсts; howеvеr. thеге

aIе VaIioLlS .in bс1wееr.r. саSеS whiсh lсad to сorтplех pirttегlls. Tlrеsс appеaг

at ditl 'егеnt points in 
"s6..5.2. $6.6 and s6.7.2. Whilе t havс givеrr еxarl-rplеs ol-

numсrals. thсго аге vaгiot-ts othег с1uantifiегs whiсh in dit.1Ъгеr.rt languagеs rтaу
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bе adjесtival in thеir syntaсtiс bеhaviour and may show agrееmеnt, for ехamplе,
Frеnсh tout,a||', Russian kаtdуj .еvеry' and many morе.

Sеvеral languagеs havе itеms whiсh aссording to thеir syntaсtiс
bеhaviour and aссording tO thеir sеmantiсs arе advеrbs and whiсh slrow agrее-
mеnt' Suсh languagеs aге fbund in various parts оf thе world. Wе bеgin With this
еxamplе 1iom thе Daghеstanian languagе Arсhi (Kibrik l994: 349):5

Агсhi  1Kihг ik l994.  . ]4q):
(36) buwa-mu lэ-еz ditaqb)u i*al l i  a<b>u

rтothеr(tt).вкс rrт-lsс.одт еarly<tтr> brеad(шr)[lвs] madе<trr>
.Мothrr madе brеаd for mе еаrlv.'

This is a fasсinating ехamplе; for now it is thе form diГа-b-u.еarly' whiсh is of
spесial intеrеst. This is an advеrb, with an intеrnal agrееmеnt marker -b-,showing
gеndеrIlI singular. Notе thе Lеipzig сonvеntion of indiсating infixеd markеrs with
.<>'; wе disсuss infixеs furthеr in $З.2.1. If wе сhangе thе еxamplе, wе find
diffеrеnt agrееmеnt:

(з1) dija.rnu еZ dita{t ')u nok{, a<Ф>W6
iЪthеr(I)-вкс [rv]lsс.о. lт еarly<tv> housе(Iv)[l,вs] madе<tv>
.Fathеr madе a housе for mе еarlУ.,

Hеrе wе havе thе gеndеr IV singular -/'-. In both еxarr-rplеs wе havе agrееmеnt
with thе absolutivе noun phгasе (wе rеturn to anothеr domain found in thеsе
ехamplеs in $2.З.2 bеlоw).

Thе following ехamplе frorтl Tsakhur is partiсularly tеtling:

Tsakhuг (Alеksаndr Kibrik l999: з61 ,828' Tеxt 5: 209, and pеrsonal сommur.riсatiоn)
(38) аnna wasilеwna-nТ Wo-r-na iцia mal?аllim, gё-r

Anna VasilЪvna-ЕsM Ье-tl-дттttrв.tt7 hеге tеaсhеr vrlv-ll

uftan-da dars hеi-е-na
bеautiful-доv.tv сlass(iv)[нвs] Iv.givе-твFv-ATTltIB.II
.Ann:r Vasil,еvna Was a tеaсhеr hеrе, (and shе) gavе сlassеs vеry bеautifully.'

.ЕSМ' indiсatеs an еpistеrтiс status markеr; thе onе usеd hеrе, -lu, must rеtЪr to
thе past (Kibrik 1999:105-|2). In (З8) wе havе two 1brms to соnsidеr. Uftапсta

5 Thе transсriptiоn o1.Arсl.ri is updatеd (thzinks to AIсksandr Kibrik and Мarirra Сhumaktnа, реrsonal
сommuniсatiоns). k{ is a palato-vеltrr vоiсеlеss Iatеral afтiiсatе; 'n.rarks е.jесtivеs, hеnсе k{' is a
palatо.vеlar vоiсеlеss lateгal еjrсtivе. Тhе maсrоn indiсatеs a tеnsе (fortis) сonsonаnt (as in Т). я "
is a vоiсеlеss labializсd uvulаr tопsе tl.iсativе. Stressеs arе givеn Qnаrkесi,) in thе tеxtual схamplе
i п  \ 2 . 4 .  1 0 .

6  No rma l l у I avo i d theusео l .Os i n се i t с : Ln l еаd tos l oppуana l у sеs ;  whеnapа r t i сu l a r f с ; L tu rеva l uе
is indiсatеd bу a barе stсm I indiс:rtе this by giving the non-оVеIt infoгmation within [ ], as with

.  t h сp ronounс : .Whеn thе rе i s an i n t е rna l  s l o t , a sw i t hа<Q>и, ' I u sеOtoa i с l r еadab i l i t y .
1 'ttа thc A]-IRIButivе markеr is thе samе for gеnсlеrs l' II аnсl lll: hеге it is gеnс1еr iI. This markеr is

usеd, fbr instаnсe' in t-oгminc ad.jссtivеs; in Tsakhur, urrlikе rrlаtеd 1anguagеs, thе гangе of thеsе
lbпns is еХtеndеd tо ir.rс]udе pгediсativо usе also (Alеksanсlr Kibгik, реrsоnal ссrmmuniсation).

.bеautifully' agrееs in gеnt

(s2. l. l) ' namеly dсlт .сlass'

funсtiоns (Kibrik |999: 99_

ing аdvегbs. Moге surpгisin

namеly gZ-l. (gеndеrs I and l

This advеrb (gZ.r .vеry-Il')

h,аSilеwпа in thе prесеding

of agrееmrnt in gеndеr Il, aс

thе quality оf thе lеssоns w

сomе aboul  by сhаnсе.

Ехamplеs of agгееing ad

thеy may bе analysеd diffеrе

languagеs, suсh aS Сatalan:

Catalan (Whееlеr l99.5: 210, с
( з g l  l .  h е

3sс.oвr havе.lsс
.I found hеr all sa

Hеrе again a dеgгее advеrb l

that this is out of thе ordinl

oг ..misagrеешеnt' ', (1 995:

languagеs. In Сatalan, how

adjесtivе. Wе might nоt havr

it doеs funсtiоn in this usе l

an unехpесtеd way, and ag

to a limitеd dеgгее (Napoli

Wе find a Similar ехtеns

gеndеr (сommon vеrsus n

8 Somеthing similar is fоr'rrrd in Rt

arе mоSt соmrrronly fbrmеd as

Russian
(i) sam-уJ ]nt

( i i )

( i i i )

thе.vеry-M.Sсi lnt
.thе most iПtеrеstn

sal.n-aja intе
thе.vеrу-F'Sсi intr
.tlrе most inteгеstil

sam-Or пlt(
the.vеrу-ш.sс tntt
.thс most intегеstn

Hеrе wе havе what Mеl,ёuk сal

thе supеrlativе, anсl whiсh геm

Fоr Mоl ,ёuk th is g ivеs а nеw

ad.jесt ivе i  l  t  t  | '  п ' , \  l  l  . r  l  
.  intеге ' t  i l

.thс vегy' rnaу ttrnсtion as a

with it; it is sin-rplеr to saу tl

phгasе.
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'bсaшtifully,agгееs it.t gсnсiсг tv with tl.rе сonstitшсnt iп tI.rе absolшtlvс сasе

i|2.1.l). namеlу r.1a;..s 'сl irss'. Suсil ftlгlns hirvе vаrгiсlus advегbial i inс.l pгеdiсativе

l'unсtiоns (Kibгik 1999: 99-l0.1), aпсi sO aге not l-Lrl lу сlеar i l lstanсеs ol' l igгее-

lпg advегbs. Moге sшrргisingly. thе сlеgгее аdvсгb 'vегy" has agгееlnсnt tЪгrns.

nirпеly,чР-l.(gел.1егs { arlсl Il), sс-b (IIi) and .чr,-rl ({V) (Kibгilt 1999: 3.57' З67).

Тlijs adl,еlb (.чZ-i. .vегy_tr{') ls ш1tlmatеly сontгollесi bу thс пout"t pl.tгl lsе rl l lлrz

ll'tt'si|сvуtlt,t in thе pгссссliiзg сlаursе. Тhе еxamplе is not fl-r11у сlеaг, brrt tliе еf1Ьсt

ll lagгесrnеtlt in gсnt1сг itr. aссtlгс.l ir lg tсl Kibгik's сtltlstl]taпts, is tсl сrnphasizе that

thе quality of thс lеssol-ls wаs с1uе tо 1|.rс tеасl.rег. Atrna Vаrsiltvrra. anсl diсl not

сollе about by сliarlсе.
Ехaшplеs of agгееir-rg асlvегt,'s aге ftlur.rсl it.l t.l.lсlгс {tilrliliаг langr-ragсs (thоugh

thсy шaу bе analysеli di11.сгсntIy). Сtп.lsiсlег {iгst a соrrstгuсtion ftlunс] iп Rсэmanсе

liшgшagсs. suсh ;ls Са1alаli;

С lLt l laп (Whееlег l995: 2 l0.  с i t ing Fаbгa 1956: E2):
(lg) l. Ilс tгtlblсl ' lt tot-а tгist lt

3sс;.oв: hltr,с. lst; filrrr.rtl г.sс; irll-н.sс; sасl tr.sс;
.I tbLrrlсl lrсг all saсl. '

Hеlе again a dеgгее аdvсгil trlarks agгееtrrеrr1. Whсеlег еviсlеrrtlу htts thс irltuitiоir

lhаl this is or-rt of ti-lе oгс1inaгy bесllt-tsе hе 1аr1эеls it .tЪlsе iпflесtional a.gГсеlnеnt

oг.'пlisagгееttlеr.rt.., ( 199.5: 2l0). Iiе givеs fr-lгthсг схanlplеs tioпr othсг Rotnanсе

Iаngua.Чеs. In Са[аlаn. hоwеvеr. thеге is 1hс wогс1 tot- 'a11,, whiсh agгееs аs an

trd;есtivе. Wе might l lot havе ехpесlесl it to bс usесl in ехaшplеs l ikс (39). lэut sittt' е

it doеs funсtion iп this Lrsе t()o, Wе har,е аtt-t схarnplе of tl.rе шsе bеing ехtеndесl ir. l

lrt unехpесtсd waу. attсl agгееll lсn,[ bсirrg rеtail.rеtl.ч fl l lt l i l irrrr ttlo аtlt 'егbs аgrсс

to a l ir l itеd dеgгее (Napoli l97.5).
Wе tind a sir.nilаг ехtепsiotl in Dutсh. Т1.rе аttгlbr-rtivе aфесtivе сlistiпgшishеs

gсndеr (соn-rrl loll vеГsLls nсutсг) .1ust tсlг inсlеlinitс sirlgulaг сoп1.гoltrегs. Most

!Sоп l е th i п . r : s i r l i i a г i s f с l u t l с l  i п I t t r s s i a r l . a s t l i s с r r s sеd l r уMс l . ёL r k ( l 99З : . 34З ,11 .  I l u s s i aпsuрс г l а1 i l , е s
lllс nlost с()]lllllOlllv ltrгt-tlесl lL: tilllorr,s:

Russran
l]) Sl l l l l -у. i irltсгсsrr у.j Zurtlal

thс . l , с гу  ь t . sс ;  i t t tегеs t ing  пt . sс ;  п l l .q l t z i r l е (п ' t ) l sс ]
. t I lе  

l l lOs t  i l l t с гсs t iпр  t l l l tgaz i t tе '

i i r  . . I i l r - i l i i l  i t t l r ' l . ' r l t - ; t i l l  ' l ; l / (  l  ; l

thс . r , с гу-г . sс ;  i l l tеге51 i l l c . - l , . sG l tеwsp lРеr (F)  S( ]
.  
l I t . '  t  t l . ' t I  i l l t . . l , . ' t I  i t t : -  | l с \ \  \ l ) i I l 1 \ . |  

.

sl l l l l oс l l ltегеsll OC рls l l1-O

1hе.vсгу  N.Sс  i l l 1егеSt i ] lg -N.s( ;  |с t tсГ(N)-sс ;
. t I lе  

l l lOs t  iПt0ГсSt i l l g  lе t1ег '

Hсге  wе har ' с  r , r 'hа t  N4е l ,ё r . r l i  с l t l l s  a  1 l г t lп t lп l inа l  aс l jес t i vе  ( . ranr - r . i ' thс  vсгу . ) .  l r 'h i сh  i s  l t sсс i  t t l  l с l г l r l

thе supсгlа1ir,е. аnii rrn.hiсi.r гсtttlt itts lt l l l l l lгееll.tеnt laгgсt lП thll1 l.olе.

For .N lе l ,ёuk  th i s  g r lеs  l t  l l е r ' l .dс r l l a in .  s i t r сс  hс  агguеs  th lL t  in  ( i ) . i aл i  r .7  
.L l - t с  

vегу .agгесs  l v i t l l  l hс

aс l j сс t i r ,е  l i l 1с l r , i l l  . r .7 . i r l t с геs t i r tg . .  Th i s  ц ' 'o r r |с l  bс  a  ге t r lаг l tаb lе  с lo l l а i r l .  Hоrvсr ,ег .  thоt - tgh . laл i  r .7
.1hе r ,е rv .  п lау  i i r r r с t iоп  as  l i  t r l с l с l i 1 iег  о f  th i s  ас l j сс t i vс '  i t  с l с lеs  l r с l t  fо l Iow thаt  i t  l l ес ( I  x ! l . се

rv r lh  i t ;  i t  i s  s i I l l р lег  tо  sa1 ,  t l ta t  i t  agгссs  r l t lппa l l у  r rn . i th  thс  r lоL t t l  r i ' h i сh  i s  l . reaс l  t l l . thе  t lо t t t t

phгasс .
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adjесtivеs саn also funсtion as advеrbs, in whiсh сasе thеy rеmain uninflесtеd, as
in this оppоsition оf adiесtival and advеrbial usе:

Dutсh (Booij 2ОО2:48)

Nouns ijЬi"ЧF*sъ\}N

In addition to th

targrt of agrееmеnt. T

possеssum may agrее '

ian languagе of t

walal (Kibrik 2001: 1З94

(48)

еhun-Ёu-w
blaсksmith(м).oв
.blaсksmith's brot

ehun-su-j
blaсksmith(м)-oв
.blaсksmith's sistr

еhun-Ёu-b
blaсksmith(м)-oв
.blaсksmith's hou

еhun-Ёu_ba
blaсksmith(м)-oв
.blaсksmith's bтo

ehun-Su-r
blaсksmith(м)-oт
.blaсksmith's hor

(49) еhun-dar-alu-г
blaсksmith(м)-гr
.blaсksmiths, hot

Wе rеturт to Bagwalal atthr

possеssivе, but it agrееs ll

е x .  1 ,803  еx .  14 ) .

Thе oppositе situatiоn,

bе found in, for instanсе, 1

Uraliс):

Tundra Nеnеts (Nikolaеva 20
(s0) Wata-h ti

Wata-свш rеind
.Wata's rеindеет

With a noun possеssоr, as l
faсt thе laсk of agrееmеnt
absеnt) marking on thе po

(s 1) (pid6r.) tе.]
you.sс.шoм теi
.youг rеindееr'

(40)

(41)

eеn есht.е flink-е jongеn
INDF.sG rеal-сoм.sс toЦgh-сoм.sc boу(сoм)[sс]
.a rеal tough boy'

ееn есht flink.е Jongеn
INDF.sG rеal.дpv tough-сoм.sс bоy(сoм)[sс]
.a rеally tough boу'

A small numbеr of suсh advеrbs arе usеd as dеgrее mоdifiеrs; for iпstanсe есht
has сomе also to mеan .vеry'. Thus (41) сan also bе .a vеry tough boy'. Howеvrr,
instanсеs arе also found of thе agrееing form, as in (40), bеing usеd as thе
dеgrее advеrbial. This is fоund оnly with thosе advеrbs whiсh havе a sеmantiсally
сorrеsponding adjесtival сountеlpаrt, and nеvеr with thоsе whiсh dо not (likе
hе lеmааl . absolutеly' aпd zе еr .vеry' (Bоoij 2002: 48-5О))'

Advеrbs of various Sorts arr agrеrmеnt targеts in thе follоwing languagеs: Lak
(a Daghеstanian languagе, likе Arсhi, Хajdakov 1980: 206), Kala Lagaw Ya (thе
languagе of thе wеstеrn Torrеs Straits Islands, Bаni 1987: l89, 199), Bhitrauti
(Hook & Chauhan 1988) and Gujarati (Hook & Joshi 1991).

2.2.5Adpositionsiit:i.-чli{si.iii".ii..:i]ii$}]iЁlii-11itiii**ii{*iiЁl'ч9ii$iн"\isiiii{&*$i-i.*$iiji1ii!l]il{*.!*i;ll$ii!Ёii+}iiiiiii}iSl.\!Е1Nii

Tsаkhur has around thirty postpositiоns, оf whiсh two arе agrrrmеnt
targеts, namеly с- .in, insidе' (whiсh govеrns thе inеssivе сasе) and аwu- ,lnder'

(whiсh takеs thе соntеssivе' thе сasе for сontaсt loсalization). In both instanсеs
thеy agrее with thе absolutivе afgumеnt of thе сlausе:

Тsаkhur (Kibrik 1999: 125)
(Д)\

(4з)

si wo-b-nТ сеntr-ё a-b
lpr  bе- t / l l .p t - -ЕsM сеnt rе( IV) - lNЕss  in - l / t t .p rq
.Wе Wеrе in thе сеntrе'

Xoёе Gajе-j-k; arvu.b wo-b-na
snakе(lr)[нвs] stonе-oвr.сoштl0 undеr-Irr bе-rrI-дтткtв.rrI
.thе snakе is undеr thе stonе,

In othеr languagеs adpositions may also agrее with thе nоun phrasе thеy govеm,
as in postpositions of thе Northwеst Cauсasian languagе Abkhaz (Hеwitt 1979:
| |З-|4, |25-з1). Most of thе modеrn Indiс languagеs havе at lеast onr postpo-
sition (gеnеrally .of') agrееing with тhе noun govеralеd (Paynе 1995). Cеltiс lan-
guagеs havе agrееing prеpositions (sее Sadlеr 2003: 88 for Wеlsh). Thе Iwaidjan
languagеs Ilgar, Iwaidja and Maung' of north-wеstеm Arnhеm Land, Australia,
arguably havе inflесting prеpositions (Еvans 20О0: |27-З2).

9 In Tsakhur in thе рlural, gеnders I and II sharе thе samе form, aпd III and IV alsо sharе a fbrm;
sеe сhaptеr 3 еxamplе (З4) for thе forms and $5.l'2 for disсussion.

I0 This noun сan bе of gеn<ler IlI or Iv' so this ехamplе is not as сlеar as thе prеvious onе.
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NOUnS iiil!iiili,iil;iii:liilliiiiiiilii

In addition tо thеir frеquеnt rolе within сontrollегs, nouns maу also

tlrе tшgеt of agrееmеnt. This is not unusual in possеssivе сonstruсtions, whеге
possrssum may agrее with thе possеssor, and viсе vеrsa. In Bagwalal, a

ian languagе of thе Andi group, wе flnd thе possеssor agrееing with

(Kibтik 200l: 13940)
еnun-su-w Wаs
blaсksmith(м)-oBL.M.sG
.blaсksmith's brothrr'

еhun-Su-j
blaсksmith(м).oBL-F.sG
.blaсksmith's sistеr'

ehun-Su-b
blaсksmith(м)-oBL-N.sG
.b1aсksmith,s housе'

еhun-Su-ba waS-ibadi

blaсksmith(м)-oBL_IIUM.РL brothеr(м)-гl-
.blaсksmith's brothеrs'

ehun-Ёu-г mis-ibi

b1aсksmith(м)-oBL-N.PL housе(ш).вr
.blaсksmith,s housеs'

еhun-dar.alц-r mis-ibi

blaсksmith(м)-PL-oBL.PL-N.вr- housе(ш)_гr
.blaсksmiths' housеs,

rеtum to Bagwalal at thе еnd of this sесtion. Tsakhur similarlу has an agrееing
\999 З5,7 ' 

,792
ivе, but it agrееs with thе absolutivе afgumеnt (Kibrik

.1 ,803 ех .  14) .
Thе oppositе situation' whеrе
fоund in, for instanсе, Tundra

thе possеssum agrеrs with thе possеssor' сan
Nеnеts (a mеmbеr of thе Samoyеdiс branсh of

) .

Nenеts (Nikolaеva 2005):

Wata-h Ii / te-da

Wata-GЕN rеindееr / rеindееr-3sс
.Wata's rеindееr'

With a noun poSSеSSor' as hеrr, agrееmеnt is optional ($ 1.4.2' сгitеrion 6), and in

faсt thе laсk of agrееmеnt is morе usual. With a pronoun possеSsor (еvеn if itsеlf

absеnt) marking on thе possеSsum is obligatory:

(51) (pidФr.) tе-ro
you.sG.NoМ reindееr-2sс
.your геindееr,

brothеr(м)

jas
sistеr(г)

misa
housе(ш)
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Wе rеtum to pеrson agrееmеnt in Tundra Nеnеts in $4.6. For agrееmеnt with thе
possеssor, but in gеndеr and numbеr, sее Paumari in thе Araw6 family of Brazi|,
dеsсribеd by Chapman & Dеrbyshirе (1991: 251-8).

Anothеr situatiоn whiсh might arguably bе сonsidеrеd agrееmеnt оf nouns
arisеs in vаrious languagеs of Australia, as doсumеntеd by Niсholas Еvans (1994

and pеrsonal соmmuniсations). It involvеs bоdy parts. In familiar Еuropеаn 1an-
guagеs body parts havе a gеndеr unaffесtеd by that of thе .possеssor'. Thus
Russian nos .nosе' takеs masсulinе agrееmеnts, itтеspесtivе of whosе nosе is
intеndеd. This stratеgy is found in Australia too, for instanсе in thе Gun-djеihmi
dialесt of Bininj Gun-Wok kuп-mim.еyе' is in thе vеgеtablе gеndеr' irrеspесtivе
of possеssor. Howеvеr' in Nungali (an Australian languagе of thе uppеr Daly
Rivеr arеa, rеlatеd to Jaminjung) thеrе is an intеrеsting сonstruсtion rеstriсtеd to
pоssеssеd body parts, in whiсh a noun dеnoting thе body part agrrеS in gеndеr

with thе noun dеnoting thе possеssor:

Nungali (Bolt, Hoddinott & Kofod 1970, analysеd in Еvans 1994)
(s2) niуa-mаnga d-uцunin

Iv-I-eaг I.ABS-man
.thе man's еаr'

Hеrе thе gеndеr IV noun fоr ,еar' has a gеndеr r markеr to show agrееmеnt with

d-uцunin.man'. Notе that thе ovеrt markеr of thе noun's lеxiсal gеndеr (IV)

appеars outsidе thе agrееmеnt gеndеr, a сurious pattеrn found bесausе thе mark-
ing of thе agrrrmrnt gеndеr appеars tо havе arisеn еarliеr. Thе following еxamplе
shows a gеndеr II possеssоr:

r5 t) ni-na-wa дa-цarull
IV-rr-foot II.ABS-Woman
.thе woman,s foot,

Thоugh Wе а-rе mainly сonсеrnеd hеrе with agrееmrnt of nouns, wе should notе
that an agrееing adjесtivе, morе сonvеntionally, takеs thе inhеrеnt gеndеr of thе
noun dеnoting thе body part:

tions with agrееmеnt. Hс

tions. Sеvеral of thе Dа.

iсulаr сasе to takе an agrее

), whiсh is addеd to thr lati]

(Kibrik 1919:16)

Qat-lu-wu-n-m-aj
house-oвL-tш.LATIvЕ-]
.into thе housе,

this еxamplе, thе -m. ls a gеl

will bе a noun phrasе in tl

a сonstruсtiоn with twо argu

whiсh сan aсt as сontrollеr,'
ivе, also known as Dargwa,

no distinсt markеr itsеlf; tht

(Helma van dеn Bеrg and A

urSi Бilizг'
boytмl|нвsI v i l lagе(
.the boy is in thе villа

rursi Si-l i-zi-r
g i r l tг) lпвsJ v i l lаgе(t
.the giгl is in thе villа

(59) ё'iё'ala Gаr(
snakе(ш)[lвs] stont
.thе snakе is undеr t

In thеsе еxamplеs thе gеndеr ш

inter-еssivе (57) and (58), anс

would indiсatе motion, .intо'

absolutivе argumеnt.
Lеt us go baсk to Bagwalа

thosе that wе SaW еarliеr in tt

фpе, rathеr likе thе еssivе in ]

genitivе.12

2.2.т Complementizel

Rеmarkably еnou

agrее. Thе bеst еvidеnсе tо с

spokеn in rural Wеst Flandе:

niсation). Considеr thе follot

prejudgе thе analysis) :

12 For аn example оf the two diffе

(2ОО1:464, eх.4.261).

(s4)

I  a a  I

minad mi-ya-largin
пt-big III-I-еyе
.big еyе (of man)'

minad mi-na-largin
ut-big III-II-ryе
.big еyе (оf woman)'

Thе data arе rеmаrkablе. Howеvеr, wе might trеat thr pairs as dеrivationally
rеlatеd, with thе noun in (54) simply mеaning .еyе of malе' and that in (55) as
.еyе of fеmalе'. For disсussion of part-wholе rеlations in Yawuru sее $5.5.1.

Rесall that thе most frеquеnt adpositiоn to show agrееmеnt appеars to bе
.of' 

, and thе grammatiсalizаtion of suсh an adposition may givе risе tо possеssivе

] ] Еvans pоints out that a linal -4 wоuld be еxpeсted hете and suggеsts a misprint or tгаnsстiption
error; this is not rеlеvant to thr point at issuе.



.OПstruсtions lvith ag-]гееrnеnt. F{owеvег, noll l l taГgеts i]ге not l imitеd tO possrsslvе

цlnstшtсtiоns. Sеvегаl ol.tlrс Da1-*hеstaпian languagеs allow a ntlttn trraгk.сс] in a

pшtiсular сaSе ttl tа]rе аn agГееlnеnt lrrагltег. Tl-rr-rs il-l I-аk' thе allatir,е maгkег

trLl-). whiсh is aсlсlесl to thе lativе tnaгltег. bгings with it atl agгееmеnt sIot:

Llk (Kibгik 1919 16)
i56) Г1at lr: rvr.t-Il-пr-a;

hоr.tsе-с lвt ,- t  х- l - ;\  t  I  V t l  l I I .ALL
. iпto thс h()uSс'

In this еxаrrrplс. tl-tе -l i l- is a gеrrdсr IIn singtrlaг lnaгkеГ lbг agгееmеnt; thе ссln-

tгo]]еL wllI bе a nolLn phгasс in tl-rе аbstliutivе. Kibгik (| 97 9: 76) givеs an сxаtllplе

il l.aсоnstгrtсtitln wit[r tr,vo i lгgLl1llеtltS in thе absolrrtivе (agеnt аlrсl tl-rеrnе), еасl.t

оl ц,hiсh сall aсt as ссltltгollег" rvith di{.l 'егсnt сmphasеs. lп Daгgi (La|<,s сltlsеst

гсlarivс. alstl known as Daгgwa), thе еssivс sinli laгlу аdс1s irn agtссnlсnt slot, trtrt

hls nо distinсt mагkсг itsеlf; thшs t.lrе pгсsсnсе of agгеепlеnl signals сssivе сltsе:

Dшgi (Hсlпa r'аn dсn Eсгg аlrd Alеltsarldг Kibгik' pсгstlnai соlrltnutliсatitlt ls)
i i  l i  z i-r,r ' lс-w

bоy(шt)[, , lвsJ v i l lagе(х)-t lвt ,  tьt  t  гt<.шi bе-п' t
. thе lэoу '  is  in thе v i l lagс.

t.58) гttгsi i i - l i - z i - г l е - f

| \ ' Г Е I { . I r  Dе - Fg i г t ( t . ) | , rвs l  v i l l l rgе(х  ) - t lв r
. thе  g i г |  i s  i l r  thс  r , i j1аgе.

ё. iё ,a la GагGа- l i -? i r - tэ  lе-b
sпir i iе(х)[ l r tзs] stoпе(п*).с i l ]I  .sL] l]-N bс-N
. t l l t .  

s l l l l k l '  i ь  L t t l . | е t .  I hе  \ l ( ) | l с

In thеsс ехamplеs thе .gсndеl. in;lгl iег (- rl. '" -r oг -D) indiсаtеs position o[.гсst (giving

intег-сssir'е (57) and (5[j), aпd sttb-еssivс (.59)): witlrottt it thе lосal сasе fbгn.rs

ц,ould indiсatе l l lotioll. . into"tlг .tltrdег' (l irtivс сasеs). Agгееmеnt is with tl.rе

ahsо]utivе aгgLl тllсnt.
l,еt Lrs go lэасk tо Ba.Цwlrlаl. Solnе noLtl.ts havе aп .ordinaгу, gеnitir.е, whilс

thоsе that Wе saw еaгtriег in thе sесtioll havе iltt l lgгссing gеnitivе. Fоr thс iattег

tvpе" гathег l ij<е tl.rе еssiVс in Daг.']i. it is ltgгеспсnt whiсh is tl.rе indiсatoг сll.thе
gеr,itit 'е.l]

2'2,7 СоrтlpNemrentizers

Rсil laгkаhlу еnoшglr thсге is .Цсltlс1 еr,iсlешсс that сomplеnlеntlZеГs сan

a.cгеr. Thе bеst еr' ' iсlеnсс [o сlatе сoInеs tiorl Wсst Flеrnisi l" a сlialесt ol. Dшtсh

spоltеn in гuгшl Wсsl- Flalldегs (I-i l iarrе -LIaсgеll lan l992 anсn pсгsonal с()l l l l l lLl-

niсation). Сtlnsidег thс t'оllowing foгпls (thсy tlГе 1lOt fшllу glossсd Sсl aS n()t ttl

pге.judgе thе arralvsis ) :

] '  I , l l г  l Lп  ех l t t t lр lе  t l l .  thс  t r r 'о  с l i l .1Ъгеn1 gеn i t i vсs  s tасkсс l .  a i l с l  l  s t t грг i s i l l g  xgГссI1 lо l l t .  sее  l ( ib r . i k

(200l: .tr6.tr. ех. .l.]6 l ).

(59 )



50 2  C o N T R o L L Е R s '  T A R G Е T S  A N D  D o М A I N s

(60)

(б1)

(62)

(63)

(64)

(6s)

(66)

(67)

Wеst Flemish (Haegеman 1992: 48_51)
K:pеinzеn dan:k (ik) morgеn goan.
lsс:think that:lsс (I) Тbmorrow go
'I think that I'll go tomoffow.'

K:pеinzеn da:j (giе) morgеn goat.
lsс:think that:2sс (you) tomoшow go
'I think that you'll go tomorrow.'

K:peinzen da:sе (zie) morgеn goat.
lsс:think that:3sс.л (shе) tomoffow go
.I think that shе'll go tomorrow.'

K-pеinzеn da:me (wundеr) morgen goan.
lsс:think that:lpt- (wе) tomoffow go
.I think that wе'll go tomorrow.'

K:peinzen da:j (gundеr) morgеn goat.
lsс:think that:2pt- (you) tomoffow go
'I think that you'll go tomorrow.'

I(:peinzen dan:ze (zundеr) morgеn goan.
lsс:think that:3pr (thеy) tomorrow go
.I think that thеy'll go tomoffow.'

K:peinzеn da Valёre morgеn goat.
lsс:think thаt Valёrе tomorrow go
.I think thаt Valёre will go tomorrow.'

I(:peinzеn dan Valёrе еn Pol morgеn goan.
lsс:think that Valёrе and Pol tomorrow go
.I think that Valёre and Pol will so tomorтow.'

.the vеrb than first appеa.rl
nt (1992:218n5).

сlitiсs. Comparе thе
-initial (\992:50):

K:pеinzеn dat:с
1sс:think that:
.I think that Valёrе

K:pеinzеn dan:
1sс:think that:
.I think that Valёrе

(68) thе сlitiс is vowеl initj
that thе vегb .so. is nоr

no _/ hеrе, whiсh shows t
in (69) wе again flnd

be adjaсеnt to thе сomplt
Finally notе that this agrе

еxamplеs without the t

K:vindеn dan dj
1sс:Iind that th
.I flnd that thosе bс

*K:vindеn da (

lsс:find that 1
.I flnd that thosе bс

thеrеforе havе a сlеаr с
s for whiсh similаr

iсal asrееmеnt but сlitiс
). on othег Dutсh dialеt

on Gеrman dialесts (Katt
Germaniс сomоlеmеntrzе

сlitiсs). Еxamplеs from Du
bу Zwart (1993) аndW

Bantu languagеs sее RiZZi

coordinating сo

Wе arе now into r
) wrotе that possiblе tarд

thе list arе onlv сoniun(
that Tsakhur arsuablv hа

-rеlatеd mеanings,

Lеt us lоok flrst at thе vеrb .go'. It has limitеd inflесtiоn: goаtis fоund in thе
Sесond pеrson singular and plural, and in thе third singular, whilе goаn is fouпd
in thе rеmaining paradigm сеlls (it is also thе infinitivе). Now lеt us turn to thе
сomplеmеntizer.In most еxamplеs it has an attaсhеd subjесt сlitiс: :ft .1sg', :;
,2sg' 

, and so on. Notе that this subjесt сlitiс оссurs whеthеr thе subjесt pronoun
is omittеd or whеthеr it is strеssеd and sо is inсludеd (|992:60); in both сasеs
inсlusion of thе сlitiс is normal, if nоt fully obligatory (|992:75). Howеvеr, it
doеs not сo-oссur with a full noun phrasе (66) and (67). Somе would trеat this as
agrеrmеnt, somе would not ($1.4.2).

It is thе form of thе сomplеmentizer itsеlf whiсh is оf grеatеst intеrеst. In
еxamplеs (60)-(67) wе find thе forms dan when thе vеrb has -n, and dа when
thе vеrb has -/, with onе еxсеption. This is thе first plural, whеrе wе would
havе еxpесtеd *dаn:mе. Howеvеr, wе find еxaсtly thе samе with thе vегb whеn
it is followеd by a subjесt сlitiс, hеnсе goа:mе (wundеr),Wе go'. Thus thе
сomplеmеntizеr agrееs in thе samе limitеd Way aS thе vеrb, distinguishing two
forms, sprеad ovеr pеrson and numbет. Thе соmplеrтrеntizеr is еvеn mоrе similar
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vеrb thаn flrst appеars: for both, -/ oссurs bеforе a vowеl, but not bеforе
not еvidеnt in (60)-(67), bесausе of thе
whеrе thеrе is an objесt сlitiс, whiсh is

(1992:218n5). This was
сlitiсs. Сompaге thе following

-initial (1992: 50):

K_pеinzen dat:еt Valёrе goa kuopеn.
lsс:think that:3sс.ш Valёrе goеs buy
.I think that Valёrе is going to buy it.'

K=pеinzen dan:t Valёrе еn Pol goаn kuopen
lsс:think that:3sс.ш Valёrе and Pol go buy
.I think that Valёrе аnd Рo1 arе going to buy it.'

thе сlitiс is vowеl initial. and so thе -r is found on thе сomplеmеntizеr (but

thе vеrb .gо' is now followеd by a сonsonant initial wоrd and so thеrе
-there, whiсh shоws that thе rulе is indееd sharеd). With thе third plural

in (69) wе again flnd -n. Thеsе еxamplеs also shоw that thе subjесt nееd

adjaсеnt to thе сomplеmеntizеr to triggеr agrееmеnt.
notе that this agrееmеnt is obligatory; all of Hаеgеman.s informаnts

examplеs without thе apprоpriatе agrееmеnt:

K=vinden dan diе boеkеn tе diеrе ZУI1.

lsс:flnd that thosе books too ехpеnsivе be.
.I flnd that thosе books arе toо ехpеnsivе.'

*K:vindеn da dir boеkеn tе diеrе Zуn.

lsс:find that thosе books too еxpеnsivе bе.
.I find that thosе books are too exoensivе.'

thеrеforе havе a сlеar сasе of a сomolеmеntizеr whiсh asrееs' Thеrе arе
for whiсh similar сlaims arr madе. thoush in somе thеrе mav not bе

iсal agrееmеnt but сlitiс doub]ins. Thеrе is othеr work on Dutсh (Hoеksеmа

, on othеr Dutсh dialесts (sее rеfеrеnсеs in Haеgеman 1992: 5\,218n6)'
оnGеrman dialесts (Kathol 200|:4З-5); sее Gеtty 0991) for argumеnts that
Gеrmaniс сomplеmеntizеrs takе inflесtional agrееmеnt (as wrll as bеing host
itiсs). Еxamplеs from Dutсh and Gеrman dialесts. and from Wеst Frisian' arе
bу Zw at (199З) and WеiB (2005). For work on соmplеm en|izet agrеrmrnt

Bantu languagеs sее Rizzi (1990: 51-60).

Coordinatin8 сoniunсtions

Wе arе now into rathеr unеxpесtеd domains. Indееd Lеhmann (|982:
wrotе that possiblе targеts inсludе .all thе major word сlassеs; еxсludеd
thе list arе only сonjunсtions, partiсlеs, intеrjесtions, and thе likе'. It turns

that Tsakhur arguably has an agrееing сonjunсtion. It is a partiсlе usеd for
-rеlatеd mеanings' inсludins .and' and .both . . . and'. It соnsists iust of
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agrееmеnt in gеndеr and nuшbеr, with a 1ink vowеl if thе host еnds in a соnsonant
(Kibrik 1999: 608-20):

Tsakhur (Kibrik 1999: 610)
(t  2) bеs, halЁdi l lе hi3б-n hа?-аs, dawar.a-r: id

wеll, now what.tv-Q do.rv-po.t. shееp(Iп)-вr--, lBs.PL:rrr lrv.рr-

maSa hеl-е dе5 balkan-а-r:id dе5?
sеl l  tш/tv.гr.givе.IPFV not.bе horsе(шl)-гt-.нBs.PL:rrr/rv.рr not.bе
.Wеll, what саn you do?' (both) you сan't sеll shееp, and thеrе arеn't any
horsеs. '

Thе agrееmеnt maгkеr attaсhеS, with a link vowеl, to thе two parallеl еlеmеnts,
and would bе translatablе as thе еquivalеnt of .and . . . and' in soше languagеs,
ог .both . . . and' in Еnglish. It agrееs with thе absolutivе aгgumеnt ('in (12) it
is attaсhеd to absolutivе argumеnts but this is not always So). In (72) wе havе
nоn-human anirnatе plurals, whiсh arе in gеndег III, and thе agгееmеnts foг
gеndегs III and IV aге synсrеtiс in thе plural. This Tsakhr"rr itеm appеars to bе a
сOLlntег_еxamplе to Lеhmann's сlaim.

A sесоnd typе of ехamplе сomеs fгom Walman, a Torгiсеlli languagе of Nеw
Guinеa:

Wаlman (Lеa Brown and Matthеw Dryеr, pеrsonal сommuniсations)
( . 7З l WrLl сhuto rounu alpa w-aro-l nyаnaln

Зsс.нвм woman old onе.FЕM Зsс.рвм-and-отмrт.r сhi]d

nngkal ngo-l pa y-an nakol
small onе-DII\{IN that 3pl-bе.at hсlusе
.oпly onе old woman and a small сhild wеrе lеft bеhind.'

obsеrvе how -аro- , and, agгееS with both сonjunсts: it has thе third singular prеfix
}.r;- to agrrе with thе fiгst сonjunсt and thе dirninutivе sut{rx -/ to agГее with thе
sесond (ust as Walman vеtbs сan mark subjесt and objесt). It is moгpholоgiсally
a vеrb (and сan bе usеd as a vеrb with thе sеnsе .bе with'), thоugh syntaсtiсally
it сan bеhavе likе a сoniunсtion.

Fuгthег сountеr-еxaшplеs to Lеhmann's suggеstiоn arе variоus agгее_
ing partiсlеs of Tsakhr.rr (Kibгik 1'999 182-З, з16,4|o |2,60s-20). Сonsidеr
this rеstriсtivе partiсlе:

Tsаkhur (Kibrik l999: l 82)
(14') mаIhammad сoЗ -u-s-!la Зa.b balkan

Мohammеd(l)[lвs] brothеr(t)-oвt-_,lo-нt-l- rеstгiсtivе-trl horsе(rrr)[,tвsl

hi<w>l-еs qaljq,an-o-r
<tтt>givе-есlт r.fеar.tpгv-bе-t
.Moharnmеd is afraid to givе thе horsе to his BROTHЕR.'
.Mohаrтn.rеd is a1taid to givе thе horsе just to his brothеr.,

Thе rеstriсtivе paгtiсlеja- indl

to his brothеr. Notе, howеvеr, 1
.hoгsе', a point wе геturП to ln

Tsakhur also has an agrееlr

ula (whiсh agrееs) tо mark fbl

thеrе is a languagе еvеn morе

rеmarkablе сaSе of agrееing f

languagе of thе Soloп-lon lslan

vasivr foсus maгking: arollnd

269), aпd thеrе сan bе two fbсr

bеlow). Thеrе arе thrее fbсus п

fеmininе form) with diffеrеnt l

stantial inflесtional paradigm f

ovеr thrее pеrsons, thгее nuш

Diffеrеnt typеs of сonstiturnt (

and tеxtual еxaшplеS.lз For o]

agrееmеnt of thеsе markеrs, .'

еxamplеS:

Lavukalеvе (Tеrтill 2003: 290_1)
(7s)

(76)

Aira la
worтan(г) ART.F.sG
.Thе woman atе thе

Aiгa la

woman(г) ART.F.sG
.Thе wornan atе a fit

.ЕСHo_рoс' indiсatеs a fbсus

еnvironmеnts. Thеsе inсludе,

есho сonstruсtions. In this usс
r o l  \

(7'7) Aira la
woman(г) ^RT.F.SG

hео.

ЕСнo FoC.3sG.г
.Thе woman atе thе

Tеrтill dеsсribеs (75) as a basil

сatе foсus. Thе othеrs ShoW arj
(76) has a tbсussеd objесt (thе

Thе important thing for ouг pr'

agrееmеnt; and in thе fbсus-е

markеr also agrееS and So n-}a]

]з Thеsе foсus markеrs prоbablу arо
соmmuniсatiсln).
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rrsffiсtivr partill'e3,(1- indiсatеs that hе is afraid to givе thе hогsе prесisеly

tohis brothеr. Notе, howеvеr, that it agrееs with thе absolutivе aГgumеnt bаlkаn
.horsе', a pоint wе rrtuгn to in $2.4.8 and S2.5.2 bеlow.

Tsakhur alsо has an agrееing foсus maгkеr, in thе sеnsе that it usеs thе сop-

ula (whiсh agrееs) to maгk foсus (Kibrik |999: 582-608). Unusuallу, howеvеr,

thеrе is a languаgе еvеn morе luхuriant than Tsakhuг, and so Wе tllrn to that. A

rcmаrkаblе сasе of agrееing foсus rnаrkеrs is found in Lavukalеvе, a Papuan

lшguagе оf thе Solomоn Islands (dеsсribеd in Tеrгi]] 200з). Lavukalеvе has pег-

vasivе fосus n-rаrking: aroltnd З5o/a ot сlausеs havе a foсцs markеr (Tеrгill 200З:

269), and thеrе сan bе two tbсus markеrs in thе samе Sеntеnсе (sее (76) and (11)

below). Thеrе arе thrее foсus markеrS, п1еo, hеo and.f'еo (сitеd in thе third singular

femininе fоrm) with diffегеnt жes, Jёo bеing thе unmarkеd onе. Еaсh has a sub_

$antial inflесtional paradigm fог agrееmеnt, with fittееn diftЪrеnt foгms, гanging

ovrr thrее prrsons, thгее numbеrs and thrее gеndеrs (with Somе synсгеtisms).

Diffеrеnt tуpеs of сonStitllеnt сan bе fbсussеd; Tеrгill pгovidеs amplе disсussion

аndtеxtual ехamplеs.lз For our purposе, thе impоrtant point is to illцstratе thе

аglrеmеnt of thеsе markеrs, with thе foсussеd еlеmеnt. Contrast thе tbllоwing

еxamplеs;

Lаvukalеvе (Tеrrill 200З: 290_l)
(75) Airа lа fо'sal na o-u-m fln.

(71)

woman(г) ART.F.sG f ish(м) ART.М.SG 3sс.sвr-еat-м.sс гt lс.3sс.м
.Thе wornan аtе thе flsh.' (answеrs: .What did thе woman do?')

Arra la fo'sal fin o-u-m hin.

wоman(г) ART.F.SG fish(м) гoс.Зsс.м зsG.sBJ_еat-M.sс вснo_гoс.3sс.м
.Thе woman atе a fish.' (аnswеrs: .What did thе womаn еat.?')

.ЕСнo FoС' indiсatеs a foсus markеr 1iom thе hеo parudigm' usеd in diffеrеnt

еnvironmеnts. Thеsе inсludе, as in (76)' bеing thе sесond foсus markеr in foсus-

есhoсonstruсtions. ln this usе it agrееs likе thе first tbсus markеr (Tегrill 2003:

291).

Aira la fеo fo,sal na a-u-a
wоman(г) ART.F.sG г.oс.3sс.в fish(м) ART.M.sG 3sG.N{.oBJ-еat-F.sG

hеo.
вснo_гoс.Зsс.г
.Thе wоman аtе thе 1ish.' (answеrs: .Who atе thе fish?')

Tешill dеsсribеs (75) as a basiс sеntеnсе-final foсus сonstгuсtion, showing prеdi_

сatеfосus. Thе othеrs show argumеnt tbсus, dеtегminеd by thе Iirst foсus markеr:
(76)has a 1bсussеd оbjесt (thе fish) and (77) has a foсussеd subjесt (thе woman).
Thе important thing fог ouГ plllposrs is that in еaсh сasе thе foсus markег shows

agrrеmеnt; and in thе foсus-есho сonstruсtion in (76) and (11') thе sесond foсus

malkеr also agrееs and so matсhеs thе fiгst.

lз Thеsе fосus maгkers probablу arosо lt.сlm сoрrtlаs in сlеft соnstruсtions (Malсolrт Ross, pеrsоnal
с0mmuniсation).
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I first nееd to justify having domains aS part of my typology. It might
sееm that if wе сan list thе possiblе сontrollеrs and thе possiblе targеts wе mеrеly
nееd to сombinе thе two. Whilе in prinсiplе thе rеlations bеtwееn сontrollеrs
and targеts arе many to many, it is сеrtainly not thе сasе that all thеorеtiсally
possiblе сombinations arе found. Indееd, domains may bе both mоrе gеnеral and
mоrе spесifiс than thе rеlеvant сombinations of сontrollеrs and targеts.la Thus
wе may find targеts suсh as adjесtivеs, dеtеrminеrs and somе quantifiеrs in a
partiсular languagе whiсh might bе part of a morе gеnеral domain (attributivе
modiflеrs agrее within thе noun phrasе). Convеrsеly, if wе say that a noun phrasе
is a possiblе сontrollеr and a vеrb is a possiblе targеt, Wе still nееd tо spесify
thе domain: thе vеrb will not agrее with any noun phrasе. Wе also flnd instanсеs
whеrе apartiсular lеxiсal сatеgory agrееs but only if it is in an appropriatе domain;
for instanсе, Gеrman adjесtivеs agrее in аttributivе position (78) but not in thе
prеdiсatе (79):

Gеrman
(78) kalt-еs Wassеr

сold.ш.sс.шoм water(ш)[sс.шoм]
.сold watеr,

(19) das Wasser ist kalt
thе.ш.sс.шoм watеr(ш)[sс.шoм] bе.вкs.3sс сold
.thе watеr is сold'

A mоrе сomplеx еxamplе is found in Spanish dialесts, suсh as thе Lеna dialесt,
whеrе wе find .mass' agrееmеnt (for agrееmеnt with соntrollеrs with mass intеr-
prеtation). This is availablе in domains outsidе thе noun phrasе, but also insidе
thе noun phrasе givеn an agrееmrnt сondition involving word ordеr (sее Сorbеtt
20ОО: |24-6 and rеfеrеnсеs thеrе).

Wе havе sееn that thеrе arе four broad domains, namеly: within thе noun phrasе,
bеyоnd thе noun phrasе but within thе сlausе, bеyond thе сlausе but within thе
Sеntrnсе' and domains that сan еxtеnd bеyоnd thе sеntеnсе. Sinсе thеsе domains
arе inсrеasingly lеss loсal, thеy arе aссording to that сritеrion inсrеasingly lеss
сanoniсal (s1.4.3). Within dоmains othеr сritеria сomе into play, and so Wе сan
havе morе сanoniсal and lеss сanoniсal сonsttтсtions within еaсh.

Wе shall rеviеw prеvious wоrk on drlimiting possiblе domains ($2.З.1); thеn
wе nееd to lоok in morе dеtail at thе сlаusal domain, sinсе thеrе is partiсular
sсоpе foг variеty hеrе ($$2.З.2-23.з).

.* I havе trеatеd сontrollеrs and targеts in tеrms ofсatеgoriеs. onе сould trеаt, for instanсe, .subjесt

noun phrasе' as a сontrollеr type, but doing so would inсorporate thе domain intо the dеflnition
ofсontrollец sinсе appеaling to the notiоn .subjrсt' rеquirеs the domain to havе bееn spесified.

Possible domait

Тhеrе is an intеrеt
. Thеsе attrmpts aIr

sinсе thеу fail tо inс

several prоblеmatiс phеn

I shall list thе morе с

notion .possiblе domain'
a morе сomplеtе bal

1lу to bе a mоrе adеq

Thе domains question w

fеrеntiality prinсiplе' :

there is onе genera

inals whеthеr in th

or not: that all sur

thе nominal. The
any languagе is th
сonstituent inсludr
or that doеs not in

pointеd оuL this prir

ing a rеfепing rxprrssl(

do not еxpесt to flnd a

thе smаll Шoь|Sе wo1

rsе not. And yеt wе sha

wе еxaminе Arсhi in $2.4.9
Taking a diffеrеnt apprоa

thе rеlation bеlwееn suriaсс

exprсt grеatеr similaritiеs l

an instanсе Krеnan prоposс

prеdiсtor for possiblе agrее

tаkе dеtеrminеd nоun phras

mеnts, and vеrb phrasеs сa

of thе possibilitiеs of flippi:

to сonstruсt thе logiс aссо

is probably thе bеst-knowt
dirесtlу into Gеnеralizеd
basis for thе Control Agrе

8З-9 4), whiсh spесifi еs po

into problеms with somе t

with possеssivеs as in Maj

15 Moravсsik also provides (i9.

srntеnсes of a givеn languagt
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7'5,| РоssibЕe doпзпаEms

Thеге is alr iпtегеstirlg tга,"]i1ion цэf .лtlгk ltttеlr-tpti l lg to сlеfi l lе рсlssiblс
Jrlпlains. Thеsе аtlсn]pts aге vаir-rall lс" lэr-rt wе sha]l disсLrss this wtlr]t геlativсly

hгiсflу sinсе thсy tаil ttl inс1шсlс sotnе сif thе nrtlге sLrгpгisi l lg сkll l.rail.ts. 
.Гhеге

lге sсl.егal pгoblепratiс phеnсlпlсna. anсl nеw agГесmсnt domaitts aге stiIl Lэсirrg

li lшпd. Ishall l ist thе lпtlге сlrаlIсn.Цil lg domairls iп $2.4. arlсl tlrеsе stl.ggеSt that

thе nоtion 'possiL-l lе dtlпlain" lrrLrst bс substaпtiallу widсnеd. This wil1 bс a mоvе

lrlшакl a пloге сtlпlplеtс basiс typoltlgv (wlriсlr is аn еssеtltial stср i l-1hеге is

сrеntuallу to bе a пlсlгс adсqllatе сlеtiпitiсlп ol.possiLllе dtln.rair.r).

Тhе dorriains qшсstiorr wаs гaisесi by Moгavсsi]i (l978). Shс pгсц.ltlsесl titе

сoге1.егеntiality ргinсiplе' :

thеге is опс gсnсr.alizаtiоn that holds tbг аll сtlnstitr-rеnts that а.Цгсс r'r,ith t.lt lt l-t-
in l ls  r ' r .hс lhсг iп tI lе sдI l lе la l lguagс t lг  nс l t  l t t tс l  whеthег i t l  thс sапlе sеntеnсе

ог пot: that a l l  sшсh с0| lst i t t lс l i ts . lГе t l t lс iегstоOсl  as i r lс l r rd iпg ге l .егеl lсс to

thс nс l tn i t la l .  Thс рaгt iсr .r lа l .сoПtеnt o1.th is с lа in l  is  thаt i r r  t lo sе l . t tе l lсс t l f

anу l lngшagс is  t l rсге l l  сt lпst i1ttеnt that agГссS with a not l l inа l  suсh thаt 11rаt

сOllstittlсnt irlсlrrrlеs геtЪгеtltlс ttl lt liot.t.titlal othег than tlrс оnс it lgгееs rvith

oг th l t  с loеs t tоt inс l r tс lс t .с lЪгеnсе 1o a l ly t- t t l t l l iпa l  at  l r l l .  ( l978: j62 3)

0nсе pointесl otlt ' t lris pгinсiplе appеaгS to bе sеll-сvidеntly tгLlе. lt гulсs ot-tt

hll. ing a rеfЪггing еxpl.сssirэn agгееii lg with a псltl-tinаtI with a diftегеnt ге1-сгсrr1.

\\iе do not ехprсt tl.l fir-rd a lallgtragс: in whiсh an еХpГеssion liltе t/zr: l,argе сr,Lt

сllu,lеd r|rc 'vпа,ll tltrltt's,е worrld ir-rсluсiе agrееlllсnt of 'smаll wtth thе ltlrgе соt. Оf

сoulsсnot. And yсt wе shall sее thlrt Moravсsik.s pгinсiplе doеs t.lot hoid. ivhеr-l
ц с  с r l t n t i n с  Aгс l l i  i r l  ь* ] . J .Ч  l :

Тlrking a diftегеnt ap]jГOасh lo thс с{onlains с1rtеstitlп, Kесnan ( l 978) соtlsiс1егесl

thс rеlation bеtrvееll sL[гllrсс Sуntaх arlсl logiсal fоrnl anсl сonс|udсd that wе wtlшld

ехpесt gl.еatсГ siri l i laгitiеs hеtrvсilt l thс two than lirrgtristiс thеoгу suggеstеd. ,As

: t t l  i n ' l i l t , l с е  K с е l l l n  Р | . l ) P о \ ( ' ( |  t I t l r I  l l l n t . l i t l l l - i l l . ц U I l l с l l t \ t l . [ | с l U | . е  i l l  s е | l l i . l I l l i L . s  ц l t \  l l

pгеdiсюг t-oг possiblс: agгееlnеtlt in sуnt.aх. Thus .o,егb phгasеs aге fltnсtioils Whiсh

tlkс dеtегrlinсd notln phгasеs (iп Kее:-l lt l l and Faltz's [-tigiсal Tуpеs) as thсiг aГgll-

mсnts. ald vсгb pl-rгasеs сirrl irrсlееd agгсс with nсlttn phгasеs. (Kееnirn WaS аWilге

о1 thеpossibil it iеs tl l.f l ippiп.Ч lirnсtions lnd aгguп-lеllts witlriл logiс;hе iittеll lptеd

t0 соnStILlсt thе ltlgiс aссогсling tсl thе еvidеrlсе of пiluгal larrguagе.) Kееnan's

ls pюbabl1. thе bеsi-ltr.ittwn irttсПpt tо сlеfrnе ptlssiblе agГееInеnt doшains. lt fЪd

diгесtlу inkl Gеnегаlizссl Рhгasе Stгuсtrtге Gгllrt.tttuu. (GPSG)' in that it is thе

blsis lbг tl-rе Сontгоl .Agгссrllеnt Ргirlсiplе (Gаzсl;rг. Klсin, PLIllum & Sаg l985:

8.3-94). whiсh spссi[lсs possiblе сlomаins. Тhе Сontl.o| Аgгееmеnt Ргinсiplе гutts

intopгoblеnls rvith stltl lе rlf tl.tе dtlrnli it-ts wс shtll sее bеltlw. пtltalriу аgгссll lсl1t

ш, i th possсss i r .еs as in Mai1hi l i  15s2.4 '  1 , '

. ] \ ' ] l l г а r с s r k а l s L l р l l r ' i с l с s ( l 9 7 8 : j 6 . 1  5 ) r r i l t с i r t t р l i с l t i o i l l L l s t a t е t l l е п t s a b с l r t t с l о n l l t i t - t s r ' l i t l r i п t h с .

Sе l l tеПссs  о l .  l l  g i r ' с l l  ] t l i g t t l l ! с -
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Thе problеms of spесifying possiblе domains arе disсussеd furthеr in Sсhmidt
(forthсoming). A radiсal suggеstion is that of Koopman (200з), whо arguеs for
thе ,strong agrrеmеnt, hуpothеsis, aссording to whiсh thе spесifiеr-hеad сonfigu_
ration is thе оnly agrееmеnt сonfiguration. Thе spесiflс instanсе of long-distanсе
agrееmеnt (*2.4.,7) undеrminеs this сlaim, as shown by Pоlinsky & Potsdam
(2001)' and morе gеnеrally thе divеrsity of domains shown in this сhaptеr as
a whоlе doеs not fit rеadily undеr thе spесifiеr-hеad соnflguration. Rathеr than
spеnding morе timе on thе problеms with partiсulаr suggеstions, it is mоrе impor-
tant that I spесify as сomplеtеly as possiblе what agrееmеnt domains arе aсtually
found' whiсh I shall сontinuе in $2.4 and $2.5. Wе should notе too that for
somе rеsrarсhеrs thеrе arе furthеr domains whiсh for us will сount as сonditions
(сhaptеr 6). I trеat notions likе .topiс' as a mattrr of pragmatiсs, and dеsсribе it
as a сondition on agrееmеnt; оthеrs IеprеSrnt it dirесtly in thе syntax, thus giving
a morе сomplеx piсturе of domains than that prеsеntеd hеrе.

2.5.2 Nominative-aссusative and ergative-absolutive systems iiii$.iiнЁi:si

Givеn a languagе with agrееmеnt Within thе сlausе, a basiс quеstion is
whiсh оf thе possiblе еlеmеnts of thе сlausе will bе thе сontrollеr. Languagеs havе
diffеrеnt Systеms for organizing thе argumеnts of thе vеrb' and thеsе arе rеflесtеd
in agrееmеntdomains. Wе disсuss grаmmatiсal rеlations furthеrin $2.3.3;in ordеr
to introduсе thе major systеms I will for now assumr that notions likе .subjесt,

аrе rеlеvant to agrеrmrnt. In thе morе familiаr Systеms thе subjесt is privilеgеd.
In thе wеll-known nominativе_aссusativе systеms thе subjесts of transitivе and
of intransitivе vеrbs arе trеatеd alikе: thеy bоth arе markеd With thr nominativе
саsе and both сontrol agrеrmrnt of thе vеrb ($2.1.1).

Thе lеss familiar еrgativе-absolutivr systrms dеsеrvе fullеr attеntion. In сanon.
iсal еrgativr-absolutivе systеms' сasе and agrееmеnt work in parallеl, both in a
sеnsе favouring thе absolutivе. Suсh systеms arе found in Daghеstanian lan-
gцagеs, as in Arсhi whiсh I usе for illustration hеrе' sinсе somе сruсial еxamplеs
will bе from Arсhi in thе suссееding sесtions. As wе saw in $2.1.1, еrgativе-
absоlutivе Systrms trеat intransitivе and transitivе сlausеS diffеrеntly. If thеrе
is a singlе argumrnt, it will bе in thе absоlutivе, and thе vеrb agrееs with it.
Wе sее this from gеndеr agrrеmеnt: Arсhi has four gеndеrs (Соrbеtt 1991:
21-9),likе Tsakhur (s1.5.2)' and thе noun phrasеs in thеsе еxamplеs arе all
singular:

Arсhi (Kibrik |994: 349\
(80)

( 8 1 )

Buwa d-arxarёi d-i
mothеr(п)[нвs] пJie.down п-be
.Мothеr is lying down.'

dija w-aгдarSi w-i
Fathеr(I)[lвs] I-liе.down ьbе
.Fathеr is lying down.'

thе main vеrb and thе z

absolutivе argumеnt (and
[ат).16 Whеn thеrе arе tr

tivе сasе and сontrols rl

is morpholоgiсally mat

buwa-mu b-ez

mothеr(п)-вкс пt-1
.Mothеr mаdе bread

dija-mu Ф.ez
Fathеr(I)-вкс Iv-ls
.Fathеr madе a hous

thе vеrb agrееs with thе

of thе advеrb in $2
s2.4.9.
Likе nominativе.aссusativс
varying dеgrееs (sее Kibl

). Somе systеms allor
Arсhi (Kibrik 20ОЗ : 562.З
I havе labеllеd systеms .сa

lеl. ln an егgativе-absol

absolutivе argumеnt. Th
nоt partiсularly frеquеnt; thеt
interеsting onе is Nias, an 1
Barriеr Islands along thе wеsl
(2003); for morе dеtail on Nl
two modеs, rеalis and iшеalis
modе:

Nias (Bтown 200З)
(84) I-tolo zl'Ila

3sс.кrs-hеlp а.вs.t
.My fаthет is helpit

This еxamplе shows agrrеIn
.mу fathеr'. This is цnrxprсt(

Nouns do not thеmsеlvеs ma

a singular subjесt (.fathеr') a

aссording to сontеxt. Furlhеr

logiсally unmarkеd сasr, wh

16 Whеn аnalуsing thеse systеms, r
terms .nominativе' and .етgativе

and Гor thе s inglе аrgument оГ a

20oЗ: |4.7n2|). This is a good p

and paгtly bесause it immеdiatе

my tуpology requlres us to сoпl

providеs аn instant prompt as tо
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l] l l th thе пlаlп VеГ,D аnL[ thе l lr-rxi l i i rгу iп t iзсsе еxаtl l; l lсs shоW аgгееl l lсni wit l- l

lhс l lhsоlшtit 'с al..gLlЛ]еi l i  (arlсi lзоtс t lrat t ltе alэsоlurt ivе takеs zеггl пlагl<ing i l l  thе
' rпgLr laг ) . I ( 'Whеп n .hсгс ; t i . с .  t^()  i t l .g l l l L lе{ l t s "  i t  i ь  t l - rе  oЬ jес t  и ,h i сh  s tа r l сxs  iп  thс

.rhti l]Lrt it.е сasе anс1 ссlnltГсl]s 'o,егi l  l tgгесlr lспt" Тirе sшi,.jссl stаltс{s in lhс сl.;]аtir 'е"
r lhiсh is r lогphсl lt lgir-:al iу mагtrrесl:

r l  I L]UWlt l l lш lэ-е l  с i i ia<b>r- l  1 ' 'а i l i l i  a(b)t l

n l о thе г ( i i ) . г к r ;  l l l  i s r ; " l l , r l . е ' l г i 1 ,<111 ; '  b г сa t t r ( i i I ) [Авs ]  r l a с l с .<n t r i>
.]\ ,{othсг n l l tdе L lге lr l  l t l г  rпс сaг lу. .

i l r . ja-r l lLr  Qtr-еz L l i t  t . -  LL l ls-}n-.  t l (Ф)ъl ,

Fа thе г ( t ) - г i r с ;  l r '  1 s t ; . I - l . l i g1 i . l ' ' ' 1 11 l ; .  h с l u sе ( l r , ; [ r в s ]  t пас l с< l l , ;
.Fat l lсг i l lar iс  a hсrLts,:  1Ъг tuе е: lг ly. .

lJсгсthе r,егb agl.ссs, i 'ViIh thе аtэstl] i l i i r .е al.gLlnl lеl l t" аs Llo t lthсГ taг.Eеts; Wе l- lс l[есl

. lgl.ссlПrnt оl.thс aсl l ,сгlэ iш S2.2.:}, l lПd .rve геtr iГ1l tt l  thе a-9геепlеtlt o1. t lзс ргtl[]0Ll[- l
rп l] 4.9.

Likе nominativе_ltt lсutsl lt i t ' t . \) Stсl- l lч" '-.Гsirt i\ е-abstl]rtt ir lе sуstеIns aге сanоniсi l i

l r l  i ' lL l .Ying сlеgгееs (sее Kibгl ik 198"5 n.ог сl isсц-rssiсl i l  с lx. с. l i1lЪгеl. lсеs iп ег.:;.rt ir е

\\.\[сlt ls). Soпlс sуs[сrl ls i] i1сlЦr сlaшsеs ' 'v it i l  two absоi i ' tt i l ,е l lгgl l iт lеIltS, ls iпс{еесl

iпAгсh i (К ibг in ' '  200. ] :5[ l2 -3) ; . lnс l  in  l l s l r ] r l lшг  (K ihг i ] t  l999:  З68 70) .

Ihavе labсl lсd 5y5]сi l ls .сal lonjсai. WhсГе сase шlrгi( i l lg аПс1 a.цгееl l lеl l t .L[l l  ix l

рi l lal lеl. In aП сГgi lt i\ iс-ahsoi lrt ir,с sуsiсl l l  I lз is l- l lеlt l . ls that thе VеГt] agгее:, ц r[h

thс аbsоItrt ivе aГ.цrl1l lеl l t . This is шnсlt i lсг i l lsLаtlсе ц', irеrе wh;tt is сапоlr iс; l] j is

r lot paгtiсtr laгlr i  i i .е11ulепt: thеге шге l.t laпy iеss сanoniсan сxaтl. ltrзiсs. A paгtlсш[aгiy

lпtегсsting t lr.rе is i\ i l lLs, l l l l  Aшstгсl i .tеsielrr langшagе spоkеn оrl Nias. onс оl- l-hс

BlLп.iег ls lаnds lLloпg t i lс wеst сl l .Sшll l lrt;а. Тl.r is systеlп vvas l loi l l tесl t ltt i  tзy Bгtl l ,vш

t]00З): lbг tnol"с t. lr:t; i iI оn I\iшs gепегаl lу sее Bгtlwl l (200.5). Niаs сl ist i lrguпi:t iеr

|\!.0 l l lOdсS. гсl l i is anс] iггсl ixis" anсl 1.hс сr. lпs[гшсi iot-t t l{. iПtсгCst t lссI- lГs iп [hе геai is

Ill0dе:

Nils (Broц,п 2(){]] )
itj+.1 n- tо lо  z i , i ] t t ;lш1а-g[n"

Зs t ; . r l l - s -hеJр , ' r r t s . r , i i l а .qе .ас i r , i l ,ог  l гкс l I l l t | - tег -1sс ; 'р t l ss
.&itr l  1j ltht:г is hс1рiпg/hсi1эсd а/, ihс/stlt l lс r, i l lаgс at. lr, ist lг(s)..

Тhis схanlpiе shсlt 'vs аgгееl l lеl l t rviulr t. lе ег.gаti\,е" t i lе а.Eеni агЕlLl lr- lеnt t it| ld-gt, l
.mу lat lrег.. Тhis is utl" lехi- lесtесi. \ l*/е сaш sее ihis i^гtlпl t lrе iпtbгination t ln nulпlIoег.

Noшns с]o пoi thеlt isеlr.еs tnшгk шtl l l lbег. [эшt t lrе sеПtеn{jе is l .t i lс1еrstоtlс1 l is l iavi irg

a singl l laг sutrjесt ( 't lшhег") alrс[ а si l lgr l iaг ог pltrгal ohjесt ц.l , i tr iagе асivisог(s)')"

aссOГсling tгl сo,iltеХt. ]i;ltгthегtntlге. lrtlс] lllstl LlПL[sLlally, ilrе егgatir,е is t.hе lrlоl.рll-to-

logiсal lу urlпl lt i .] iссt сrsс" rvhi iс thс aLэsolшtri i lс is rлагl iсс1 bv an i l t i t ial l t lшt;rt it l l- l .

i l  \ \ ih t 'п  l iп l i I r s i t lg  t l )L .Sс  S- !s1L .1 l )S .  г l t1 l t с г  t l t l t t t  t l t с  1ег l l l s  "аbsо lп t i r ,е .  l t l t с1  
'егgat i r ,е . "  s t l l l tе  pгеtё i . thе

tсLп ls  " l l t l l l l i t l i l t i r ' с .  aпс l  
' с гgat i r . с . .  aгgr t iпg  th l tL  'п l lп l iпа t i r . с "  sh t lu l с [  i r . r с i i с l i t с  thс .  с l t s r :  l t l г  l l а t l l i t l g

iLnd l i r г t l t с  s i t t t i с  l L гg tL l t l е l l i  о | l L I r  in i га t l s i t i r .е  r .егb"  аs  i t l  l l . l l l l i t l r I i rе  l LссL tч . t t i r с  s rч tеr l l s  (K i ] l г i k

2 0 0 j :  l . 1 7 п ] l ) ' . { h i s  i s  a  g i l с l с l  1 l t , . r п i .  I  u s с  
. l l l s i l l t t t i r с . p а l . t ] ) , L r е с а u S е  

t h i s  r r s a g е  i s  п ' i с l е s р l . е a с l

аnd p l l l t l 1 '  bес l tL tsе  i i  i I l l l r l с r l i a tс Iу  гс l l l i l l с I s  t I l с  гсас1сг  O i . ihс  1) ' l l е  о l . svs tе t l t  i t l  q r tеs t ion .  S i t l се

r l l у  tуpс l Iogy  гес1 l t i геs  t l \  t ( )  с ( ) l l l pxГе ехаt l tp l сs  l l r l t l l  t r l a l rv  lа l rguаgоs"  1Lrе  f l l с t  th l l t  
. l tbs t l ] r i t i r .е .

pг l l r ' i с l сs  а] l  i1 l s i i lП t  ргO l l l I ] t  l l s  tO thе  s \ , i l t l l с t i с  s \ ' s tс tт t  i s  l ,a lu l i l r l с .  l t l г  е lр t l s i t ron .
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Thr-rs;l,l/rz .villagе advisor' is thе absolutivе tbrm ot si,iLа (еrgativе). This егgativе
foгm is found in thе nеxt еxamplе, and thе vеrb agrееs with it:

(8s) La-tolo n-аIna-gu si/ i lа.
ЗгI-.rtr,s-hеlp двs-tathег-lsс.гoss [вкс|vi l lagе.advisor
.Thе villagе irdvisors arе hеiping/hеlpеd mу tЪthеr.'

Hеге thе vowеl-initial аmа ,father' takеs и- in its rr.rutation foгm (absolutivе).
Mу final еxamplе shows that thе vеrb doеs not agrее with thе argumеnt in thе
absоlutivе:

(8б) Mоfаno n_аma-gll.
|еavе двs-tathеr- l sс.t,oss
.My fathеr is lеаving/lеl i . '

Thus wе sее that in Nias thе еrgativе is thе nrorphоlogiсally unпrarkеd 1brm, and
that in thе геalis шоdе thе vеrb agгееs just with thе aгgumеnt in thе еrgativе.

Whilе foг сlaгity I havе ешphasizеd thе two main typеs оf systеm, thеrе aге
сonsidегablе сompIiсatiоns: langr-ragеs may соmbinе nominativе_aссusativе anсi
еrgativе_absolutivе systеms in various waуs (in .split-еrgativе sуstеms', Diхon
|994:. 10-1l0), and сasе maгking and agrееmеnt do not always run smoothlу in
parallеl (Woоlt-ord 2000).|7 Whеn сasе marking and agгееmеnt сlivегgе, agrее-
mеnt гLlns on a nominativе-aссusativе basis.

2.5.5 The role of grаmmatiсal relations: preliminary

Thе notion .gran.rmatiсal rеlаtion' is wеll еstablishеd (sее Blakе 1994:
48-93' Palmег 1994,Giу6lt200|:11З*2З2, Kibrik 2003: l09).Ithas aсontinuous
tradition in Еuropеan linguistiсs, whilе thе attеmpt in tгansformational grammar
to trеat Sеntеnсе stгuсtuге in tепls of dominanсе and linеaг ordеr ]еd to а rеaсtiоn,
partiсr-rlaгly in Аmеriсa, in whiсh thе nееd for grammatiсal геlations was сarеfully
justiliеd, rathеr than bеing assumеd. This is most еvidеnt in Rеlational Graшmaг.
whеге gгamtnatiсal геlations arе сеntral (sее Pеrlmuttеr l983a, Pеrlmuttеr anсl
Rosеn l984, Postal and Josеph 1990, Blakе l990). A paгallеl rеaсtion is t-or-rnd
in thе tуpology of Kееnan and Comriе (\L)11).

Grammatiсal rеlations arе tгеatеd hiегaгсhiсally, as in thе Rеlatiоnal Hiегaгсhу
(Johnson 1911: \56 ') :

subjесt > diгссt objесt > indiгесt objесt > othеr objесt

Thе Aссеssibil ity Hiеrarсhy of Kееnan and Comriе (1911:66) is сomparablе, but
еxtеnds to fuгthег сatеgoriеs. In subsеquеnt yеars grammatiсal геlations havе bееn
еmbеddеd in diffеrеnt thеoгiеs, with sоmеwhat dil.fbrеnt intеrpгеtations. Thеy

r7  S i l v е г s t с i n (1976 , )  i s t lП impoг taП tеa r l ypapегonsp l i t о гga t i v i t у ;  s ееa l soGaгГе t t ( 1990 :  290 )and
fоr disсr.rssiоt-t аnd furthеr rоfЪrеl-tсеs sсе Van Vаlin & LaPоlla (1991: З52 76)' It may bе hеlplll
to think of sрlit systеms iis Systеms in whiсh (аgгоеmеnt) соnditions арplу. Тhе sуstеIls f.оr'пrсl irl
thе Chukоtkсl-Kаmсhatkaп latrguirgеs ltеlmоn' Сhukсhi and Koгyak arе pагtiсulaгly сhаllеnging:
sее Bobal j ik ( l998) and Spеnсeг (200t)) lbr arra lys is .

havе a majoг rolе in Lеxi
(Brеsnan 200 l a: 44-60).

It is wсlrth going baсk tt

sinсе thе сlaims madе thеn

сonsidеrеd diгесtly rеlеvat

that if a languagе shows ag

intransitivе subjесt; оnly i]

thе dirесt objесt, and agrес

thе indiгесt  оbjесt .  Тhis  is

A rеlatеd сlairn was madе

(87) TЕ{Е AGRЕЕM]
(Whеге .tеIm'с

Morеovег, thеге aге instan

ural way to Statе agrееmеl
(l984: 246) statеs that tht

markеd еrgativе or absоlr.rt

to Gеorgian, nоtably bу H

moгphology sее Andеrsoт

геportеd rесеntly involvеs

vеrbs pеrson agГеешеnt

ехpеriеnсеr noun phrasс

20ОЗ:19).
If Johnson's сlaim сot

геstriсtеd thеогy of agrееr

aге thrее typеs of sеrious .

fails to сontгol agгееmеnt

arе: .baсk' аgrееmеnt ($2.

of thе laсk of agrееmеnt w

ro1е of сasе in s6.6. All t

tiсs. First, thе subjесt is nс
(|916). Sесond, thе noun

саsе  oГ  thе  s r l b j е с t  (nom in

and сasе in $6.6, in thе со

2.4 A sсhema fl

Wе havе stirrtе

thеге arе many moге domt

and suggеstions for dеfin

g r i p s  w i th  thе i r .  d i vе r s i t у

l3 It shоtllсl bс pоintесl Out that l
hus ь i l tсе hе. 'n t tndеl .  st .гt t l i l t
(sее Сoгbi:tt 2003b tЪг disсur
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h'rrс l  lпаjt lг гt l}с . i . i  i- 'еl. . iс l ' ' .J [ iLi l t lс:t it ' l . l l . i l  Gl" l i t . l l l l l l lг. Lt l i  .EГаi l l lпatlсl- ix i . l l l lс it l l l l : '

lJгсsIlaп 200 ] а: . l: l  _б())"

lt i l  ц.оrth gtl iп.1 i l l tс it l iс laгlу ]с[еl s сl i l  ,ЦГl l l . l l iпаl- i i] i i] геtаtiorrs i ix.]с[ а!. l . .-с l]еl] i '

' lпссthесl l i l i lsпl lt ir..L, l .tеl. l  1,.uсГеa,.tг;]С' i\ ' i : l115!1.nu*,,^.. l l .hеR'еjatiоl iшl ]niегitrr; l .: ' . . lr 'ul ls

i . lr ls idеtссl i i iгесi lу ге]iеvl 'uni t(} ; igiесI lеl l t . Тhr' is l , lol.al,сsi i t { l97[j: 36,tr1 l;1шil l lе:сi

l lr .rt i ia iangLrаgс : lI l loi ' ' ;  agгсеIl lеIt. tt.сп i i lеге r.r, i i i  "Llе сasеs r-.f l lgrееlr iс l l t 'лi[h i i lс

l i l tгansit i l ,с sшbjссt. t l l11.v l{ '1|rtjгс i l] : iL сh e!]i.ееl- l lс lt пitr} t irсгс |зе аgГеCll l i]шl WlLi ix

thсLl iгесtоhjесi. шl.с1 l i , l{гсс]i i i- . l l l i  оtr.th s' l-vре is a ргс:сtl l lс i i l ion tr.ог aчГсспl i]ш]- WiLj l

ihс indiгесt r ib. iесt. ГIl is is lr tурсl i l igi l:ai сiаiпl ;t l  thе ]еve1 оf ptlssib, iс [arlgul l igсs"

'\ геlаtсd с]aiIn ъ.a:, ..тlaс[е i:. l ,  " iоl lnstl l  (\t)"77: \5] ):

\ l . l  Т l - .Е,dL]]ttrЕ l1,4j]| . lT [ , l \\\ i :  . , ) t t ! l '1t: l ' l l t , ' ;  l . t t t l  i l . ig iчt l t . t ,е l" l l t t l  r tgrt , l , t t tе l t r .

( , . 'Vhеге ' tс i . t l l .  . t l \ 'с l 's]  t t r lс  { jг l ' I  i i l гсс i tспls оr l  i i rс  h iсг lLгсf l - t1,")

\ l t l гсt lvсг.  t l lе iс "-Lгг i l l sI l t l lс t:s 1^/hсГс :] i i l t1 l lтt l i i i сa l  ге]ai i t l l l s  ; l i ]1-aеi lг  t0 bс t l .x i i  l ]аt-

l tг l r l  ц 'av k] s l i l tс  l ig iеC] l1с l- i l  г l tnез; Lhu:.  i l i  t l . tе JDaghеst l tп i l l l l  i , - tш!] l l l l lgс ]Ur l i  l l ] ; r l ' l . i s

i l98.1: 2.16) : j iatс. !  h i l lL  { l rсге is  agГсс] l lе l l , !  ru ' ' i Ih t i lе l ; i l ]bjесt" thшutgh t l l i s  l r ley hс

i l l iLгkеd сгgat i i , ,с  t lг , . lbst lxtt l iте.  S l lс i . l  i t  st l ' г l - tсеs x,VсГе с[ isсutssсс[ iп l iеtа l i  V ' , i t , l  геgi} i ' r* i

l i l  Gсог.u ian. i lotаb].t  b1 t{аl  г is  (  n9E [ );  {bг latег l [] la l lysсr l  g iv iпg ;t  g iе i l tе:  гг l lс  
-[t l

r l l t l гpht l lo.9v s]ее А1.]{.[е:.sс ln l  ( l98: l)  a l l ln lKaihnтl l lL i l  ( iq l]s) .  Aш i l l [сгсst i r rg l l1Sta l lсе

Гс]]0l . tеd IссеПt l l ,  iт l l , ,o] i r ,еs tсaг i  Daгgi  (Da.еhеstа lr i l l l l )"  Wx"xеГе with а iЪтv ; l i ' i l i :сt i l rе

rсгbs pеt.st l i l  l igгс l]] l l - l l i  с iU-} ; i ]  iht  г ig i l lГ  с()nsj i l .шс[ i .cГ] hе соi . l i г l l}tеd оy 
,r lhе

.\рсг iеnссГ t l i . l l . l l l  x- l i . l г l tsо l l l  thе !]  - lрt]Г i l l ,L1Vе с-asr:  (Sulп lbatovi t  i t  l .ЙI l l tш]t l l ,

l 00 l : 79 ) .
Il jоhnstl i l ,s сl l l t i l l l  t l t l l . lI l l  hе l.r lаl l i l t iт lесl. ' ' , ' ,с t, i ,оul]сt iпсir:сс1 hl lvе ;L highi1,

rсstгlсtеd thсогy t l i .  l}slГсеi.r lеi l t" arlсl l t f] i- iе Lэl ls is foг l l iyроlt gy. l3 1{сэivсr.ег" thе'"с

lгс thгее tурr:r t lt.s,]f it lLls с()Li1ltr-Cf-е]t l]nr. lplеs. {l l  еl lс i l  с l].t lhсrп t l .rе [еl" l . lз-сl l l l ,г.t l i1сг

l l i iIs 1o соnfг.. l] l[,gГLс1lrе1l i . al lсj al lоthег i . l t l i lп pl-. lгаsе 'шstlГi] i j '  i is роsit it l l , '  
" iГht:st:

irге: 
.bасit '  agГееnIС]lt ($2.4..] )" 

. lзгоin:ег-iп-Iаw, ;. lgГесПlс[]t ($2.4.5) ai lL[ i . . lst i-t] lСсs]

rlГthс lас]< оГ ш.ягеl.: it lс i . l t lvi l] l  xзоssеssl)n.р,hl.asеs" r, ' ,hir:h lvс с1isсl ' tss i i1 tегinis 0i.t i- l lе

кl lс t l l  сasе i lr 5Ч(1.q.,. ,/ irnx ihгсс n-rг()b1сmafiС с()шs[fl lс| iс l1ls shi lГс tw(,. сl.t l t 'uсir '-г i:,-

t iсs. Fiгst. thс sLrh^jесt is l- lt , .t l l  iзгt ltolуi l iсan srl,ojесL, at:сt iгr l iпg [о Kееш;itr. L- ' l l l .егlL. i

lI976). Sесопсi. thс i- lol ' l i . l  pn:гltsс whii:h сoi lL[iо[s t i lе agгссrпспt is i l l  . i .hс гхре,- ' iс-t l

саsе оithе sl- ib jесt ( l .tt l 'шi i l l l t ir,е сl i"abSl)1Lit iVC)" \fuЪ геtttгl , [o .Чraпl lп;tt iсшl ге]lrt iопs

i ind сasе in . l{,..6, iп [ lhс сопtеr"t сl i 'рt l l;s ih1е ссl l lс l i t i t l l . ls t lП ttgгееin]еIl[.

2.4 ,dr s.сAn eг'rra fшr ш о gt *са trв Фtrt ilсаЕ с.{онrвm ii rgs

.i i . lе 
i l l t l . l :  l ; ,L l - iг tес lL i iо сx1- l l t l г :  t j . tе с i i l ,сгs i lГ .v зf .  с io l l lп i t ls '  As wс shl i in sсс"

thсге at 'с  i l l l t{111'  l l ] t l1 i]  l l t l t l t l t i i l з  l . l i l - tgге ' . : t i . lс i - i t"  r ' ;h iсt . t  s , .то lv l : l i l i t  pгсr, iоuls ty1lо1i t . t lе l l

i .LПd st lg-! 'е51l1) l ls  1 'о i  l iеf lп i l r i ]  tnС'1 l l l i i l ] . i  ivсГе t . l l ()  l ,еstг iсt i r .е" ] l l l  огс[ег t t , .  С,о. '1.]с t()

gLips lv i th т. iLс: iг  с i i  ,сгs i t . ;  i  s i l i i i1 p1t l .  thс iп i i r  iег l . lLs.эГ l ihеiг  с- i is i l t r lсе fго;п iht:

r  ] t  shr lL i l . . i  i l с  1 l r ; in tс r l . ) i l l  L i l l i i  i l l i ] . i l  t l i . t l : с  с l l г i r ' t i i s сLLsч i t l t :  t l с l r l1  l ' ' i th  t ' с гha l  l t1 . l i : l еs .  t t 'h , l s ;с  r l l i 1 l t : ;

l l аs  s i t l сс  b . : . : l l  L t t l i l с l  sсг i t t i t l \ ' l i :  i i l  i r i l е t i : . l г  t j l сv  i r гс  i l 1 ] i ] ]С] . l lС ! l L  t i l l t i . i tе l . . ;  t l г  1 l г t l t t с l t I l i l l a i  a l l l , : с : ;

' . . .  r  ,  l ' .  l i  
'  '  )  l .  . ,  . . ,  , . . . ,  r r  .
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сanoniсal typе. First I organizе thеm by ,ovеrall' domain (within thе phrasе
or within thе сlausе). Within thosе divisions' arе wе dеaling with a сanoniсal
сontrollеr (сanоniсal in rеspесt оf thе domain).? lf so' is сontrol of agrееmеnt
dеpеndеnt on thе сanoniсal сomponеnt of thе сontrоllеr? Thеsе tlistinсtions aге
laid out in (88).

(88) phrаsаl
d.)11|аIIl

t'lаusаl
t]оnlаitl

2.4,1 Verb agreemeп

Vегbs сan agrее

maу hаvе suгpг is ing Гunсt iо

phrasе to dеtегminе thе rеlеt

possеSsors is that wе flnd agl

not thе lеxiсal hеad. This is 1

(for instanсе, it may bе opt

sесond may bе involvеd). l

in Maithili spесifiсally as t

to thе Control Agгееmеnt l

Maithili. Thеy givе thе foll,

Мaithili (Stump & Yadav l98
(e1) tohar b

your.мtо_нoш ft
'Your (mid-honot

Hеrе thе vегb agrееs with bt

This is not always thе сasе,

vеrb agrееs just with thе pс

r  q? \ ham toгa

I уour.пoш t
.I saw yotrт (nоn.

Thе Мaithili situation is di

sее also Yadav (1996) and

This phеnomеnоn (witl

Aссording to Dan Еvеrеtt t

languagеs) havе subjесt.vе

thе hеad of thе subjесt nou

vеrb also agrееS in gеndеr.

оn thе vеrb. This givеs ar

phrasеs suсh as .my hand'

pеrson and numbеr with .h

rеlatеd Jarawara is dеsсrit

Thеn for possеssoгs aS сo

Kibrik & Sеlеznеv (1982)

2-4.2 Distаnt first с

In agгееmеnt .

possibilitiеs: agrееmеnt \i

or agrrеmеnt with just tt

howеvег, l furlhеr гaге pс

сanоniсal
agrcеmеI-lt

рossеss1vе
adjесtivеs
($2.4.3)

agrееmеnt
($2..1.2)

baсk agrееmеnt 'kiпd of
($2.4.4) ргoblешs
Ь rо the г - i n . l aw ' ( s2 .4 .6 )
agrееl-I]еnt
($2.4.s)
ъщni'tr.'-r." ."ы'"l,ti""
agreemеПt adpositions
($2.1.7) etс ($2.4.8)

Thе sсhеma in (88) givеs a сonvеniеnt map fbr invеstigating unusual domains.
Notе that thе agrееurеnt of pгonouns, disсussеd undеr $2.2.2, is outsidе this
sсhеmе, sinсе it involvеs thе largеst domains (it goеs bеyоnd noпlal syntaс-
tiс domains). I havе dividеd thе domains into thosе within thе phrasе and
thosе within thе сlalrsе. Thеrе is morе Sсopе for nоn-сanoniсal domains within
thе loosеr bounds of thе сlausе, and sо thе distinсtions arr еasiег to spot.
For ехposition, thегеfbrе, I shall сonsidеr еaсh typе of non-сanoniсal domain
first within thе ovегall dоmain typе оf thе сlausе, and thеn within thе phrasе.
And thе non-сanoniсal еlеmеnts сan bе,staсkеd up', giving morе сomplех
situations.

Thе sсhеma in (88) also providеs a way оf сlassitying agгеrmеnt еrгоrs, a sub_
jесt takеn 1lrthеr in s9.4.2. of сoursе, non-сanoniсal doеs not mеan Wе ar:е dеaling
with еrгors; and thе ехamplеs to bе сonsidеrеd in thе subsесtiоns bеlow аrе not
еrrors. Howеvег, as an ехamplе, thе famоus еrтor in Еnglish knоwn as attraсtion,
whеrе thе vеrb agгееs with thе nеarrГ part of a сomplеx noun phrasе, would fit as
agгеrmеnt with a сanoniсal сontrollег br-rt with a non-сanoniсal сomponеnt. For
ехamplе:

Hеadlinе in Guardian nеWspаpеr! 4 Аugust 200l, pagе 2
(89) Risе in еrr.rail virusеs thrеatеn nеt.

Austin & Brеsnan (1996:244п21)
(e0) Copiеs of all this data is availablе fbr study at thе Australian Institutе of

Aboriginаl and Torтеs Strait IsIаndеr studiеs. Сanbеrra.

Еxamplе (89) shows agrееmеnt with еmаil virusеs, and (90) with this dаtа.

with in a
сitt-toniсal
domain



2.4 A sсhеmа for non-саnoniсаI domаins O I

2.4.l Vеrb agreement with Possessives

Vегbs сan agгее with a Гangе of noun phгasеs. Whilе nouп 1эl.rгasеs
пll lYhayе sLrrpгisiпg funсtitl l ls it l sl l lnе itlstittlсеs. Wе схpссt thе hеad o1.thе noun
phlаsе Ю dеtеrпrinе thе геlеvant tЪatr.rгеs. Whаt is sLrгpгising abortt agгссrnсrrt witll

]lossеssors is tlrаrt wе [inсl irgгееrr-rеnt with a paгt of a сtltl.t;llех nсlttl-l phгasс whiсh is
пotthе lехiсal hсaсl. TI-ris is lbLrnсl in vaгii. ltts languagеs. in diffЪгing сiгсшmstanссs
(tbl instanсс, i l. tl laу |эс optionаl oг obligzrtorу' anсl all pегSolls oг onIy fiгst and
iесоndmaу bс involvсd). Str-rrnp & Yaсlav (l9B8) pointеd otlt thе сotlstгutсtioll
in Mаithil i spесifiсaIIy as a dot-tlain pгoblеttl (сiairпilrg it as l соrttltеt-ехaгnplе
t0thе СontгOl Agгееrllеnt Ргinсiplс of GPSG), so it is lrppгtlpr.iatе ttl staгt witl.t
i\ 'Iаithil i. Thеу givе t.hе fbllсlwing еxanlplеs ( l988: 309):

}' ' l l ithii i (Stunlр & Yaсlav l9l]8)
t9 l  )  tоhar b-tр aсlthun

yOL|Г .N l l l )  н r l х  ]a thег . l l с lш с i rп lе .З  нoш.2 пцt t - l  нс l l . i
. Yor.rг ( rll i сl hсln oгi 1i с ) f irtlrе г (l-ronori liс) сlrllе..

Hеге thе r,егb agгееs ivitl.r btlth paгts ot thе rrоrtn phгаsс. thе hеаd and thе possеssOг.
Тhjs is not a1wауs Lhе сasе. howеvег. bесaltsе in (92). if wс look at thе ol.ljес1.. tlrе
rеlb agгееs jLrst with thе possеss()г. аnсl not with thr hсad:

(9]) hat l  t t l гa bеta-l<е сlеl<hal iaLr
I уоrtг.r.-tlш нON s()П оl].l si lw.|.2 псllt нrlы
.l sarv yсlttг (nоn-l-tоnогi[iс) soп..

Thе Мaithil i Sitl lation is с[isсr.rssеd аt lеngth iп Biсkеl. Bisang & Yаdava ( l999);
5ее also Yaсla\r ( l996) lnd Slrbbагao (200З: 3.4).

This phеnоnlепtirr (witlr vaгiants) is fbund in сli l1.егеnt paгts of thе woгld.
Aссогding to Dan Еvегеtt (pегsona| сonlшuniсаt.ion). Banawб (and othег Aгarvil
lаnguagеs) har,е sr.rt-l.iесt_vегb agгсепlсnt in pегson and nllmbег. Agгееtnеtli is rvith
thеhеad oГtltс sLrl-fесl nout.t phгasе, аnd it is lnагkесl bу a pгс1ix оn lhе r,егb. Тhе
vеrb also agгееs in .чсn{.lсr with thе topiс nilttn pl-rгasе. whiсh is r-naгkеd bу a sLrl1iх
oп thе r,ег[э. This givеs an intсгсsting е1fесt with inaliеnablе possеssir.ln" aS in
phrasеs suсl.r aS .my hаnсl'. IГthis is Lrsеd in sr-rbjесt position, thе vегb lrgI.ееs irl
pегsоn anсl nunlbег with .hаnd'. br.rt in gсndег with 'x.. Thе situation in thе сlosеlу
|еlatесl Jirгawaгa is dеsсгibесl in Dixon (200()); Wе l.еtltгn to.Jaгawaгa in 5s.5.6.4.
Thеn foг pOSsеsSOгS aS сOntгollегs in Тabasaгatr (a Daghеstanian langr.ragе) sее
Кibr ik  & Sеlеznеv (  l982) anс l  Haгг is  (  l994: l2 l  ) .

2.4'2 Distаnt first сonjunсt agreement

In agгееmеt-tt with сon.iоitlеd tlot' l l l phгasеs" thсге alс tуpiсallу twtl
possibil lt iеs: agl.ееtnеnt rvith all сonjtпrсts (irl whiсh сasс гсsoll lt ion Opегirtеs)
0I a.gtесnlеnt with jLrst lhе nеaгеst сOnjllnсt (as сlisсr"rssеd in $.5'7). Тhсrс is.
howеvег. a fl-rгtl.rеr rаге pсlssibilitу r|i,stсttt| '|ir's'| с,tlt.Ljtпtс'I agгеепеnt (sоn-rеtin-rеs
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just сallеd .distаnt' agrееmеnt). This is agrееmеnt with thе first сon.junсt, whiсh,
with subjесt.vеrb word ordеr, is not thе nеarеSt. oссasional еxamolеs oссur in
Slovеnе:

Slovеnе (Lеnёеk 19"72: 59)
r9-1.1 knjig-е in pеrеs-a So Sе pоdгaйil-е

book(г)-гI- аnd pеn(п)-гL ,\Uх.PL квгt- got.dеaт-г.el-
.Books and pсns havе bесomе morе ехpеnsivе.,

This must bе an instanсе of аgrееmеnt with thе fiгst сonjunсt; agгееmеnt with
all would rеquirе thе masсulinе plural (a rеsult of rеsolr-rtion). Similar еxamplеs
oссur in Sегbian/Сroatian/Bosnian; thе most ехtеnsivе Sourсе is Mеgaaгd (|916),
sее also Сorbеtt (l983: 99-l03 and rеfеrеnсеs thеrе) and Lеkо (l986;2з0). It
is  a lso аttеstеd in Lat in (Kt ihnеr & Stеgmann l95.5:53,55,5s-9).  Thе gеnеra l
situation of distant agrееmеnt may bе rеpгеsеntеd likе this:

(94) Agгееmеnt with thе first (most distant) сonjunсt

I t
NР NP NР TARGЕT

It is wоrth stгеssing that distant agгеешеnt is rarе, and that agrееmеnt with thе
nеarеst nошn phrasе oг agrееmеnt with all (rеsolution) is шuсh illoГе сommon.

Wе havе alгеadу mеt thе Uppеr Sогbian possеssivе adjесtivе sinсе it is
a highly unusual сontrollеr ($2.1 .4)' lt also fits hеrе in that part ofits цnusual naturе
is that it typiсally сontгols agrееmеnt in rеspесt of a non_сanoniсal сoшponеnt.
Considеr again a typiсal еxаmplе:

Uppеr Sorbian (Sеwс-Sсhust еr 19.7 6: 2] )
(es) w n:ri-еhо nan*ow-еj сhеz-i

in our-шt.sG.Gвш fathеr_poss-F.sG.l-Oс] hor-rsе(г)-sс.t-oс
.in our 1Ъthег's housе'

Rесall that thе adjесtivе иaиot,t,-.fathеr's' agrееS normally with thе nоun. Howеvеr
it сan сontгol an adjесtivе itsеlf, and this adjесtivе will bе gеnitivе and singular,
and it will bе masсulinе bесausе паn ,father, is masсulinе. It is as though исsY
.ouГ' agrееS with a part of thе сontrollег, whiсh is сегtainlу unusual bеhaviour.
Wе еxpесt agrееmrnt with .all of, a сontгollеr, and сеrtainhl whеn thе сontrollеr
is a singlе wогd.

Intегеstinglу, bеsidеs thе nогmal agгеешеnt aS in (9.5) abovе, ехamplеs showing
.irttraсtion'. likе (96)' aге also found:

(9б ) w naS-е.j nan-oW-еJ сhеz-i
ln out-Г.sс.I-oс fаthеr-гoss-F.sG.LoC housе(г)-sс.t-oс
.in ouг fhtlrеr's housе'

Ilere nсti .our' agrееs сomplеtеl

bе thought of as a rеlapsе to сanс

hеad noun of thе phrasе. (As tbr

i t  i s  known thаt thе possеss ivе а

rеmаins somеwhаt mуstег iot ts .)

2.4.4
,BасК agreement

In sеntеnсеs With th

nominal pгеdiсatе] Wе еxpесt al

agrееmеnt of thе сopula with th

is сallеd bасk ot bасklvаrd а5

геfеrеnсеS to thе phеnomеnon

еxamplе, in somе languagеs с1

ordеr is сommon, whiсh mеan

of agrееmеnt with thе postvеl

сan bе tbund in Russian.19 Hov

аgгееmеnt in Russ iаn iч nol  s im

а rеlativе of Russian, thе сasе i

(l970: 5З) and сonIiгmеd subl

|99l': З26-7):

Czесh (Vanеk l970: 5З)
(e7)

(e8)

(ee)

(r00)

jеdna a dvё jsоt

onе and two bе.]
.onе and two аr.е (mа

jеdna a tri js.

ol1е аnd thтее bе
.onе and thrее arе fo

dvё a tii jе

two irnd thrее bе.]
.two and thrее аrе lil

tfi a tii je

thтее and thтее bе
.thrrе arrd thгее arе l

Thе rеgularity сonсrгns thе nt

in our еxamplеs. ]f it is .twt

agrrrmеnt, whilе if it is .fivе'

thеге arе sуntaсtiс tеsts to shov

(Corbеtt 1986: l002-З). Morе

]9 Thе еvidеrrсе is assоssеd in Сoгl
(1976: 406 7) ar-rd Paduёеva & U

]() Thеrе is a split aftег .lbuг' in that

inflесt lтоге likе nouns. This is gt
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lrlпlinlti pгссliсatс] rl,''с: сx.pеl:t a!]гее1l сtl]' r^lith 1,l.lе slih.jссt' F{оr'',г-..',ег" xtrli; 111;l1 |l11i

l lчГеепсnt t l f ihс сt l1Ёi l1a r,vit i l  Ihс l l t l l - l , l  рhгasе iп l .hс ргеr[iсlrtе" l . .his l]hег:()l l lеП(]l i
l '  Lа]lсd i lrrсlt Оr i lс it,k,tt.ttг.! | lчl., . '( ' !|| 'I i:э t '\1. t! l!|.{{{'rtо;l. Тlrсгс ; iге vагit l l- ls lэг!еf

гсlегсnсеs to thL- i]rеnl i)1rlсl. lоi- l  i l - l  t lrс l i tегal lrгс. 
.biт[ 

it l;t l lr; ' l  i[ i"C L[ГlС()1lVi i lс i l l .с l . Fоl.

.\ i lпlp]r. iп sоi l lс ral lguiаgсl '; сl l l i rnес tt l  shtlи, bасit l . lgгееtпс}lt n]i"есl iс i l tе-sl l[,.!ес:t
t l]t lеI ls сo1l l l l -}0l l .  л1l iсh i1l(]al ls t l^l l i t iI is nо[ si jff iL]iеl l i  l l iсгеly it l  i iшс1 сxl l inрlеs

.)I ' iLgгееПlr]lt with thс pоs]. l 'егhatr t] iоLl l l  рhгaSе" Е'xаlшрlсs of hасlt lrgl.сt]1l lеl l t

i . lnbсi i lLrпсi iп Rit l;si l ttt. l . ,  l{t lwеvег. r lеl. i . i t l l lstгаtit lg thаt wс сit l  ir lс1еес1 hal 'с biLсnl
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il970: 5З) а1lсl сoi l f iг] l lесi suti lsсс1l- iе ltn1, bу sеvсгan spеa1tегs (aist l  by Рlr l lе..о. ' ' ; i

l t lс)|,.326 
-l):

(.zссh (Vlrnеlr l97(): 5jt

9 l l  . jес lпa  а  dr 'ё .1sшul  t i . ]

0 l l .  a l l t i  tц.с i  iтt . . .ЗI, l -  t]r l .се
.t l i tс  l t l t t i  iwl .]  аГс ( l l lakе) lhгее.

93] jеdr l l r  l l  t i . i  "9s ' r l t - l  с . tу i i

Ol lс  l i i td t l l гсс bс.ЗгL tr . .эuг
' i l r rе l t l r . i  t l l гсс aгс i i l r l t ."

. ' ' j  ' '  . ' i  i . ё
1i l .о l t i l l t  thгеt L lе. jst;  t i l . , :
"ill.о aIlrl thгее ;iгl: fir,r:,

l  J()()1 1 i i  а t i i  . iе sr]S l

t i l t .сс а. lс1 1 i-rгес i l г" jsс; s i : l
'thгсе atlrl i]lгсi: llгr-" st,'l '

Гhе гсgLr laг i l i ; . ,  сt l l l l - 'ег i l5 t l iс  пr- l l i lега l  l l l  the pгесi iсa,[с.  th l l t  is"  thс оr lе r ln [1зс г ig l r t

i I l  i lLtг  еxal l . .1 l , lс: , .  I{.  i t r  i ;  
. i r ' ' r .с l . .  " thr.:е '  с lг  

. t rошг. '  
thеп thс сt lptt1a tаkсs 1э ir . l га i

l l g г с с i nе t l t .  wh i j е  i t  i t  i s  
' [ i ' ' , с . r ] г  

a t - . l ; v i ] "  t j l с i l  t ] r е  s i l l g l . L l a Г  i s  l o i r т l с l . r ( )  МОtц ] t l r Ё г .

thсГr aге syillil lсt;e lеsI s ltl sГrot,l". tilаi tl:iс ll r-i rl;сгa] iг: ql'tеst iсll-l is; 1laгt о1. Iilс irГеdie 3tе

iСогbеtt  19i]( l :  l i ]02_j)" h, i l t l ге l lеесIs l t l  bе с l t lпе tt l  sрсс i t i ,  thе iасtогs wl-r iсh a l]ow

Тhе с l  i r lсnсс.  js  : l l ,sсssсс l  i r t  Соltе i t  (  l9 i]6: 1()19 2()) l l r ld гс l i гс l iсеs t l lсгс: sсс а lSo f  ГOсl!с iL

i  ] 976 : . 1 ( )6  J )  l t п l i  [ ] l l с l t i с . с l l r  & ' ( i Spс r ]Sk i . i  (  l q9 / ) ,. Т h е г е i s l r s р l i t l t t l с I . ' l i l L t l - " i г i i ] l i l i i ! l е i { ) ш ' с . t l r i I l t r : г l t l s i l l 1 ] е с 1 I l l i l г с l i l i с i r с 1 j е с t i l ' с s а l l с l t i l l l : . . l t b l i i ' с

l п ] ] е с t  t n t l г . :  l i ] i с  i t i l l l i l s -  
. l  

i l i s  i : .  g с l t с г l l 1  i r l  i l a r i l п i с  ( s с с  $1 .2 . . i  l i l l L :  i . l . ] . 5 ] .
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this typе of agrееment to oссur in diffеrеnt languagеs. For Slavoniс languagеs,
this is madе morе diffiсult by thе faсt that its .habitat' is bеing еrodеd by thе risе
of thе instrumеntal prеdiсatе; whеn thе nominal prеdiсatе is in thе instrumеntal
сasе Wе nеvеr find baсk agrееmеnt. But this is signiflсant in that thе .usurpеr'
сontrollеr must bе in thе right сasе (sее 56.6 for disсussiоn).

Tsakhur alsо shоws еxamplеs of baсk agrееmеnt (Kibrik 1999:442_З,and for
a furthеr еxamplе sее p. 825 еx. 189):

Tsаkhur (Kibrik |999: 841\
(101) rбс u5aR Ga|ia?-a-n2|

сradle(шt)[sс.авs] baby(lv)[sс.,lвs] Iv.sG.put-IPFv-ATTRIB.Iv.sG
kar wo-d-un
thingQv)[sс.нвs] bе-rv.sс-eTTRIB.Iv.sG

A сrаdle is a thing (into whiсh) you put a baby.'

Hеrе thе соpula agrееs With thе prеdiсatе no.un kаr.thing' and not with thе
subjесt rDс ,crad|e, . Thus wе сlеarly flnd еxamplеs of baсk agrееmеnt, that is' thе
prеdiсatе nominal takеs thе plaсе of thе subjесt as thе сontrollеr of agrееmеnt.22

2.4.5 Brother-in-law a8reement ii.}**lii$s$lsi.ii.iir"}-iiiiih}ь.fis."$ti*\st*{.{'\\.iis.i1-ц.вRit.i]*q-\:tisiiЁsтis\\.i

This is originally a Rеlatiоnal Grаmmar tеrm, introduсеd by Pеrlmut-
tеr (1983b); it was takеn up by Aissеn in various papеrs and dеfinitivеly in (1990).
Considеr this еxamplе:

(r02) Thеrе are сows in nехt door,s gardеn.

Suсh сonstruсtions havе a dummy еlеmеnt (Еnglish thеrе) in what Rеlational
Grammar сallеd thе tеrm position; Wе сan sее that it is in thе tеrm position
from thе еvidеnсе of raising сonstruсtiоns. Yеt thе agrееmеnt сontrollеr is cows,
whiсh Aissеn сallеd thе .brothеr-in-law' 

of thе tеrm (in Minimalism it is сallеd
an .assoсiatе'). Pеrlmuttеr (1983b) pеrmits .silеnt, dummiеs, whiсh allows for
analysеs in whiсh apparеnt tеrms arе analysеd as brothеrs-in-law оf zеroеs. Thе
сonstruсtion has bееn problеmatiс in othеr framеworks too: sее van Gеldеrеn
(1991: 87-|2З), Sоbin (1997) and Lasnik (2oo2) for disсussion of Мinimalist
approaсhеs.

Notе that agrеrmеnt with thе brothеr-in-law is not оbligatory (sее Sсhiitzr
I999;: wе аIso find in somе rецistеrs:

(10з) Thеrе's сows in neхt door,s sardеn.

Hеrе еxplеtive thеrе сontrols agrееmеnt. Construсtions whiсh arе rеlatеd to this
onе morr or lеss сlosеly provokеd an intеrеsting sеt оf squibs, starting frоm
Dixon's (|971) papеr сonсеrnеd with еxamplеs |1ke Whеrе's mу pаnts?, whtсh
lеd to squibs еntitlеd: .What's thеsе faсts about?' (Nathan 1981) and .Hlrе'S a

2l This verb agrееs with.its absоlutivе argumеnt uiаR.ЪaЬу' by intеrnal stеm сhangе... L.оr еxamplеs fiom Bibliсаl Hеbrеw and from Modern Hebrеw sеe Levi (19s.7: |25_7).

faсts'(Sparks 1984)
сorpora totalling ovеt

kind of problem!

An instanсе of agrt
is providеd by сom

a qualiflеr. A sсan of
likе:

thesе sort of things

thеse kind of people

ivе agrееs witl
frеquent, though frоwl
аrе also found, ofсot
t (those kiпd аre thе

Long-distanсe a1

This phеnоmenot
prozrаёnoе soglаsot,

t. usеd bv Kibrik itl
inсludе .non_loсal agrес
for гесеnt tегms аnd for

agrееmеnt is wеll at

), in Bagwalal (Kibrik 200
Berg Т99 5)2a, Tsakhur (Ki
1999; Polinsky & Potsdam

Innu-aimtn (Brar

ng2ОО1').25
I takе an еxamplе from Tsеi

сonсеrns sеntеntial сom
t. Thе сomplеmеnt i
t is in thе dеfault gеl

vеrbs ofthis typе, stands
skv & Comriе. for сlarit.

соmplеmеnt is in s

Thesе еxamplеS aIе the eхtreme lI
sуntaсtiс funсtion of hеad too. Wt
Еxаmp|еs on pages l 90. 2 l l .  240
Thеrе are intеrrsting rеlatеd соn
in ltelmеn (Bobaljik & Wurmbra;
rеstIuсturing and not of full-blow
for further disсussion.
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l.еw morе 1aсts' (Spaгks l984). A Survеy of thе agгееlтсnts in Amегiсan Еnglish
bаsеd on сolрora totalling оvеr l2 nriliion words сan bе fоund in Сrawford (2005).

7.4,6 kind of problems l

An instanсе o1.agrесmеnt within thе phrasе, сontгollеd by thе .wгong'

соntrollеr, is providеd bу соmplеx noun phrasсs whеrо thе fiГSt noun is fr.rnсtion_
allу likе a quaiifiег. A sсan сlf thе wеb providеs manу thousands of instirnсеs of
ехprеssions l ikе:

il0]) thеsе sсlгt o| things
(l05) thеsе kind of pеoplе

Тhеdешonstrativе agrееs with thе sеnrantiсallу signi{iсant noun.2З Thеsе ехam-
plеs arе frеquеnt, thоugl.r liownеd on by thе stylс gr-ridеs. Ехamplеs wtth th,is kiпсl,
IhL\ '\lrt are also f'ound, of сouгsе. Fuгthеrmtlге, thеге rnaу bе no ovеrt rl:phгasе
in сontеxt (tho,sе lсirLd аrе thе bеst).

2 '4 '7 Long-distanсe agreement . . . .  . . .  .  . . . l .  . . .  . : l . . l . .  . . .

This phеnorrrеnon Was oгiginally сallеd .transparеnt agrееmеnt,
(Russian pio;lz ёпrlе soglа,sсlvапi,е') ' starting fiom thе rrotion of a prеdiсatе bеing
trаnspafеnt, usеd by Kibгik in Bеrgеl,son,Za|izлjak & Kibгik (l982: 49). othег
tсrms inс1udе .non-loсirl agtееlxеllt ' and .сross-сlausai agrееmеnt' (sее Pоlinsky
2003 1bl tесеnt tепns аnd fbr a hеlpful typology of thеsе сonstruсtions). Long-
distanсе аgгееmеnt is wеll attоstеd in Daghеstanian languagеs (Tеstеlес 200t:
40 l ), in Bagwalal (Ki bгik 200 l : 483 ), Godobеri (Haspеlmath 1 999), Hunzib (van
dеnBеrg 1995)21'Tsakl.iuг (Kibгik |9L)9:З1З,2195.6) and Tsеz (Polinskу & Com-
riе1999; Polinskу & Potsdam 2001). It hrrs also bееn геpoгtеd in thе Algonчuiln
languagеs Innil-aiпrfin (Bгanigan & MaсKеnzte 2ОО2) and Passamaqr-rodсly
lBruеning 200t ).25

Itakе an еxamplе fгom Tsеz (Polinsky & Comriе 1L)99: | 16_11). Тhе ссltlstгuс_
flon сOnсеrns sоntеntial сomplспlеltts, and ехanrplе (106) shows thе еxpесtеd
aglееmеnt. Тhе сomplеrnеnt iS trеаtеd as thе сontrollеr of agгееmеnt, and so thе
agrrеmrnt is in thе dеfault gеndег, gеndеr lV. Тhе еxpеr.iеnсег argltnlеnt, as with
mostvеrbs of this tуpе. stands irr thе dativе, hеnсе eлl-r ,шtlthег-tlдт'. (Foilowing
Polinsky & Сomгiе, foг сlaгity thе important agГrеmеnt targеt is in bold, and thе
еmbеddеd сoп.tplепrеnt is in sс1irarе braсkеts.)

]j Thеsе ехаmрlеs aгс thе ехtrсmе instatrсс сlf thе sспltшltiс irсасl of thе noun phrase takit-tg ovеr thе

^ syлtaсtiс fiшсtiсll.t сlf hсad too. Wс disсttss сxirпrрlеs rvlrеге things havе nO1 gоnе sо ftLr in .s7.4.2.]4 Ехamplеs O1l pаgеS l90'  2 l  | .  240. whiсh wеrс iс]еnt i1 iсd by Pol inskу & Poйdar l  (2(X) I  :  606119).
]5 Thеrе агс intеrеstirrg геlatеd сonstЛ]сtions in Hinсli-Uгсlu 1t)avisоn l988, Маhajan l989) anсl

in ItсImеn (Bobа|jik & Wuгr.nbrand 2002); in Pсllinslrу's (2003) tуpоlоgу thеsе aге instanсеs ol'
rеstl.uсtut.ins anсl nоt ol. Iirll-blown long-distanсе agrесmеnt. Sсс Bсlbaljik & Wtlгrтrbгаnсl (2(X)5)
for furthеr с] i sсussiсlt.t.
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(106)
Tsеz (Polinskу & Comriе 1'999: 116_17, Polinsky & Potsdam 2001: 584)

еni-r [lL'-a magalu b.aс,-гu-li] r.iy-хo.
mothеr(п)-о,l.т boy(t)-вкс bread(пr)[а'вs] пгеat.вsт_гTCP-NMLZ[ABS] Iv-knoW-PRs
.Thе mothеr knows that thе bov atе thе brеad.'

еni-r |lL-a magalu b.aс'-ru-li] b-iy.хo.
mothеrGI)-DAт boy(I)-вкс brеad(rп)[нвs] Ill-eat-РsT_Pтсв-шмrz[,tвs] III-knoW-PRs
.Thе mother knows that the boy atе thе bread.,

Agreement ol

This rеmаrkab
pronouns with an а

Arсhi (Kibrik |9.72: |24;K1|,
(109) b-ez dog

rrI-lsс.oдт don
.I likе thе donkе

eZ mс

[Iv] 1sс.пат yot
.I likе the kid'

w-ez drja
t-lsс.пдт fathe
.I likе fathеr'

d-ez buw
rI-1sс.pдт motl
.I likе mothеr'

Sinсе Aгсhi is an еrgalivе
(thе auxiliary in thеsе еxa
diffеrеnt forms in (109) tс
verbs of еmotion and pеrсr
(as in the TsеZ еxamplеs ra
personal pronoun with an a
that thе agгееmеnt slot is n
rolе: it also agrееS whеn ft

Surprisingly, howеvец in Тsеz a matrix vеrb сan altеrnаtivеly agrее with a nominal
in thе absolutivе whiсh is insidе thе сomplеmеnt. In (107), thе matrix vеrb has
gеndеr III agrееmеnt, mаrking agrееmеnt wtth mаgаlu .brеad', an absolutivе
phrasе whiсh is Within thе sеntеntial сomplеmеnt:

(107)

Thus thе targеt has two potеntial сontrollеrs (it is .triggеr-huppy', 
s1 .4.2, сritеrion

12). Thе сonditions undеr whiсh this option is еmployеd will bе disсussеd in
s6.7.1. For our typology, thе important thing is thе naturе of thе domain in (107).
onе way of viеwing it is that thе сontrollеr and targеt arе mоrе distant syntaсtiсally
than wе would еxpесt, hеnсе thе namе .lоng-distanсе agrееmеnt'.26 Anothеr viеw
оf it is that wе havе somеthing сomparablе to pоssеssor agrеrmеnt ($2.4. 1), in
that Wr havе an unеxpесtеd еlеmеnt within thе normal сontrollеr supplanting thе
ехpесtеd onе. That is, thе wholе соmplеmеnt is thе еxpесtеd сontrollец but in
(107) a part of it (thе absolutivе nominal) takеs ovеr that rolе.27

2.4.8 Adpositions' adverbs and partiсles agreeing with absolutive
argumentsiiiiiigsi-iiri1Ёs*giij.iii}ilissЁЁil+.!iiii]ijjisiЧiiNiiisiЁ*iiilifii..х'tЁЁ{'\\iiitS.'чll$iii*t.iii}liii$:j{ЕЁi.i:iiiiiiiiifiiii$iiil

Wе havе alrеady Sееn instanсеs of thеsе surprising targеts. Howеvrr,
in somе еxamplеs thеrе was also an intеrеsting domain, and wе rеturn to this nоw:

Tsakhur (Kibrik 1999: |82): еxamplе repеats (74)
(1 08) malhammad сo3-u-s.qa Зa-b balkаn

Мohammеd(I)[lвs] brothеr(I)-oвr-lо-нlr rеstriсtivе-Iш horse(пI)[нвs]

hi<w>l-еs qaljq'an-o-r
<rrr > givе-гoт t.fear.tpгv-bе-I
.Мohammеd is afraid to givе thе horsе to his BROTHЕR.'
.Mohammed is afraid to givе thе horse just to his brothеr.'

The particle iа- indiсatеs that Мohammеd is afraid to givе thе horsе prесisеly to
his brothеr. Wе might havе ехpесtеd agrееmеnt, if it oссurs at all, to bе within this
pragmatiсally rеlеvant соnstituеnt. In faсt' as with othеr surprising domains wе
havе sееn in Daghеstanian languagеS, agrееmеnt is with thе absolutivе argumrnt,
in this instance bаlkan.horsе'. Wе rеturn to this in *2.5.2.

26 Thе domain is just largеr than thе сlausе, while thе anaphоriс plonoun сan be in prinсiptе indefi.
nitеly far from its antrсedеnt.

27 For vеry intеrеsting data on agrееmеnt in thе baсkward сontrоl сonstruсtiоn in Tsez srе Polinskу
& Рotsdаm (2002).

( 1 1 1 )

(r12)

(1 13)

(114)

buwa-mu
mothеr(tI).вкс
.Mothеr madе b

dija-mu е2

fathеr(t).вкс [г
.Fathеr made a }

Thе first plural inсlusivе p
whiсh аl lows possibi l  i t iеs

(1  1s) nena<b>u
1pr.rшсt.вкс<t
.Wе (inсlusivе) l

A similаr phеnolnеnon is f(
сomparablе situation of ag
(Troikе 1981). Thе Arсhi
Moravсsik's .сorеfеrеntia.

possiblr domains.



2.4 A sсhemа for non.сanoniсаI domains

Agreement of arguments one with another r:iiii!!!:iiliiiilliiiiiiiiiii:ii:iiiiijiii:iiiiiiili

This геmarkablе domain is found in Arсhi. Wе find agrееmеnt of

olonouns with an absolutivе noun phrasе:

(Kbnkt-912: 124; Kibrik 1994: З49; Corbеtt \991: ||4'|5)
b-ez dogi k4'an-Si b-i
пг1sс.одт donkey(rп)[,+вs] likе.сvв шгis
.I likе thе dоnkеy'

eZ motol kф'an-Si i

[ш]1sс.nlт young.goat(rv)[a.вs] likе.сvв [Iv]is
.I likе thе kid'

w-ez dtju k*'an-5i w-i
l-1sс.lдт fаthеrO)[двs] likе-сvв t-is
.I likе fathеr,

d-ez buwa k*'an-Si d-i
II-lsG.DAT mothеr(ш)[двs] likе-сvв II-is
.I likе mothеr'

Arсhi is an rrgativе languagе, thе part of thе vеrb whiсh shows agrrrmеnt

auxiliary in thеsе еxamplеs) agrееs with thе objесt of a transitivе vеrb; thе

forms in (l09) to (112) сorтеspond to thе fоur gеndеrs of Arсhi. With

ofеmotion and pегсеption, thе еxpеriеnсеr phrasе stands in thе dativе сasе

inthеTsеz еxamplеs еarliеr); in (l 09) to (1 12) thе еxpеriеnсеr is еxprеssеd by a
pronoun with an agrееmеnt slot, and this also agrееs with thе оbjесt. Notе

thr agrееmеnt slot is madе availablе by thе targеt irrеspесtivе оf its syntaсttс

rolr: it also agrееs whеn funсtioning as an indirесt objесt (Kibrik 1994: З49):

(113) buwa-mu b-ez diТa<b>u l*al l i  a<b>u

mothеr(II)-ЕRG rrr-1sс.oдт еarly<rtt> brеad(шt)[а.вs] madе<ItI>
.Mothеr madе brеad for mе еarly.'

(1'1'4) dija-mu еZ diТa<t.>u nok{' a<Ф>w

fathеr(I)-вкс [rv]1sс.оa.т еarly<rv> housе(Iv)[нвs] madе<lv>
.Fathеr madе a housе for mе еarlу,.

Thе flrst plural inсlusivе pronoun also has an agrееmrnt slot in thе еrgativе сasе,

whiсh allоws possibilitiеs suсh aS thе following:

(115) nеna<b>u l*a l l i  a<b>u

1pI-.tшсr.вкс<пt> brеаd(пt)[двs] madе<ltt>
.Wе (inсlusivе) madе brеad.'

Asimilarphеnomеnon is foundinAndi aссording to Tеstеlес (2001: З87-8), and a

сomparablе situation of agrееmеnt bеtwееn argumrnts was fоund in Coahuiltесo

(Troikе 198l). Thе Arсhi еxamplеs and similar data arе сlеarly problеmatiс for

Moravсsik's .сorеfеrеntialitу prinсiplе' (s2.3.1). Thеy show thе widе rangе of

possiblе dоmains.

61
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2.4.1O Pronominal agreement with itself , ,,:rrl::rr,::,!:ir,::,rr:r::i:,r:,, ' ,:,,:,. i .

Going on tiom thе Arсhi data abovе, wе find anothеr surprisе; thе
rеmarkablе domain of an еlеmеnt agrееing with itsеlf. At first this sееms an
ilтpossibility. Howеvеr, if aгgumеnts сan agrее onе with anothеr, thеn thе сhanсеs
of finding this rеmarkablе domain arе inсгеasеd. Howеvеr, if an itеш agrееs with
itsеlf, wе would еxpесt it to havе a singlе form, hеnсе it would bе difliсult to
show that wе havе an instanсе of agrееmеnt. Arсhi givеs.just thе data wе nееd.

Wе havе sееn that somе pronouns havе gеndеr/numbеr agrееmеnt slots in par-
tiсular сasеs. Thе important onе is thе first pеrson plural inсlшsivе, whiсh agrееs
whеn in thе егgativе, absolutivе, dativе and gеnitivе. As wе havе alrеadу sееn,
thеsе pronouns will agгее with thе absolutivе aгgumrnt. Lеt us геturn to еxamplе
( l l5). Thе agгееmеnt forms availablе fоr thе first plural inсlusivе prоnoun, whеn
in thе еrsativе. arе as follows:

( 1 1 6 ) Foгms of thе Iirst plural inсlusive еrgativе in Arсhi
ассording to thе abso]utivе argumеnt: Kibrik (1977a: l25)

singulaт plural

first and sесond pеrson
absolut ivе and егgаt ivе
first plural inсlusivе prol
f i гst  oг sесond pегsоn p|r
i n s tаnсе  i t  w i l I  bе  l l сл l  

. .

agгееing with itsеlf. Th
аnd.rеplaсеd' .

2.5 Further dс

Thеrе arе tl
and thе sесond is a гad
еnсountегеd.

2 .5 .1 Mult iple do

Wе havе сot
sееn that doшains сan b
than onе сontrollег, as {it
t ha t  i s  mеге l у  thе  сomb i l
own right. From anothег
suggеSt a morе dеmand
tiс invеstigation. Еxamtr

t  $  l  . 4 .2 ) .  Bаgwа lа I  ге Iа t i
staсking, a spесial tуpе l

How many multiplе d
сanoniсal wе rеquirе thе
agrееmrnt and thеn trеa
whilе thosе who takе onl
onе takеS thе striсtеst vrt
aссomрaniеd by a сontг
find vеrbs whiсh agrее r
to rеaсh thе final Stagе o

2.5.2 Verbs as аgl

Wе havе sееt
nian languagеs' Thеsе rr
absolutivе argumrnt, еVе
tгollег and taгgеt. A striki
but thе Aгсhi еxamplеs
about thеm is to tгеat thе.
A possiblе approaсh wo

gеndеr I
gеndеr II
gеndеr IIl
gеndеr IV

nеnаW
nеnaru
nеnabu
nеnt'u

nеnabu
nеnabu
n6nt'u
n6nt'u

Wе сan sее that in ( l l5) thе pгonoun agгееS with thе absolutivе nоun phrasе, whiсh
is gеndег III singular. Thеrе is an additional сompliсatiоn whеn thе сontrollеr оf
agrееmеnt is a prоnoun. Fiгst and sесond pеrson plural pгonouns сontrol forms
whiсh aге idеntiсal to thе plural foг gеndегs III and lV (as will bе disсussеd in

s4.2. r ).
Lеt us now movе on to thе absolr-rtivе. ln prinсiplе if thе absolutivе fiгst plu-

гal inсlusivе pronoun has an agrееmеnt slot it should agrее with itsеlf. And it
dоеs (Kibгik 19]7a: 125). Сonsidеr this ехamplе fгoпr a rесordеd tеxt (Kibrik,
Kodzasov, olovjannikova & Sarтеdoу |911Ъ:106, tехt З0, sеntеnсе 14):28

(111) ё'ёba xar6-Ёi baql'6 n6nt'u
lеt,s bасk-дrr lrturn.RFV 1гl.lшсI-.нвs.lpl
.lеt's go baсk'

Thе t-orm ot пёnt,u, in thе absolutivе is thе onе apprоpriatе fbr agrееing with a
first pluгal. Hоwеvеr, sinсе it must agrее with itsеlf, how сan wе show that it is
in faсt agrееing? Thе еvidеnсе сomеS fгom thе еrgativе сasе: for all thе othеr

2E I am gratеful tо Maгina Chumakina and Alеksandr Kibrik fbr hе1p with this еxamрlе. Alеksanсlr
Kibrik intbrms mе (pеrsonal сommuniсatiсln) that thе agrееing sutfix irr nёп-|'tt goеs baсk to аrr
оmphаtiс paгtiсlе whiсh inсlшdеs an agгееing gеndег mаrkеr. Thеrе is an analogiсal partiсlе in
Tsaklrur. for whiсh sее $2.2.8.
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.: l . i  . lni] sссOnсl РеГsotl l]г()xlL]t{l ls, сXссрt thе [.[гst si l lguti i lг (Кibгint n97*ltt: \25).
, i l ' rr lшti\e l in(l егgativс ;[ге thс si l lnе, ai]d Wе Asstt] l lе tf lr i: l  r,,. i]] bе st l а]l;o 1tlг 1ihс
., ' l  

lr lLlг iL] inсlusi l .е l]ГOnoш!l" \Д/с esiшbiis i- lесx abоvе tniat thс agгесiпе]Llt t.огl i l  ft lг l- lL
l г't Lli.\cСOlld pегsоll tr-lil-lгll'L lJГ{}Il(]Ltl i i,v l ll tзе ;ls lЪг thс: gе1lсieг {i tr/trV p jшl aI . l l i]hil,
l l ' l i r l lсс it цri lI br.- l ir ,r lr,r l .  ' l] 'his 

is W l i l , l- lVс l-tаvе i i l  (] ] i  7). hсtlсе lvс h;tr,е i- l  [ l in.Eе|
' l jГсс]Л! \\ ' i th itsсl l . .  Тhis itсi l l  thсlеit lr.е l l- l l tг]ts ini 'оггnаtiоl. l  ц,hiсi- l  is..nisрl1lrсес,L
r i r J ' l с р I l L с с d ' .

2.5 Further *d,оlвтaiшs

Тhегс l lге ttд,о n.шгtl. iег i:;sl ' lеs. l .hе f lгsl i l l l ' , t l lvсs l l lш1tiplе dсl l l latшs,
lr i lL l thе sесond is l  гас[iсaj геthiп]]t oi t lзс l l . l t lге 1l l"оhiеl l l ;tt iс сtоiпаi l . ls v, ir ': i l ; lvс
j ] l !  (  ) t l  n tегеt l .

2.5.l fVflшlt6r2|lесi],:lьmаЁl.пs

\A/е ha.ie сol ls iс lегесi а n.i l t lgе о.t.sеtrэl- lгalе с1tl iпai lrs. htlt wе hш'е lL,si l
\сс|l lhat dolnаiпs' саll lli: соlrltrinссt. Thai is" ш sirl.l,.iе ll,loгс]L is tilс [aГgеl. ц.l .t]lxrLll.e
lhtlп onе сonlгoi iс-." аs f iгs,L t- l isсi lssсс]l iп $ i "4.2. сгitе.. it lп n 1 . Fгt l l l r oПе l i lе 

.\ l-,t 'СЁl l 'с-

thirt is nlегеiy thс сoпlbi lr l l t i t l l l  t l ,{.сi l t l ' l rшlпs wl.r iс i- l  a;.е еaсl l  tt l  lhе с[еsсribесL in I iLlеiг
l)\\ l l  г igh[. Ft 'оl l l  aгlol] lеl.anц!с" hqlrvсoiег. lГi- lеsс lш"е spссiаln3. iп-l iегеsting. si l- l t:е ILhe1,
\Ll.ggеsl t l  l l]t lге с[t; lnal lс i i i lg iasnt i"oг [.hе s;lсakег. и',с]l и.огl i i ly t lt рsyсxlсl1iпgшis.
t lс inr,еstigal iоп. Еl l lLr l lpiеl., i l tс}шсtrе ShошlL шssсlсiat i i ' ,с/1lt lssсssi l ,е сt lt- ls lгг.с[icl ln
i l i . J .2) .  Bag iv l r l а l i  ге la IL ivеs  aшt i  gег - r l l о ]s  (K ib ; . i l ' l  200 1:4 l ] l  . t ] "  aпd thс  i s l . . ' r l е  o i ,
l t l tсking. a s1lесiаl [ 'yi lе o{'пlш1tipiе i i t . i l l - iai l . l .  is гais ' .с l iг l  .\4..J .1.

Htlrv inal ly lпiLl i l i iр1е с1oп-l lt i i ls l ,vс i ,ес.. l .Чl l[zе с1еlзe:lсis о,{.сгl l-tгsе oП h()\,1,сl[t lsе lГtt
сlrntlniсa] to,,е ге[1ul.;е i]hе шгlгееl l lц:пts.[t l  t lс. lГi lr lsс vr. i . l t l  aсссplГ сl i t iсs аs i l lгtr iсatiшg:
l lgГсrЛlсПl aпсt tj lсп [fеl lt lI.]с ]hоst as,Ln.rе taг.Чсi vl l l{ i iпсi t l- l i tг ly l l lut l i iрtrе r- lt l lпаi l . ls.
шhilе thosс шhtl iatс- опiL1. i l l ,гtrссtiol- l l i i  l l l i lг l t iпg l ls l[.чГес[]lеi lt wi l] {i l lс1 n;rг]Ьwег" Li{.
опе takсs thе sn'гiс,tеst r ' ' iс ' ,v t l f i lEn"ееl.Ll l"][x, l . (t lссulгl . i i . lg сlhl iua,гt lг i iy" ;t i , lс i  l- lе.:сl is i iг i iу
l lссоmрaniеd hl, a сt lпtго]l lег) thсn" |[с]соfсl i! l .g to Siеi,viсгs]ta { l999)" wс с]lt l  псlt
|iIld l,еl.bs li,llriсh aцгее l'tlii!l twсt аj:gn'[ntепts, siшсс оh.jесt agгее]1lсПi lLРn]сi.lГs !ltlI
t() Iсaсh Lhс i i l l l t i  s l lgе t lt- gгlt l i lпlai iсal izatioп.

2'5,2 l'/еg,hsoзs.а]greemeiпitсоmtrФЛflers
.t 'Vс 

i lаi 'е sсelr sеvсг;- i] i lГo0lеi l] ltt iС сit ltt lains. рlшгtiсLl i;ш"ly in Dlgi lеst;t-
пian laпgшltp.сs. Тi,еsе iг lvоir.ес. l ч,;tг i i luls tan..gеts whiсh l l- l l ttс]l thс fЬatlrгсs t l f гhс
аbsоlutii,с а[,g=Llnllс1l]г. еvеil iil(}Llgf,l ihс-ге is tlо еr,iсlсl-ll s3llпILaсtiс ]iпlt bеtц,ссl-l сltlп-
пo]]с r .aпdtaгgсt "А s t г i k iшgе l iш lпp lе ,vшsthегеs;1 l . i с t i vерaг[ i с ]ео i 'Ts l l khL l г ( i08) .

but thс ,Aгсi i l i  еxaпl1эlеs ( l09) (tr x5) aге alst l  с1i1.1lсш]t. Апоtn.iег iva-v of thi l l tr; i l lg
аbоLtt thсIп i|] -|() tгсi- l l l  t l lе vсl.г l  as thс соl.t iгt ltr iег (аs sut.Чgеstесl hу Kibгi lt 200З: .5б.1.).
А pоssibtrе ;tDtlцlat;h wоutiс. i  bс [() tГi-at thе l,,сгiз аs ltgгсеi l- lrg wlth thс aLsо,rrr i ivс
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argumеnt, and to trеat othег taГgеts (paгtiсlеs' advеrbs and So on) aS agrееing with
thе vегb, as thе hеad of thе сlausе.

This пrovе would nееd working out, sinсе it would havе vaгying еtfесts in
ditТегеnt thеoriеs. It dгamatiсally ехpands thе гangе of pоssiblе domains. on thе
othеr hand, thеге arе сhallеnging data to bе сonsidеrеd froш Kaуaгdild, whеrе
also wе might trеat thе vегb as thе сontгollеr (Еvans 200З:215). With Kayardild,
thе agrееmеnt fеaturеs arе also unеxpесtеd, and sо I shall trеat it in thе сhaptеr
on fеatuгеs, in $4.5.2.

2-6 Conсlusioп

Languagеs havе substantially difIЪrеnt invеntoriеs of agrееing itеms.
At liгst thе pоssibilitiеs 1bг сontгollеrs sееmеd rеlativеly rеstriсtеd, bеing nоminal
in naturе. This initial imprеssion was сhallеngеd by thе Basari adjесtival nouns,
and thеn morе sеriously by thе Daghеstanian data suggеsting wе might havе to
allow for vеrbs as сontrollегs. Taгgеts arе rеmarkably divеrsе, and Lеhmann's
minor rеstriсtions on thеm provеd toо rеstriсtivе, еvеn disсoursе partiсlеs сan
agrее. With domains, thе rangе of possibilitiеs is again еxtеnsivе, and thе data
go bеyond what thе promising thеoriеs of Kееnan and Moravсsik allowеd 1Ъr.
At this stagе Wе must rеSpесt thе divеrsity, and bеgin to look fbr impliсational
сlaims, rеlating thе apparеntly ехotiс domains tbund in languagеs likе Tsakhur
to thе morе еxoесtеd оnеs.

Тhе mo

Wе now tuгn to thе rolе o

mеnt information (whеth

Givеn thе asymmеtriс na

ogy will mark on targеts

5.t Mоdels of

Thе way wе

oftеn pеoplе mаkе dес is i

by unеxaminеd opiniоns

partiсular viеw, and to п

typology of approaсhеs t

Wе сan appгoaсh thе

quеstion: how do wе rеl

l  f i гst  d ist inguish lех iсa

thе affix -s has a lехiсal t

agrееmеnt' , 
.prеSrnt tеnl

Thus slrs сorrеsponds to

hand' thе systеmatiс rеll

si/s arе еxprеssеd in tеr

form likе slrs is infепе

thе appеаranсе oГ -s wi

so on.
Thеrе is a sесond dist

tal and rеalizational thе

taсtiс fеatцrе valuеs оnl

si/s gains thе 1Ъaturе vа

tеnsе' and .indiсativе tт

lеxiсon or is introduсе

stеm sr/ is assoсiatеd t

(. third_pеrson singular',

tional еxponеnts foг thс

rulе).
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Distгibutеd Morphology

infеrеntial

Stеelе (1995)

Word and Paradigm thеoriеs, for
instanсе: Nеtwork Morphology'
Paradigm Funсtiоn Morphology

з  T н Е  M o R P } l o L o G Y  o F  A G R Е Е M Е N T

Sinсе thе distinсtions arе orthogonal, thеrе arе four typеs of thеorу of inflес-
tiоnal morphоlоgy, namеly: lеxiсal-inсrеmеntal, lеxiсal-rеalizational' infеrеntial-
inсrеmеntal and infеrеntial-rea|izational. Wе flnd еxamplеs of еaсh, as indiсatеd
in (1).

(1) Stump's typology of morphologiсal thеorres

Stump givеs an ovеrviеw of еaсh, and morе dеtail сan bе found in thе sourсеs I
shall сitе. An еxamplе of alеxiсal-inсrеmеntal thеory is Liеbеr (1992). Distributеd
Morphology proposеd by Hallе &Мarantz (199з) is a lеxiсal-rеalizational thе.
оry. Stееlе (1995) proposеs an infеrеntial-inсrеmеntal thеory. And Word-and-
Paradigm thеoriеs of inflесtion (as in Matthews |972) arе of thе infеrеntial-
rеalizational typе. Stump (2001: 3_12) еvaluatеs thе fоur typеs of thеory and
сonсludеs that thе data point towards infегеntial-геalizational thеoriеs. Stump's
оwn prеfеrеnсе (Paradigm Funсtion Мorpholоgy) is оf this typе, aS is Nеtwоrk
Mоrphology (Corbеtt & Frasеr 199З, Еvans, Brown & Сorbеtt 2002).In suсh
thеoriеs a Stеm is assoсiatеd with a motphosyntaсtiс fеaturе spесifiсation, and
thеsе liсеnsе thе inflесtеd forms. Thе important points to notе from thеoriеs likе
Nеtwork Mоrphology and Paradigm Funсtion Morphology in tеrms оf agrееmеnt
are thaI, thе morphоlogy is sееn as rеalizing thе fеaturе spесiflсations dеtеrminеd
by syntax, and that thеrеforе thе intеrfaсе bеtwееn syntax аnd morphology is a
fеatural onе.

How thеn is agrееmеnt еxprеssеd morphologiсally? Wе flnd quitе
a rangе of possibilitiеs. In $1.4.2 I suggеstеd that in thе саrroniсal instanсеs
agrееmеnt is rеalizеd by сanoniсal inflесtiоnal morpholоgy. Wе start with that,
and thеn сonsidеr lеss сanoniсal mеans.

5.2.1 Afixesiii"$."iiiigilЁii*.tiiiiiliisiж.iii.iil$*sii$iliii$!s*ii$i$'чiiiiii}.Ё1i$i}ss]i1$i*iii$tli.ig*Ёi\\ii'чЁiiiiiiil!1!l\'tii.:i!1ЁsNii.жi$ili}R

Thе most сanoniсal еxamplеs involvе inflесtiоnal affixеs; in our flrst
kеy languagе, Russian, thеsе oссur aftеr thе stеm, hеnсе as suffiхеs:

t  t i

nov-уj йumal

neW.M.sG.NoМ magaz
.a new magazinе'

nov-aja knig-a

nеW-F.SG.NOМ book(I
.a nеw book'

nov-oе pis,m.

nеw-ш.sс.шoм lеttеr(
.a nеw lеttеr,

aIdild, our thirdkеу languag

suffixеs. But in many langua1
prеflхеs. Wе find this in

(Sam Mсhombo, pеrson
сhi-patso сhi-mo,
sс-fruit(7/8) 7-onе
.onе fruit'

zi-patso zi-wiri
вr-fruit(7/8) 8-two
'two fruits'

languagеs trеat all agrе

l languagеs оfthе Еast С

mеnt by prеflxatiоn whilе
in 1991).

Agrееmеnt may also bе mar

,Tsakhur (Kibrik 1999:62; gender
,Q) g;a<P>xi

<III.sG>сut
.сut'

(8) gla<t>Xi
<Iv.sG>сut
.сut'

We shall теturn to thеsе ехamp

agrееmеnt in Tsakhur (s3.3.3)

Thеrе is dеbatе about what r

that is insеrtеd into thе root

Tsakhuт). Thеrе arе сlеarеr a
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nov,-yj йlma|
nеW-M.sG'NoМ magazinе(м)[sG.NoМ]
.a new magazinе'

nov-aja knig-a
nеW-F.sG.Nol\4 book(г)-sс.шoм
.a nеw book'

nov-oе pis,m-o
new-N.sG.NoМ lеttеr(ш)-sс.шoм
.a nеw lеtter'

ild, ourthirdkеy languagе ($ 1.5.2), is likеRussian inеxprеssing agrеrmеnt
But in many languagеs thе afflxеs oссur bеforе thе stеm, and arе thus

prеfixеs. Wе find this in Bantu languagеs likе Chiсhеwa;

(Sam Mсhombo, pеrsonal сommuniсation)
сhipatso сhi-modzi
sс-fruit(7/8) 7-one
.onе fiuit,

zipatso zi.wiгi
гr--fruit(7/8) 8-two
'two fruits'

languagеs trеat all agrееmеnt similarly' but othеrs vary in thеir mеans.
languagеs оf thе Еast Cushitiс group havе somе vеrbs whiсh mark subjесt

by prеIixation whilе thе majority of vеrbs usе suffixation (Hayward &
in 1991).

Agrееmеnt may also bе markеd Word-intеrnally (indiсatеd by .< >'):

(Kibrik 1999: 62,, genderlnlmbеr agrееmеnt is with thе absolutivе argumеnt)

$1a<p>Хi
<III.sG>сut
.сut'

(8) B;a<t>Xi
<Iv.sG>оЦt
.сut'

Wе shall rеtum to thrsе еxamplеs whеn Wе сonsidеr thе various ways of marking
aglеelnеnt in Tsakhur (s3.З.3).

Thеrе is dеbatе about what соnstitutеs an infiх. Somе insist an infix is matеrial
that is insеrtеd into thе root (and not just bеtwееn a prеvеrb and a root as in
Tsakhur). Thеrе arе сlеarеr and lеss сlеar сasеs; whеn thе onlv mоtivation for
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dividing thе root into two parts is that thе agrееmеnt markеrs oссur thеге' thеn
it is fully justifiеd to talk of infixеs. Wе havе alrеady mеt intеrnal n.rarking in
Arсhi ($2.2.4); foг сomparablе ехamplеs from Marind' of southеrn Irian Jaya,
sее Drabbе (l955: 18-20)' djsсussеd in Сorbеtt (2000:59-60). An intriguing
Iinal еxamplе is providеd by Мalagasy, whеrе numbеr is markес] infixallу, but on
vегy t.еw itеms, t-or instanсе:

Malagasy (Kееnаn & Polinsky 1998:567_8)
(9) а iо t lano io b. i<rе>o trano i<rе>o

this housе this this<pl> housе this<pr,>
.this housс, .thеsе housеs'

(  l 0 )  l .  i n y  l г a no  i r r 1
that housе tha1
.thаt l-tousе (fаr),

b. i<rе>ny tгano i<rе>ny
that<P],> housе that<Pl>
.thosе housеs (tar) '

(r2) Stеm altеrnations in

pе(,lэake

singulaг

pekf

2 pеёёi,

3 pеёёt

In thе fiгst paradigm, four сеll

whilе two dо not. ln thе sесon

dеalilrg with morphоlogiсal pt

information but whiсh do not

verb ljubit, .lovе' also shows

first pеrson singular and Stеm
pekli еIc. ShoW StrеSS on thе е

to any agгееmеnt fеaturе. Sit
(as in (l2))' wе should bе сarс

do matсh an agrееmеnt fеatul

5.2.5 Clitiсs

Clitiсs fal1bеtwее

thеy сannot stand alonе (unlil.
(unlikе inflесtions). Thеrе arе

thе morе affiх-likе onеs. Giv

as a syntaсtiс problеm, but art
within .phrasе lеvеl morpholt
(|99.I) and Spеnсеr (2000). It
providе a major sourсе of agrе

to сlit iсs' to inflесtions ($9.1 .

сlitiсs, spесifiсally whеthег tl
(or both); fог hеlpful analysis

For us it is important tha

obligatory agrееmеnt markеr

spеakеrs' mainly in thе villаgr

on thе сеntral north сoast ofl

Skou (Donohuе l999; ur is fbr t]
( lз ) Kе mсiс kе:Гrr

3sс.м fish 3sс.м=
.Hе saw а 1ish.'

Thus in agrееmеnt Wе sее displaсеd infoгmation bеing геalizеd гight insidе
anоthеr word, whiсh is as сontraгy to thе notion of iсoniсity as it сould bе. Morе
gеnеrally, wе havе sееn that all thе primary mеans оf inflесtional morphology arе
availab]е for agrееmеnt.

Wе now turn to non_сanoniсal inflесtion. Stеms may show minor
altегnations' suсh as stгеss diffеrеnсеs, and various sеgmеntal altеrnations, гight
up to supplеtion ($З.4'2). Sorтеtimеs thе altеrnation follows thе valuеs of an
agrееmеnt fеaturе, so it is tеmpting to bеliеvе that thе altеrnation is also n-rarking
agrеrmеnt. For instanсе, thе Frеnсh verb sоуoir .know' in thе prеsеnt tеnsе has
diffеrеnt stеms in thе singular and plural:

( l  l ) Stеrn altегnаtion in Frеnсh 1-ollowing a fеaturе valuе

sayoй. .know'

singular pluгal

I
2
з

sals
sai s
salt

savons
savеZ
saVеnt

Hеrе thе stеm altеrnation shadows thе nr.rmbеr valr"rе. Еqually wе find Inany сasеS
whеrе thеrе is no suсh сorrеspоndеnсе with a molphosyntaсtiс tЪaturе. Сonsidеr
thеsе prеsеnt tеnsе vегbs in Russian, еaсh with a сonsonant altегnation in thе
stеm:
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Pе m6е pе:fu. (*Pе m6е fu.)
3sс.г flsh 3sс.г: sеe.3sс.г
.Shе saw a fish.'

Skou has striсt subjесt-objесt-vеrb word оrdеr. Thе initial subjесt pronoun is
normally prеsеnt: .spеakеrs prеfеr frее pronouns to bе prеsеnt in addition to
subjесt сlitiсs' (Dоnohuе |999:,7)' though thе pronoun сan bе droppеd if it is first
оr sесond pеrson. It may also not appеar .ifthе subjесt ofthе сlausе has alrеady
bееn еstablishеd as a topiс of disсоursе' (Donohuе 200Зa:480). Furthеrmorе'
Dоnohuе arguеS' thе pronoun is not an instanсе of topiсalization.

Thе сlitiсs, markеd off by .-', distinguish two numbеrs./thrее pеrsons, and
within thе third pеrson singular two gеndеrs. I glоss thеm as masсulinе and
fеmininе (as in Donohuе 2000). About onе third of thе vrrbs takе only thе сlitiс,
othеrs likе/иe .sее' havе additional agrееmеnt. Thе lattеr vеrbs vary intеrеstingly
in how many distinсtions thеy makе; thе verb fuе 

.sее' in thе еxamplеs givеn
abovе makеs a thrее-way distinсtion: third singular fеmininе, all plurals and thе
rеSt.

Wе havе what appеar to bе сlitiсs marking subjесt agrееmеnt. As thе ungram-
matiсal variants of ( 1 3) and ( 14) show, thеy arе obligatory. Thе rеmaining quеstion
is thеn .Arе thеy rеally сlitiсs?' Donohuе (1999) givеs thrее argumrnts to indiсatе
that thеy arе. Thе сlitiсs arе phonologiсally indеpеndеnt of thе vеrb root, whilе
subjесt prеfixеs whiсh oссur with somе vеrbs (as in (15) though notwithfuе
.sее') show a variеty of altеrnations. Sесond' thе сlitiсs can attach to wоrds of
morе than onе syntaсtiс сatеgory, in partiсular to .adjunсt nominals'. Thеsе arе
nouns whiсh еxpand thе othеrwisе rеstriсtеd vеrbal lехiсon; thеy havе a fixеd
positiоn adjaсеnt to thе vеrb. Dеpеnding on thе vеrb, thе сlitiс's host is еithеr thе
adjunсt nominal or somеtimеs it is thе vеrb. Еxamplе (15) shоws thе veтb hйng
.sit' and its adjunсt nominal tа,sеating'..

(  1s) Titi_ni:ne kе:ta k-ing tang
fathеr's.еldеr.bгother- 1sс.свN: 1sG.DAT 3sс.м:sеating Зsс.м-sit сanoе
.Мy unсlе sat down in thе сanoe.,

Hеrе wе sее thе сlitiс on an adjunсt nominal, whilе a vеrb likе .shoot'' whiсh
also has an adjunсt nоminal, would havе thе vеrb root as host for thе сlitiс.
A third aIgumеnt (Donohuе 20ОЗa:484) is that various disсoursе markегs сan
intеrvеnе bеtwееn thе agrееmеnt prеflx and thе proсlitiсs. This suggеsts that wе
аrе dеaling with сlitiсs, though with сlitiсs whiсh arе сlosеr to inflесtions than to
frее words. Thеsе arе just onе of thе mеans of marking agrееmеnt in Skou, and
willbе disсussеd again in thе nеxt sесtion. Bеforе lеaving (15) it is worth noting
that possеssion is markеd by thе dativе pronoun' whiсh is a сlitiс, and also with a
gеnitivе; thus Skou has .doubling' of agrееmеnt within thе noun phrasе as wеll as
in subjrсt agrееmеnt. Thеrе сan еvеn bе triplе marking in thе noun phrasе (Мark
Donohuе, pеrsonаl сommuniсation).

Multiple expol

Morphosyntaсti
by morе than о
In Aтсhi we fln,

19.71a: |27-З0'
d-aS-a-г-еj-r-u-Тu
п-of.me-sеlf-rr.sl
'my own (empha

d. signals gеndl

ing Kibrik's t
eaсh with аn ir

mbеr maтkеr). B
the seсond suffix. l
an agrееmеnt slоt
(the d-), a sufflxеd

of -r.). Thе for

umbеr сombinatiо
typе ale problеmatir

(|992:З2З-9) s
of morphology (l

, disсussеd in thе 1а
altеrnations (mс

adjunсtnominal (jusl

(Donohue 1999' disсus
Tе tr:i
3pr 3рr,:fall.pl
.They fell ovет.'

first word /e is thе th,
iс. disсussеd in $3.2.3.
сonsonant and vоwеl n

сonsidеrеd supplеtivе.
rj thе third pетson ph

mаkе morе sеnsе.
Donohuе. Thus (17) h

(16) is an еvrn с

inсtions a.rr drawn at
isms within thе pa
too.

tn thе Arсhi еxamplе (l
сontrollеr, in rеspес
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' .2,4 Mult ipleexРФmrmсe

N,Iогpi iosупtaсl iс [ 'е;-ttшге va[шеs" i l lс iшсl iшg t]lrзsе toг i lgгееIl lсnt" l l l i ly
.. г. ' lr] izеd bу mогс thaп o:зс {'огiшai. l[. l  trеat this as lсss са.l- l lэmiсl ltr thап si i lglе
.| lr l l1СПeС. In Агсhi w,е f iпсl:

i : ' i l l  iK ib r i k  19]]a:  |2]  З0 .  з2( ) '  ]99 .1:  З  l8  22)
| i  d-as-a-г-е. j  г-u- iu- l  Т l tп l l l - l

t t -с l l ' . lnе-sеl t  nx-sL]ГГl\  l l -st . lГF l ,\ , r t- lз- l , t  ш i fс
' i n ' V  ОWl l  ( еn rphа t i с )  w i i с .

lhl lr l i t ial 11- signаis geп(lеl. nТ slngш]iaг ltEГееtl lс l .1[. l{ехt is ; lL 1згtlt- lоl- l . l iшi lLt slсl-тi.
Iлсrl. lbi lоrving Ki lзгi]]<.s ашalysis" t i . lсгс ltге twо ссl lт lplсx sшtf]xеs tr.сlг ft lг;тl i l lg
; ' , l iсrtr 'сs. еaсh rvi[h lt lr iпtегшаI aEn.се1-l lL^j1t slс.t; r l-Гi1V-lr аl lс.{ r,1-GN-rl (G,V:

::пtiсr/nunlbег tnlш.ltсг). l]tltil srl['1ixеs агс t-lsесl hегс" witir thе flгst zl сlго1..1эесt
nl i i lгс thе sесOnd sшrl lХ. 

.Гhе 
Т]rr lt l  suttf iх -/ lr- сnегivсs аl l  ас{.jссf ivе. al l11 hгlr lgs

l i irh it аn agl.ееl l-}еПt slo[ (r latшгal l lу). Тhurs wе har,с it 1эгеfixесi uеtrсlсг/lrшllt[зег
lt l iгkеt (thе r/-), a sшtxixеrt ntlг lrr ( ihе i iпan z.) anс] tц, 'о iпleгпаl tогrl ls (thе оthег
. lLrt lI. l .e]lCeS ot - l .-). Thс ft lшг lnшгntегs lш.е al l  thе salnе. i l . l  ihat thеy lnaгi< th'е l .;шll lс

l]. l .\0l l/numbеI соl l lL l iпl l i t lш tог agгееl: lеl lI wit l .r thс sl lшrе сol- ltгоl lег. Agгсеlnеrris
' , l .thjs tУРе аге pгoh1сшlшtiс tbг arlalуsеs h;rsес1 t lгt tI lе пtlt ioп o1'fuш.lсt iоn;rl hеltсls,
. i 'Spеnсег(|992:З2З 9) shоivs. ai ld аге sfгоl lgеviсtеl- lсе sшtrэ1-lогt i l . lcгеal iz- l i l iL lпlul

l iссоitnls o1.nroгpl iоlояv (Stшшrp 200 l. 3.7).

Skou. djsсшssесj iп ttr lе {;tst sеr:t iol l" t- l . . l tгxrs а.Цгссl. l- lеr l-г xзy si lb. iесt сnlt lс ( i l l i  vегiэs)"

r '()] lsoЛitnt altеГIlat iопs (rтlоst vr:г.bs), vt,wс[ сhаtl.Чсs (s011lе vегtэs) aшсl aitсгlrш1iошь
rrl.thс aсljunсt tloril iiral (.jшst ti-lгсе vегtэs ). Ttrrе fo]lоrл',irlg ехаr.nptс has al} tlrеsс [ypеs
i '| пlагkin.g:

Skоu (Drlnohuс l 999. .. l isсшs:с-сl iI l  Atlсiсгl;t l i l  200 i : l0)
i l 71  Тс  i е - i

3 t , r  ] t " t - - t r l l l I . l , l  З r t  - go .З t , l -
. Т l " с }  

l  . ' '  l  '  ' r  . ' l . .  
.

Тhе l iгst п,orсt 1с is thе thiгсl pxltгax proпtl ltr l .  Тhе fоtrxоwiпg lс- is thс аgгееir lg
с]it iс. disсussссl iп $3.2.З. Its h()st l  is :1rе pnuгal 1oгl l- l  t l f  thс aсijrr l lсt l lol- l- l i l lа] l /. l i :
t]]е с0IlS0llttlli aПd V()ц/еl пloс1itiсаtion гl its ршгltс.tigгlr is sr.lсh thаt tliis itсlrl' сoш]с1
hе сonsidегесl sшрplеtivе. Nеx.t wе havс t lrе аРгесtl lеш]| pге[iх r-" whiсh соl. l lbi l . iеs
r.r ' i lh гi thе thiгсi регsош 

.plLIг;rI of thе vсгb l.с "gt). to 3, lе1сl zl. Тhеsе dгаrпatiс ; l l tег.
nаtions lriаkе llloГе sеilsiс r'vhеl.l sееl.t aРalшst thе lсss е;{tге1llс сxalrrplеs 1lгсsеlltесtr
br Doлohше. Thus (i7) hаs шgГcеl l lеI]. i  шrltг ltесl f i l t lг t iпlеs. Hоwсr,ег, thе ,Aгсhi
i]Iamplс ( i6) is а1l еt./сl l  с lеагег i l- lstatlсе о{. rпшnтiplе еXpоtlеIlсе. sirrсе trhе sl ltпс
dist i lсt it l i ls ltге с1гawl. l;xt еасj l pоsi l iol l  (whiIе thе Skош шlш.kегs shоw сl i ff 'егеl l l
s),nсl.еtisills r,t.,itl.rira 1llе paгaсligm) itnсl thе Aгсhi ftlпns aге pn.rtlпolo.sliса]]y rтlогс
siпi lar loсl"

In thе ,Aгсh j еxаl-lt'l{с ( l6) и.е s;tlv [.с.lшг llегееixlепt strots. {oг itgгееnl-tеl1t with thе
'utпtt,t'сllltrrtllr,r", ilr геspссt of t].rе 'it.lпzс't'еd|ilrе.\. Fошг aрpеars lо bе thе lll;iy!ll]lш]тl

17
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numbеr of Samе-сontrollеr agrееmеnt slots. As a variant of thе samе-сontrollеr
typе, thе diffеrеnt slots of thе targеt may show agrееmеnt with thе samе сon_
trollеr, but with diffеrеnt mоrphologiсal pattеming; this is found in Skou, and
in thе Daghеstanian languagе Khinaiug (Corbеtt |991r: |I9-2З). Wе also find
targrts with morе than onе agrееmеnt slot, whiсh agrее with a singlе сontrollеr
in rеspесt of diffеrеntfеаturеS. Thus Maltеsе impеrfесtivе vеrbs agrее with thеir
subjесt prеflxally in tеtms of pеrsоn (and to a limitеd еxtеnt in gеndеr) and suf-
fixally in tеrms of numbеr (Fabri 1993: 94). Furthеrmorе, thеrе arе tаrgеts with
mоrе than onе agrееmеnt slоt, for agrееmеntwith dffirепt сontrollеrs, but thеsе
arе not еxamplеs of multiplе еxponrnсе, sinсе diffеrеnt morphosyntaсtiс spесifi-
сations arе bеing rea|ized. Thus vrrbs may agrее with both subjесt and objесt; for
disсussion of handling suсh сasеs by thе usе of .layеrеd fеaturеs' srr Andеrson
(\992:93_100); an altеmativе, .taggеd fеaturеs,, is prеsеntеd inZwickу (1986a).
Most сomplеx is thе situation in whiсh wе find diffеrеnt agrеrmеnt slots for whiсh
diffеrеnt сontrollеrs сompеtе. Undеr thе right сirсumstanсеS, agrееmеnt with a
givеn сontrollеr may bе found in morе than onе slot, giving multiplе еxponenсе
(an intеrеsting ехamplе is found in thе Chukotko-Kamсhatkan languagе Itеlmen;
sее Bobaljik & Wurmbrand2002).

" : :
;  : :  : : : : : : j. " " " : :

Agrееmеnt motpholоgy is thе ,prеrеquisitе, for agrееmеnt. If thе
targеt doеs nоt havе thе mеans to rea|ize thе agrееmеnt fеaturеs, thеn wе havе
no еvidеnсе for agrееmеnt. (of сoursе' onе сan сlaim that wе havе invisiblе
agrееmеnt in еxamplеs \|ke shе сamе уerslus thеу саmе , but if all Еnglish еxamplеs
wеrе likе this thеn thеrе would bе no еvidеnсе fоr agrееmеnt.) Moryhologiсal
prеrеquisitеs vary frоm bеing mеt quitе gеnеrally (for instanсе, any Russian vеrb
will show nurnbеr agrееmеnt) down to еxtrеmеly limitеd instanсеs (as wе notеd
in $1.4.2 only оnе adjесtivе сan show numbеr agrееmеnt in Kuwaa).

Wе start with еxamplеs whеrе thе сatеgory (pаrt of spеесh) of thе targеt is suffi-
сiеnt to mееt thе mоrpholоgiсal prеrеquisitеs ($3.3.1). For instanсе, in a partiсular
languagе any adjесtivе will havе thе nесеssary mеans to rea|tze agrееmеnt. Thеn
thеrе arе instanсеs whеrе, in rеalizing onе agrееmеnt fеaturе, anothеr fеaturе has
a rolе ($З.3.2). An еxamplе would bе a languagе in whiсh gеndеr agrееmеnt is
possiblе, but only togеthеr with a givеn numbеr valuе; hеrе thе othеr fеaturе (num-
bеr) is thе prеrеquisitе. And thеn thеrе arе diffеrеnt typеs of lеxiсal prеrеquisitеs:
in somе languagеs Wе сannot simply say that ,vеrbs agrее'; instеad .somе vеrbs
agrее' аnd thе intеrеst is in dеtеrmining whiсh. or еlsе, thе ways in whiсh tar-
gеts of thе samе сatrgory shоw agrееmеnt may diffеr, anothеr typе of lеxiсal
prеrеquisitе (s3.3.з). Thе notiоn of dеfесtivеnеss fits nехt ($З.3.4), followеd by
thе unusual phеnomеnon of .сollaborativе' agrееmеnt ($З.3.5). Thеsе prеrеqui-
sitеs aге tо bе distinguishеd from .сonditions', whiсh сan сomr into play onсе

arе mеt. \

thеm and prеrеqui

Category Prerr

As wе saw in i
. Somеtimеs wе
in Russian vеrbs
agrее prеrеquisil

Fеature prere

Naturally wе n

agе rеalizеs in its m

intwo ways:thс

intеraсtions bеtwееn f

First, wе may say that z

t thеrе may bе variation

Uppеr Sorbian
(1s) wбn je pil

he bе'3sс wl
.hе wrotе'

Hеrе wе havе pеriphrastiс r

and pеrson, whilе thе past

сasе that not all targеts shi

Thе sесond rеason why

sion of onе fеaturе may dе

plеs (2)-(4), showing agrr

plural, wе find that thе fol

Russian
(19) nov-yе йumal.

nеw-PL magaz
.nеw magаzinеl

(20) nov-yе knig.
nrw-Pl book
.nеw books,

(2\) nov.yе pis,m-
nеw-гt- lеttеr(-
.nеw lеttетs,

Thе plural adjесtivе is lt

Russian: gеndеr distinсt
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drе prеrеquisitеs arе mеt. Wе tlisсuss сonditions in сhaptеr 6 and thе distinсtiоn
htwееn thеrn and pгеrеquisitеs is сlarif iеd in $6.3.l.

l.3.l Cаtegory Prerequisites ... .. . ]. . : .:.l .:: . . :. .].... |.l l .]l l:. . l. i i.. l. l]. : .

As wе saw in $2.2, thе сatеgory of thе targеt has a major еf1Ъсt on
аgrееmеnt. Somеtimеs Wе сan statr morphologiсal prегеqr"risitеs at this lеvеI. For
еxаmplе, in Russian vегbs anсl ad.jесtivеs agrее br-rt advеrbs dо not. Bеsidеs thе
аgrее/nоt aglее prеrеquisitеs thеrе arе fеatuгal prеrеquisitеs, to whiсh Wе now
tum.

] .5 .2  Feа tu re  p re requ i s i t eS  .  . . . '  l : l  : .  l l  l l l l . ]  l ] l .  . .  ] ] ]  ] l : :  ] : .  :  ' . :  .  . : .  l l l l l l . l .

Naturally wе nееd to spесify whiсlr agrееrтеnt fЪatuгеs a partiсulaг
languagе rеalizеs in its moгpholсlgy. But a simplе list of thеsе fеaturеs сan bс
inadеquаtе in two ways: thеге сan bе intегaсtior.rs o1.f.еaturеs with targеt сatеgогiеs,
аnd intеraсtions bеtwееn fеatuгеs. Wе сonsidеr thеsе in turn.

First, wе may Say that a givеn languagе has agrееmеnt in partiсr-rlaг fЪaturеs,
but thеrе may bе vaгiatiоn among thе agrееmеnt targеts:

Uppеr Soгbian
(l8) w6n iе pisа-l

hе bе.Зsс writе-гs.r.[м.sс]
.hе Wrotr'

Hеrе wе havе pеriphгastiс ехprеssion ($3.a.З): thе auxiliary vегb agrееs in numbег
аnd pеrson' whilе thе past partiсiplе agrееs in numbеr and gеndеr. It is ollеn thе
сasе that not all targеts show all possiblе fеaturеs.

Thе sесond rеason why a sirтplе list of fеaturеs is inadес1uatе is that thе ехprеs.
sion of onе fеaturе may dеpеnd on anothеr fеaturе. Еarliег wе saw Russian ехaшl_
ptеs (2)_(a)' showin.Ц аgrееmеnt in gеndеr. If wе сhangе thеm tiuт singular to
plural, wе find that thе tbгm for еaсh is idеntiсal:

Russian
(l9) nov-yе йuгnаl.у

nе\\  PI  r l l l gaz i l tе (v) -eL
,nеw magazinеs'

t20r  nov-\  е  kn i r - i
nеW-PL book(н)-еr
.nеw books'

(2D ntlv-yе pis,nr-i i
nеw-Pt, lеttег(ш)*вt-
.nеw lеttеrs'

ТhеplLrral аdjесtivе is tlol,,1,е.nеw'. Thus gеndеr is сonstгainеd bу numbеr in
Russian: gеndег distinсtions irге found only in thе singular numbсг, thеy arе
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nеutralizеd in thе plural.l This сonforms tо Grееnbеrg's univеrsal numbеr 37 .A

languagе nеvеr has mоrе gеndег сatеgoriеs in nоnsingular numbеrs than in thе
singulаr' (Grееnbеrg |96З: |12). Thеrе arе furthеr univеrsal сonstraints of this
typе (for whiсh sее Grееnbеrg 1963, and for disсussion of сountеr-еxamplеs srе
Baеrman, Brown & Сorbеtt 2005: 83, 87_90). Thеrе aге also somе languagе-
spесifiс prеrеquisitеs. Bоth univеrsals and languagе-spесifiс prеrеquisitеs may
involvе just thе agrеrmеnt fеaturеs, or Ihеy may rеfеr tо othеr fеatuгеs too. For
instanсе, Russian vеrbs show agrоеmеnt in gеndеr only whеn in thе past tеnsе
($a.2.1); gеndеr is an agrrеmеnt fеaturе in RЦssian, whilе tеnsе is not. Thе gеnеral
issuе of forms not making all thе distinсtions whiсh might bе еxpесtеd (that is,
singlе fоrms fllling morе than onе potrntial се11 in a paradigm) is a hot topiс
in morphology. It is .synсrеtism', in thе broad sеnsе of thе tеrm. Its spесifiс
impоrtanсе for agrееmеnt is indiсatеd in $З.4.1 bеlow.

Bеfоrе lеaving fеaturе intеraсtiоns, wе should сonsidеr an important and
unusual onе fоund in Kayardild. Sеvеral (but not all) оf thе сasеs of Kayardild
arе what Еvans сalls ,verЪa|izing сasеs' (еarliеr .vеrbal сasеs,, 200З:2|4n|З).
Various domains involvе vеrbalizing сasе, and onсе an еlеmеnt is markеd by
vеrbalizing сasе, it will takе agrееmеnt in tеnsе, aspесt, mood and polarity. For
еxamplе, bеnеflсiariеs takе thе vеrbalizing dativе сasе markеr -mаru- (оriginaG
ing in a vеrb mеaning .put' but now intеgratеd into thе сasе systеm). As a rеsult,
thеy thеn takе vеrbal inflесtions for tеnsе, aspесt and mood:

Kavardild (Evans 2003: 215)
ngada waa-jarта wangalт-ina ngijin-maru-tharтa thabuju-maru-thaпа
lsс.шoм sing-гsт song-MoD_ABL my-v_DAT-PsT brothеr-v_одт-psт
.I sang a song for my brothеr.,

Thе itеms bеaring thе vеrbalizing dativе hеrе show tеnsе. Furthеrmorе, (23)
illustratеs polarity (in thе sеnsе of nеgation):

(2з) ngada waa-nangku WangalT-u ngijin-maru-nangku thаbuju-maru.nangku.
lsс.шoм sing-швс.гoт song-MoD_PRoP my-v_DAT-NЕG'PoT brothег.v_пдт-NЕG.PoT
.I won't sing a song for my brothеr.'

Wе сan сontrast thе еxamplеs of vеrbalizing сasе with thе .ordinary' сasеs оf
Kayardild, rеprеsеntеd hеrе by thе ablativе and instrumеntal (Еvans 20ОЗ:2О7):

( )4 t dan-kinaba-nguni dangka-naba-nguni mirra-nguni wangal-nguni
this-двt--Iшs man-ABL-INs good-rшs boomеrans-tшs
.with this man's bоomеrang'

In (24) thеrе arе no tеnsе/aspесt/mood/polаrity markеrs. Thе main point is that
onсе thе сasе is sеlесtеd, this dеtеrminеs whеthеr thеrе will bе marking of
tеnsе/aspесt/mood/polarity: with vеrbalizing сasеs (as in (22) and (23)) thеrе
is' with оrdinary сasеs (as in (24)) thеrе is not. of сoursе, it is unwisе to labеl

l In the standаrd languagе, thе oblique сasеs оfoDс .bоth, mаkе a single еxсеption.

(22)

g in Kayаrdild .ordinar

up in $4.4. l l .  Thе abla l

to thе hеаd, whilе thе inst

тest of thе сlausе, and is
in 54.5.2 to thе quеsttо
and pоlarity aS agrеrmе]

Lexiсal Prerequis
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Maсеdonian adjесtiv
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tivеs (or Whatеvеr word сlass.
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In Maсеdоnian this lеxiс:

phonology. (Thosе without a]
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somе dialесts аnd not in othе
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' lr l\lhin.g in Kayaldilсl .OrdinaГ)r'. Thе oгdinaгу сtlsеs i l l (2.:l) shоw сasе stасlring

t.ri,сп up in $,1.4. l). Thе abtrativе сitsс i l ldiсatеs tlrе геlаrtiorr оf thе phrasе .this

l l l, lп't0tl lе hеad. whilе thе instrumсlital ir-rdiсаtеs tl-rе геlatiсlrl of thе laгgег р1rгt.rsе
l. 'Ihс геst оlthе сlatrsе. allс.l is n.raг[<есl on al1 еlеll. lсl.tls oГ thе li iгgег plrгasс. Wе

гlttrш in .8.1.5.2 to thе quеstiсln of wl.rеthег ц,е shoulсi гесоgnizе iеtrsс. aspесt,

llllцlil lnсl po1alit1, as lrgrее1llс11t tЪatr.rrеs.

].]'3 Lexiсаl prerequisites

Wе lravс sееn сiеitг с1iГlbгсnсеs bеtwееn woгсtr сlassеs in tl.rе agrес-

llсПt\ thrv sholv ($2.2). Foг somс lan.Цuagеs thе gеnегalizations сall al1" oг nсaгly

.ri]. bс statсd at this Iеrlеl. ТhLrs ltlг Russial-r vегbs а.Чгее in pсrsot.t anсl nurmbег (irr

thс поn-рast) anсl in nutlbег and gсnсiеr ir-r thе рast, aсl.jссtivеs l.ravе thеiг agгсс-

rllсnt tЪaturеs (si:с 5s4.2. 1)' aпс.1 so oп. trn otl.rег larrgr-ragсs wе tlnс1 gгеаrt с1itr'['сгсnсеs

;rrtl l l l i wогсl сlassеs. lrs thеsс Maсесloniаn aсljесtivсs i l lustгatе:

Maсесklnian aсljссt ir,сs (Viсtoг Fгiесl l lаt l  l993: 266 7 arlсl регsorlal
сопtmr.tniсat irэn )

пlasсul inе fЪn.rir.rinе tlсLltсl. ц l t lss

kasrnсtl i j l l l uсkу

t l lZе tl.еsh

Тr.piсal пativе ltсljес[ivсs l ikе ziоr' .пеw, с1isti l lguislr thгее gепсtrеГs allсl two llull l-

hегs. Aсljесtivеs |ikc kusпrctl i. ia .1tlс1<у, agгее in numbег but no1 in gеndег. on thе

rlthегhаnd. ful:с.tiеsl.r,aпLl l ld.iссtiVеs l ikе it аге itlсiссlinablе' thеy aге шnirhlе trl

.rцгес. Tlris mеatls that Wе сi-ll-lllOt tl';:сеssaгily saу that in a .Цivеl.r langLragе aсljсс-

tir.еs (оr whatеrlег wtlгс] сlass wе I.ravе il.r п.iiпс1) itgгсс in paгtiсr-r1аг fЪtttuгсs. Тl-rеге

пау bе vaгiatioп within i l-rс woгсl сlass: iп o11rсг wогсls rvе l lееd irrl 'ornratiorr abor-rt

plrr1iсular. iеxiсal itеrns.
In Maссdorliап ihis lсхiсal infогrrlation сan largеly Ье pгесliсtеd Ггonl thе

phonоlоgу. (Thtlsе wil.hoLrl. a full paгadigtn aгс lэoггowings" rrraiпiу l 'гoпl Тшгkish.

шd this is rпanilЪs1 in thсiг rlltlгpholсlgy.) Aсl.1есtivеs witlr thе stеrn еt.rсlil.rg il-l

/i l-. l ikе l iсlsпtеt-l ij-а.luсky.. lтtaгlt t.tl-tm1эсг orrly. Thosе with 1hе stеtl-l епt]it-tg i l l

it t.otvеl aLе inсlссlinablе. Tl.rсlsе witi-l thе stеt.t.t епсlirlg il-l ll сtlt.tsоllant tурiсаlly

dесlinе. Nirtir,с ad.jесtivеs rvit1r thс slеt-tl il.l a с()llsonaЛt ll-ri;st inflесt ftiг.Цеnсtсг arrсtr

пurlbсг. l i lrе l iot."t-tеw.. F{owеvег. tlaсгс is a slnall nuпlbег сlГboгrowiтrgs ц,hiсil

donotdесlinе. Iikс slr1-lсr.'sLtрег,. Thс Tuгkish tэoггowing /сil l..blirrс1. сlес]Linеs ir-l

sоmс dialесts and not iп otl.rегs.

kaslnеtl i l
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A sесond еxamplе сomеs fiоm Ingush. Coшparе two vеrbs, both of whiсh havе
thе еxpеriеnсеr in thе dativе and thе stimulus in thе absolutivе:

Ingush (Nakh brаnсh of Nakh-Daghеstanian, Niсhols 1989: l59)

Vеrb agrееmеnt in Tt

I

I I

l п

IV

t/п

ЛI/Iv

Hеrе .wеak' and .strong' dеsс

sonantal, whilе thе Wеak onrs

paradigm (two numbегs and I

Sоmе vrrbs сonsistеntly usе

aссording to aspесt and mood

a fossilizеd prеvеrb and thе rr

(  t 5 ) Illustratlvе strong a

I
П
III
IV

(26)

(21)

(28)

(2e)

suona v.iеza sеj vaSa
lsс. l lдт I- l ikе my brothег(r)[нвs]
.I likе mу bгothег,

suona j-ieza sеj
lsс.t lдт п-l ikс mу
.I l ikе my sistеr'

suonа d-iеza уz
l sс.oдт t lt- l ikе this
.I I ikе this сhi ld'

suona b-ieza уz
lsс.пдт тv-l ikе this
.I l ikе this сow,

J rsa
sistеr(tt)[нвsl

biеr
сhild(tп)[нвs]

jеtt

сow(tv)[lвs]

Thе vеrb -iеzа ,|Ike' agrееS with thе absolutivе argumеnt in gеndеr and numbеr
(singular in all our ехamplеs hеrе). Now сoшparе gи .Sее':

(30) suona gu sеj vaЁa
lsG.DAТ sее my brothеr(t)[нвs]
.I sее my brothет'

(3l) suona gu sеj j iЁa
1sс.одт Sее my sistеr(п)[,l.вs]
.I sее mу sistеr'

(з2) suona gu уZ biеl
lsс.одт sее this сhild(irI)[нвs]
.I sее this сhild'

(з.]') suona 8u уz jеll
lsG.DAT sее this сow(тv)[нвs]
.l sее this сow,

This vеrb doеs not шark agгееmеnt' but thе syntax is not affесtеd' Wе notеd in
$l.4.2 that ovеrall only around ЗОvo of Ingush vеrbs show agrеrmеnt. Thus wе
nееd lехiсal infbrmation to dеtеrminе agrrеmеnt hеrе. Thе quеstion is whеthеr
this infbrmation is itsеlf prеdiсtablе. It is in paгt: to bе inflесtablе, a vеrb must
bе vowеl initial in lngush, but bеing vowеl initial doеs not guarantее that it will
infl есt (Johanna Niсhols, pеrsonal сommuniсation).

As wе saw with Мaсеdonian adjесtivеs, lеxiсal vaгiation сan bе amattеr not just
of agrееing or not agrееing, but of diffеrrnсеS within thе targеts whiсh agrее. If wе
lоok at onr of our kеy languagеs, Tsakhuг, wе find grеat variеtу. Vеrb inflесtiоns
arе of two typеs, labеllеd strong and wеak.2 with thе following agrееmеnt markrгS:

2 .Wеak' and .strоng, irrе сonvеniеnt labсls for inflесtional tуpcs whiсh mау bе opposed in various
wауs. Thе tеПns go baсk at lеast as Iаг as Jaсob Grimm (Prans Plank' ретsonal сommul-tiсаtitln).

SG

TIIT
ПVIv

Agrееmеnt is with thе abso

instanсrs of assimilation (tht

Tsakhur paгadigms whiсh w

both strong and wеak tуpеs п

fuг1hег intегеst ing sуnсгеt isr

Wrak nor Strong vеrbs alont

thеsе vеrbs takе both sеts o1

vеrbs oГ d iГГегеnt tуpеs is  g i

whеrе thе nоtiol.r is that to makе

thе stгong do not. Howеvег' as t

vtrгiоus analоgiсallу ге1atеd wa1

PL
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(З6) Typеs of vеrbal stеm in Tsakhur

Thus to dеtеrminе agrrеmеnt, thе fеaturе spесifiсation dеpеnds on thе gеndег/
numbеr of thе absolutivе argumеnt, whilе thе sеt of inflесtions to bе usеd dеpеnds
on thе vеrb, whеthеr it is strong or wеak (and for mixеd vеrbs it dеpеnds also
on aspесt and mood). As a rеsult, thе form оf thе inflесtions variеs' and alsо
thе spесifiс distinсtions drawn (spесiflсally, whеthеr in thе singular thе syn-
сrеtiс forms arе thosе for gеndеrs I and II or thosе for I and IV). This would
appеar prоblеmatiс for analysеs whiсh involvе moving mоrphеmеs fгom nоdе
to nodr, sinсе thе information to bе rеalizеd dеpеnds on thе typе of vеrbal
Stеm.

Whеn tаrgеts havе to bе dividеd intо inflесtional сlassеs' as in Tsakhur, thе
сlass into whiсh a partiсular itеm falls may bе prеdiсtablе tо diffеrеnt dеgrееs.
Мorеоvеr, thе diffеrеnt сlassеs may mаkе diffеrеnt distinсtions' as is thе сasе in
Tsakhur, or thе distinсtions may bе thе samе but just thе phonologiсal matеrial
involvеd may bе diffеrеnt (wе havе sееn suсh an instanсе in Russian, disсussеd
furthеr in S4.2.2).

Finally' thеrе arе instanсеs whеrе partiсular lеxiсal itеms rеquirе spесifiс and
quitе idiosynсratiс lеxiсal information to bе stoгеd. Thus, as Wе SaW in $2.4.9,
in Arсhi Somе pеrsonal pronouns agrее with thе absolutivе argцmrnt, but only
whеn thеy arе in spесifiс сaSеS. And in Еnglish thе vеrb bе makes idiosynсratiс
аgrееmеnl, d ist i nсtiоns.

3.5.4 Defeсtiveness i{{iiЁ..\lii1$}iiiiiiiiiii.iiii$*iiiiii}iiiiiiiti$]iii$iitsi.ii$i:iЁЁi.iiii1ЁЁl$ti\\ii.!.1iiiliii*iЁi$siiЁiiili]$:Цi.iii.iiil{iiii

Dеfесtivеnеss dеpеnds on a notion of what сan bе rеasonably
еxpесtеd. An impеrsonal vеrb is nоt еxpесtеd tо havе a first pеrson singular
form. Similarly an ant with six lеgs is finе, whilе a spidеr with sеvеn is dеfесtivе.
It is not thе samе as uninflесting, whеrе an itеm is simply mоrphologiсally inеrt
(as arе many vеrbs in Ingush, $3.3.3); dеfесtivеnеss impliеs thе laсk of spесifiс
fоrms, whiсh thе lеxеmr might rеasonably bе еxpесtеd to havе. Thе Russian vеrb
pobеdit, .win, has all thе еxpесtеd foгms' apаrt from onе:

3 Тhe numbег of vеrbs соuntеd is no lonsеr availablе.

*pobейd-u / *pol

win.pгv-1sс / wj
'I wil l win'

of thе rеason for this n
ion ($3.2.2), but sp

,collaborativе

This is a сuriС
isitеs for agrееmrn

of thе dual numbеr (fot
idеd). This hаs prodl
s languagеs. In Russi
thеmsеlvеs in thе non

thе fеmininе form dуе:

аn
dv-е sosn
tWo-F.NoM pinе(
.two pinеs'

numеral govеms thе fo
strеss in this еxamnle t

. It is only bесausе thе n
gеndеr is not distingu

isite was disсussеd in
that form by thе numеrа
the numеral, hеnсе thе tt
thе hеadеdnеss rеlations

$б.6. In this Russian еxa
a.rе сommonplaсе if or

it govеms its olhеr агgut
ment, likе (18) for inst

subjесt to bе in thе noml

Hеrе wе сonsidi
ion and pеriphrasis. All
геst tor asrrrmrnt.

impеlfесtivе and potеntiaI is

wеak (50%)з

strong (20%)

mixеd (30%)



3'4 Spесiа| morphologiсаl phеnomеnа

*pobейd_u 1 a.po|эeI-u /'ipobеdj-u
win.pп'v- 1sс / win.ггv- lsс / win.гнv- 1sс
'I wil l  win'

Paгtof thе rеason 1br this partiсular gap is that wе would ехpесt thеrе to bе a stеm
iоn ($3.2.2)' but spеakеrs arе not сonfidеnt what it should bе.

3.5.5 ,Collаborative, agreement

This is a сurious phеnomеnon in whiсh thе targеt еstablishеs thе
prеr0quisitеs for agгееmеnt. Ехatr-rplеs havе aгisеn in Slavoniс, as a rеsult of thе
lоssоf thе dual numbеr (for manу nouns thе nominalivе dual and gеnitivе singular
сoinсidеd). This has produсеd сomplеx сonstгuсtions with lоwег numеrals in
variоus languagеs. [n Russian thе numегa]'s dv) a, tw o', rri . thrее, and ё r t у rе . four',
whеn thеmsеlvеs in thе nominativе, takе a noun in thе gеnitivе singular. Dv а ,two,

hаsthе Геmininе Гoгm с/t.с:

Russian
(38) dv-е sosn-f

two-F.NoM pinе(н)-sс.свш
.two 

рinеs'

Thеnumеral govеrns thе foгш ofthе noun, rеquiring it to bе gеnitivе and singular
(thе strеss in this ехamplе shows unarтbiguously that thе noun is gеnitivе singu-
lш). It is only bесausе thе noun is singular that thеrе сan bе agrееmеnt in gеndеr,
sinсе gеndег is not distingr"rishеd in thе plural in Russian (this fеaturе_basеd prе-
rеquisitе was disсussеd in $3.З.2). Sо thе gеnitivе singular noun, rеquirеd to bе
in that form by thе numеral, in turn aсts aS thе сontrollеr tbr gеndег agrееmеnt
of thе numегal, hеnсе thе tеrm .сollaborativе agrееmеnt,. For 1urthег disсussion
оf thеhеadеdnеss rеlations hеrе sее Corbеtt (l993); Wе rrtЦrn to thеsе numеrals
in $6.6. In this Russian еxamplе thе intеraсtion is striking. Howеvеr, suсh еxam-
plеs arе сommonplaсе if onе takеs thе viеw that thе vеrb govеrns its sшbjесt just
аs it gоvеrns its othег argшmеnts. From that viеwpoint еxamplеs of subjесt_vеrb
agrrеmеnt, likе (l8) t-or instanсе, arе also .сollaborativе', in that thе vеrb rеquirеs
ils subjесt to bе in thе rrominativе сaSе and thеn agrrеs with it.

'L4 Speсiаl morphologiсаl phenomena

Hеге wе сonsidеr thгее morphologiсal phеnomеna: synсгеtism, sup-
plеtion and pегiphrasis. Al1 havе bееn mеntionеd bе1bге, but еaсh is of spесial
intеrеst for agrееmеnt.
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3.4.1 Synсretism]ii!:]iiiiii"iэ;iiii.iiiiiiiil*!iiii]iiitili*.i.iiiiiiii.iiii|'iiiiiiji"titiiiiiiiiiiiiiisiiiiiЁi\*iiiii,iii

It is сommon to flnd diffеrеnt nrorphоsyntaсtiс fеaturе spесifiсations
whiсh havе a singlе rea|ization, that is, synсrеtism. Informally, thе morphоlogy
.lеts down' thе syntax, in that it сannot providе diffегеnt rеalizations for all
thе distinсtions rеquirеd. Wе saw еxamplеs in Tsakhur in $З.3.3, and thеrе is
disсussion of thе thеоrеtiсal importanсе of synсrеtism in Baеrman, Brown and
Corbеtt (2005). oссasionally thе еxistеnсе of synсrеtism in targеts, whiсh would
appеar to bе purеly a mattеr of morphology, makеs possiblе a typе of agrееmеnt
whiсh would othеrwisе bе unaссеptablе. Wе shall sее an instanсе in $8.5.2, whеn
wе analуsе gеndеr rеsolution in thе Bantu languagе Сhiсhеwa.

5.4.2Suppletiontiiii:i.чi.iiliiiliijiiii\iilij'iiis$iiti;gisi!i}iiiili;ii{i\]siliзii:i\ili}i!isi!tiii.iliiiii.:i

Supplеtion is found in Еnglish еxamplеs likе go - wеnt, whеrе thе
rеgular оpposition prеSеnt - past is rеalizеd by forms whiсh arе not rеlatеd
phonologiсally. Wе might think that this phеnomеnоn would bе rеstriсtеd to what
I shall сall .inhеrеnt, fеaturеs (s4.2.3). Howеvеr, supplеtiоn сan bе invоlvеd in
agrееmеnt, as Wе saw in $1.4.2:

Norwеgian (BokmAl' Torе Nesset, pегsonal сommuniсation)

(Еva Hajicov6 and Jarmi]
by-l.a jstе
bе.psт-г.sс дuх.2
.You wеrе vеry kin

is a politе еxprеssion, f
ludеd if thеrе wеrе sffе

Thе auxiliary vеrb'

ip|e bу-l-а' litеrallу .wс

havе diffеrеnt valuеs fol

5), and agтееmеnt with l

i:riiiii,::iiiliiiri]ll

Allitеrativе agrее

the bеst-known еxamplеl

widely usеd in thе Bantt

itеrative agrееmеnt, flrst at
mеnt in paгtiсulаr lang

wholе naturе of agrееmе

Alliterative agrt
exPonenсe N

Allitеrativе agrее

ili (Wеlmers |91З:171.)
ki-kapu ki
sс.baskеt(7/8) 7-
.Onе largе baskеt

Thеrе аrе two сharaсtеristiсt

thе соntrollеrhas
tion (ki-kаpu,Ьal

instanсеs whеrе i
singular ofnouns
a s ' 7 ' ) ;
thе samе agrrеm
markеr, for singr
targеts, hеrе adjе

a .Allitеrativе' was first usеd, natu

(з9)

(40)

en lit-еn bit
onе/a smаll-м.sс сar(м)[sс]
.onе small сar'

to smi bil-еr
two small.pr- сar-рr
.two small сars'

Hеrе wе sеr agrrеmеnt (fоr this paгtiсular adjесtivе) еxprеssеd by supplеtiоn.
This is not what Wе еxprсt for сontеxtual fеaturеs (s4.2.3)' and it has intеrеsting
impliсations for what is a pоssiblе word.

5.4.5 Periphrasis iii.}:liiii*iiкiii."{ii*s:*iiiн$iiЁЁi.iiii$ЁiЁi$iniiiЁLф.tii.*is}liЦiiiЧ},е$iiii.t.1ilN}&riiN\ci}.*:iiiiiiii$iiiisi}]tiiiii}j

Pеriphrasis is thе usе of morе than onе word in a се11 of an inflесtional
paradigm. For еxamplе, in Russian .I writе' is.iа piiu,.I wrotе (Iггv), is jа pisаl,
but .I will writе (Iггv)' is jа budu pisаt, .The lattеr vеrb form budu pisal, is said tо
bе pеriphrastiс. Wе notеd a pеriphrastiс form in s3.3.2' and saw how thе diffеrеnt
сomponеnts оf thе pеriphrastiс fоrm may mark diffеrеnt agrrеmrnt fеaturеs.
Hоwеvец thеrе is a subtlеr issue for agrееmеnt, whiсh has bееn largеly unnotiсеd.
It is gеnеrally assumеd that thеrе is a singlе mоrphosyntaсtiс spесiflсation for a
pеriphrastiс сеl1 оf a paradigm (еvеn if diffеrеnt сomponеnts rea|ize diffеrеnt
subsеts of thе fеaturеs). Howеvеr, this is not nесеssаrilу thе сasе' as thе following
еxamplе shows:
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i  , ' , .h lЕr l t  II l r . j iсo l , l i  a; l l i  . [ l tгп l i Iа Раl lеv: l l , , i1 pегst l t la l  сt l t l l lпrt t l iса[ i t l t ls)
]] i  h- i ,_I. l  . is tе vеl l l l i  las l tav- l l

bе-рsт. l . . .sс; ,\ l - i , ! . l i )L 1 ' ,сг) ' ,  Ir iпt . l  г .sс;
' \,оLt tlo,еге r',сг). ir i llсi. ( асlr.i гсssссi iL] lt Wolll iti I l

Ih i '  is  l t  poi i tе еХ]]ге: js iOn" tЪг а s iпз lс adсlГеssее. Тhе pго'oшn l ' l .  "y.L l"  Coшlс]
i .с l r lс iLrdеd i l . thегс Wеге st l .еss o l l  i t"  fbг ins l iшlсе f-ог с. l r l г l . l i s t  ц ' t .v, j :sr , :  !п ' l t t  rс! l l t i
rr,(trrr l). Thс ztuxiI iаг1, vегb. 1hс сl it i i .:.7, it 'с, is sсссlшсj pсгsL]n piшгal. whilс thе pasr

i., l l l iс ip]еbr-i-a. i i tсr l lx ly '\ l , , ,ts., 
is si l . lcUlаг. Тhl ls thе tW() i]aГts of trhс pегiphгаs{iс

' lгh hl lt,е diffЪгепt l ' ,шiurеs fоl. l . l l - l tтlbеl.. Fuг1hег ехaпl1l lеs сап tэе foшnсl iп Сtlшlгiе
lt]7. i). and agгееl1lе]lt ъ, i ih hоnогi1]{' i]гo' loLlx-, ls is сJisсtrssеr. i  f 'r-rгthсг in $'7.7. l .

3.5 Al|iteratf;чle agreerrтemt

, ' . \ l ] i t с l . l r l i r ' t . "  
r ras  ! i t . s1  L i sс r l .  t l l l t l t га] i . r , .  t i i ' 1 l ге1 iх t ' s^ bu i  i l  i s  l l t t t l ' gс . ; lег : t l i zес i  tо  sL t l l i xсs  t t l t l

А l ] iтег;lt ivс l1gгее]llеi-[t сitil
сurnplе:

5шllhi]i (WЪli.nсr's |9]З: |] \ l

t tе i i lшstга iтсс l  wi th th is  wеl ! -kr iоwп Swahl l l

t. l]) ki l iapLr ki.kLrlэwа ki. lnсl. jа l i i - l i_al l .sLlki l
sс ; -bas l ' е t (7/ l { )  7 - Iа lqе  7-onе 7-psr  - l l l l l
.( l l lс I lLt.чс bl lskсt tЪl i . ,

Тhеге аl.е lwсl сit ltг l lсгсr. isI iсs сlf t lr is t3lре оf t l .tt lг1l lrolсlg1, tо bс sсpaгatеd ошt:

]' thс ссl l . l[гoj lег has а пlаrгk.ег w}riсh сiсагiу iпсtiс;-rtсs its 1Ьatшга] i i l l r . lшna.
t it l l l  (/сi./ссlprr . lraskеi"тпагIrs 

t.tt l lr lIэег, аnс1 si l . lсе t l .r is is oIrе оf tI iс tпal ly
i l ls[anrсея wIlеге ir l i lесt iоl l  at lс l gеnсlсг I ir lс u1э. [hс п.lагlrег irrсl iсalеs thе
si l lglI{al ' l l] i .t- it l l . l l . ts i l l  gсtlсiег 7/I3. rvhiсh Bai ltшists ottсrl inсl iсаtс siпl1l iv
шs  . 7 "  ) :

Al i i tегаl,г i l ,е а!lГес1]lеl1[ is t l , i lеl l  саIiес1 ' l t] l i tеl.аt ivе 
сoi. lсогtl .s i l .tсе sol ltе

)] lhс bсSt-kПoWл ехamрIеs aге in Balttt l  laпgгrшuеs. ai lс l i l lе tегl l l  .сol.]e. i .d.
i '  ш' idсlу usссl i l l  t i .tе Eаri lr l ist fгaсtr i l iс l l l .a Тhсгс at.е [Wo, WaуS o{. t l .r i i lk iп.е о['
i] l i tегativе agгсеl l lе1lt" 1iгst as a и,ay t l i .сhal.асtегizi l lg (tr] i l l .[ ., l  J tr.hс rnoгрlrоiо.е3, t l1'
. lg'.ееnlсПt in paгtiсшlaг l irr-rgulagсs" аl i l i  sесtlпсi. l .nt lге гl iсt iсal ly" as а с[aiпl аbout.
lhс 'vholе natiiге tlf .t.gГесnlе1]i sуstеl}l:j. Wе схltl.tзll.lс Тhеsе iш iшгl.l.

j.5,l AfiДлterаtfive agreeнттeвзt as а сharасterEsаtfош оf rmоrрhоlоgнсal
eXр0!nrm€e

tIlе l . 'atтlс i lgГсеl l lеl l t l l l l tгkег ts l .rsесl tЪг аgгеспrеi lI taгgеts (/сl-" t i lе '7"
l-llitl..ltсг. lсl. siilgtlIliг itgгсе}llеilt ъ,itlr .uсllсiег 7/8. oссl-lгs on dit1.егсrli
|aг!lеl s. hе r"е асl iес tlr,e. t.t itt.l.t егa] illrс] r,е гLl ).



з  T } l Е  M o R P H o L o G Y  o F  A G R Е Е M Е N T

Bоth сharaсtеristiсs arе nесеssary. A languagе may mark thе fеatural informa-
tiоn оf сontrollеrs сlеarly, but usе diffеrеnt phonоlogiсal matеrial fоr marking
agrееmеnt on targеts. This would not bе allitеrativе agrееmеnt. And this is not
an .all or nothing' сlassifiсation of languagеs. Swahili ехamplеs arr not all likе
(42)' so it doеs nоt havе full allitеrativе agrееmеnt. Bantu languagеs typiсally
show a high dеgrее of allitеrativе agrrеmrnt, and еlsеwhеrе in thе Nigеr-Сongo
family wе find rvеn morе сonsistеnt еxamplеs, SЦсh aS Amo (spоkеn in north-
сеntral Nigеria, Andеrson 1980) and Uskadе (a Lowеr Сross languagе' Connеll
\981).

Convеrsеly, languagеs whiсh do not normally figurе in disсussions оf allitеra-
tivе agrееmеnt arе oftеn pапlу allitегativе. Indо-Еuropеan languagеs oftеn show
allitеrativе agrrrmrnt, at lеast for a part of thе systеm:

Russian
(4з) Ma5-a ёita-1-а

Masha(г)-sс rеаd-psт-г.sс
.Mаsha was rеading,

Hеrе thе samе markеr -с is found on сontrollеr and targеt. F{owеvег' thеrе arе
many instanсеs whеrе thеrе would bе no suсh rеsеmblanсе in Russian. Еnglish
shows highly un-allitеrativе agrееmеnt, whеrе plural сontrollеrs typiсally havе
-s (and variants), whilе -s in vеrb targеts normally indiсatеs thе singular. on this
viеw, thеrеforе, allitеrativе agrееmеnt is onе еnd of a sсalе along whiсh languagеs
сan bе mеasurеd. A languagе with сonsistеnt allitеrativе agrееmеnt would havе
thе valuеs ofthе agrееmеnt fеaturеs сlеarly indiсatеd on both сontrоllеr and targеt,
and by thе sаmе phonoIogiса l  matеr iаI .5

5.5.2 Radiсal alliterative agreement: а сlaim аЬout agreement
systems!tlЁii!!i\\ii}iiii\:i*tli*.iiil\чiЁi.}iii!jЁ!i!ii!i.\]}}::i:iii-iiisiiii\]*iiiiijЁЁi'чiii$ll]i};ii*хii}iii}iIiiiii${iiiЁiii!]t$i$iii]iiiiii\

Thеrе is a morе signiflсant viеw of allitеrativе agrееmеnt, whiсh has
bееn put forwаrd with varying dеgrееs of еxpliсitnеss at diffеrеnt tirnеs. This
viеw is that agrееmеnt сan matсh thе forтn of thе targеt dirесtly to thе form of
thе сontrollеr. Spесiflсally, if a subjесt noun phrasе is hеadеd by a noun еnd-
ing in -с, thе prеdiсatе will еnd in -а, if in .и, thеn in -и and so on. Thе data
offеrеd aге somеtimеs quitе slеndеr, but thе сlaim is madе morе plausiblе by
appеaling to borrowings; agrееmеnts arе сlaimеd to matсh nеw forrrrs found in
bошowings.

If thе сlaim сould bе maintainеd, this wоuld makе a dramatiс diffеrеnсе tо
thе way in whiсh thе organization of grammar is gеnеrally сonсеivеd. Syntax is

5 Notе also the phеnomеnon of.allitеrativе disсord,, as сlaimеd fоr Lavukalеvе: .Thеrе is а deеp
relatiоnship bеtwееn dеiсtiсs and foсus markеrs involving, among othеr things, a sуstem of allit-
еrativе disсord, a typе of agrеemеnt systеm in whiсh the form of a dеiсtiс in a foсus сonstruсtiоn
rеquires thе fоrm of thе foсus markrr to disagreе with it in its initial соnsonant' Tеrritl (2003:
1 5-1 6).

tаkеn to bе .phonol

). That is' rrrlеs of synl
iс units. Wе do not f

noun and сonsоnant-init

longеst word аnd mоvi

govеrn thе gеnitivе сl

еffесtivеly says .tаkt

to a spесifiеd dоgrее) or
h mаnу nouns оf fеmin

in -с .  But thе ru lе is  l

arr not surprisеd if sош

ininе nouns bеhavе аlik

v.
Givеn thе signifiсarrсе al

o, wе must takе sеriousl

lv allitеrativе, that is,1

сontrollег. l rеviеw thе i

is not yеt сonvinсing. T

terms .litеral allitеrativе сol
.phonologiсal agrееmеnt' (

agrrеmrnt', is duе tо Aronl
Dobrin (1995) disсussеs

тadiсal allitеrativе agrеrml
Abu? (Torriсеlli family). Tt
to gеndег. and is not striс

l сontribution. ln partiсulaг i
l gendеr in Arapеshan lаngul

thе flnal Sеgmеnt of rесеr

gеndеr systеms, with noun

dеnoting malеs arе in onе

thеn for thе vast majоrity o

stеm phonolоgy and morpl

also bеtwееn morphologiсl

(44) Formal assignmе

Stеm Phonology

Foт a Nеtwоrk Morpholоg.

tation, sее Frasеr & Corbеt

dialесt:

Bukiyip dialесt of Arapеsh (I
1д5 \ nеbеbе.s-i

vеry.largе-.s'-,lо
.a vеry largе aiц
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ll l)l. l l l i l i l),takсn tо bе .phonolоgу_1r.ее. (Zwiсky & Pu11Lrгп l98З. Pullr-rrт & Zwiсlrу
lqst). Тhat is. гш]еs of s-vrltaх do ntlt havе aссеss to tl-tе phor.rolo.uiсa| t'опls o1
'\Лtilсtjс units. Wе сlo ntlt t.irrd гr-rlсs l i ltе: ,vowеl_initial ;rс1jесtivеs staпсl bе[bгс
lhспtlirn and сonsсlnant-it.tit ial stanсl a[-tег it '; oг .с1uсstiсlns аге ti lгrr-rесl lэy гaking
Ihс ]oл.sеst lvогd atrсl пroving it to lrl itral pсlsition': сlг .two-syll;rblе tгallsitir,с
tсlhs lor.егtl thс.есll it ivе сasе.. Sirl i laгlу. wе do not еxpесt аtl itgгееlтlеt.lt гulе
lrhiсh еltЪсtivеiy saуs .taltе thе phollolсlgiсa1 ftlгr-rr of thс сontгсl1lег aпсl rnatсli
it tttl a spесil iсd сlсgгес) сlп thе taгgсt'. otr.сtit-tгsе. Wе ll l i lу havе ll langLt:.rgе irl
шhiсh rlanу nouns сll. I'сrnirl iпе gеtlсlr.:г еnd in -а аtlсl fеtтitl inс sin.еulаrг aсljесtivеs
сrlti in -rl. But thе гr-rlе is Il.arпссl it.t tепns ol. tl-tс Ill;lnbег anсl gеrrсlсг trЬ;ttuгеs.
\\с lLгс not sul.plisеd if sornе trЪlтriniгrе пotlt.ts it-t tllis iarrgr-ra.це сlo tlot сi-tсl ill -a;

lспliлinе nouns bеhаrvе аlikе bссаusе 1hеy shaге a gсrldег, not lrесausе of sl-rаrгеd
nl]0Л0]0gy.

Gir,еn thе signil iсalrсе iш.iсl gеnсгaIi1y of t1rе сlair-n 1l-rirt sytlti lх is .pl-rorloIсlgy

lгL.с.. Wе tnLrst takс sегiсlusiу tl-rе suggсstiсlt] that agгесmсnl- сoшlс1 bе stгaightitlг-
шlкll1,ali itсгatiVс. 1].}li l is. that thс taГcеl wсlulсl sinlplу mаtсh tl.rе phorlоlсlgy o1.
Ihссontгo|lег. l геr,iеw lhс i lrstatlсеs that hаlvе bееп оt1Ъгеd anс1 ссlnсluсlе that tlrс
сilsе i5 not yеt сOnl,inсing. Т]-rс mtriп сiisсt-tssioi.t is in wоrk by Drlbгin. who usеs thе
lсПns ' l l tе l i r l  a l l i tегаt i r ,е сt l l - lсoгd '(199.5)."a l l i tсгat i r ,е аgгееxl lеnt ,( lL)98: 59) aпс l
.phonоItlgiсal a.qГееnlеll l, (xL)98: 78,). Тhе tегlт x irаr,е trsес1, .raс1iсa] а1iitегаtir.е
l lgГсеПlеnt ' .  i s  с lше to Aгonсэ i ' l - (  l998: l3) .

Dobrin (l99.5) сisсussеs sопrс сlГ thе ftiпri l iaг iгlsiапсеs сitесl as i l lшstгatiпg
гldiсal allitсгatir,с lt.gгееl.t.tеt-lt. anс1 с:сlr.rsiс1егs еsl.lссi;tliy thе ArаpсsI-raп сlialесt
Аhш? (Tоrгiсеll i trall l i lу). Тhis inсludс:s ехamplеs of sсr-naпl.iс assigtlI.t-tеllt ol 'гlol-tt-ls
t0 gсndег.  аnd is  пot stг iс t ly  а l l i tегatr ivс.  Dobг in ( l99 iJ)  is  aпothег intr . i . t -sI i l lц
с0Лlгiblit i()1}. iп paгtiсtriаг it сl isсr.lssеs thс sрсlntanеolts сlсvсtopl.l.tеnt of a I]сW.!.-
gеndег in Aг;-rpеshаl.t langr-utgеs wl.riсl-r. it is аrтrrесl, is thе diгссl. геstrlt of сt'руil-lе
thс final sеgll lеnt ttt гсссt.lt boггоwесl IloLll ls. Tl.rеsе lar-rgua.gеs havе еХtсllsiVс
uсndег sуstеtлs, with rlor-lns lrssigr-rесt tо tWO ot thе .tеlldегs Llу sеlrratltiсs (l lоuIls
dеnotin.u nlаiсs ltге it. l oliе gсnсtеl.. t]rosе сlеrlсlting fЬrrlalеs aге in ernothег). anсl
thеn fог thе rlаst n.rа.iсlгi1у of trtlulls tl-rеге is i in impliсatioпal rеlatiorlsl-rip ]Lзеtwееr.r
stсnl ph()nologу an11 шoгpl.rtl lt lgiсal сlass (iп paгtiсuIaг, tlrе р1uгal rl larking). аrпсl
l]so bеtwееlt r.noгphсlIogiсlrl сlаss aпс{ gеnс.lег. its shоwtl bеlow:

|44) Fс lгпtа l  l tss igt-t t l - tеt l t  iп Aгaрс:sh

Stепl  l ]hоt lo lо8У -> Мt lгPhоlogiсal  С lass :> Gсr lс lег

Foгa Nеtr'vогk Moгphologу iiссoll l lt tlf thе assignшеПt Systеm. anсl all i l lrplеtnеtl-
iаtion. sее Fгllsеl.& Сoгbеt1 ('|991). Dobriгr сlisсr-lssеs еxatnplсs l l.oш thе tsшkiyip
diaiесt:

Bukiуip сl ialссt o1' Aгa1lеsl.r (Dоlrгin 1998: 69)
(4.5) nеbеbе.s i balus sa-l laki [Jkaгr-rlтpа

vегу.]iLl'gе..s' д ll,l ltiгр|anе "s. сanlс. l.гoi.l.l Uklп.tlr.r-rpa
.ll vсгу lltг.ее lriгplanс aггivеt.i ll-otn Ultllгuttlpa.
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Bаlus .airp|'anе, is a borтowing from Tok Pisin. Thеrе was prеviоusly no gеn-

dеr agrееmеnt in -s., and a nеw agrееing form has bееn сrеatеd on thе basis of

thеsе nouns (indiсatеd .S' in thе morphosyntaсtiс gloss). Most of thе availablе

сonsonants wеrе alrеady mаrkеrs for gеndеr agrееmеnt, and so this dеvеlopmеnt

is сonsistеnt with that pattеrn. Dobrin gors on to suggеSt that thеrе is a phono_

logiсal dеfault whiсh сomеs into play whеn thе normal sеmantiс assignmеnts,

morpholоgiсal assignmеnts and mоrphologiсal dеfault havе failеd (1998: .7з-4).

Dobrin (1999) inсludеs furthеr intеrеsting matеrial, but doеs not answеr all thе

quеstiоns wе would likе to havr answеrеd. Thе main problеm is thе plural; whеn

nouns arе in thе plural, thе agrееmеnt is not allitеrativе:

Bukiyip dialeсt of Arapеsh (Dobrin 1998: 65)
(46) barah-ijеr . . . wa-kana .е babwеn . . .'

gгanddaughtеr(Iv).гr. . . Iv.PL-say .hey grandfathеr. . .'
.thе granddaughters. . . said..hеу grandfathеr. . .'''

Thеrе arе various plural inflесtions (thus bоrоh-ijеr is thе plural of bаrаh.oku
.granddaughtеr'), but thеrе is a singlе agrееmеnt mаrkеr for a partiсular gеndеr

in thе plural. This is not allitеrativе agrrеmеnt (though notе thе intеrеsting data

in Dobrin \998 
.72). Thе right gеnеralization apprars to bе that thе singular fоrm

is a good prеdiсtor (via a phonologiсal assignmеnt rulе and gеndеr agrееmеnt)

of what thе agrееmеnt fоrm will bе, but that thе plurals dеmonstratе that wе do

not havе an allitеrativе agrrеmеnt systеm.

Aronoff (199s) Starts from Dobrin's data and draws out thе сonsеquеnсеs.

Hе trеats agrrеmrnt as а сopying opеration' with сomplеtе соpying as thе final

dеfault. Radiсal allitеrativе agrееmrnt еmrrgеS whеn forсеd to do so, whеn thеrе

is no gеndеr availablе. Thцs Aronoff sееs radiсal allitеrativе agrееmеnt aS a typr

of last rеSofi, but as onе whiсh is indiсativе оf how agrеrmеnt opеratеs (rathеr

as doеs Dobrin 1998). I assеss thе еvidеnсе to bе somеwhat lеss strong, and I

bеliеvе it is too Soon to put sо muсh wеight on it.

othеr possiblе сasеs of radiсal allitеrativе agrееmеnt havе bееn suggеstеd.

Thеsе arе: Wolof' but plural agrееmеnts arr not allitеrativе (sее МсLaughlin

|996, \99,7),Landuma (Wilsоn 1'962: З1-8, Sumbatova 200З: ЗЗ1_2) and Bainuk

(Banyun) as in Sauvagеot (1,961). Anothеr instanсе WaS proposеd by Grinеvald

(2000) сonсеrning сlassiflеrs in Movima, an isolatе of Bolivia. Howеvеr' thе

Movima data arе opеn to othеr intеrprеtations (Haudе 200З). For somе of thеsе

languagеs thе data arе insuffiсiеnt to makе a judgеmеnt. Fоr Arapеshan lan-

guagrs thе data arе intriguing' but in my viеw not yеt сonvinсing. To givе up

a major tеnеt of how grammar is organizеd I would prеfеr to havе morе srсurе

еvidеnсе.
For all thr nееd fоr сaution, thе impaсt оf phonologiсal similarity nееds to bе

takrn sегiously. Еvidеnсе from languagе aсquisitiоn givеs anothеr anglе on thе

issuе (sее $9.3, foоtnotе 5).

l l l

Wе еxpесt thе forп
the agrееmеnt еlеmеnts (pri

wе look at additional synl

taсtiс distinсtions аrе rеal

6.1). Thеn Wе movе to еxa

all thе possiblе distinсtions
(s3.6.2). As thе еxtrеm
сaSе wе havе dеfault agl

a .nеutral' form, for thе

this sесtion my еmphasts l

attеntion also to thе syntl

thе topiс of сhaptеr 6).

l Further distinсtir
(Hungarian obie

It is worth rеmindi
togеthеr with agrееmеn

knig-a, k
book(г).sс.шoм w
.thе book, whiсh is

knig-a, k
book(г)-sс.шoм w
.thе book, whiсh I l

еaсh of thеm, thе rеlativr
Its сasе is dеtегr

nt. нowеvrr, thе valuеs fo
a singlе inflесtion.
Thеrе arе Somе lеSs obviol

bееn important in disсus
pесt a languagе to havе a

ts. Yеt Hungarian ht

this (sее also Abondolс

I takе up hеrе an ALT list dtsсuss
viduals, in сase thеy сhangеd thеir
Baгtos (1997); foт disсussiоn ofсt
issuе of whiсh noun phrasеs сoun



5.6.1

з,6 дddit ionаI syntaсtiс еffесts

h6 Additional syntaсtiс effесts on аgreеment
t morphologY

Wееxpесtthсfoгmofagгееl lсПttobеdеtег ln iпеdbysупtuх. intоnns

о[thе аgгееmеnt еlеmеnts (prinсipally сot]tгollег, taгgеt and сlomain). In this sес-

doл rrе look at аdrlitional syntiiсtiс еf1Ъсts. Wе staгt witl.r instanсеs whеге furthеr

rvntасtiс distinсtions irrе rеalizеd by thе moгphology togеthег with agгееmеnt

rN]'6 l). Thеn Wе movе to еxamplеs whеге, in paгtiсulaг syпtaсtiс сiгсumstanсеs.

поrаll thе pоssiblе сlistinсtiolls aге drawn, giving an opptlsition of fLrl l and rеduсеd

fопns ($3.6.2). As thе еxtrеmс сaSе, thе tl istinсtitlns lnaу bе геduсес] tо nonе, itr

rr'hiсh сasе wе havе dеfar.rlt agГееmеnt ($3.6.3). And Iinally. thего rnay bе a spесial

[orm.а'nеutral'f i lгm, fbгthс instanссs whеге t-lсl distinсtiotls аrrе пraсlе ($3.6.4).

lлthis sесtion rrry еmphasis is on thе rlrorphologу, though ] shall natuгallу pay

sgmе attsntion also to thс sуntaсtiс сorrditioning oГ thе diffегеnt 1Ъгms (сonditions

аrе thе topiс of сhaptег б).

Furthеr distinсtions fused with agreeпrent morphology

(tlungаriаn objeсts)

lt is woгth геnrinding ouгsеlvеs that othег distinсtions maу bе геalizсd,

tusеd togеthеr with аgгееп.rеnt сlistinсtions. Considег thсsе схamplеs:

Russian

t11) kni-s-a. kotor-a.ia
book(г)-sс.ыошt wl-t iсh-г.sс;.ы<lп't
.thс boоk. whiсh is lуiпg . . . '

knig-a. kotоr-uju
book(н) sG.NON,l  whiсh-р.sс.дс lс:
. thе book. whiсh l  aп геаr l ing .  .

In еaсh of thсn.i, tl.rе геlativе l]гOnollll agгcеs in gоndеr and numbеr with its

аntесеdеnt. Its сasе is сlеtепlinесl iэу its гоlе itl thе сlatlsе. and not bу agгес-

mеnt. Howеvег. thе ValuсS fbr gеndеr. numbеr and сasе arе all геalizсd to.ееthег

in a singlе inflесtion.
Тhеге aге sonrе lеss obvious instanсеs ofthis tуpе o1 fusion. I takе onе whiсh

has bееtl impoгtant in disсussions of agгееllелt. narr-rеly Hr:ngarian. Wе do not

сXpесt a lаngua.Че to havе a vегb whiсh agгсlеs in dеI]nitеnеss wi1h tlnе o1' its

аrguшеnts. Yеt Hungaгian has оltеn bееn сitеd rrs a 1anguagе whiсh appеaгS tO

show this (sее also Abondolo 1988).6 My flгst ехan.rplе has an intгansitir.е vсгl-l:

6 I  takе trp hегс аn ALT l is t  d isсrtss l i ln o l .Nor,сt l tbег 1999: l  \v i l l  not asсг i t lе thс analуsеs tо iпdi-

r ' idшals '  iп саsе t l . lеу сI lan.Цссl  thс iг  v iеw с l trг ing thе dеbаtе. Foг an аnalуs is rv i th in Minir lа l isrn sее

Bar.rоs ( l997): tbг i l isсussrоn of сс ln lpеt ing sуntaсt iс anаlуsеs sее Kiss (2()02:.19 55): anсl  fс l l . t l - tе

issuс ol rvhiсl.r nottn рhгlsеs сoLttlt .ts tlе1irritе hеге scс N4tlгаl'сsik (20()3: .1(),1 5. .l:15 (l)'

l е i - i t .  .  .  .

] iс.Зsс;

ja ёitаj-Lt . .

l sс; гсасl- l st;
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LIungaгian (Еdith Moravсsik, pеrsonal сommuniсation)
(4e) Iskol:i-bа j6r-nak.

sсhооl-tt-l- go-3гl-
.Thеy go to sсhool.'

Nеxt wе сonsidеr a transitivе vеrb, fiгst With an indеIlnitе objесt and thеn with a
dеIinitе оnе:

fеatuге.7 Thеy dсt геquirе us tl

ness. Thus rесognizing agrееl

of fеaturеs.
Thе Hungаl . iаn s i l .uаt ion i :

bеing сonditionеd by thе prе

($3.6.2.3). Wе shall sее anott

($s .s . l ) .

'.6.2 Reduсed a8rеer

Hеге wе сonsidе

rеquirе a сhoiсе bеtwееn pat

havе morе than onе waу of

sufIiсiеnt to spесifу that thе s

furthеr сhoiсе to bе madе. In

will bе madе.

(s0)

(5  1 )

Еgy konуv-еt olvas-nak.
a book-;rсс rеad.3pt-
.Thеу arе rеading a boоk.'

A kбnуv-еt olvas-siik.
thе book-дсс rеad-3pt-
.Thеу aге rеading thе boсrk

Thе vеrbal suffix thus diffегs in Ibrm whеn thе objесt is dеfinitе. Thrее соntrasting
analуsеs havе bееn suggеstеd.

First апаlуsis.. Sinсе thе vеrbal inflесtion diffегs only in thе еnviгоnmеnt оf a
dеfinitе objесt, thеn thе inflесtion itsеlf must bе a 1usеd subjесt (pеrsоn, num-
bеr) agrееmеnt and objесt (dеfinitеnеss) agrееmеnt markег, thеrе bеing no othеr
propеrty оf thе objесt whiсh is геfегrеd to by thе affix, suсh as gеndег or nшmbеr.
This may bе rеpгеsеntеd sсhеmatiсallу as:

(s2) thеу rеad-Згr.sBJ DЕF.oBJ thе bоok
thеy rеad.Зеl.sв: a book

Sеcond аnаl ,-sis.. Suсh сontГasts indiсatе that thе vегb agrееs with its objесt undег
thе сonditiоn of dеfinitеnеss, that is, whеn thе objесt is dеIrnitе, br-rt othеrwisе
it doеs not. This dоеs not mеan that it agгееs in thе 1Ъatuге dеfinitеnеss, but
that agrееmеnt is possiblе only in thе еnvironmеnt of dеflnitеnеss. This may bе
rеprеsеntеd as follows:

(.s -r ) thеy rеad-3гt-.sвr Зsс.oвr thе book
thеy rеad-3гr.sв: a book

Third апаlуsls.. Hungarian vегbs do not agгее with thеir objесts, rathеr thеy
takе a spесial kind of subjесt agrееmеnt in thе prеsеnсе of .dеfinitе' objесts
and thеn only with third pегson objесts (еxсеpt fоr thе l.suвr-2(fami1iar)
oвl markеr -lеkl-lаk).

(s4) thеy rеad.3er-.sвr (сoыоrтloп: oвг) thе book
thеy rеad-Згr.sв: a book

That is, thеrе is subjесt agгееmеnt whiсh has a rеalizatiоn соnditiоnеd bу thе
prеSеnсе of a ,dеfinitе' objесt' For this disсussion Wе notе that both sоlution two
and solution thгее do not rеqшiге us to гесognizе dеflnitеnеss aS an agrеешеnt

5.6.2.1

(ss)

Reduсed agreeI
Somali vеrbs shс

Somаli past simpk

full agrе'

lsс kееnaу
2sс kееntaу
3sс.м kееnay
3sс.г kееntay
lpr- kееnnaу
2pr kееntееt
Зpt- kееnееn

Notе that thе rеduсеd parad

paradigm. Thе full paradig

and 2sс:Зsс.г); in thе rеr

fеmininе arе diffеrеnt, thou

fеwеr distinсtions arе madе

for thе samе taгgеt, with t

morphology, thе еssеntial р
sеts of foгms, whеrе in mot

of forms is a mattег of сont

i  Fo г  l t t о thе r ,  r e thе r  сo l np l ех .  i n .

to thе pгеsеnсе o1'a .dеfinitе' ob

59-60).
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lсlitLrге'7 Thеy с[t; гес1Lli,.с l.is Lо hllr.е a сtlnсnitiсlt.l oll it.gгсеiт]еll'l illr,tllving сlс[iliш:-

псsl. Thtts гесo-Чtl iz i l5: nEгееl l lеi l ,[ сi l l rr i i t lоlrs (сiaaptег 6) sir.пplj,f iеs tkrс tу1эоit l-зу

1)l lсi.ltшl.сs.

Тhе HLrngaгiai l  s iLi l i l t iг l i l  is сt lп. l1laгahJе io thс 1югtl l  l l lГ t l .nе Gегl l laп aсljесti ' ' .е

hсing сопdit it lпr:d hy thе [l i .еsеl lсс ог аh:,сl- lсе of ш 1эaгl ir:шiltг 1у1эс t l i  с1еtегl l lr lшсг

i l .]6.2.з). Wе shlr] i sес l i l l t l trhel ' .  i l t- lt lгс со.l lplеx еxшl. l . l1l lе" lц,1lt]t- l  l ,vс taсklе }Jеrvшг

I  15 .5  I  ) .

5'6'2 Redшссedаgiireп1melntl iоrптls

F{егг "'vс сt,.llslсiег firг'"hег еx,llllxэiсs rl,,taеге sушil.uсtiс сiгсt-lп-lsttL]lсеs

гсqпi l .с a сhсriсс oеtvl,еt-п paгaсl]gl ls. .Гh;.; 
is" t lпе aшсn thе sitt lrс lсxiсшi itеi l l  wi1]

hiLt 'е nloге thаш rзпе .аl,},t lt геlt. iz i l .t. i] i t l-. i tг i iс 'tnlaГ fЪati.r l .е s1, 'ссi[ iсai ioi l .  nt is i l l l t

l L r | t i с l сn t t t l spсс i i i , t1 ra  t ] l t эsу i l I i - t , y ' гес1ut i l . l . s . saу" t la i гсns i i l gшnаг , t . с l т r i l l i l l е . tn rеге i sa

l 'Lrпhсгсhоiсс tt l  l t-. l t l ladе. i l . i  Ihс гссlшссd l;еt оf ir l f]есiесl tогrпs trЪl l ,ег с1ist ir l ,;t оl ls

шii] bе nlaсlс.

5,6'2"1 R.ed'шсedl а.greerттeillt fin Stоп.iral:l

Sol l l; i] i  VL'-гLrs sihttw ivi () sеts о.t. iгt l lссt iol lь:

i j 5 )  Sоп l l r l i  ра s1  . ; i r l l 1 l l сtсt lsс сl1. / 'r:сlr .bгir lg. (SaеесI I99Зa: 87)

i l . l - l l i  l tgгсс l l l с t l t  гес lL l сес lagГес1 l l с I1 t

l sс;
2:;<,
]sс;.ьl
Зsс;. г'
I  P I .

l p i .

ч

kссt lаt ,

kdс: l tа i i

l iесna1,

ltсс lltll.;

kсс i l  п l tу

kсс l tсеtr

ltес llееll

l(ееF.1y

L.сr:tllty

itсеriliу

l(ееi r Ia},

Iiеег nit1

l<есr '1 lу

ltссrl1tv

Notс that thе гес.l . lr:ссi рlгaсIigl l l  с1tiеs l . l t l i  l 'еx]геsсi lt a sim0lе ссl l lаpsiшg оx. [hс tr.ul i i

pагaсl ignl. l .hс 1.l l i l  рaгt(tr ig1l l  has .jшs[ [r ' l ,о intсгсstiШg SушСгеtisi l .rs ( lsс:3sс.п' l

l i l ld 2Sсi_зSG.г): 1п th.: Геdn-[eе[l paгасl ip. ln sссoпс[ siшgrur1aг ашсi thiгсl si l- lgi- l i i tг

t.еtlliniпе al.с с1iiil.i]Геilt. .iltltt-9h 0Vег;]11 thсl"с is ]1loге sy1leГt]tisгt.l itnсi. сопsiсiсгatlly

t.ец,ег distinсtiоltl.l ;tге l.tlасnе. R.еtnutсесl ilgгl]сnllсnt ГсргеSепts а sесгlllсl sсi o{. x'огtтls

]bг thе s;lil-lс tагglеi" w.ih r|hе satnс ptэss..Iэlе i.еаtгtге s1.lесifiсlitiопs" Тll [егlllrs сli.

шoгphologу, thе еssепtian ptlil1l llL]OLl,' гссiulсесl paгасni.Цlils is [.hс схi,яlс,l,irlс: сrf twtl

sеtsol. 1.oгlпs" lvlhеге i i i l  пlt lst langшаgеs ц, 'е f i i lL{ () l lе. Тhc l l ,rс сlгthе с[it1Ъгеlrt sегs

r l l  l bг lns  i s  а  tnа lLсг  o] . ' :onс l i t i с lшs .  t t l  wh iсh  Wс Гс lшг[ l  in  $6"7 .3 .

Foг апоi l lсг .  г l t t l tеr .  с l l t l lр lе: , l .  i t ls t l t t . tсс l l l .subjсс i  lL1 lгес l) lеnt h lLr ' ing r . l i  { .{r . lгсrr i  гс l t l i zаt iо l ts ассоr.t l t l rg
L0 thе рГсsс l lсс с l l .a .с1r.1ttt i t . : .  o l r jес i  sее iVnшпlt  (Аi lstгс l t lсs i l t t t) .  аs r lеsсг ibесl  b),r 'aп t lсt t  Bсгg ( i9E9:
: .9-.501.
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3.6.2.2 Reduсed agreenrent in lnari Sаmi
Anotlrсг ехarnple of геduсеd agгееmеnt is fotlnd in Inaгi Sami

(Toivonеn 200З;Toivonеn usеs thе tеrms .full ' and .oartial ').

(56) Inаl.i Sanri plсSеnt inсliсati l,е of /с6с .bе' (Toivоnеn 200З)

Sесondaгy thсtor is spесifiсity (

lnеnt еvеll whеn thеу dс:notе al

5.6.2.5 Gеrman Weаk an

Gеrman trdjесtiva

firl l/геduсеd distinсtiоn is not

о l ' s o r n r r l i  a n d  I n a г i  S r r m i .  i n

lhеrе is tтoге thiin onе possibJ

sеt of геalizatiot-rs makеs 1Ъwеt

аppгopгiatе tеrшS. Thе traс1itiс
'wеak'. Thеу аге not Wеak arl

(rror indееd likе Gегrnan wеir

givеn vегb paгadigш (оr paгt o

thе so-сallеd Strong and wеak
.rтixеd' sеt of foгms. This sеt

than thе wеak (it is сlosег to tht

( r 986b).

(60) Gеrman gиr.goоd'  s

N,I ,

[ i r I l  l g l . с е l n сn t  |  г с r l u се t I  i l r : г ее l l ] еП l

l sG laпt

lah rii

l i i

2sс

3sс;

l ou ld6n 
]

;,*.-l
lltr 'а 

|  
l i i

Б, l
lсppеJ l

l

l{ta

2uu

Зou

I pr-

L P I

3pr-

Hеге aге ехamplеs:

Inari San.ri (Toivonеп 2003)
(57) Mеесist lаva udbbi i/,t vi1j6.

toгсst.LoС bе.Зоu sistеI.NoN,l and blothеr.шoп,t
.In thс for.еst arе nrу sistеr and brothеr.

Еxarnplе (57) shows full agrеrrnеnt. It is an instanсе of numbег rеsolutiоn (ss.2)

N O M I N A I ' I V F

A с с ] U s A . l  I v Е

G Е N I Т I V Е

I ) A  l  M l

Although sixtеrn сеl1s aге disti

that thеrе aге only fivе distinс

(6l ) Gеrmiur 8llr 
.gоod.

NI

N  o N l  t N ; \ T 1 \ r Е

A С . С U S A Т l V Е

G Е N l  l  I \ r I 1

D A Т I V Е

Foгms whiсh aге shaгеd Wi

thosе shaгеd with thе wеak 1
(unmaгkеd) aге Shaгеd aсtosl

gu
gU
gu
o t l

(-58) Riddoost 11
bеасh.r-сlсl bс. ыtlш-sс;.rrво_дсtt
.On thе bеaсh агс two rосks. '

kуеhti
two

kее6gi
гoсk

(58) shows геdttсеd agrее[rеnt. As (.56) shows, thе sarrrе foпn is usесl f-or a]l
pсrsоns dual zrnd piural (thо samr aS thе third pluгal in firli agrееmеnt). It irppеars
that animaсy is plaуing a гolе hеrе (a point takеn up in 56.3.2). With noun phгasеs
dсnoting anin.rals' both fbгms aге fbund;

(.59) Kyеhti poссrru ru1rttdlin / гyеt1ih nrеесist.
two l.еindссr гan.Зtlu /ran.ыOш sG.III-D_AGR forеst.LoС
.Twсl геindееl.гatl in thе forеst..

Thс сonсlitions ttnсiег whiсh геdr-rсеd agгееmсnl- is usеd aге not 1irl lу r-rndеrstood.
but Toivrlnеn (2003) SLlggеStS that, bеsidеs thе iпrportirnt faсtoг оf anirnaсу. a

gr
o l

-gl

gr
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sесondaгу [aсtoг is spесiIiсity (nсlrl-spссifiс nоltп phгasеs саn 1altс гсdttсесi lrgгсе_

Пlеnt е\,еll whеn t].rеу сjсnоtе antrrrlrl.еs).

3'6'2'3 Gerпrаn Weal( and strong аdjeсtivеs

Gегtnan асljесtival inflесtitlr.rs Iit hеге' wlriсh shows that thе

lLr]l/r.есiuсесl сl ist.inсtion is not гсstгiсtесl to vегbs. Thе ехamplсs aге 1iltе tlrоsе

o| Somali ar-rсl lпltгi Sami. in that fbг a givеt-t аgгсеlnеnt l 'еatr-rге spесifiс;ttior-r

thеге is moге 1han onе ptlssiblе гсalizаtion. aссoгding ttl an or-ltsiсlе fЪсtol.: onе

sсt of гсаIizatioлs lnal<еs fЪrvсг distinсtitlns. hсnсе .tull. irnd .геd.r-lсес1' lbгt-ns aге

appгоpгiatе tсгl-пs. Тhе tгaс]itional tегms fbr Gегt-niLn adjссtir.еs aге .stl.ong. aпd
.rvеаk'. Thеу aге i lot wсak аrlс1 sп.ong iikе thе Tsakhr-rг r.егbs сlisсussеd еaгliсг
(nol indесd likе Gегman wеalt ;tl ld stгon.q vегbs). sinсе irl thеsс lattег сasеs a

giiсn r.еr.b paгadigrll (oг paгt of tlrе paгadigr-n) has oп|y оnе sеt or fbгrl ls. Bеsiсiеs

thе so-саllеd stгong aild wеlk in[lссtiсl l-ts tlf Gсгtl.tiu-l adjесtivеs. tl.rеге is a thiгсl
.шiхеd' sеt of fi lгt-tls. Тhis sеt пlakеs tЪwег distinсtiolls thaп thе stгttng, but intlге

thаn thе wеak (it is сlosег ttl thе wеаk). Wе follow in pагt tirе сlisсrtssitln in Zwiсky
( r 986b ).

(60) Gсгt.tlaп .qrll 
'gоoсl. stгtlrrt рaгadigrn (firll lgr.ееIllсrlt)

S I N G L ] I , A I { P I - T ] I i A L

N , l l \ S С L l L l N I - ,  N 1 1 U T Е R  r . L N , l I N l N I -

N oN'I I N A.Г I v I.- gllt-еf

A ('С Ll S l\ l I V t- g|-lt_еn

с ; I - ] N I l  l v Е  ! ] t l t - с П

I ) ^  l I V Е  . g l l t - е l ] l

3ut-еs
gt l t-еs

.цLlt-еl l

g L l t - еn l

gL l t -е

g|-lt-е

gLlt-сl

gL l1 -еr

gLlI-е

gtlt-с

gt l t -ег

gLl t-еn

Aithоugh siхtсеlr сеlls aге distinguishеd sуntaсtiсal1у, еxtеl-lsivе SуПсrсtiSln l l lеans

thatthеrс aге tlnlу Iivс сlistirrсt fbгlns. Now сoпrpагс thе mixеd sеt:

Cегtlan ,ч.// "g()oс[. rrriхссl рагaс1igrn (paгtiallу rеduсссl аgгееlnеnt)

s l N с i L ] l - , \ R P l . l l l { r \ [

. \ l \ \ L l l l N Г  N I I I l l ' F l - , N ' l I N I N Е

N () N'{ I  N ,\ . l ' i  V Е .цt|t-сг (s)

А ( .с] t ,  s  t" .Г l  v Е g l l t -с l l

( ; I ] N I Т I \ ' F ,  g t l t - е l l

DАТIV I - -  E . [ l t _еn  (W)

gl l t  с gшt.еn (W)

gl l t .с gLrt-еn (W)

gLrt .еrr  (W) gut-еn (W)

gLtt-сtt  (W) grtt-сI l

gLrr'сs (S1
gLrt-сs (S)
gut-е l l

.sut-сn (W)

Fогnls whiсh aГе shirГсd with thе stгоng paгaс1igrn abovе liге maгkесl .(S)',

thosе shaгесl with thс rvеak paгаdigil l bеlow aГе lnaГkесl .(W)'. Thе геlnaindсг
(unшaгkеil) aГс shaгес1 aсгOsS lrl l thгее sеts ol.in{lссtiorrs.
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Gеrman 8иl 
.good' wrak paradigm (теduсеd agrееmеnt)

S I N G U L A R P L U R A  L

Svеta.l-o.
d awn -p s т -ш . s с
.Daу was dawntn

ian wе havе thе сoш

a four.gеndеr Systеm al

ur (Kibrik |999:4З5)
bajram-i-s
Bajram-oвr-онr
.Bajram is сoid.

сhoiсе of form tо bе r

undеr whiсh dеfau
wе might ехpесt. In

, disсussеd in $6.4)
agreеmеnt.

Nеutralformt

As wе havе jus

problеmatiс сontrollс
Whilе thеsе fornl

lly odd in sоmе t

but thеy laсk plur

lеrs, $2.1.2, footnо
thе othеr hand, somt
.nеutral' fоrms, just

of Slovеnе (spokrl

in pronouns, but sо
lvrs:

dialeсt of Slovenе (Toп

tions)
ta win
this winе(м)
.this winе is dI

ta sr6jсa J
this shirt(г) l
'this shirt is dr

nЬs jе

today bе.3sс
'today it is dr1

ieсtival form in (6l

this third form; it is
nouns in thе nеutс

М A s C U L I N Е  N Е U Т Е R  F Е M I N I N Е '

N o M I N A T I v Е  g u t - е

A С С U s A T I v Е  g u t - е n

G Е N l T I v Е  g u t . е n

DAT l  vЕ  gu t - еn

gut-е
gut-е
gut-еn
gut-еn

gut-е
gut-r
gut-еn
gut-еn

gut-rn
gut-rn
gut-еn
gut-еn

lt is сlеar that thе mixеd paradigm in (6l) is rеduсеd with rеspесt to thr strong,
and thе wеak paradigm (62) is furthеr rеduсеd. In еaсh instanсе thеrе arе fеwеr
distinсt inflесtions (fivе for thе strong, four for thе mixеd and two in thе wеak).
Howеvеr, thе sеts of сеlls whiсh arе distinguishеd in thе strong paradigm are
not simply соllapsеd: thе wеak paradigm has diffеrеnt forms for thе fеmininе
singular and thе plural, whiсh arе idеntiсal in thе strong paradigm.

(63) Еxamplеs of thе usе of Gеrman wеak and strong adjесtivеs (nominativе
сasе)

S I  N  G U L  A R P L  U R A  L typе

gut-еr Мann
'good man'

gut-е М;lnn-еr
.good mеn,

strong

diеs-еr gut-е Mann
'this good man'

diеs-е gut-еn M6nn.еr
.thеsе good mеn'

wеak

kе in  gut -ег  Mаnn
'no good man'

kеin-е gut-еn М;inn-еr
.no gоod mеn'

mixеd

Thе paradigm to bе usеd dеpеnds оn thе prеsеnсе and thе typе of thе dеtеrminеr.
Zwiсkу (l986b: 984-1) trеats thе сhoiсе aS govеrnmеnt, whiсh sееms right; thе
motphosyntaсtiс spесiflсation is a mattеr of agrееmеnt' сегtainly for gеndеr and
numbеr at lеast, but thе sеlесtion ofthе typе ofparadigm rеprеSrnts an additional
distinсtion, whiсh is not a mattеr of asrееmеnt.

3.6.5DefацltformsiiiiAiliii i i i i:i]ij.l$i!:]!j]:lii.iii i i i i$iiiii l i i i l..+ssiii$;i:.l]iiii i i i l i,:ii]]!.ii:nii:iiii i i i!ii]

Agrееmеnt may bе suspеndеd. Thе simplеst сasе is that in whiсh thеrе
is no сontrollеr with thе nесеssary fеaturеs. Wе usually flnd a dеfault form usеd
to mееt this еvеntuality. Typiсally thеrе is nothing rеmarkablе in morphologiсal
tеrms, it is onе of thе nоrmal possibilitiеs draftеd in for this еxtra duty. In a
sеnsе, this is thе logiсal еxtеnsion of rеduсеd agrееmеnt, whеrе just onе form is
pоssiblе.
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Russian

{641 Sl,еtir-l-о.
dаwt- t -ps . t . -  х .  sс ;
.Day wаs сlawnirrg. '

In Russian Wе haVе thе сot-nmоn сhoiсе of l lеutсr singulaг as thе dеfar-r lt. Tsakl.rr-rг

has a fоLrr-gеndег systсm аnd thе singulaг fbгt-n f-ог gеr-rdег IV is rrsеd:

Tsаkhur (Kibгik l999: .135)

165) bir.jгirrn-i-s rnik.a-da wo d ltгt.
Ba.jгarn-tlвt- пдт сold-дrlv.tv bе-tv-дтткtв
'Bajгаrn is  сo lс] . .

Thесhoiсе of fbrrl tсl bе r-Lsсd is сtlnsidегеd in 55.2.l. Thсго llге othег сiгсl. l ln-

stаnсеs ttnсlсг whiсl.r dеlault foгlтs aге usсd (s.5.2.2)' ехtсnding thеiг r.rsс bеyсlnсl

ц,hat lvе tltight ехpесt. ln paгtiсrrlaг" thегс arе inStаnсеS (1bг instanсе, in Тusсan

Itаlian, disсussеd in $6.zl) whеге an appaгеntlу r,iablе сontгollег сloеs not irl tЪс1

с0ntгol a.qrееlтеllt.

5.6.4 Neutral forms

As wе havе jLlst sссn. lan-Цtragсs may solvе tlrе proiэlеrт of a.Чrссшеnt

ц'ith problепllttiс сontгсlllегs bу pгеssillg onе of thе геgr-r1aг agrееmеnt tilгrrls into

sеп,iсе. Whilе tl.rеsе 1Ъгrns may aрpеaГ tr.i bе idеntiсal to sсllте othег lbпn, thеу

аrе usшally odd in somе Wilys. ThLrs thеу tуpiсallу appеaг iсlеntiса| to singular

maгkеrs but thеу laсk pIuгal с()LlntегpaГts (this is еvidсnt if thеrе саn lэе сorl.joinеd

сontroliегs, $2. l.2. f-ootnotе 2). Moгеovеr.. сегl-ain taгgеt tуpеs пlly bе ar,oidсd.

on thе сlthсг hand. sorlе langr-ragеs hal,е uniqttе agгееInеnt 1Ъгnls. whiсh I shall

trгПl .nеt(Гal, foгms. jшst lbг agгееInеnt with pгoblеrnatiс сontгOllегs. Thс Sеlе

dialrсt оf Slovсnе (spokеп in SсIе' Сaгinthia. Austгia) has ]ost thе nеlttег gеndег'

еl,еn in pгonоuns. bltt si lnlе oгiginal nеutег lttгlтs sttгvivе only in imрегsonal

prеdiсatir,еs:

Sеlе diаlссt сl1.Slоvеnе (Tonl Pr.iеstlу l98З: З55. l984: 44_.5' anсl pсrstlпal
сomnluп iсat iоt-ts.)
(бб) tir rvin jе sfrх

this winе(п,I) bе.3sс; dlу|ш't]
.this rvinе is dr1r'

|61) ta sгirjса ^jе srix-a

this shiгt(г) bе.Зsс dr.у.г
. t h i ч  t l l i l . t  i '  d l . } .

(68)  п5s  jе  s5x

today bс"Зsс; сlгу.t. lвu t.к,r l
.todаy it is с1гу'

Thе adjесtivai IЪгrт in (68) is a Геmnant of thе nеr-rtсг gеndег. JtLsl. a fЪw aсljесtivсs

havе ihis thiгd 1bгln: it is availablе сlnlу in usеs with pгoЬlеrnatiс сontгtl l lегs: thеге

a[е llo llolllls in thе nеtttеr gсndег.
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Comparablе nеutral forms arе fоund in Ukrainian (Shеvеlov 196З: |28-ЗЗ,
Blеvins 2О0З: 492-5), in Sursеlvan Romansh (Haiman |9"74: 1З0-4) and in
Spanish and Portuguеsе, all disсussеd in Corbеtt (|991: 2|4-|6), Howеvец nо
languagе has yеt bееn found with a full sеt of uniquе nеutral forms: rеgulaг
gеndеr/numbеr fоrms arе цsеd for somе targеts.s

Furthеr afiеld wе also flnd nеutral fo,ms in Мaithiti. If a vеrb takеs a singlе
argumеnt' and thеrе is onе non-nominativе argumеnt' whiсh is flrst or sесonсi
pеrson honoriflс or third pеrson nоn-honorifiс proximatе or rеmotе, thеn wе find
non-agrееmеnt; thе authors сall it .dummy 

agrееmеnt,, and it is еquivalеnt to our.nеutral' agrееmеnt. It is a frozеn form, rеlatеd to but not еxaсtly likе thе third
singular (Balthasar Biсkеl, pегsonal сommuniсation). For .*u-pi..

Maithiti (Biсkеl, Bisang & Yadava 1999:489J:
(69) hаmra bhukh lagаit ai-сh

inсludе 
.riсh' agrееmеnt in а

with i t .  Wе геturn tо th is  issu.

A morе гесеnt dеvеlopmе

agrееmеnt Геаtuгеs as wеаk t

Thus 
.wеak' and .strоng' havr

syntaсtiс outсoше dеsirеd, rа

Riсh agrееmеnt is alsо us

l38) usеs i t  Гor thе s i tuat iоn

phеmеs that indеx at lеast tw,

dеflnition follows thе (..hеad

This thеrеforе tгеats systrms

analysе thеm as having pron

in this sеnsе will bе found n

rеasons. Sее Drуеr (2002: l

and disсussion оn this.

5.S Prоnominal а

Supposе a langl

son, numbеr and pеrhаps g

agrееmеnt? or сan thеsе br

has bееn dеbatеd еxtеnsivеl

Siеwiеrska (2004b: 120_1)

or othег answег fог a pаrtiсu

arе disсussеd in dеtail in Сс

diagnostiсs for distinguishil

posеd. S inсе that ассоunt i

сomplеx' and fоr Somr rеa(

suсh rеadеrs шay prrfеr tо

In tеrms of syntaх' pron

its pronоminal af1ixеs соns

optional. If pronоminal aff

way that anaphoriс pronou]

languagе, Tusсarora:

Tusсarora (Mithun 1999: 19С

(70) wahrakуёtkaht
wa?.hrak-еtkaht
г.дстuдL-3sс.дс
.Hе сhasеd mе''

Hеrе 
.>' indiсatеs thе сo

purposе. Whеrе hеlpful, а

from thе Sеgmеntеd Sесor

5.т

lsG.DAT hungеr bе(сomе).prrсеptib1е.rвгv.гтСP NЕUTRAL-AUх.I am gеtting hungry'

Riсhаgrеrmвnt. ind. ;tiопg аgrз*5!g.. .: ....: .. .. ..

Thе original basiс idеa of .riсh agrееmrnt, is that thе shapе of thе
agrееmеnt paradigm will allow prеdiсtions about sуntax: variation in thе agrее-
mеnt paradigm will lеad to yariation in thе syntax. Whilе a good dеal has bееn
writtеn оn this, thеrе arе sеrious problеrns with it and rathеr fеw rеmaining
prеdiсtions.

.Riсh agrееmеnt' was a livе issuе within Gеrmaniс linguistiсs. Thе main notion'
workеd out during thе 1980s and l990s, is that vеrb movеmеnt in Gегmaniс
lаnguagеs is сausеd by riсh agrееmеnt, that is by thе еxistеnсе of agrееmеnt
paradigms showing pеrson and numbег agrееmеnt; this work сulminatеs in
Rohrbaсhеr (\999). Bobaljik (200З) outlinеs thе dеvеlopmеnt of thе idеa, and
produсеs sеrious сountеr-еxamplеs. Thе tеrm .riсh agrеrmеnt' wаs also usеd in
disсussion of null subjесts (pro drop), tоgеthеr with thе altеrnativе tегm .Strong
agrееmеnt'. Fоr еxamplе, Borеr (1989: 78) wrotе: ,]n standard aссoЦnts of nu]l
subjесts it is сustomaгily assumеd (fbllоwing a proposal originating with Тarаld-
sеn 1980) that null-subjесts arе l iсеnsеd by an INFL nodе whiсlris - rn somе
Srnsr - riсh еnоugh to idеntify thе null subjесt.' Similarly Jaеggli & Safir (1989:
З2)' in disсussing .idеntifiсation' (whiсh is rеquirеd in thеir analysi, of diffеrеnt
typеs оf null subjесt) statе: .Thе most сommon notion of idеntiflсatiоn is by riсh
(or what may bеst bе сallеd ..strоng'') agrееmеnt, whеrе inflесtional affixеs сorrе_
spond tо mеmbеrs of thе сonjugational paradigm., Thus pro drop was intimatеly
linkеd with agrееmеnt morphology, whiсh was thе bаsis of thе pro-dгOp param-
еtеr. Problеms Soon еmеrgеd with this paramеtег. Jaеggli & Saflr (|989:27-9)

" Uthuanian has an imprеssivе srt of neutral 1brпrs (Ambra zas |99.7: 1з4_7 , |7 |_2, 182_з, 196-] ,
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inсludе .гiсh, agгееlnеnt in а vегy hеIpthl disсitssion, atrd shOW thе diffiсultiеs
with it. Wе геtuгll tсt this issr-rе in {3.8.2'

A moге rесеnt dеvеlopmеnt has bееn to disгеgaгd moгphologу aпd to tгеirt
agГееmеnt f.еatr-rгеs as wеak ()г stг()ng aссoгсling to thе syntaсtiс гсsult гсqr-riгеd.
Thus .wеak' аnd .stгong, havе 1Ъг sornе bесomе сliaсгitiсs on noсlеs, spесifying thе
syntaсtiс olltсoпlс dсsiгесl, гathег than a геflесtion оf moгphоlogiсal ditlЪгеnсс'

Riсh agrссшсnl is аlso r-Lsеd it.t a гathег diffеrеnt sеnsе; thus Hawkirrs (20О2:

]38) usеs it lbг thс sitr-ratiot-t whеге .thе vегb has vегbal atfixеs oг сlit iсizсd mor-
phеmеs that indех at lеаst tш tl aГgutllеtrt positions in a сlattsе.. Hе adds that .This

dеflnition follows tl.rе (..hеad-maгking'') сlassifiсation of Niсhсlls (l986' |992).'
This thегеfoге tгеats Sуstеms as having гiсh agгееrтеnt whоrе somе wor-rld гathег
analysе thеm as having pгot-tominirl affixеs. Hawkins aгgllеs that гiсh agrсеmеtrt
in this sеnstэ wil l bе lbtLnd rrrost fr.еqLrеntly in vегb initial languagсs, 1br paгsirrg
lеasons. Sее Dгуег (2()02 |54 11anсlPolinsky ('2О02: l88-90) tbг tirгthсr dal-a
and disсussion on this.

Pronominаl affixes

Supposе a langr-ragе typiсally hаs vегbs with bound maгkсгs tbr pеr-
son. numbсr and pегhirps gеr.rdег. Shоr-rld Wr assulтlе that thеsе itге instirnссs ol'
аgrееmеnt.? oг сatl thеsе bе pгollollils, thor-rgh attaсhеd to thе vегb.? This issr'rе
has bееn dеbatеd ехtеr-rsivеly by Bakсг ( l996)' Еvans ( l999), Mithun (2003) and
Siеwiегska (2004b: |2,0 1) alnong othсгs. Yоt oliеn l inguists havе assumесl onе
orоthег answег fbг zr pirгtiсulaг languagе without suppoгting a1gumеnt. Thе isstrеs
alе disсussсd in сlсtai1 in Сoгbеtt (2003b); ехtеnsivе геfЪгеnсеs arе pгovidеd. and
diagnostiсs fbг distinguishing agгееmеnt maгkегs and pгononlinal afl ixеs aгс pro-
posеd. Sinсе that aссottnt is availablе I gir,е only an outlinе hеге. Thс issLtеs aге
сошpIех. and tbr sonlе гсadсrs tlrсу l iе or-rtsidе thе main сOnсегlls of agгееtтеnt;
suсh геadегs rтay pгеtЪг to skip this sесtion on liгst геirding.

In tегIIs of syntaх, pгol-lсlminal affiхеs aге aгgumсnts oI thе vегb: ;t vеrb with
its pгonoп-tinal irtfixеs сtlnstitt'ttеs a ftrll sеntеnсе, and additional noun phrasеs rrге
optional. II pгonominal affixеs aге thе pгiшraгy aгgllmеnts, thеn thсy agгсс in l-hе
waу 1hat аnaphoгiс pronouns agгее ($2.2.2). I takе an ехamplе fгom thс Iroqr-roian
languagе. Tusсaroгa:

Tttsсaгoгa (Mithun l999: l90)
J0) wahгakу6tkаht

w а.? - hгalt-еtltаl.tt- ?
гдсl.гuдt--Зsс.AGЕNT > l sс;.pдтIвшт-сhasе-ргv
.Hе сhasеd rnе . '

Hеrе '>, indiсittсs thе сombinatiоn оf гolеs in a tnaгkег: othеrs ltsе ./' foг this
puгposе. Whеге hеlpfuI, aп orthogгaphiс Iiгst i inе is аdсlеd in ехamplеs, distinсt
fгom thе sеgtnеntесl sесond linе.
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In tеrms of moгphology, pronominal affiхеs arе bound to thе vегb; typiсally thеy
aге obligatoгy (tbг somе this would bе сritсгial). Thеу oIтеn fbrm portmantеauх
ссlmbining maгking of both сoIе argumеnts (Еvans 1999: 262), as hеrе:

Tttsсarot.а (Mariannе Мithurr. pеrsonal сonrrnuniсation)
(1 l) wa?ki:tkaht

wa?_kр-tkaht-?
l. AС.l 'U^t-- l SG.'rс вх r > 2Sс. pд't.I вtч.l.-сhitsе-l,нv
.I сhasеd уorr.'

Thе lsс.дсвшr. markеr on its own is -/с-, and thе 2sс.pдтtвшт maгkег is -с6rl; thе
forпl fоr lsс.дсвшт on 2sс.pдтtl.ш,г is-kа-, whiсh is not sin.rplу a сombinatiоn
ol'thе two but tr poгtrlantеau maгkег. Foгming portlnantеaux is а гuге pоssibil ity
tbr сlitiсs (as in Tagalоg) anсi is stlmеthing whiсh is not сhaгaсtегistiс of frее
pгonOuns.

5.8.l The baсkground for PronominаI affixes l. l . l. l.

Thеге aге two lilgiсal ехtгеmе positions: all pгonominаl affiхеs соunt
as agгееmеnt, 0r nсl pгоnominal аiffixеs сollnt as agгееmеnt. If wе сoulсl sustain
еithеr viсw. wе should do so, but this appеtlгs unlikеly.

Aссording to thе purе agrееmеnt viеw, thе pгеsеllсе o1 pеrson/ numbег/gеndег

tЪaturеs on thе vеrb is a suffiсiеnt сonditiоn to saу that wе havе vеrb agгееnrеnt.

Mеl,ёuk disсr-rssсs ilgгееmеnt at lеngth anс.l statеs unеquivoсallу thirt polуpегsonal

vегbs show .1hс most сOmпlon agгееmеnt' (199З: з42 з,з65-1). Somе vегsioLrs

of this appгoaсh tuгthег assulте that agrеешеnt tЪatuгеs must havе a loсa] сon-

trollег, and thегеfoге insеrt thе геquirеd phгasеs in thе syntaсtiс struсturе if thеу

сlil not irppraг on thе suгfltсе.
Aссoгding to thе oppositе viеw, thе puге pronoun viеw, onсе an athx сan bе

analуsсd as bеing pronomirral in natltrе, it is an inсorpoгatеd pronor-rn/pronominal

affiх and as suсh doеs not fall within agгrrmеlt. That is, agгееmеnt and pronouns

arе qtritе distinсt. Howеvег, wе havе instanсеs of tiее pronouns showing lgгее-

mеnt ($1.4.З). Thus pгonouns сan bе agrеешеnt taгgеts (l ikе vегbs, adjссtivеs

and sо on), and so dесiding that a partiсrrlar a1fiх is pгonominal doеs not thегеbу

охсludе it f}oпr сonsidеration.
Thеrе arе sеvегal intеrlосking faсtогs hеге whiсh aге o1iеn nоt sеpaгatеd out. As

wеll as thе еxtгеmе сaSеS Оf сanoniсtil agrееmеnt on thе onе hand and prопominаl

affixеs on thе Othеr, n-rost ot thе intегvсning tеrгitoгy сan bе fillеd. .Pronominal-

affix languagеs' aгс not a hon-rоgеnеolls group; thеy vary. inсluding in wауь

whiсh affесt thr statuS of thеir affiхеs. Еvеn within a givеn lirnguagе, pгonorninal

atfixеs may not t-orm a homogеt]tltts gгoup (as Bakеr 2002: 52 points out tЪг

Ngalakgan). Sinсе pronomina]-affix ianguagеs сa[not bе nеatlу сirсumsсгibсd,

wе shor-rld сontinuе with oшг сanoniсal approaсh. That is, wе sеpaгatе out dift.еrеnt

taсtors and гесogt-lizе that somе сitsеs arе mtlге сatеgoгial than othсгs. Whоthег

inсоtporatеd pronouns arе nеar thе еdgе сlf thе phеnolnеnon of agгееmеnt сlr

thе bеginning oГ thе nеtg

ing trrе сonПесtions and с1

pйnсlпrirral afIixеs ovегlap

sуstеll ls.
lt-t сttггеnt lingt-ttsttс ttsl

mеnt. Foг еxamplе, Biсkеl

graпrn.ratiса1 itgl.ееmеnt al

ior; n lo,-'g tг;rdition. Thеiг

orоttо l t r in l r l  : . r l . t iчсs.  ln цh

, , .  d. . tу bt l t rnd to inс lшdе

Givеn thе dittсulty of

rесOtlгsе to a рrоnominal.

notllеna сlшstег togеthеr t

& Bгеsnan (l996) show t

vaгv inсlеpеndеntlу ot ra

in..l a,g..m"nts on thе bа

ut-tsounсl. Wе mr"rst thеrе{

t.8.2 Criteria for

Тhе nечl sl. .

sеpa[atе or-rt thе diГtЪгеtl

Thе sуntaх aг

s)'rlld'r"

lit'tguistit:

е l  еtt tеt . t t :

пtrl rphrl ltlgl,:
-

In thе сanoniсal саisе

vегb br-rt thе rnогphоlo1

bounсlirгiеs as shaгpег

it maу bе arguablе wk

., Tl- tс usagе of Мel l insоn 6

as having ргOllolllll1i:tl рг

1-lгtlt-ttltrliпal ргоfiхеs on ,

i]егlliarriс latlgltagеs wn

aгL' not pгOnolnirral. Tltс

rlгditutе tсгnl сOvегlng I

tl]е tегln сrtlss- rе'|е rепL:t

гссеtrtlу. Сгоft usеs 
-agr

l  l9-:10n3).
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thе bеginning of thе nеighbouring phеnomеnon is lеss impоrtant than sее-

ing thе сonnесtions and di1Теrеnсеs. And thе varying tЪсtors obsеrvablе with

ptоnоminal affiхеs ovеrlap сonsidегably with thosе fbund in сanoniсal agrееmеnt

sysrcms.
In сurrеnt linguistiс usagе manу trеat pгonominal a1flxеs aS paГt of agrее-

ment. For еxamplе, Biсkеl and Niсhols (forthсоming) draw a distinсtiоn bеtwееn

grammatiсal agrееmеnt and pronominal agrееmеnt, nоting that thе distinсtion

hаs a lоng tradition. Thеir ,pгonominal agrееmеnt, is what othеrs disсuss undеr

prоnominal affiхеs. In whatеvеr Way Wе analysе thе phеnomеnon, it SrеmS Wе

шеdutу bound to inсludе it."
Givеn thе difflсшlty of idеntifying pronominal atfixеs, it is tеmpting to havе

rесoursе to a pгonоminal-argument pагаmеtег, aссoгding to whiсh vaгious phе-

nоmena сlustеr togеthег in languagеs with pronominal affiхеs. Hоwеvеr, Austin

& Brrsnan (1996) show that thе phеnomеna сlaimеd to сlшstеr in this paramеtеr

vary indеpеndеntly of еaсh othеr; it t-ollows that attеmpting to idеntify pronom-

inal argumеnts on thе basis of othеr со-vaгying сharaсtеristiсs of a langLLagе is

unsоund. W.е must thеrеfЪrе taсklе thеm diгесtlу.

5.8 '2 Cr i ter iа for pronominal  af f ixes j : l .  : : . l i ] .  ]:::]: .  l : ] l  :] i : l : .  i i i l ] : : l l : i .  ] :] l  : : l i |  ' : ] l  : : :::: i  i ]]] l l ] l i

Thе nехt stеp thеrеforе, tbllowing ouг сanoniсal apprоaсh, is to

separatr ollt thе difТеrеnt faсtors.

02) Thе syntax and rlorphologу of pronominal affiхеs

S\,п|(|х. non-argllmеnt argumеnt

lingttistiс
еlеmеn|:

.purе' agrееmеnt
markег

prоnоminal attx Гrее pronoun

пюrphoklgу inflесtional forrn tiее form

In thе сanoniсal сasе a pronominal atfiх has thе sуntaх оf an aгgumеnt of thе

vеrb but thе morphоlogy of an inflесtion. (12') is a simpliliсation sinсr it prеsеnts

boundariеs as shaгpег than thеy arе. In tеrms of sуntaх' thеге aге instanсеs whеrе

it шay bе arguablе whеthеr a givеn еlеmеnt rеprеSеnts an argumеnt or doеs not

9 Thе usagе oI. Mallinson & Blakе ( l 98 l : z12_6) is still infl uеntiаl. Thоу trеat languagеs likе Swаhili
as hаvirrg рronоminаl pге{rхеs: .in Swаhili tl-tе vеrb сan stand on its own to 1brm а sеntеnсе' thе
pгonominal prеfixеs on thе vеrb funсtioning Iikе unstгеssrd pronouns,. Thоу соntrast this with

Gепnaniс languagеs whеrе. thеу saу, thс vегb сannot stand alonе and so thе agrееing еlеInеnts
arе not pгonominal. Thеiг usagе is as follows ( l 98 1 : 46): .wе will lusr аgrееп1е||t as thе supеl.-

ordinаtе tегrn сovоring thе Gегn.raniс tуpс of vеrb aglеешеnt and thе Swаhili typе. Wе wiIl usе
Ihеterm сros's-rеfеrепr:iпg аgrееnle,l Or simply спlss-rеferепr:illq fсlг thс Swаhili tуpе'' Moге
rесеntly' Сroft usеs .agreеmсnt' аs а сovеr tеrm filr various typеs оf maгking on the vсгb (200l:

139  40nЗ ) .
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fill thе aгgumеnt slot.l0 ln morpholоgy thе boundaгy bеtwееn inflесtional and
frее 1brms is oссupiеd bу сlit iсs.I I

(72) doеs сapturе thе dual naturе of pronominal affiхеs, sharing syntaсtiс
bеhaviour with pronоuns (spесifiсally with thе wеak pronouns, what Giv6n 1984:
361 сalls thе .unstrеssеd, сlitiс or..agrееmеnt', pronouns') and sharing mоrpho-
lоgiсal bеhaviour with othеr inflесtional affixеs, inсluding agrееmеnt afflxеs.l2
Howеvеr, this dissoсiation of funсtion and form is not сomplеtе.

If pronominal affiхеs fall bеtwееn agгееmеnt markеrs and frее pronoцns! Wе
сan rеad thе сеntral linе of (12) as еxprеssing a sсalе. Thеn wе сan ask what
othеr сritеria rеlatе to this sсalе. Wе shall сomparе aсгoss languagеs, basеd on thе
primary mеans of еxprеssion, that is, соntrasting pronoшinal aflrxеs in a languagе
whеrе thеy arе primary with frее pronouns in a languagе whеrе thеy arе pгimarу.
Thus wе arе сomparing typiсal agrееmеnt with typiсal prоnominal affixеs and
with typiсal frее pronouns (and not, for instanсе, pronоminal afflxеs with frее
pronouns within languagеs whiсh havе both).

(72) is also hеlpful for distinguishing two typеs of analysis of thе vеrbal markеr
whеn it appеars togеthеr with a full nоun phrasе and whеn without. Somе takе a
.syntaсtiс viеw, and Suggеst diffrrеnt tunсtions for a singlе markеr: it is a pronoun
whеn thеrе is no full noun phrasе argumеnt, and an agrееmеnt markеr whеn thеrе
is a full noun phrasе argumеnt. This first position has bееn сhaгaсtеristiс оf thosе
wоrking in LFG, whеrе partiсularly dеtailеd work has bееn donе (fоr instanсе,
Brеsnan 2О07a: 146). othеrs takе a .motphologiсal viеw' and SuggеSt that if a
form сannot bе distinguishеd aсross еnvironmеnts thеn it should bе assignеd to
a singlе сatеgory (for еxamplе, Gеоrgopоulos, aссount ofPalauan, |991:49)'

Thе diffеrеnt assumptions hеrе aге worth bringing out. Thе syntaсtiс viеw, at its
simplеst, starts from a сonсrrn to undеrstand rеfеrеnсе. It assurnеs that full noun
phrasеs and frее pronouns arе thе .bеst' rеfеrеntial ехprеssiоns (thе bеst links to
еntitiеs in thе world). If a noun phrasе or frее pronoun is found, it iS likеly to bе
rеfеrеntial. If thеrе is also a шarkеr on thе vеrb, whiсh might оthеrwisе funсtion
aS a pronoun, thеn in this instanсе it сannot bе doing so and is an agrееmеnt
markеr. (This prеsеrvеs .funсtional uniquеnеss, or its еquivalеnt, at thе соst of
giving partiсular mоrphologiсal markеrs a dual funсtion.)lЗ Thе morphоlоgiсal
viеw, also at its simplеst, starts from a сonсеfn to undеrstand vеrbal morphology.
It statеs that markеrs bound to thе vеrb should, all things bеing еqual, bе assignеd

l0 Thе obvious сasе сonсеrns pro-drоp рhеnomеna; if thеrе is, say' a marker on thе vеrb, аnd thеre is
no оVert subjесt pronоun, diffеrеnt analysеs might aссord argumеnt status to thе absеnt pronoun
or to thе markеl whiсh is prеsеnt.

,, For аn interеsting aссount of thе diff.еrеnt possiblе rеalizations оf pronouns within oрtimalitу
. Thеory sее Bresnan (2001b).

'. Wе may sее (72) as rеprеsеnting a potеntial рath of grаmmatiсalization, disсrrssеd fuгthеr in
s 9 .  l .  l .

|з lt is natural to trеat it as a .сost, to givе markеrs а dual funсtion; howеvеr, Toivonеn (2000)
arguеs that thеrе саn be posltivе еvidеnсе to show that this is the bеttеr aрproaсh. Shе сonsiders
possеssive markеrs in Finnish. Thе papеr is оf intеrеst hеrе not only bесausе оf its ехpliсit dеfеnсr
of dual funсtion, but a1so bесausе it reminds us that thе issr'rе of .droрping' arises within thе nоun
phrase as wеll as within thе сlausе.
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toа singlе сatеgory. Thегеfoге, if paгtiсulaг markегs сan funсtion as pronouns,

ftеy сre pronouns irrеspесtivе of othег Stгuсturе. Thus еvеn if сo-оссurring with

аfull nоun phrasе oг fiее pronoun, thе bound maгkеr is still a rеfеrring pгonolln.

(This prеsегvеs a singlе funсtiоn for thе markег, but t-nеans that thе thеоry of

pronоminal binding has to bе madе morе сomplеx.) Vaгiоus analysеs takе оnc of

thеdiffеrеnt starting points t-or gгantеd, and сomе to соn1liсting сonсIusions 1ioп-r

similar data. A salutoгy еxamplе is thе diffегеnt labеllings of thе Swahili objесt

пrшkец whiсh dеpеnd on thеsе diffеrеnt staгting viеws (sее Sеidl & Dimitriadis

1997: 38 1 ).
Lеt us turn to a briеf сomparison оf agrееmеnt markеrs, pronominal af{rxеs

andfrrе plonollns using fivе сritегia: a firll ассount is givеn in Corbеtt (2003b).

First сonsidеr thе numbег of сasе гоlеs whiсh may bе indехеd by thе difТеrеnt

mrаns. In thе indisputablе instanсеs of vегb agrеrmеnt, noгmally wе find that

ju$0nе сasе rolе сan bе indеxеd, whеthеr thе sr-rbjесt oг thе absolutivе aгgumеnt

($2.3'2). In languagеs сlairlеd to havе pгonominal atfixеs, wе typiсally 1rnd that

thеsе indеx all thе rnain argumеnts (twо oг thrее), as suggеstеd, fог instanсе, by

Мithun (1986: 191).|1 Frее pгonouns' on thе othеr hand, сan tуpiсallу indех all

thе саsе rolеs possiblе in a givеn languagе; in somе instanсеs this is a fhir numbеr

($4.4. 1).
A sесond сritеrion is thе dеgrее оf rеfеrеntiality. of thе thгее itеms in (72),

agrrrmrnt markеrs arе lеast likеly to bе usеd rеfегеntially. Nеvеrthеlеss, in a

languagе whеге pгonоuns raгеly appеar in argumеnt positions оnе сould aгguе that

thеagrееmеnt maгkеrs сan havе rеfЪrеntial usеs. Prоnominal аffiхеs fiеquеntly arе

rеfеrеntiai. Frее pronouns arе normally геfеrеntial, thоugh еvеn thеy may havе

non-rеfеrеntial usеs, hоwеvег rrntypiсal (Еvans |999. 256-1). This is a sсalaг

сritеrion for analysing vеrbal maгkегs: thе morе геfегеntial thеy aге, thе Stгongег

thе сasе fоr tгеating thеm as pгonominal atfixеs, and thе grеatег thе rеstriсtions

onrеfеrеntial r.rsе, thе Stгongеr thе сasе tbr trеating thеm as agгеrmеnt markеrs.

As disсussеd by Еvans (|999: 256), if a markег is non-соmmittal with геSpесt

io anaphoriс oг rеfеrеntial status, as is for еxamplе thе obligatory third-pеrson-

singular agrееmеnt maгkег in Еnglish (whiсh сan agгее with dеfinitе, indеflnitе

and nеgativе еxprеssions), thеn it is an agrееmеnt markеr. Cоnvеrsеlу, if thе

markеr Llnambiguously .rеfеrs' to Somе еntity thеn it has thе status of a pronoun

аnd is an inсorporatеd pгonoun. Non-геfеrеntial usе of thе markеr is fbr Еvans

a diagnostiс of laсk of fЪll pгonominal status. Еvans sllggеSts that thеir obliga-

tory natuге сan lеad tо pгоnominal affiхеs no lоngег bеing ablе .to еnсodе suсh

соntlasts as геlЪrеntial vs non_rеfегеntial, dеfinitе vs indеfinitе and so on' (1999:

255). Takе this ехamplе ti.ош Bininj Gun-Wok (Mayali):

la Pеrhaps this dеflnеs a .polуsуnthеtiс languagс'. Еvirns & Sаssс (2002: 3) suggсst thаt .a pгOto.

typiсаl pоlysyritl.rеtiс |аnguagе is сltlе iIr whiсh it is possiblе' in a singlе woгd, tо usе prоссssеs оf

morpholсlgiсal сornpоsitior.r tо сnсodе infbrmation abоut bоth l-hс pгеdiсatе and all its argumеПts'

foг all шajсlг сlausе tуpеs (i.е. оnо-. two- and tl.tгсо1lасе рIеdiсatеS. bаsiс arrd с.lегivоd)' tо a lеvеl

ofspесitiсitу allowing this wоrсi tO sеrvс alonе as a tiос-standing uttеГltnсc rvithоut геlianсс ot-t

с0ntеxt, .
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Bininj Gun-Wok (Еvans 1999:265): Gun-diеihmi dialесt
(7з) al-еgе daluk gaban-du_ng

!.-DЕM Woman 3sс>3pr-sсo1d-шoш_psт
(a) .That Woman sсolds peoplе.'
(b) .That Woman sсolds thеm.'

Whеrеas a freе pronoun, in languagеs likе Еnglish (and in Bininj Gun-Wok)'
doеs not havе thе gеnеriс rеading (thе (a) rеading) in сomparablе еxamplеs, this
is possiblе for thе prоnominal affix. A frее pеrsonal pronoun is a mеans of forсing
a dеflnitе rеfеrеntial rеading:

Bininj Gun.Wok (Еvans 1999:266): Gun-diеihmi dialесt
('74) al-еgе daluk gaban-du-ng beddа

F-DЕM Woman 3sс>3pt--sсo1d-шoш_psт thеm
.That woman is sсolding thеm.'

Sirnilarly, frее pronouns аrе typiсally nоt usеd with indеfinitе objесts, whilе
prоnominal affixеs сan bе (Еvans 1999:261):

Bininj Gun-Wok (Еvans 1999:261): Dulеrayеk dialесt
('7s) balanda bi-mey

Еuropеan 3sс> 3sс. нтснЕR_oBJ.PsT-mаIтy.PsT_PFv
(a) .She marriеd thе whitе man.,
(b) .Shе marriеd a whitе man.'

This viеw has bееn сhallеngеd aS a gеnеral viеw ofhow pronominal afflxеs work.
For a diffеrеnt viещ basеd on a сarеful analysis of Сеntral Alaskan Yup'ik and
Navajo, sее Мithun (200з).

A third, rеlatеd сritеrion is thе dеgrrе of dеsсriptivе сontеnt. In partiсular,
how muсh lеxiсal mеaning is assoсiatеd with еaсh itеm in (12), as opposеd to
.funсtional' or .grammatiсal' mеaning. Wе сan flx thе twо еnd pоints of our sсalе.
Starting this timе with thе pеrsonal pronouns' many havе dеsсriptivе сontrnt
albеit to а rеstriсtеd dеgrее. For instanсе, thеrе arе languagеs whеrе pronouns arе
litегally .pеrsonal' : thеy саn bе usеd for rеfеrеnсе to pеrsons only, with somе othеr
mеans bеing rеquirеd for non-pеrsons (Corbеtt |99|:245-8). At thе othеr еnd
of our sсalе, wе might еxpесt that agrееmеnt markеrs would havе no dеsсriptivе
сontеnt. Aftrr all, thе agrееmеnt Systеm is a major loсus of rеpеаtеd grammatiсal
information. Howеvеr, Wе сannot simply еxсludе agrееmеnt markеrs hеrе' as
еxamplеs of sеmantiс agrееmеnt ($5.4) dеmonstratе. Givеn our disсussion of
(72)' we wоuld еxprсt pronominal affixеs to oссupy a middlе position, bеtwееn
agrееmеnt markеrs and frее pronouns' but hеrе Wе arе prеdiсting rathеr than
rеpofting.

Thе sсalе of (72) lеads us naturally to a disсussion of thе balanсе оf infoгma-
tion bеtwееn full nominal phrasеs and thе thrее itеms Wе arr disсussing. Wе nееd
to сonsidеr how information is distributеd aсross Strrtсhеs of disсoursе, inсlud-
ing thosе largеr than singlе uttеranсеs. Lеt us takе a hеarеr pеrspесtivе and ask

сan bе sainеd from a
inal аffixеs and frее

potеntially vast numbеrs
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pronom inаl еxprеssion:
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,nt fеaturеs). Lеtus bi

trollеr and targеt mark
rе valuеs. Thеrе аrе mа

' intеrеstingly, thе balanс

Ja piS-u
1SG.NoМ write-1s'
'I am writing.'

thе сontrollеr marks pс
inсtions arе mаdе in еaсh
past trnsе:
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lsс.шoм writе.psl
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or frее pronouns (whiсhеvеl
pronominal affixеs and frее pl
whеrе normal noun phrasеs
bе drawn from thе Animaсу
We would prеdiсt a diffеrеn
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сan br gainеd frorn a nominal phrasе сomparеd with agrееmеnt markегS'

inal affiхеs and Гrее pronouns. At onе lеvеl thе answеr is еvidеnt: thеге

tially vast numbеrs of nominal еxprеssions, whilе in сontrast thе thгее

undеr disсussiоn arе limitеd in numbеr. Thеrе arе еvidеntly vеry substan-

morе possiblе nominal еxprеssions than thеrе arе pronollns availablе. This

anaphora wоrks as it doеs, namеly by intгoduсing a rеfеrеnt thгough a nom-

еxprеssion (onе of thе many possiblе) and, having еStablishеd it, соntinuing

pronоminal еxprеssiоns (a сhoiсе fiom rеlativеly fеw).

Thе quеstion may bе posеd at a morе intеrеsting lеvеl. Wе may invеstigatе thе

of information just for thе tЪatuгеs whiсh may potеntially bе sharеd (thе

tfеaturеs). Lеt Lts bеgin with agrееmеnt markегs. ln сanoniсal agrееmеnt

аnd targеt mark thе samе fЪaturеs, and shaге thе samе numbег of

valuеs. Thеrе arе many systеms whiсh arе nоt fully сanoniсal in this waу

intеrеstingly, thе balanсе may bе shittеd in еithег dirесtion. Considеr again

Ja рls_u
lsс.шoм writе-lsс
'I am writing.'

Herе thе сontrollеr maгks pеrson and numbеr as doеs thе targеt vегb. Thе samе

distinсtiоns arе madе in еaсh, an instanсе of сanoniсal agrееmеnt. Now сomparе

thе past tеnsе:

(17) a. j a pisa-l b .  ja pisa-l-a

1sс.шoм writе-гsт[м.sс] isс.шoм writе-ps.г-г.sс
'l was writing.' (man) 'I was writing.' (woman)

Both thr соntrollеr and thе targеt mark numbеr. Thе сontrollеr marks pеrson,

whiсh is nоt markеd on thе targеt. Соnvегsеly thе targеt maгks gеndеr, whiсh is not

acategorу of first-and sесond_pегson pronouns in Rr-rssian. Hеrе' and muсh morе

gеnеrally' wе find instanсеs whеrе thе сontrоllег makеs distinсtions not rеflесtеd

ornot fully геflесtеd in thе taгgеt, and сonvегsеly thе targеt makеs distinсtions not

(fully) found on thе сontrollеr" In tеrms оf сumr.rlating infoгmation, thе balanсе

may bе tiltеd еithег way, with morе inf-oптation сoming fгom сontrollеr oг fгom

targеt. Impгеssionistiсally, thе balanсе is roughlу еqr-ral'

Whеn wе turn tо pronominal a1Iiхеs and fгее pronouns, howеvеr, thеrе is a сlеar

shift in favour of thеsе two. It is гarе to find (morphosyntaсtiс) fеaturе diьtinсtiоns

markеd on thе noun phrasе whiсh aге not also found on thе pronominal afflxеs

оr frее prоnоuns (whiсhеvеr thе languagе favours). Wе do find thе oppositе:

prоnоminal affiхеs and frее pronounS 1iеquеntly distinguish numbег in languagеs

whеrе normal noun phrasеs do nоt (this is a paгt of thе prеdiсtions whiсh сan

bе drawn tioш thе Animaсу Hiеrarсhу; sее Coгbеtt 20О0: 54-66 fог dеtails).

Wе would prеdiсt a diffегеnсе bеtwееn pгоnоminal affixеs and frее pronollns
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(rесall that wе arе сomparing thе major stratеgy bеtwееn languagеs hеrе), but thе
еvidеnсе is yеt to bе сollесtеd to support suсh a hypothеsis.

This brings us to thе last сritеrion showing variation aсross our sсalе, namеly
multiprеsеntatiоn. By this I mеan thе сo-oссurтеnсе of еlеmеnts within thе
samе сlausе indеxеd to thе samе rеfеrеnt. In сanoniсal agrееmеnt wе flnd
multirеprеsеntation: wе havе a сontrоllеr noun phrasе and agrееmеnt markеd
on onе or morе targеts. Howеvец varying frоm languagе to lаnguagе wе flnd
instanсеs of unirеprеsеntation (thе intеrеsting сaSе bеing whеrе thе markеr on
thе vеrb is thе only ovеft indеxation of thе rеfеrеnt).

Variants of this typе arе usually disсussеd as .doubling' (сf. .multirrprеsеn_

tation') and .dropping' (сf. .unirеprеsеntation'). I usе unfamiliar tегms just in
this sесtion to StrеSs that I wish to avoid any proсеssual rеading. (Thеrе is no
сhanсе that thеsе will rеplaсе thе traditional tеrms.) .Pгonoun inсotporation' and
.pro drop' wеrе usеd originally to indiсatе opеrations on phrasе struсturе. In
сonstraint-basеd modеls, howеvеr, thе tеrms arе usеd without any impliсation of
movеmеnt or dеlеtion (Brеsnan 2О0Ia: \17n4). Wе nееd this nеutral sеnsе: multi-
rеprеsrntation/doubling fоr us impliеs two or morе еlеmеnts, not that having onе
is somеhow basiс, for a givеn languagе; unirеprеsеntation/dropping impliеs onе
еlеmеnt, withоut thе impliсation that having two is basiс.

Languagеs arе somеtimеs сlassifiеd tоo rigidly aссording to this phеnomеnon.
Thus Russian, onе of our fеaturеd languagеs, is gеnеrally rеgаrdеd as a languagе
in whiсh thе subjесt pronoun is normally prеSеnt. It thеrеforе has сanoniсal
agrееment in this rеSprсt. And yеt wе do flnd instanсеs withоut thе pronоun.15
Its South Slavoniс rеlativе Bulgarian is dеsсribеd as a pro-drop (null-subjесt)
lаnguagе' but this too is not an absolutе phеnomеnon. Considеr somе hаrd data
on thе issuе, from a samplе of fivе pаrallеl tеxts in fivе Slavoniс languagеs (twо
Slavoniс originals and translations, and thе translations of thrее non-Slavoniс
originals), from whiсh wе havе 2,000 еxamplеs for еaсh languagе:

(78) Null and ovеrt pronominal subjeсts in Slavoniс languages (Sеo 200l: 92)

null subjесt ovеrt subjесt Чо oуert subjесt

drop' or not, rathеr thеr
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and (in thiгd pеrson sir
pointing to Tamil forms wi

to bе absеnt) and to T
ing for pеrson/numbеr/gi
srntеnсеs without an ovе
laсking rеlеvant inflесtit

iсh show rеgular absеnсе o]
lеaving pro drop, I sh

iri, whеrе shе сlaims thal
nominals arе adjоinеd. Ul
stеp of disсussing pro_dro1

tS lhа l  spanish has .pгor

inal adjunсtion. Thе сonsс
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agfеement, with oг without prо droр
If thе сount is dоnе aссording to m(
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Russian
Bulgarian

S erbian/Croatian/B osnian
Сzech
Polish

44з
r 556
168З
r829
1 859

1557
444
31'7
\71
141

71.9
22.2
15.9
8.6
7 .1

of сoursе thеrе arе issuеs to do with thе usе of writtеn tеxts and thе еffесt
of translation. Hоwеvец thе basiс mrssagе is сlеar: languagеs arе not simply

l5 We аlso find, in сolloquial Russian, ехаmples of thе prоnoun .doubling' a noun phrase; sее МсСoy
(1998) fоr disсussiоn of data еar1iеr dеsсribеd bv o. B. Sirotininа.
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0r not, rathеr thеrе is widе variatiоn.tб Languagеs rangе bеtwееn
ns typiсally prеsеnt, right thгough to languаgеs whеrе thеy arе

absеnt. And' сontrаry to a widеsprеad bеliеf, onе сannot maintain a
link bеtwееn inflесtional еxpliсitnеss and thе prеsеnсе or absеnсе

Аsher (1996: 1 l5-16) pоints out that Тhmil sеntеnсеs rеadily havе no

ieсt; somе attributе this to thе faсt that vеrbs arе markеd for pеrson and
nd (in third pеrson singular) gеndеr. Ashеr undеrminеs this еxplanation

tо Tamil forms with no agrееmеnt (but whеrе thе subjесt is еquallу
be аbsent) and to Tamil,s rеlativе Мa7aуalam, whiсh dоеs nоt havе
for pеrson/numbефеndеr on vеrbs, but whiсh is as likеlу as Tamil to

without an ovеrt subjесt. Thеrе arе also languagеs of south-еast
ing rеIеvant inflесtionаl morphology, suсh as Japаnеsе and Korеan,

rеgulш absеnсе of indеpеndеnt pronouns (Huang 20О0: 57-9).
lеavingpro drop' I should mеntion Jеlinеk's inflцеntial papеr (1984) on
whеrе shе сlaims that Warlpiri сlitiсs arе thе argumеnts of thе vеrb and

ls arе adioinеd. Unlikе most invеstigators. Jеlinеk takеs thе losiсal
disсussing pro-drop phеnomеna (as in Spanish) in thе samе trrms. Shе

that Spanish has .pronominal sufflxеs' and that ovеrt subjесts rеprеsеnt
adjunсtion. Thе сonsеquеnсе of this rеasoning wоuld bе to assign lan-

likе Russian (with agrееmеnt) and Bulgarian (with pronominal sufflxеs,
an analysis) to гadiсally diffеrеnt typеs. And yеt this is not сonvinсing:
еxaminе thе agrееmеnt SyStеmS in dеtail, looking at whiсh fеaturеs arе
and going down tо thе spесifiсs of instanсеs whеrе diffеrеnt fеaturе

шеpоssiblе and thе сonditions whiсh influеnсе thе сhoiсе bеtwееn thеm'
substantial similaritiеs bеtwееn thosе Slavoniс languagеs with frеquеnt
оf pro drop and thosе with fеwеr instanсеs (Corbеtt 1983).'/ Austin

(1996) givе а systеmatiс сomparison of Australian languagеs with
tоpro drop, and throw сonsidеrablе doubt on Jеlinеk's analysis.

now turn to сonsidеr multirеprеsеntation with rеgard to pronominal
wе again find grеаt diffеrеnсеs from languagе tо languagе. Sоmе shоw
proportion of сlausеs in natural tеxts in whiсh thе vеrb's argumеnts arе

sоlеly through thе vеrbal affixеs. Мohawk rеprеsеnts a dramatiс сasе:
Mithun (pеrsоnal соmmuniсation) rеports fivе prеdiсatеs fol еaсh Syn-

nоminal in onе samplе of spоkеn tеxts.l8
lly, frее pronouns arе typiсally in сomplеmеntary distribution with full

phrasеs having thе samе funсtion within thе сlausе. Indееd thеoriеs of

additional statistiсs on Russian and Bu1gariаn srе Donёеva (1975); for statistiсs оn varуing
ofdropping in variеtiеs of Spanish sее Camеron ( l 993). For rеfеrеnсеs and data on pro drop

aссording to реIson, pаrtiсulaгiy in Bislama, sее Mеуеrhoff (2000: 1 1 З l 4' 1 36_9), and
Romanсе sее Hеaр (2000). Ariеl (2О0О: 2З6_1') shows how dropping variеs aссording to tеnsе

, and links this tо how allitеrativе thе markеrs arе ($3.5. l )
оf the pro-drоp pаrаmеtеr with rеfеlеnсe to Slavoniс sее Franks ( l 995: 287 З04)

doеs not adopt thе .pronоminal aftх' position, but rathеr trеats аll thе familу as showing
, with or without pro drop

thе сount is dоnе aссоrding to mоrphоlogiсal tbrm, thеn thе ratio is muсh highеr, sinсе thеrе
many instanсеs of morрhоlоgiсal vеrbs usеd as nominals.
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pronominals oftеn tradе on thе assumptiоn that a pronоun will not bе сorеfеrеntial
with a noun phrasе within thе сlausе. This is сovеrеd, fоr еxamplе, by Binding
Thеory оr by thе LFG prinсiplе of ,funсtional uniquеnеss' (Brеsnan 2001^a: |45,
1s8).

This сharaсtеristiс is partiсularly important, and wе nееd to ask whеthеr wе сan
usе it to dеtеrminе whеthеr an affix is a pronominal afflx or an agrееmrnt markеr.
Thеrе is an intuition that thе (im)possibility of a frее pronоun oссurring in thе
samr сlausе as thе markеr givеs an indiсation as tо thе status of a vеrbal markеr.
Notе that Wе сan apply this hеuristiс .in both dirесtions': thе pronoun may bloсk
thе markеr and thе mаrkеr may bloсk thе pronoun. Considеr first Maсushi, a Carib
languagе, with around 15,000 spеakеrs inBraz11, and Vеnеzuеla. In a transitivе
сlausе thе absоlutivr argumrnt (with no сasе markеr) prесеdеs thе vеrb, and thе
еrgativе argumеnt follows it. This ordеr is Sеrn too in thе markеrs on thе vеrb:

Maсushi (Abbott |99|:24*5' 101, disсussеd in Siewierskа 1999:226)

The сonvеrsе сasе is еvеr
thе oссurrеnсе of thе
uagе of thе Gunwiny1
is inflесtеd with a fi

pronouns саnnot oссul
rеasonablе hеrе tt

pronouns arе
For thе сlеar сasеs, thеn,

problеm in thе samt
pronoun is not еasily pс
. This tеst works wеll' b

rarе. Othег languagеs aJ
еffесts (suсh as stro

line. Wе hаvе disсussеd

y in thе сlausе is a lеss
. A furthеr prоblеm with

(or a lеxiсal noun
rat it is appositiоn
t (whеthеr in somе '

ifiеd. onе nееds languад
impossiblе to dесidе whiк

whiсh is in apposition tr
Thеrе is. howеvеr. a сlеat

that is  j i t t lе  d isсussеd. I t
onе targrt within thе сlr
wе arе dеaling with ag
hеuristiс is linkеd to thr
t a pronoun to bе rеpе

ian/Сroatian/Bosnian
doSl-a jе
сamе-г.sс дuх.3s
.Shе сamе.'

,' word oгdеr' wherе a vеrbal maт]
' prеverbal noun phrase (1.999:22
20 Third pеrson indepеndent pronor

nouns do сo-oссuI with thе vеrt
aсt as agreеmеnt markеrs under

2l An idеa of the сompleх possib
gainеd from Larikе, a Central М
(1990) desсribе two sets ofpro
semantiсally and pragmаtiсally z
optionally (ассording to the тigh

22 I bе]iеvеd this hеurist iс wаs огiд

('7e) i-konеka-'pi-iya
3sс-makе-psт-3sс-вкс
.Hе madе it.'

In (,79) thе vеrb bеars a prеfix l- сorтеsponding to thе absolutivе argumеnt and a
sufflx -i сoшеsponding to thе еrgativе argumеnt. Wе wish to asсеrtain thе naturе
of thеsе markеrs.

(80) t-еkin еra'ma-'pi pааka еsa-'ya
RЕFL-pеt Sее-PST сoW oWnеr-ЕRG
.Thе ownеr of thе сow saw his own pеt.'

In (80) thе vеrb bеars no markеrs сo-indехing thе еrgativе or thе absolutivе
argumrnt. onсе thеrе is a frее nominal or pronominal argumеnt, thеrе will bе no
markеr оn thе vеrb:

(8  1 ) *uuri-ya i-konеka-,pi-u-ya
1sс-вкс 3sс-makе-psт-1sс.вкс
.I, I madе it.'

Thеsе data strongly Suggrst that thе mаrkеrs tn (19) arе pronominal. Somе wоuld
trеat thеm as pronominal afflxеs; for othеrs, thе fасt that thе vеrb mаy appеar
without thеm (thеy do not appеar whеrе thеrе is a frее argumеnt as in (80)) would
makе thеm сlitiсs.19

19 Therе arе iеss straightforward сasеs. Thеrе arе languаgеs wherе the markеr may bе in сomplе-
mеntary distribution with onlу full nominals and оptionally сo-oссul with pronouns (Wеtsh) оr
сonvеrsely, whеrе thе сomplementary distribution is with pronоuns, not lexiсal noun phrasеs
(Palauаn). In Kiсhaga thе objесt marker must oссur with freе pronouns, but may or may not oссur
with leхiсal noun phrasеs (Bresnan & Moshi 1990: \5|_2; in thе LFG analysis thе objесt markеI
is sееn as marking grammatiсal agrееmеnt whеn it doubiеs thе prоnoun, but as an inсorporatеd
pronoun - whiсh shows аnaphoriс agrееmеnt with a topiс _ in thr nоn-doubling usе; whеn thеrе is
a leхiсal noun phrase prеsent this is trеatеd аs a disloсаtеd topiс, Bтеsnan 2001a: 15 1). Siewierska
also rеmarks that thеrе may bе a split betwеen сommon and propеr nouns. A furthеr faсtor is
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сonvеrsе сaSе iS еvrn morе intеrеsting: thе markеr is obligatory and it prе_
thе oссurrenсе of thе frее pronoun. Тhis situation is found in Ngalakgan,

of thе Gunwinyguan family spоkеn in sоuthеrn Arnhеm Land. Whеn
is inflесtеd with a first_or sесond-Dеrson markеr. сorеfеrеntial indеoеn-

prоnouns сannot oссur in thе samе intonational phrasе (Bakеr 20О2: 6О*|).
rеasоnablе hеrе to intеrprеt thе markеr оn thе vеrb as pronominal.2O

pronouns arе rarе in natural spеесh in Ngаlakgan.)
thе сlеar сasеS, thеn, wе might suggеst that if a frее pronoun сan сo-oссur
problеm in thе samе сlausе, thеn wе arе dеaling with agrееmеnt. And if a

pronoun is not еasilу possiblе in thе samе сlausе, thеn wе havе a pronominal
This tеst works wе11, but for rеlativеly fеw сasеs. Languagеs likе Ngalakgan

rarе. other languagеs allow frее pronouns! but with rеstriсtions and/or with
еffесts (suсh as Strong сontrast). onсе again it bесomеs diffiсult to draw

linе. Wе havе disсussеd this tеst with rеgard to a frее Dronoun. as bеins thе
сasе. Thе pоssibility or not of a noun phrasе hеadеd by a noun oссurring

in thе сlausе is a lеss сlеar tеst.,'
A furthеr problеm with thе сomplеmеntary_distribution tеst is that whеn.a

(or a lеxiсal noun phrasе) сo-oссurs with a vеrbal markеr, it mаy bе
that it is appositiоnal to thе vеrbal markец and that thе markеr is thе

(whеthеr in somе сaSеS or all сasеs)' oftеn this is just statеd rathеr than
ifiеd. onе nееds languagе-spесifiс аrgumеnts foг еасh сasе. Without thеm it

impossiblе to dесidе whiсh of twо сorеfеrеntial itеms is in argumеnt position
whiсh is in apposition to it

Thеrе is, howеvеr, a сlеar and usеful tеst соnсеrning multirеprеsеntation, and
onе that is littlе disсussеd. It is thе possibiltу of multiplе targеts.22 If thеrе is morе
than оnе targеt within thе сlausе (that is, if thе markеr in quеstion is not uniquе),
thеn wе arе dеaling with agrееmеnt. If it is uniquе, thеn thеге is no prеdiсtiоn.
This hеuristiс is linkеd to thе last, sinсе it is basеd on thе intuition that wе do not
еxpесt a pronoun to bе rеpеatеd. Сonsidеr this еxamplе from SеrbianlСtoatian/
Bosnian:

Sеrbian/Croatian/B osn ian
(82) doSl-a jе

сamе-F.sc дuх.3sс
.Shе сamе.'

word ordец whеrе a vеrbai mаrkеr may сo-oссur with a postvоrbal nоun phrasе, but not with a
prеverbal nоun phrasе (\999:229).

20 Third pеrson indеpеndent рronouns arе so ralе that thе situation is unсlеaг. Hоwеvец сorеfеrеntial
nouns do сo-oссur with thе vеrbal markеr; Bakеr takes this as еvidеnсe that thе vеrbal markегs
aсt as agrеemеnt markеrs undеr thosе сirсumstanсеs.

21An idеа оf thе сomplex possibi1ities within multirеprrsеntation and unirеprеsentation сan bе
gainеd from Lаrikе, a Cеntral Molucсan languagе of Ambon lslаnd' Indonеsia. Laidig & Laidig
(l990) dеsсribе two sеts of pronominаl afflхеs, еithеr of whiсh may be droppеd whеrе this is
sеmantiсa1ly and pragmаtiсally appropгiаtе. Larikе is unusual in marking both subjесt and objeсt
optionally (aссоrding tо thе right соnditiоns).

22 I bеlievеd this hеuristiс was original, but in faсt it was hinted at by Gеorgopoulos (1991: 56).
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Thе faсt thatboth еlеmеnts оf thе vеrb inсludе markеrs lеads mе to bеliеvе that wе
arе dеaling with agrееmеnt (subjесt pronouns arе rеgularly absеnt). Convеrsеlу,
if wе wеге to arguе that thеrе is an inсotporatеd pronoun hеrе, thеn wе would
nееd argumеnts aS to whiсh соmpоnеnt сontainеd thе pronoun, and whiсh thеn
agrееd With it. This is important for us bесausе wе wish our kеy еxamplеs to
bе сlоsе to сanoniсal agrrеmеnt whеrеvеr possiblе. Thе Daghеstanian еxаmplеs,
whiсh havе a prominеnt plaсе in our aссount, typiсally show marking on sеvеral
еlеmеnts. Hеnсе wе must bе dеaling with agrееmеnt.

Lеt us rеviеw thе fivе сharaсtеristiсs:

rяз\ Agrеemеnt, pronominal afIixеs and free pronouns (typiсal instanсеs)

agrrеmеnt pronominal
markеr afflx frеe pronoun

all
highеst
highеst
highеr

largеly еxсludеd

afflx is thеn also i

two Stгuсturеs (еlеmеnt

[pronominal affiх*z

[agrееment markеr]

somе linguists, аs I notе
a full noun phrasе is

bе prеsеnt). For othеrs thс
сonstruсtions (that is, l

phrаsе is prеsеnt)
us сonsidеr thr task of

ntify thе геГеrеnt of thе

information from thе
on, possibly supplie

ightforward way, with

sourсеS' or tnеrе may

assignrd in onе instanсе l

сriteria ($5.4). Sinсе thе a

+agrееmrnt markеr] mа

If wе trеat (85) in thе san
will attеmpt to idеntif

bе dоnе bу сumulating in1
ion, possibly suppliе

straightforward way, with
inсt sourсеs, or thеrr ma)

r] maу providе morе or

ith four gеndеrs may providt
ith two gеndеrs).
Givеn that thе tasks arе ess

speakеrs nееd to distinguish t
rvhiсh piсks up thе еarliеr dis<
Wе notеd thеrе that two langu
be pro drop (null subjесt) in
bе madе about languagеs wit
affrхеs).2a Thе agrееmеnt syt
typеs.25 For this rеason a сa

и This is a distinсt сase, prоvidеd о
iсally impliеs it has inсorporated

25 For examplе, a sеt of tests аl
beеn devеlopеd bу thоse worki
larlу to Bantu languages. Sеvеl
ous subjесt maгkeгs but inсoгpо
& Johnson (1989) show that S
both as thе subjесt mаrkеr an

сasе roles
rеfеrеntiality
desсriptivе сontеnt
balanсе of information

(fеaturеs vs thosе of noun
phrasе)

multirеprеsеntation

1
low
low
roughly
еqual

normal

2
high
higher
highеr

possiblе

Rеmеmbеr thаt wе arе taking typiсal instanсеs hеrе, givеn thе variation within
еaсh typе. Wе should also rесall that wе arе сonsidеring only a part of agrеешеnt
hеrе, namеly agrееmеnt of thе vеrb. Allоwing for that, Wе do Sее hоw prоnominal
affixеs fall bеtwееn undisputеd agrееmеnt affixеs on thе onе hand, and frее pro-
nouns on thе othеr. Thе rеlativе naturе of thеsе diffеrеnсеs shows why it is diffiсult
to framе tеStS to distinguish agrееmеnt markеrs from pronominal afflxеs.2з

Pаr1 of thе diffiсulty is thе assumеd, oftеn unstatеd, linkagеs bеtwееn сharaс-
tеristiсs whiсh arе in prinсiplе distinсt. Languagеs vary in how likеly thеy arе to
inсludе all аrgumеnts: this is assumеd to сorrеlatе with thе prеsrnсе of agrееmеnt
morphology, but it сan vary indеpеndеntly. Thе dеgrее to whiсh partiсular еlе-
mеnts arr bound morphologiсally variеs from languagе tо languagе, and doеs not
automatiсally idеntify thеir syntaсtiс status. And thе rеfеrеntial status of pronouns
doеs not nесеssarily translatе dirесtly from languagе tо languagе.

Bеing ablе to draw a sharp analytiсal linе bеtwееn pronominal affixеs and
agrееmеnt is of importanсе оnly if onе bеliеvеs that agrееmеnt is rеstriсtеd to thе
сlausе. If' as many bеliеvе, agrееmеnt rеaсhеs bеyond thе сlausе, thеn pronouns
agrее with thеir antесеdеnts (sее s1.4.3). on this aссount thе diffеrеnсе bеtwееn
an agrееmеnt mаrkеr and a prоnominal affix is muсh lеss signiflсant, sinсе thе

2] For disсussion of tеsts proposеd in thе litеraturе and thе attеndant diffiсultiеs sее Siеwiеrska
( 1 9 9 9 : 2 З 0  1 ) .
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a rigid сlassifiсation intо languagеs with agrееmеnt or with prоnominal affixеs
wоuld limit rathеr than еnhanсе futurе rеsеаrсh.

5.8.5 Pronominаl affixes: essentiaI Points iiijiiiiii-чtiiiliiil$iiii{Ёi}liiiiiiiЁii]ii.tt1iisqiilsli\чi$iNiж

This is an arеa whеrе thе usе of tеrms variеs dramatiсallу; somе would
еxсludе pronominal affixеs from agrееmеnt, othеrs trеat thеm as thе most intеr-
еsting typе of agrееmеnt. Whеn rеading thе litеraturе оnе should bеar in mind
that somе writеrs simply assumr whiсh languagr or languagеs havе pronominal
afflxеs and rarеly givе сritеria for idеntifying thеm. Tradition also plays an unfor-
tunatе rolе: languagеs in сеrtain parts of thе world arе normally trеatеd as having
vеrb agrееmеnt and thosе in othеr parts as having pronominal afflxеs, and thе
distinсtion is not always оnе of substanсе. Morеovеr, givеn thе grаdiеnt naturе of
thе сatеgoriеs, thеrе arr many сasеs whеrе thе distinсtion may not bе а rеasonablе
onе to draw.

It is important that nоt all pronоminal affixеs arе thе samе. Wе notеd that thеy
vary from languagе to languagе' and еvеn within languagеs (as in thе сasе of
Ngalakgan). Thеy сan сo-еxist with agrееmеnt markеrs, as in Lavukalеvе (Tеrrill

200З:244-5). Therе arе oftеn subjесt-оbjесt asymmеtriеs, as in various Bantu
languagеs.

Wе havе to kееp thе .big piсturе' in mind. Thе logiсal outсomе of somе viеws
of pronominаl afflxеs, whiсh strеss thеir ability to оссur without a noun phrasе as
соntrоllец is to put languagеs likе Мohawk, Spanish and Bulgarian into thе sаmе
typе, with Еnglish and Russian in anothец whilе wе know that in most rеlеvant
rеspесts Russian and Bulgarian bеlong togеthеr.

Finally, this is just оnе part of what agIееmеnt is about; agrrеmrnt сovrrs morе
than thе markеrs on thе vеrb and thеir rеlation to its arsumеnts.

. { .9 '  '

Thе morphology оf agrееmеnt is onе of thе mоst intеrеsting parts of
inflесtional morphоlogy, prесisеly bесausе it involvеs thе rеalization оf displaсеd
information. A11 thr rеSourсеS of inflесtional morphology arе availablе, from thе
сanoniсal right through to supplеtion. It is important to allow fоr thе divеrsity
wе flnd: within a part of spеесh Wе may flnd somе itеms whiсh simply do not
agrее, and among thosе that do thеrе may bе grеat diffеrеnсеs in thе fеaturе valuеs

rеspeсt from other Bantu lаnguagеs invеstigatеd to datе; howеver, Demuth & Johnson do not
point to any diffеrеnсes in the agrеemеnt systеm (for instanсr, in thе fеaturеs invоlvеd).

Having or not having inсorporatrd pronouns is part of thе balanсе of how far thе languagе
is hеad marking rathеr than dеpendеnt marking (Niсhоls 1986). Whilе variоus diffеrenсеs fol-
low from this distinсtion, thе agrееmеnt systеm nееd not bе grеatly affесted. Certain agreement
domains will diffеr. In othel rеspeсts wе find agrееmеnt systеms with similar propеrtiеs on both
sidеs of this typologiсai dividе.

and in thе inflесtiс
rather diffеrеnt pht
investigating agre
of mоrphology al

syntax аnd morphr
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Whеn attеmpting to undеrstand and to modеl thе сomplеxity of natural languagе,
rеsеarсhеrs typiсally usе fеaturеs. This is truе for thе most abstraсt thеorеtiсians
through to thе most appliеd сomputational linguists. Fеaturеs aте thе kеy undеr-
pinning for linguistiс dеsсription, bеing usеd to faсtor out сommon propеrtiеs.l It
is thеrеforе natural tо usе thеm in analysing agrrеmеnt. Yеt wе havе соnfliсting
and inсompatiblе aссounts of fеaturеs lеft from diffеrеnt pеriods. Thе faсt that
agrеrmеnt involvеs сomparablе fеaturеs but in diffеrеnt situations (rеlating tо
сontrollеrs and to targеts) makеs it thе idеal arеa for сoming to а fullеr undеr-
standing of fеaturеs. In this сhaptеr I сonсrntratе on fеaturеs (suсh as numbеr)
whilе in thе nеxt I look at thеir valuеs (suсh as singular, dual, plural), and in
paгtiсular at thе instanсеs whеrе соntrollrr and targеt havе diffеrеnt valuеs.

4.| Copying of feаtures оr uпifiсаtion

o ,o"..n 
",.hе 

history оf idеas in this arеa will hеlp us to undеrstand
thе сurтеnt sсеnе. In thе еarly days of Transformational Grammar, from thе latе
1950s till thе 1970s, agrеrmеnt was trеatеd as a straightforward issuе. It was usеd
as a tеst for invеstigating triсkiег topiсs; for instanсе, in analуsing subjесt-raising.
agrееmеnt Was takеn as a safе tеst to dеmonstratе What was thе subjесt. Agrееmеnt
itsеlf was handlеd by сopying fratцrе valuеs from onе nodе to anothеr (сontrоllеr
to targеt). Thus for Еnglish, in a phrasе сonsisting of a dеmonstrativе and a noun,
thе numbеr valuе of thе noun was соpiеd to thе dеmonstrativе. Givеn a noun
lik:е book markеd as plural, thе grammar would aссount for phrasеs l1ke thеsе
books. Еvidеnсе aссumulatеd that agrееmеnt Was not so simplе: Morgan (1972)
showеd that agrееmеnt in Еnglish is far from trivial, Moravсsik (1'9.78) showеd
that languagеs vary сonsidеrably in thеir agrееmеnt systrms and Сorbеtt (|919)
dеmоnstratеd that thеrе arе numеrous mismatсhеs whеrе suсh simplе agrееmrnt
rulеs dо not work, but that thеsе mismatсhеs follow gеnеral pattеrns.

Thе еarliеr rulе_basеd apprоaсhеs, whiсh соpiеd fеaturеs frоm сontrollеr to
targеt, faсе problrms: thе сontгollеr may bе absеnt (as in pro-drop languagеs)
or it may bе prеsеnt but undеrspесifiеd, somеthing whiсh oссurs frеquеntly with

lAsno tеd iп$ l . 3 , somеusе . сa tеgoтy 'whе rе l u sе . f еa tu rе ' ; t hеn . fЪa tuте , i su sed fo rmy . f еa tu rе

valuе,.

1,1,4

(Barlow |992: З0_4
62_7). Considег this Ru

Ja sidеl

1sс.шoм SatlМ.sG]
'I was sitt ing' (man,

ts basеd on a rulе off
jа, one masсulinе an

l. Thеrе аrе manу simiJ
сontrollеr to bе givеn a s

l targеt. This mеans tl

anсy.
l980s saw thе risе of

LFG. Thеsе wеrе dесlara
promisе formodеlli

agrеrmеnt сan bе sеrn
сontrollеr and thе targеt,

\992: 2245). In a t
talking in (1) abоvе'.

for thе pronoun аnd thе s

[шuмввк: sing

I PЕRSON:

fеaturе Struсturrs сan
ing Struсturе:

[шuмввк: sin

I PЕRSON:
|- свшовк. fеn

thе information is сur

rеfеrеnсе on uniflса
tion in Copеstakе (2

of subsumption-basеd
that uniflсation handk

($ 1.4.4).
Howеvеr, if wе rеprеsеnt
makе thе asymmеtriс natu

ition, сapturеd in thе сot

, involving displaсеd il

thе Control Agrееmеnt l
in S2.3.1), whiсh spес
nt Statusrs (sее Gazdа
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pгоnouns (Baгlow 1992: 30-4З; his aгgumеnts aге <lеvеltlpеd in Pollar.d & Sa.g

|99'l'. 62.-7 ) " Сonsidег th i s R u s s i an ехanlplе ;

Ruriiltn
r|t Ja siсlсl / siсlеl-a

1sс.ысlшt sat|мr.sсl / sa1-Г.sG
.l was sittirrg. (t.t.tаt.t / wot.nlrn talkirrg)

In lссoшnts lrasеd on ;t гulе rэl ' lЪatuгс-сopying wе nеесl to sаy that Russian l-ras twо

prоnounsj(. onе пrаsсulinс and onе 1Ъrnininе, rvhiсh happеn to bе phonologiсally

idеntiсal' Thеrе arе mally sirnilar irlstanсеs. ln сopуing analysсs suсh сasеs r.ес1uiге

сl'егy сontrollсг tо bе givеn a spесifiсation as dеtailсd aS that of tl.rе most spесifiеd

potеntial tаrgеt. This t.tlеans tl.rat сopyin.t aссoLlnts invoIvе a сonsiсlегirb]g ,lо.тrао

оt,rеdundаnсу.
Тhе l980s sаw thе гisе of unitiсation-birsсd l}amеWoгks, paгtiсr-rlaгly GPSG

шd LFG. Thеsе wеге dесlaгativс гаthег than proсеdllгal in natuге, аrnсl thеy hсlсi

paпiсшIar pгomisе ftlг п-rосlеl1iпg agгеепrсnt systеms. Unifiсation-basеd aссoutlts"
lrhеге agгееmеnt сan bс Sссn aS a mattеГ of сштulating paгtial inl.oпntrxion fгorn

thе сOntrollеI and thс targеt, har.е l l luсh bеttег prospесts (Shiсbсr 1986: 21 22"

BагIow l992: 22 15). Il l a uпifiсation-basесl appгoaсh, taking thе сasе of thе

ш'оman talkin.Ц in (l ) abovе. wе сorlld l.ravе thе fbllowing lЪaturс struсtuгеs (thе

first 1bг thе proЛoull arrd thе sесond for thе vеrb):

singul aг
fсmininе

Тhеsе 1Ъatulе stгLlсturеS сan bс unifiеd, sir-rсе tlrеу aге сornpertiblе, to givс thс

tbliowing StгLlс1uгr:

Thus thе inГoгn-ration is сt-tt-t.tulatес1 fiorn diflёгеnt paгts ol. thс stгrrсtr'rге. Thе

stаndaгd rеlЪгсnсе on r-rniI]сatioп is Shiеbеr (1986)' and thсгс is ar"rothег hеlpful

iпir.оduсtion in Сopеstiikе (2002); tlrе problеms with uniIiсatiоn and thе aсlvaп-

tagеs oГ subsurтptiorl-basеd stratе.uiеs arе с]isсr-rssеd in Blсvins (fbrthсorning).

Rесall that r-rni1iсatiсln hanсllеs сanoniсal agгееmеnt wеll ' but has pгoblеrтs with

mismatсhсs (s i .4.,1).
Hоwеr.ег. if wе rеpгеsеIrt agrееment in this Way Wе nеесl sсlmе сltlrег tnеans

lo makе thе irsуt.tlinеtгiс natuгс of ag.гееnlеnt ехpliсit. Тhеrе is, afiег all" a Stlong

intшition, сaptr-Lгеd in thе сotltгollсr_taгgеt tеrrтinoltlgy. that irgгееnrеnl is its1,rn-

пlеtriс, ir.rvolvin.t сlispiaсеd inlilгr-natiсln. In GPSG thе asynllnеtгу is rеintгoduссс1

b1,thс Сопtгol Agгееlrеnt Pгinсipli: (lэasеd on wоrk bу Kееnarr i974, as сlis-

сшssеd in s2.3.l)' rvhiсh spссifiеs pilssiblе сontгollеrs trnсl targеts. trnd givсs thсr-rl
diltЪгеnt S1a1uSсS (sее Gazсlar еt al. l98.5).

]t [шuмввк: s ingLrlаг l  Itхuмввк
[ РЕRSON :  l  ] LGЕNDЕR :

Г \ t  M B Е R :  : i l l . r r r I l г l

I  pнкsош:  l  I
[  свш oгк:  l , с rn i l l i r r с  - . , ]
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4-2

Sinсе thе l990s, in Hеad_Drivеn Phrasе Struсturе Graпrmar, thе asуmmеtrу is
сapturеd tlrrough .anсhoring,: gеndеr, numbеr and pеrson t.еaluгеs atr anсhotrd
to rеal-woгld еntitiеs thгough nоun phгasе indiсеs, еvеn thor.rgh thеу maу bе
ехpгеSSеd rnorphologiсally othеr than on thе noun phrasе (sее Pollard & Sag
lЧq4. 60 ,0Ч. ant|  с()mРi- l ге Katho| |ЧЧt)1.]

In spitе of thе problеrrrs outlinеd abovе, somе сo[tinuеd with сopying-stylе
aЛalysеS, partiсulaгly thosе wtlrking in thе Govеrnmеnt and Binding (GB)

fгalтеwork. In thе Minimalist Program this was rеplaсеd by ,сhесking', whiсh
shaгеs sсlmе сhaгaсtегistiсs with unifiсation, but lеads to dеlеtion (or еlimina-
tion) of thе targеt 1Ъaturе. In Minimalisrт it is irтpoгtant to еlirr-rinatе шnintег-
prеtablе 1Ъatuгеs (s4 2..5), whilе in unifiсation-basесl thеoriеs this is not аn issuе:
.Сhесking rеduсеs to dеlеtion undег matсhing with an aсtivе loсal goal and
anсilltrry dеlеtion of thе unintеrpгеtablе fеaturе that rеndеrеd thе goal aсtivе'
(Сlromskу 2000: l23).]

Fronr a situation whеrе agгееmеnt Was a hеlpful tеst fbr r-rsе whеп taсkling morе
di1flсult pгoblеrтs in syntaх, wе havе now сomе to thе point whеге agгееmеnt in
all its сomplехity is rесognizеd as bеing onе o1. thе ma.joг сhallеngеs foг syntaх,
inсlееd as a major tеst tbr our thеoгiеs of syntax.

Feаturе tуPеs and their r€levапсe for agreement

Wе nееd to еstablish what soгts of fеaturе thеrе arе, and paгtiсr-rlarly
wlriсh of thеsе aге involvеd in agrееrтеnt, that is, whiсh typе of f.еatural in1brma-
t ion сan bе .d isp laсеd' .

4.2.1 overt feаtures versus сonditions

A distirrсtion is somеtirnеs dгawn Ьеtwееn OVеrt anсl сovеrt fеaturеs. l
sha|| гссognizе only ovеrt fеatuгеs аs fеaturеs; what arе sotтеtimеs сallеd сovег1
fЪatuгеsa in thе sеnsе сlf .сonditions' arе гathеr difl.сгеnt. as wе shall sее. Thе
importanсе of this distinсtion is thе dеsirе to avoid alIowing in spurious fеaturеs.

To еstaЬlish thе (ovеrt) agrесmеnt tЪatuгеs I staгt tiоm thе agгееmеnt tаrgеts in
a givеn langr-ragе. I takе thr taгgеts bссausе without distinсtions on taгgеts thеrе
is no еvidеnсе fbr agrееmеnt. I еstablish thе paгadigms for thе variiltts agгееmеnt
targеts, whiсh rnaу bе straightlbгwaгd, but еqually it сan bе a substarrtial anаrlytiсal
task. I thеn ask whiсh lЪaturеs arе геquiгеd to idеntify еaсh се1l. Thеsе f'еatr.rrеs
arе thе (ovеrt) fЪaturеs, arrd onlу thеsе.

] Fог а сli1'1егеnt approaсl.t to thе сolnpatibiIity of fЪatLrге spесitiсzrtiоns in agгсеItlеnt sее Stееle
( l990: 90_З). Anс.l lbг a стitiqr.rс о1.thс tгсatrncnt оl.agгееtllеnt in unifiсаtiоn-basеd gramnraгs and
an aсс()unt оl.аn trppгсlaсh usirrg Larnbеk Catеgсlr.ial Gtalnmaг sее Baуеr & Johnsrln (l995).

] Fог a сritiс1uе of сhесk in.ц sее Johnsсlt.t & Lapp in (|991 : 2.79_8З, 3 l З- l 8) ' аnсl for a Мirrin-ralist
ltсс()Llnt using lеаtuге-matсhing гatlrеr than fеaturе-сl.rесkil.rg sее Raс1filrd (20()4:2ltl 32з). A
suгl,еу of tссhniс1uеs usеd fог trеating agrееmеnt iгr GB aпсl еaтlу Minimirlisrrr саr.r bс filurlс1 in
Bеl lеtt i  (200l):  sее a lso I]е iaг (200З).

4 I am сonсеrпссl hсге with 1hе natuге of fЪaturеs. nоt with O\,еII/сOVеII oDеratiоt.ts on t.еittttгсs.

Wс hеgin bу Iooki l lg  аt  t l

Past tеПsе tbгrns t

Wе nееd (at lеast) Onе t.еatul

with thеsе spесifiсations, th

lаbеls iшplу' Wе arе rrot dеа

hаvе ot-lе t-oггn, tlrе plr"rгal' w

al l  gеr ldеr.s  whеn p luг l r l .5 l tn

lo gеr-rdег:

Мoгphosуntaсtiс
.s/.)/.71' 'stiuid'

Sоrr-rе othеr tar.цеts havе di
(thе сеlls aге thе samе but

tеnsе t-oгrтs aГе Struсtllгесl 1

MoгphOsyntасtiс
.!lof./1" stand'

sir.rgr-rlaг pl

(б)

I
2
з

stoJ u
s to iS
stoit

st(
St (

s t t

Wе l-ravе alгеadу aссеptеd t

а pегsoll fеaturе. Ar.rd to spt

lеnsе tbгr-t-ts in (.5) wе nеесi

thе tbllowing fЪaturеs and

( ; I : N  I ) г  R :  l l l l i s с u I i l t е .  | ' с l t t i r l

N  UМ BЕR:  s ingr - r laг ,  p luга l

P г R s o N  1 , 2 , 3
. l .ЕN sЕ:  pгеsе l - t t ,  pas t

5 Тhus gеIrсlег is геstl.iсtсd to thе

trrasсltlinе



4.2 Featurе tyPes аnd their rеlеvаnсe for agreеment

We bеgin by lооking at thе past tеnsе of a Russian vеrb:

Past tеnsе forms of Russ ian stoiаt., stand'

masсulinе fеmininе nеutеr plural

stojal stojala stojа1ostojali

nееd (at lеast) onе fеaturе with four valuеs. Whilе thе morphоlogy сould work
iththеsе spесifiсations' thе intеrfaсе to thе syntax would bе prоblеmatiс. As thе

imply, wе arе not dеaling with a singlе fеaturе with four valuеs. Rathеr wе
t,e onе form, thе plural, whiсh сan agrее with noun phrasеs hеadеd bу nouns of
gendеrs whеn piural,5 and othеr forms whiсh arе usеd for singulars' aссordins
gеndеr:

Molphosyntaсtiс fеaturе dеsсription for thе past tеnsе forms of Russian
stoiаt.,stand'

singular plural

masсulinе sto.lal

stojalifеmininе stojala

nеutеI stojalo

othеr targеts havе diffеrеnt phonologiсal forms but thе samе distinсtiоns
may diffеr). Thе prеsеntсеlls arе thе samе but thе forms whiсh fill thеm

fоrms arе struсturеd rathеr diffеrеntly:

Мorphosyntaсtiс fеaturе dеsсription for thе prеsеnt tеnsе forms of Russian
Stoiаt., stand'

singular plural

1 stoju stоim
2 stoiS, stoitе
3 stoit stojаt

lVеhavе alrеady aссеptеd thе nееd for a numbег fеaturе; thеsе fошns also rеquirе
apеrson fеaturе. And tо spесify thеsе fotms as opposеd to thе vеry diffеrеnt past
tensе forms in (5) wе nееd a tеnsе fеaturе. Thus for vеrbs wе havе to rесоgnizе
tltе following fеaturеs and valuеs:

GЕNDЕR : masсulinе, fеmininе, nеutеr
NUMBЕR : singular, plural
P Е R s o N :  1 ' 2 , з
TЕNsЕ: prеsеnt' past

5 Thus gеndеr is rеstriсtеd to thе singular; I disсussеd suсh fеatural rеstriсtiоns iп iЗ.3.2.
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Thus wе havе to rесоgnizе thе

CAsЕ: nominativе, aссusati
NUМBЕR: singular' plural

GЕNDЕR: mаsсul inе.  Геminine

I lеavе opеn thе quеstion ofсas

Lеt us now look at thе aссu

pluтal thе form is idеntiсal to

inanimatеs. Hете animatе nor

whiсh сan movе and геspirе.

aте inanimatе, and thеrе is sоt

instanсеs:

Russian
(e)

(10)

ja viй-u st
1sс.шoм seе-lsc o
.I sее an old house.'

ja уLL-tl
1sс.шoм sее-lsс
.I sее an old friеnd.

Wе саnnot simply say that for
phIasе, sinсе nouns bеlоngir
bеlow) havе a Sеpа-ratr aссusi

' ( 1 1 )  j a v12-u

1sс.шoм sеe-1sс
.I sее (my) old gran

IJere dеduikи is unambiguot

and thr gеnitivе dеduiki).Fс

ffi ;".i""Tжжiff .ff -ft;;;'"йnotЪeаgreеmеntf eafilres.Thus

TЕNsЕ on thе Russian vеrb is not an agтееmrnt fеaturе.

At this point wе сan сlarify thе сontrast with a so-сallеd 
.сovlrt' fеaturе,

оr what I shall сall a сondition оn ug,""-"n.. Whеn all сеlls аrе aссountеd

foт , that i s toSay ,*" ; ; ; "тесogn izеd*, , iп" i " , ' ' f еa tuтеs todеsсr ibееaф
onе' thеrе may still ь" uJаitio,,ur сonditions on thе- usе 

'of 
t|е^|уrns spесl-

flеd. For еxamplе, .n" j","i t".,,' 1ul' 
b" usеd rathет thаn a singular form

for somе сontrollетS, "J""'Jr'g 
tо whеthеr thе соntrollет prесеdеs thr targеt

or not. That is not a f;; of-thе paradigm. Thеrе is, of сouтsе, nо morpho-

logiсal еxponrnt f"' p;;;;;; i., й" p*uщms abovе. Pтесеdеnсе is a сondi-

tiоn grneтali,lng ou",^it'""n"--Ьi'n.-.Ь"у'Lйa 
by thе ovеrt fеaturеS (it affrсts

thе сhoiсr bеtwеrn,й^*-.Ыl,,,t.and plural srojd, amd in thе past tеnsе thе

сhoiсе bеtwееn all singйars and plural мojii). so"l,сonditions aте thе topiс of

.nТi;"u;", 
howrvеr, somе instanсеsrмhеrе l']:]:r':l"-1.::*ТHуn.'hеthеr 

a

fеaturе should bе,""og,i,"o. wе miф|еуесt еaсh fеaturе to havе a form оr sеt

of forms uniquеlу d";;;;;;; iy it. it'ъ i, ,'ot,,""",*arilу so. Considеr first thе

forms оf thе Russian 
"оз"",'". 

Ьy thе Samr rеasoning as fоr thе vеrb wе aссrpt

a numbеr fеaturе.

Whеrеfеatuтеsandvaluеsarеpтеsеntеdinthisformat(rathеrthaninglossеs)
it is сonvеntional to g*l,h" ъ"*" * "pp:'^::T::::,:I:;;J#;Т;

Paradigm of thе long torm adjесtive (traditional prrsrntation): stаrуj , o|d,

(7)

singulаr plural

masсulinе femininе nеutrr

nominativе
aссusativе
gеnitivе
dativе
instrumеntal
1oсativе

staryj
as шoм / свш
stаIogо
staromu
starym
starom

staraja
sta.ruJu
staroj
staroj
staroj(u)
staroj

staтoе
staIoе
starogo
staromu
sta-rуm
starom

staryе
as шoм / свш
staryx
starym
starYmi
stafyx

This traditional adjrсtival paradigm has many morе сеlls than thеrе аrе distinсt

pь"."й*i""rч':."#ЁJ.'"н#нj*'#iJ*'}:1iЩ:;:
thеsе соnсеrns thе aсс

masсulinе and nеutеr ;;';;'й in thе obliquе сasеs and thе -fеmininе 
doеs

not distinguisь thе oьiliu;;;';-(;" :uf:li"ii 
instrumеntal inflесtion -oju is

now largеly limitеd. pi"*y, u,'9.' -}*.".:уdе it). Taking into aссount too thе

unеxpесtеd idеntitу of thе masсulinе/nеutет inЬmеntal singular with thе dativе

pluтal,thrrrarrt'"lu"Jъti,,сtinflесtions.Thеsеsynсrеtismsaтеbroughtout
in (8):
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Thе pаradigm оf thе long lbrm adjесtir,е 5141,1'7 .old' (showing sуllсгсtisrr-rs)

singul ar plшral

fЪmininе l l с | - | tс l . masсttlit-tе

noin1natlvе stal.:Ц а
Sta loе

StarуJ stlll.yе

Jссusilt l\ с stаruJ Ll Its Nol\l / (iE\

gеnlt lVе

starol

starogo
Starух

loсativе staroln

dativе staromu iitarym

instrumеnta] staгoj(u) Stirl.у |n sti l l.уl l l l

Thus wе havе to rссognizе thе fbllowing lЪatuгеs and valuеS:

сAsЕ: nominаtivе. 11ссusativе" sеnit ivс, r lat ivе. instгumеnt.al. loсativе

NUMBЕR:  s ingu laг ,  p lu ra l

G l .  l ' J  D L R :  t n l t с L t l i n . ' ,  Г с m i l t i n е ,  l l с u l с I .

Ilеavе opеn thе quеstion of сasе .lS an agrеешlеnt tЪatuге, and Геtuгll кl it in Szl.4.1.
Lеt us now look at thе aссusirtivе сеlls. Foг thе tтаsсulinе singular аrnd lbг thе

plura| thе fогm is idеntiсal to thе gеnitivе f-oг anirr-ratеs anс] to thе nominativе foг

inаnimatеs.  Hеге l tn i ln i t lе  nt l [ ln\  агс l tppгoхi l l lu lе l1 th. lsе whir . .h dеr lotс с l . l l i l iеs

whiсh сan movе and rеspiге. At thе boundary, insесts сouпt aS animatеS, plants

alr inanimatе, aпd thеГс is sotте unсеrtainty 0vег miсгobrs. Hеrе aге s()mе сlеar

instanсеs:

Russian
(9) ja vi i .u staг-уj

lsс;.хoм sее- l sс olсl-м.tшдх.sс.,цс;(l
.I sее аn olс] lrоusе.'

10) jа viZ-u staг-ogo
I sс.шoшr sее- lsс; olсl_шt.дшlшl.sс.дс:с
'I sее al l  old fr iсnd.,

dolт
housе(мt.lш,+ш ) [sс;. нсlс:]

dгug-a
1riеnd(пl.,t п r шt)'sс.нсс

Wе сatrnot simpiу saу that filг arrirnatеs thе gеnitivе сaSе is usеd thгough thе noun

phrasе, sinсс nouns bеltlnging to a dif-fеrеnt inflесtional сlass (сlass It in (25)

bеlow) havе a SеDaratе aссusiltivе lbгlт:

.ja viZ-u Staг_ogo с1есlr-rik-t-t

1sс;.шсlш't sее- lsс; tlld-м.дшll't.sс.нсlс: gгal-rdfathег(м.,rшtшt)-sс.нсlс
.I sее (mу) old gгandfathсr'

Hеre сlесluiku is unambiguously aссusativе (thе t-lol-ninativе woulсl bе d,сdui|ссt

and thе gеnitivе сlссlu'{ki). Foг a fbгmal aссount of this synсrеtism, whiсh .Чсlеs
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ovеr paradigm bоundariеs, sее Corbеtt & Frasет (199з), and fот fuтthет disсussion
and fоr thе typologiсal impliсations sее Baеrтnan, Brown & Corbеtt (2О05:2ОЦ
17). Wе havе to rесоgnizе that thе gеndеrs of Russian arе subdividеd into twо
subgеndеrs: A N I M AT Е and t ш д ш I м кт в (Сorbеtt |991 : 1 61-s). Thus Russian
agrеrmеnt in animaсy involvеs forms whiсh arе synсrеtiс with anоthеr сasе;
howеvеr, thе synсrеtiс pattеm is distinсtivе for animatеs. Hеnсе wе allow an
(ovеrt) agrееmеnt fеaturе hеrе, namеly аnimaсy.б

As a diffеrеnt illustration wе сonsidеr pеrson in Arсhi (Nakh-Daghеstanian).
Wе tеnd to assumе that languagеs havе a pеrson fеaturе, but with Arсhi
thе situation is not sеlf-еvidеnt. Arсhi (likе somе rеlatеd languagеs) has no
uniquе foms for agrееmеnt in pеrson; it distinguishеs four gеndеrs and two
numbеrs:

(12) Gеndеr and numbеr agrееmеnt in Arсhi (Kibrik 2О0З: 562)

gеndеr numbеr

singular plural

I w-
t"t-

П d- -r-

ПI b-
Ф-

IV a-

Thе basiс prеfixal agrееmеnt forms arе givеn hеrе (thе infixal fotms arе thе
samе ехсеpt for <r> in gеndеr II singulаr); in sufflxal pоsition gеndеr IV has a
distinсtivе (non_null) mаrkеr. Thе agrееmеnts that oссur with first and sесond
pеrson pronouns сan all also bе found with third pеrsоn pronouns. Thе singular
pronouns zon ,I, and un.you' takе gеndеr I (malе human) or gеndеr II (fеmalе
human) agrеrmеnts, basеd on thе sеx of thе spеakеr or addrеssее rеspесtivеly.7
(Agrееmеnt markеrs for gеndеrs I-IV on thе pronoun itsеlf, whеn in an obliquе
сaSе' Wеrе illustratеd in $2.4.9.) In thе plural thеrе arе two agrееmеnt markеrs'
as сomparеd with four in thе singular. Thе markеr b_ (with an -с- insеrtеd by a
gеnеral rulе) is for gеndеrs I and II plural (that is' for all humans), in thе third
pеrson:

6 Russian animaсy is thеrеforе a .dеpеndent targеt gеndеr', that is .a taгgеt gеnder соnsisting of a
sеt of molphologiсal rеalizations whiсh mark аglееmеnt with mеmbers of a givеn agrееmеnt сlass
by an opposition involving only sуnсrеtism (and no indеpеndent form)' (Corbrtt 1991: 16l 8).

Animaсу also has a тo1е in prediсatе agтееmrnt, whеrе it is a сondition in Russian. In Russian
prеdiсatr agreеmеnt animaсy doеs nоt invоlvе distiпсtivе usе оf forms, only a сondition on
thе сhoiсе in thе valuеs of numbеr ($6.1.2). Thus animaсy plaуs two rather differеnt rolеs in
Russian.

7 If an animal is pеrsоniflеd' agreеmеnts with flrst and sесоnd pеrsоn pronоuns aте thеn gепdеr III
oт IV, dеpending on thе gеndеr (Marina Chumakina, fiеld notes).

Kibrik 1912afip
tеb ba-qla
they r/rr.гt--сamе
.thеy (human) сamе

(13) is appropriatе whеl

usеd if in plaсе of thе pl

' Tеb ,theу, сan also bе l

III and IV:

tеb Ф-qIa
they IrI/rv.гI--сamе
.thеy (non_human) сaш

aссеptablе wheп tеb del

with plural nouns of g

nen Ф-qla
wе.ЕxCL lpr-сamе
.wе сamе'

й*еn Ф-q\a
you.Pr- 2pl-сamе
.you сamе'

both pronouns dеnotе hun

ing thе pattеm from thе sj

into aссount. In faсt, wе

takins thе baге Slеm (Zе

ral for gеndеrs III and IV

Pеrson agгееmеnt in А

prrson

I
2
3

gеndеr agrе
gеndеr agrе
gеndеr agте

in the plural, thе markеr fo
III and IV in thе th
Howеvеr, wе rеquir

forms and thеir distributi
featurе for rеsolution pul

q q
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,{rсhr (Alеksandr Kibr. ik 1972 atlсl регsona| сot.nmuniсatiotl)
' l .]t tеb ba-qla

thсy I/I l .PL-сamе
.thеу (hr.rnlan ) сarrlс'

Еiшlplе (13) is trppгоpгitrtс w|-rсrс /r:b dсnotеs humans, thе sal.nе аgrееmеnt 1brln

цou]d be usеd if in рlaсе oГ t lrс pгonoun thсге Wеrе a pluгal noltn phrasе dеriotiпg

huлll lns. Iсb.thеy'сaл alsсl l lс usеd with thе zегtl plr- lгal zrgrееn.rеnt fbrm, Llsеd

liтgеndоrs lII anсl IV:

r]]] lеb O-с1Iа
thеy IIt/Iv.гL-сirпrе
.thеу (r.rсlrl-hr-rrllitn) сltnlе.

Тhis is aссеptablе wl.rеr.r 1сb сlеnotеs i]on-humans: thс Salnс vегb foгm Woulсl

bе 1bund with pltLгal nouns ol gеnсlегs III and IV. Now сol-tsiсlег thе fоllowing

еiаinplеs:

l1е]l (1-r-1la

wс.t .]хс l-  l t ,L сa lnе
.t'vс саnlе.

l 'uсt l  0-qlа

yоt. t .гL 2гL-сatnе
.you сaпlе '

Sinсеboth pГ()n()uns сlеtrotе hultlttts, wе пiglrt havс схpссtесl thе foгr-n 'rbtl-с1Iсt^

1bilоwing thе pаlttегll f l.orn thе sirrgulaг' whсге.just gсndеr and tl lttтbег haсl to bе

takеn inю aссOllnt. Ir-r lliсt. Wr havе agГссlllсnt in pеrsotl, thе fiгst allсl sесonсl
pегsons takin.Ц thе bar.е stеш (ZеГo mагkin.Ч: @-). This happеns to Ье thе saпlе as

thеplLrгal 1Ъг gеnсlегs III and IV. Thс pitгadigrn is givеn in (17):

(|7) Pсгstll.t ltgгссtnсr.rt in Ar.сl.ri

рсгs()Ir l lutnbег

.Цеtldегagгееn-iсt- lt Ф-
gсtlrlег аgt.ееmеnt a-
gеnс1егаgгееInеnt gеtlсlегagrееmеn1

Thus, i l l thс pluгal, thс ntarkеr fbr tjrst altd sесtlnсl pегSolls is o-. whiсh alsO sеl.VеS
ibr gеndегs III and ]V in thс thiгd pегson. Thеrе is l-tсl t.tl-tiс1t-tе foгrn tilг pегчOn

а.цIее1nrnt. Howсvсг, Wс гсLlUiгс iin oVL.гt PеI.son fеatшrе t() aссotlnt for tlrе шsе
of thе lbгrтs and thеiг distгibution ir-r thе paгaсli.sln. lntегеstinglу tсlo Wе nееd а
pегsоn fеatшге ftlr геsolutioll pll l.рOsеs: without Suсh a l.сatuге. gсndсг геSolution
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Would bесomr vеry сomplеx (ss.3.з). Thus wе nееd to know thе pеrson of thе
absolutivе argumеnt in Arсhi in ordеr to sеlесt thе appropriatе agrееmеnt markеr
for thе vеrb, еvеn though thеrе is no markеr whiсh is uniquе to pеrson agrеrmеnt.
(Furthеr instanсеs оf pronouns whiсh induсе сomparablе mismatсhеs arе givеn
in $5.6.4. ,1

Bеfоrе lеaving thе ovеrфovеrt distinсtion, I shоuld notе that I havе usеd.соvеrt' nеgativеly, to sеparatе off instanсrs whеrе thе introduсtion of a fеa-
turе would bе spurious. This is thе absolutе usе of thе tеrтn .сovеrt'. sinсе if a
fеaturе сlaimеd tо bе an agrееmеnt fеaturе is only сovеrt, thеn it shоuld not bе a
fеatцrе (and hеnсеfоrward I shatl сall it a .сondition'). .Сovеrt' also has a bеnign
usе, whеn it is usеd not of fеaturеs pеr sе but of thеir usе rеlativе tо partiсular
agrееmеnt еlеmеnts. Thus nouns may bе said to havе .сovеrt gеndеr' whеrе thеrе
is no rеalizatiоn of gеndеr оn thе noun itsеlf, but whеrе gеndеr is ovеrt on targеts
(for instanсе, in vеrb agrееmеnt), for whiсh sее Corbеtt (\99|:62_З). That is'
thеrе is an ovеrt gеndеr fеaturе (as shown by agrееmеnt), but it is сovеrt with
rrspесt to thr partiсular соntrоllrr.

4.2.2 Morphosyntасtiс versus purely morphologiсalfeatures ii"{tТisii.i{xl.i.j!

As thе namе impliеs, mоlphоsyntaсtiс fеaturеs arе thosе whiсh аrе
rеlеvant to syntax and to mоrphology. Thus thе fеаturе numbеr in thе Russian
еxamplеs abovе is rеlеvant to syntax, sinсе it has a rоlе in agrееmеnt; it is also
rеlеvant to morphology, sinсе thе rulеs of еxponеnсе whiсh dеtеrminе thе fоrm
of thе adjесtivе оr vеrb nееd to rеfеr to this fеaturе. (Thе rеlation bеtwееn thе
rolе of suсh fеaturеs in syntax and morphology is not always straightforward,
as phеnomеna suсh as synсrеtism and dеponеnсy show us.) Morphologiсal fеa-
turеs havе a rolе only in morphology. For instanсе, similar tо thе paradigm for
Stojаt..Stand' in (6) abovе, Russian has a paradigmfor pisаt,,writе' and similar
vеrbs.

(  18 ) Purеly morphologiсal distinсtion (Russian сonjugation)

сonjugation 1 сonjugation 2

.writе' 'stand'

L Е с T l o N  A L  С L A S S :

havе alrеady mеt inflесt

strong and wеak vеrbs с
iдm diffеrеd bеtwеen
makе thе samr distil

rеalization. In all thеst

Suсh morphologiсal fеatl

ividual lrxiсal itеms, hеr
may bе prеdiсtablr, to

tors. That is. givеn thе

y bе pоssiblе to assign it

having to spесify it it

for a Nеtwork Morphol

уntaсtiс fеaturеs (l

itrary. This is truе prоv
thеy саrr bе arbitrr

always havе a sеmantiс сor
gendеr сan bе arbitrary. onl

Morphologiсal fеaturеs аrе

s6.3.1). An apparеnt сount

4.2.5 Contextualve

This distinсtior
Following work by Andеrs.
аnd inhеrеnt inflесtiоn. C'
diсtatеd by syntax' (1996:

not rеquirеd by thе syntaс
,1996:2). This is not an a
теlativе to partiсulаr сatеgt
transfеr thе сlassiflсation 1
inhеrеnt fеaturе for nouns.
thе sуntaсtiс сontеxt. For ]

it is diсtatеd by syntax.
Taking thе fеaturеs in t

сal hеads оf сontrоllеr ph
pronouns) and numbеr. Rt
I indiсatе inhеrеnt non-ov
lowing thе Lеipzig Glossi
Syntax. For tуpiсal targеts
and numbеr arе сontеxtua

8 Pronоuns arе also targеts ($2.

lsс piSu
2sс piSеS,
3sс pi5еt
1pl piSеm
2pь piSеtе
Зpl- piSut

stoju
stoiS'
stolt
stoim
stoitе
stojat

Thеsе diffеrеnсеs bеtwееn thе two inflесtional сlassеs (сonjugations) arе intеr-
nal to morphology. Wе Say that thе two vеrbs bеlong to two diffеrеnt inflес.
tiоnal сlassеs, or that thеy bеar diffеrеnt morphologiсal fеaturе spесifiсatiоns,
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Wе havе alгеaсlv l l lеt i i lf lесtional сlass dit1Ъгеitсеs whсn disсr-rssin.q, [bг ехlптplе.
thеst[on.g anс1 wеir]< vегbs ol'Тsirkhuг in $3"З.З. In that lnstaпсе thс shapе ot thе
paradigm сlittегrэсl bеtwееn thс inflесtional сlassеs. whi|с thе Russian еxlmplеs
аbovе mirkе thе salnс сlistinсtiorls" аn.l thе only с.l ifЪrеltсе is in tlrе phоnоlog-
jсаl геaiizirtiоn. Irl all t lrеsе ехamplсs. thе сliffегсnсеs havе no impасt tlr-ltsidс
шoгphology.

Sшсh moгpholоgiсal lЬatuгеs сan bс агtritrarу; tl-rеy I.rrirу havе tо bе spесitrеd ttlг
rndivldLlal lехiсal itеrns, hепсе thеy aге instаt.tсеs of lсхiсal fЬatuгеs. Altегnativеly
thеу Inay bс pгесliсtablе, to Vaгying еХtеnts, fionl phоnolоgiсal arld/oг sсllratrtiс
taсtоrs. That is. givеn thе phonсllo.еy ()l. Sсll l. l i lt iсs of a gir,еn lехiсal itсnl. it
maу bе possiblе to assigll its r.noгphоltr.tiсal fЪatuге by an assigпmеnt гr'rlе. гathег
than having to sprсilу it iп thс lехiсorr (sее Fгtlsеr & Сoгbсtt 199.5 tor сlсtails
and fbr a Nеtwоrk Moгpl.rology implеr.rlеntation). Unlikе rтorphologiсal fеatr.rгеs.
morphosуlltaсtiс 1Ъatuгеs (l ikе nuпlrеr. in (18) and gеnсlег) i iге l lеvеr сomplсtс[y
аrbitrary. Тhis is trшс pгoviсlесl wс taitе thе fеatuге аnсl its valuеs as a wholс,
thou.th thеу сlan bе aгbitгaгy in partiсr-rlttr usеs. Foг instanсе. gсnсiеr systеnls
always har.с a stэtt.l ltt.ttiс сoгс (Соrbеtt l99 l : t]-з2), thоugh p;rrtiсLtlaг instanсеs of
grndеI сan bе aг|эitг;rгy. only mсlгpl.rosуntaсtiс 1Ъatuгеs aге involvесl in agгсеtтеtlt.
Mогphologiсai lЪirtuгеs i. lге l lo1, lrеnсе thе notion of .moгphсllсlgу-fiее syntaх' (sее

$6.3.l). An apparепt с()Lll ltсГ_ехiul-lplе is rnсn1ionесi in $8..5. l .

Contextuаl versus inherent feаtures

Тhis сlistiпсtiotl ссlt.lсегns thе lЪatuге irl rеlation to wlrеrе it is геirl izесl.
Foilor'vin.c woгk bу Aпсlегsоt-l ( l982)' Bоoij ( l 994, |996) distinguishеs сontсхi-ual
and inhеrеr-rt irlt. lесtion. Corrtсхtr-ral inflесtion is .tl.rat kind oГ inflесtion t-hаt is
diсtаtесl bу syntaх.(1996: 2). Ir-rhегеnt inflесtion is .thе kind of inflесtion 1hat is
пotrеquiгесl bу thе syntaсtiс сontехt, althor-rgh it n.rirу havе syntirсtiс геlеvаnсе'
(|996:2). Тhls is not an аrbsolutе сlаssi[iсаtion. br-l l- a сlаssifiсation oГ inflесtior-l
гсlativе to partiсular сatсgoriеs (l.tottt-t, vсгb aird so on). For сluг puгposеs' Wе сlin
ffanstЪr.thс сlassifrсation tсl thе tЪattrrеs invсllvесl. As an ехапrplе, numbег is al.t
inhеr.еrlt fеatuгс l'oг noul.ts. It is irrhегеnt to thс nout.t, rаthеr than bеing rеquiгес1 bу
thе sуr.rtaсtiс сolltехt. Ftlг thе ldjесtivе. htlwсvег, it is a сontсxtual tЪпr.rгс, srпсе
lt is diсtatеd bу Sуnt.tХ.

Taking thс lЪirtr.rгеs in ti.tгt-t. Wе sее that f.oг nouns and pГollolllls' aS 1hс typi-
сal hеаiс.ls tlf сontгоllег l lhl.esеs.\ gr.-ndеl.is ltn inhегеnt fеatuге, аs is pегson (lbг
pгonor-rпs) anсl l lurтbсг. Itесall that whеге it is irr-rpсlгtt.rnt to makс 1hе сlistirlсtiorr.
I indiсatс inhегеt.tt nOIl-OVсГt fЬаtr-rге vаlr-rсs iп paгеntl-tсsеs. ti lг instarrсе (г). tоl_
lor'ving thе Lсipzi.t Glоssin.q l i.шlеs. Casе is a сoпtехtt-tal [Ъаrtuге. сliсtatсd by thе
syntaх. Fсlг typlсal taгgсls" l ikе aсljесtir,сs aпсl vегbs, thе fЪirtr-rrеs gсnсlег. pегsoll
endnunllэегiiге сontеХll|al (br-rt sее thс tl isсr-rssior-r оf vсгbal nutтbег in .s4.3.2). as

i  Pгоr t i l l t r t s  агс  a l s t l  1aгgе1s  (S\2 . f  . ] ) :  i r l  th i s  г t l l с  l с t l с tсг  аnd l l L t t - t - tbсг  агс  сOПtехt t l l t l  l i а t t t гсs .
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is сasе (fоr adjесtivеs). Fоr thе vеrb' tеnsе, aspесt, mood and polarity arе inhеrеnt
fеatttrеs (sее also thе disсussiоn of Kayardild in $4.5.2).

Sinсе agrееmеnt is an asymmеtriс rеlation (whеthеr in thе саnoniсal instanсеs
or, ifonе takеs a striсtеr stanсе, in all instanсеs)' thеn thе сlеar agrееmеnt fеaturеs
arе thosе that arе inhеrеnt tо thе соntrollеr. Thеy arе сontеxtual for thе target.
Thus gеndеr, pеrson and numbеr arе inhеrеnt fеaturеs for соntrollеrs, and arе
еvidеntly agrеrmеnt fеaturеs. Casе is typiсally a сontеxtual fеaturе, and its status
aS an agrrеmеnt fеaturе is thеrеforе lеss сlеar (sее $4.4.1 bеlow).

4.2.4 Direсt versus indireсt features iii*чiii'tsi*-Чtls}lii.\isissrtii$iiiiitii*]ЁЁ*}fittiii"iitiilNiiii}iiiiiii!]lilii

This distinсtion, duе toZwiсkу 0992), сonсеrns how fеaturеs apply
aсross сomponеnts, in partiсular in rеlation to sеmantiсs. Dirесt fеaturеs, likе
numbеr, grndеr, pеrson, tеnsr, aspесt аnd polarity, еxprеSs intrinsiс сontеnt.
Thеy arе .assoсiatеd dirесtly with prototypiсal, or dеfault, sеmantiсs: numbеr
with numеrоsity, gеndеr with a variеty оf сlassifiсations of objесts, pеrsоn with
rеfеrеnсе to pаrtiсipants in thе spеесh aсt, tеnsе with timеs' and so on' (|992:
378). Indirесt fеaturеs likе сasе, flnitеnеss, dеpеndеnсе, dесlеnsion .arе not so
dirесtly mеaningful'; thеy еxprеss mеanings indirесtly, via othеr grammatiсal
сonstruсts, in par1iсulаr, grammatiсal rеlations; thus thе nominativе сasе iS asso_
сiatеd bу dеfault with thе subjесt grammatiсal rеlation, whiсh is assoсiatеd with
thе prototypiсal sеmantiсs of agеnсy. This сlassifiсation of fеaturеs сross-сuts thе
othеrs, but has an intеrеsting сonsеqurnсе. Thе dirесt fеaturеs ofnouns and noun
phтasеs arе: gеndеr, numbеr and pеrson. From onе morе pеrspесtivе, thеn' thеsе
thrее arе piсkеd out, and thеy arе thе main agrrеmеnt fеaturеs ($4.3).

4.2.5 lnterpretable versus non.interPretable feаtures ]i|.фs"\\itiisisll}tr\iisЁj$iвiiiiriЁii

This distinсtion is drawn in Minimalism, for instanсе in Chomsky
(2001: 4-6). Intеrprеtablе fеaturеs сan bе intеrprеtеd at LF (logiсal form). Hеnсе
numbеr is potеntially an intеtprеtablе fеaturе, whilе a purеly syntaсtiс fеa-
turе (likе thе ЕPP fеaturе, whiсh rеquirеs thе auxiliary сarтying it to havе a
subjесt) is unintеrprеtablе. Thus far this is еquivalrnt to dirесt vеrsus indirесt
(s4.2.4). Howеvеr, a fеaturе is (un)intеrprеtablе with rеspесt to a givеn еlе_
mеnt, thus numbеr is intеrprеtablе fоr, say, a subjесt noun phтasе but is unin_
tеrprеtablе fоr an agrееing vеrb (sinсе it dоеs not affесt thе sеmantiс intеtprе-
tation of thе vеrb). In this rеgard thе distinсtion follows thе inhеrеnt/сontеxtual
distinсtion (s4.2.3). Thus intеrprеtablе fеaturеs arе thosе whiсh arе dirесt and
inhеrеnt.

Thе distinсtion is important in Minimalism sinсе unintеrprеtablе matеrial
should nоt bе found in LF' and sо unintеrprеtablе fеaturеS must bе dеlеtеd from
thе syntax. Thе unintеrprеtablе fеaturеs on a givеn еlеmеnt makr up thе .probе'

whiсh sееks a ,goal', a matсhing sеt оf intеrprеtablе fеaturеs (Chomsky 2001:
5). Fоr Chomsky, .probе' is largеly еquivalеnt to .targеt fеaturеs' whilе .goal' is

сontrollеr fеaturеs, (thougt
ions). Howеvец othеrs
.goal' for сontrollеr. W

to rеnamе prеvlous d
iсal agrееmеnt (ikеЙ

adds nothing to sеman
instanсеs wе find mismatl

instanсеs targеt fеatur
rdoubt on thе validity of trеа
whеn thеy do matсh thosе o

4.2.6 Struсturing wit

I havе listеd fеat

GЕN D Е  R:  masсuI inе ,  Геmin i r

NUМBЕR: singulaц dual, plul

P Е R s o N :  7 ' 2 ' З

That is. thе valuеs wеrе givе,
assumе that fеaturеs arе сo
struсturing whеrе thеrе arе
might bе analysеd aS nеutrr
and femininе). Howеvец wе
tion. Thе attrmpt to irnport fr
has to datе failеd to сovеr th
Brown & Сorbеtt 2005 for
within numbеr valuеs (Corbt
sorts of еvidеnсе. Thе flrst i
stanсеs is of diffеrеnt status
evidеnсе сomеs frоm supеrс
givеn сirсumstаnсrs (s5.3. 1,

Thе thтее indispl
pеrson. Thеy arе сallеd phi
imalism and thry arе thе agт
and ofLFG (Brеsnan 2001,a:
sее that thеy arе diffеrеnt in r
fеaturе valuеs than thosе fouI
is, with mоrе than thrее pеrl
tant for thе rеst of thе book
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'i()I]ill)]lег |еatuгеs, (thсlгrgh pгоtlе allrl .uoan lrге l.lсlt шsссt of pгоt.lсэl-ltl-ltl1tcссL1сп.[

i l l . l t ioпs). Hоr'vеvег. othегs alnоrv thе tегп-rs to s}iр aпсl шsе.1згсlLзс.n'ог l iагgеt

.r11ti 
'goal.t.or сoтitгсl] lег. \,fuhi lе thе пr. lt iс lп tэ[.t l l l iпtегprеtаЬlе fЬаttшгсs 1l l i l) 5еrl ln

l l lсtсlt ' tс l i .rnаmе pгеvit. l l l ls с[ist inсtit lг s" [hеге is a с[ееpег ]rГoblеm. Тl l  inst ltпr:еs сlt.

;. inrlпiсаl agl.ееmспt (tr ikе , l iz1rl l .r. l" l l l i . i) i t is thе сasе thаt tnrе nшtт]bеr fЪаtuш"е ош thс

rсгh ltdds nothittg io 'cеt]]at][iс il-ltсгxlгсtatitlll. F{tlrvеvег, iп a substatrtia] пtiп.liэсг

l) l ' iпst| l] lсеs wе l iлсt t.r l isпlafu-"hеs bе[r,r 'есп сtl l i tгo}lег aпсI tаrgеt (sсс сhаPtег:5). xl l

ihсiе inslanсеs taгgеt i .еаtшгеs сl l l lnt l l  hе tгеatесl аs ul. l i l l tег1згсtalэlе, whiсh саsIs

Ji lubt on thе r,al idi,;y оf tгеlrt iпg thсг.t as t lt. l iшtегpгеiLahlс also ir-r thоsе it lsf l lLr lссs

rihсn thеy сlо matсl l  thоsе цэ{'thс сt l l .t.rгоtr1ег.

4'2.6 Strшсtшп,вmgwЁthfiпт featшцres

Т havе iislссt fЪаillгеs ш.rс1 [l.rеiг vаlшсs sutсi-l as thеsе

(; l ] \ i ] ] . - I t :  I lasсшl i t l е .  i ' е t r l in i l l е "  l l сшtсг

\ l  i lI B L 1(: singшlаг. t! ir l l l .  1l lrrг l l i
P ] ] R 5 0 \ :  l . 2 .  з

Тhat is '  thе l.аlшеs l ' , . iсгс .Чivеl l  аs .el.[t l l . l . iс '" rr, ittrоtlt al ly it l tегir it l  stгшсtLtГi i lE" -q()i l lе

il\sLlnlr that fЪiltц-rl.cs ilге сtlllt1.ltlsitе. ;tпсl sO aLittllfllltiСa1ly iгltгсэdLlсс aс1сliiГiollа[

\tгшсtuГi l lg whегс i l lсгс l lГе t l]oгe t i . l l lLп iwц.э r,alшеs (thшs a txlгсс-gепdrг svstеnln

пl ight bе ana1}rsес[ l ls 1lеLitеГ vеГsLls l l(L]-]_шеt-ltег, ttr lе xа[[ег spIitt i i lg iшtо lтl l lsсшJl l . lс

шd t 'еmirl inс). f{owеl,ег, ц,е si l l .tш]сi сlo this t lшtry wllеl- l  lvе {iI lсt tr iшgil ist iс jшs.l ixiсa-

tion. Тhе irltс]lltrlt tо iil.l1эоl.[ i"саtгiгс gеol1lеtгy tгоl-п pnlоnоlоgу into lшtlгphэs1,lllitli

has tо datе iа1[еrn tс. ссll,сг thс tЪа,гшге vа1шеs alгсaсly с1осгtlnеl.ltес.i (sес Baегlllaгl.

Bкl i ' l ,л & СогbеtL 11005 tс,.г rnIsсurssit l i l)".Гnlсгс is сlеitr еviс1ешсс n'oг st l .r сtrtLг[шц

ш.ithin nrшlbеl. l,аlul':t; ([]огtlеtt 2()()(): 8-50). Fог ttrlе оi]rег f"еa[шгсs thеге i[l.е tЦ,tl

sorts of еvjсJLеl. lсе. T.t lс [ lгst is сlеftrшlt l  : tnrе valшс sеtrесtесn in exсс1э[iопaj ,: i iс l . l l l l -

\ l l l l lсеs ir i  ol.с]]i|ni:г l:п. i stаtuis ..гt l l . l l  1hr' оLi lсгs ($3.6.:,, $5.2). Thс sесошсl typе t l i

сvidеnсе сtl l l .тсs t l .t l .ш зl '[pеn.Llassi! lE. r ' ' i . ,hеге lт sшbsе1 сlI. lt lс vа{гlеs шге avаi{l l1olс i l l

.uivеn сiгсl. l l . l ls lгаl lсеs ( i;5.3. t ).

tirЦtia fi m a gircefiт}e Е"i'& f eа iсш res; (.,p flт i lf e attш: в,e s)

Tllе [пгr--с illс1ispl-llгllbJlе itg"ссll]сn-}l tЪlttшгеs ;tге gellсleг, лlt-дпш]lrег aпсx

4.5

pеГsoii. lГtr]е1, ;1yg сг llеrl 1зhi-i|ёatгrгes
iшalisпl шllс1 li.lеr- lтге lГ]i.iе шgГi]сгjlсil'[

and o1'{-FG (Bl"еsll l i l l . 20()na: i,:l.tr 6).
sее thаt liaеy llгс с',[if]iегеlпt ltl llltlгtгс. Е

1сatшге v l- l l l l t - -s lhanr i i . lо: lе i t l г l l lс{ i l - i  thс

:.l Gоvегшt.nешt аllсt l l3iпс1il lg. (GlE) a;lсn l\'4im-
f'.:aiшгеs of lН]1rSG (Роllaгd & Sag nс,i9:[: 67)
. i /с  со l ls iс]с;"thеsе t]гst .  Im 1шгш. aшс1 ivс зh l t[[
l lшl l lрlLеs v', i l i  hс givсl l  оt sуs]Геin-ls vr, iLh .xlсlге

l l- l t lst f iшi i iniаl. lan.Цulagеs suuсh as ]Fгеl lсh. t i lrшt

is. ll' iIi-l ll.lц.lге 
,гl.iltl.l .i.hl:ее 

1эсгзоtls. trvt.' l . lшlшbегs aпс]L 1цlо gеl lс.{егs. 
'Гhis 

is i lт l1зог.

tant it lг thе:-еst 'u.1' ihе hоцln.l . s i l-".се с i . l iг:- ls alэt lut i thеse iс; it l lгеs i l i  tnaе l i iel,alшl.с
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arе oftсn basеd оn Frеnсh_typе systеms, and suсh сlaims do not hold in larsеr
Systеms.

4,5.1 Gendef ;?$.il'srl!1::tlit*t+AЗ"Si$ii$,i iiili.i*1tlll-ri1*!t"\1$}iiri,i$ti.*i

Gеndеr is an inhеrеnt fеaturе of thе noun. It is found on thе tarsеt.
say thе adjесtivе, as a сonsrquеnсе ofits prеsеnсе in thе noun:

Russian
(19) nov-yj korabl-

new-М.sG ship(м)[sс]
.a nеw ship'

Hеrе thе usе оf thе masсulinе form novуj.nеw' has nothing to dо with thе lеxiсal
mеaning of thе adjесtivе, but rеsults from thе faсt that thе adjесtivе is modifying
a masсulinе noun. Comparе thе following:

(20) nov-aja lodk-a
nеW-F.sG boat(в)-sс
.a nеw boat,

(2r) nov-oе sudn-o
nrw-N.sG vessеl(ш)-sс
.a nеw vеssеl,

Gеndеr is a lеxiсal fеaturе for nouns in that' likе thе morphologiсal fеaturеs
disсussеd еarliец its valuе has to bе availablе in thе lеxiсon. And as with othеr
lеxiсal fеaturеs, a givеn lехiсal itеm normally has оnе valuе of thе fеaturе, and
this valuе may havе grеatег or lеssеr sеmantiс justiflсation. Unlikе morphologiсal
fеaturеs, gеndеr is availablе foг agrееmеnt. It maу thеrеforе bе сonsidеrеd thе
сanoniсal agrrеmrnt fеaturе ($ 1.a): it is сlеarly a fеaturе of thе сontrollеr, it may
or may not bе еxpliсablе in sеmantiс tеrтns (fоr a givеn сontrollеr)' and hеnсе thе
rea|ization of thе valuе for gеndеr on thе targеt is thе сanoniсal instanсе of thе
nееd for a syntaсtiс rulе of agrеrmеnt.

An important issuе with gеndеr, whiсh will rесur in subsеquеnt сhaptеrs, is
that of assignmеnt. If a spеakеr of Russian usеs thе word knigа.book' or djаdjа.unсlе', how dоеs hе or shе .know' thе gеndеr? Knоwing thе gеndеr is еssеntial
for making thе appropriatr agrrеmеnts. A mоdеl of thе way in whiсh spеakеrs
allot nouns to gеndеrs is сallеd a gеndеr аssignmеnr SуStеm.

Gеndеr assignmеnt may dеpеnd on two sorts of informatiоn: thе mеaning of
thе noun and its fоrm (сomparе thе dеflnition of aglееmеnt in $1.3). In what I
shall сall striсt sеmantiс systеms thе mеaning of a noun is suffiсiеnt to dеtеrminе
its gеndеr, for all or almost all nouns. This typе is found in Dravidian languagеs
likе Kannada (Kamataka, southеm India; Sridhar 1990: 198). In Kannada nouns
dеnoting malе humans arе masсulinе, thosе dеnoting fеmalе humans arе f.еmininе.
Thеrе arе also dеitiеs, dеmons and hеavеnly bodiеs in thеsе gеndеrs. All rеmaining

inсluding thosе dеnoting
.moon' arе masсuli

languagеs havе prеdt

сovет thе noun rnvrnt(
is found in Binin

found in еaсh gеndt

The sеmantiсs of gеr
(Еvans, Brown & Cо

Masсuline

. Malе highеr animа

. ovеrall dеfault for

. Somе lowеr anime

. Rain

. Compass Points
o Most сеlеstial bod
. Somе itеms usеd j

. Tradе itеms, еsp. ,

. Somе tуpеs of hоl

Femininе

. Fеmalе highеr an

. Somе lowет anrш

. Sun

Thе itеms in squarе braсkе

vеgеtablе gеndеr from thе nс

assignmеnt rulеs arе morе n

yеt thеy соvеr thе nouns of

arе split bеtwееn thе masсu

spесifiс; nouns dеnoting тер

may wеll bе prinсiplеs of сi

it sееms likеly that for sоm'

still opеrating fоr сuшеnt s1

Thus in languagеs with s

dеtеrminеs gеndеr. Inthе str
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i()шns. inсlLldiПч lhosе сlеnоl ing inf l lПts a]rd aП i iтals" агt] i1сLltег. 
-n'hr-rs 

r l71;rl "t ';Lthег.

,ttlсl tuпt!rtt.t.ttоol-t. ltrе nr]аsсuli1le' (,!},t!t,11|{ .ш-ltэtl-tег. is {'сll-lilliilе lurlс.l lia...t.i .сtо.u, is

ПсUlеI.

i\,lаrrу'lallgtillееs hа.l,с Пrгqэ{trФшiiв-aашt}y se!nl&}!ttiс ttssпgmmеnt systеiттs. whiсh

J0 not сovег lhе t.ttll'tll iпl,еl.ttсlг} as сOlllplеtеjу аs сlо thе s1,stеr.n оГ i{;ril laсill"

'\п ехanlplе is ft lшпli i l l  Biпir l .! Grзш-Wсlk (iпtгоr-Jшсесn iп $2-.2.]). Thе sеi- l- l lг l l[ i t .

. l l tе.goгirs tbшnс[ iп еасh ! lе1.lсiег aге as lbl loц,s:

]]t Thс sеi l lattt lсs о1'gеl lс lс-г ir l  t l .rе Kr:l lwi i l j l iш t l ialесl оl. Biпir l . j  Gшп 
'Wоli

(Еrrlt l ts. Eгt lt,п & d]l l lbеtt ]002l

\,trаsсtllille Vegetлlrlе

. Mаjе I l ighсг at l i lт l l t tсs

" Or 'сга l l  dеl l ru l t  foг l l t l i tnatсs
' Sоtllе ltlц'.сl. ltltilll lttсs
'  Ral t ' t
o Сr l t . l lpаss p l l i t l ts
'  N4t l l ; t  сс iсst ia i  L lс lс i iсs
o Sоtt-tс i tс iпs t tsсс i  in paint iпg

" Tг l tс iс i tсt l ls .  еsp. }/{ l tс l tssal l  a i l r l  Ешгоpсаr l

" Stli-t.tс tу'1ll:s о1. htlllсу

F .ешl lшп l -пе

.  Р lаnts anсl  thс iг  pгt . l i iшсts.

iпс lшdiгrg l i fс . lbг l l  tсгrns

" Sеxtlal aпd ехсгеttlгу nэосlу' plrгl:;

e Sol lg.  сегеl l l t l l ly  l t l lс l  сLtstоtr l

o f l i19 (bt l th bLrsh ar lс l  с lо l l lсst iс)
* Ftlrlсl. vсgсtablе аl.tсl tltlrегwisс

o SOпtс tуpеs of hor.rеу
Ф B() l l ts .  р l lаnсs at lс i  сагs

" IDr iп lr .  ц,аtсг" l l ,е l l ]

"  |Саr l lр l lехus]
в [tr -аr-rсlsсаpе l.еatltt.е s r,r, i iil rl'lttrег

asst lс iаt  i t l t l  s  l

Г.leшteг

Fсi l la lе h ig i lсг anir l latсs

Stllttе iоll.сt- lLt.liIllаtt.s

S t l п

Ф MOSt pагtrs o l 'аni t l lа ls  at l r l  1r lапis
o Sr]lтlс раrts сlf tl.rе lirtlrlsса1.lе

" WсathеГ atrr l  sе lL

" Till.tе 1llеll:iLlгеs
Ф J-aпguagеs linсl s1.lеес].l
n L]olllltгy ; pl асе-lэasесl sос ilt l с atс.Чогiеs

Тhс itепls l i .t sс1urаге bгlrсkсts геpl.сsсl l] саtоgoГiе$ whiсh lr irr,с шovеd ir ltо [hс

\,сgеta.Dlс gеПt. l .Г Ггоl l  t l lс i lеi. l tег iп thе sl. lеесh t lf уOLlЛgег spеakеГs. Тhс st.-rt lаl l i iс
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(vitually) thе еntirе noun invеntоry. In thе prеdominantty sеmantiс systеms thеrе
is a minority оf еxсеptions; howеvеr, оnсе thе сultural sеtting оf thе languagе is
takеn into aссount, for somе languagеs thеsе еxсеptions havе bееn сlaimеd to bе
largеly only appaгеnt.

In somе othеr languagеs, howеvеr, assignmеnt by sеmantiс rulеs would lеavе
many nouns unassignеd. In languagеs likе Kannada thе nouns not assignеd by
thе sеmаntiс rulеs (thе .sеmantiс rеsiduе') all bеlоng to a singlе gеndеr. In thе
languagеs wе сonsidеrnеxt thеsе rеsiduе nouns arе distributеd ovеrmorе than onе
gеndеr. Hеrе wе find additional rulеs for assigning nouns to gеndеrs aссording to
thеir form. Thеrе is a signiflсant asymmеtry: languagеs may basе thеir assignmеnt
Systеm on sепrantiс rulеs, or on sеmantiс апd formalrulеs, but not just on fotmal
rulеs. Formal assignmеnt rulеs may in tum aссеSs two typеs of information:
phonologiсal and morphologiсal. Thеrе may bе сombinations of suсh rulеs.

A good еxamplе оf assignmеnt dеpеnding on phonologiсal information is pro.
vidеd by Qafar (an Еast Cushitiс languagе of north-еastеrn Еthiоpia and Djibouti,
Parkеr & Hayward 1985). In Qafar sеmantiс assignmеnt is fairly standard: for
sеx-diffеrеntiablе nouns, thosе dеnoting malеs аrе masсulinе аnd thosе dеnoting
fеmalеs arе fеmininе. For nouns in thе sеmantiс rеsiduе, thеrе arе thе following
phоnolоgiсal assignmеnt rulеs: nоuns whosе сitation form еnds in an aссеntеd
vowеl arе fеmininе (fоr еxamplе, kаrmd .autumn'), whilе all othеrs arе mas-
сulinе (for еxamplе' gildl ,winter', whiсh doеs not еnd in a vowеl, and titmц
.tastr', whiсh doеs еnd in a vowеl, bцt not an aссеntеd onе). Thеrе arе fеw
еxсеptions.

Thе sесond typе of formal assignmеnt rulе aссеssеs morphologiсal informa-
tion. Hеrе Russian is a good еxamplе. onсе again for sеx-diffеrеntiablеs nouns
dеnoting malеs arе masсulinе and thosе dеnoting fеmalеs arе fеmininе. Unlikе
thе situation in languagеs likе Kannada, thе rеsiduе is sharеd bеtwееn thе thrее
gеndеrs, with thе nеutеr gendеr not rvrn rесеiving the majority. Wе might think
that furthеr sеmantiс rulеs would bе suffiсiеnt, but this tums out to bе at bеst
highly unlikеly, as thе following triplеts suggеst:

(23) Russian nouns bеlonging to the sеmantiс rеsiduе

masсulinе feminine neutеr

korаbl,,ship'сf. (19)
iurпаl ,magazine' сf. (25)
dom'hottse'
ёаj .tea'

ауtomobil,.car'
lokot, ,e\Ьow'

nerу ,nerуe'

vеёer,eveлing'
iаs .hour'

lodkа.Ьoat' сf. (20)
gаzеt(l .newspaper' сf. (25)
izbа,hllt,
уodа,water'
mаiinа,car'
lodуйkа,a*Ie'
kost"bone' ct. (25)
пoё..night'
minutа.minutе'

sudno.уessell' ct' (21)
pis'mo'letter' cf . (25)

zdаniе ,blli|ding,

уiпo.wine'
tоksi,taхi'
koleno'knee'
sеrdсе ,heart'

utro'morт,ing'
vrеmjа,time'
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Thus thе nouns ol thе sеmantiс rrsiduе arе sсattеrеd aсross thе thrее sеndеrs:

(24) Gеndеr assignment in Russian

masсuiinе femininе nеutеI

Sеx diffеrentiablеs
dеnоting malеs

PLUS pat of sеmantiс
rеsiduе

Sех diffеrеntiablеs Part of sеmantiс
dеnoting fеmalеs rеsiduе

PLUS part of sеmantiс
rеsiduе

To undеrstand how thе rеmaining nouns arе assignеd, Wе nеrd to look not at thеir
mraning, but at thеir morphology. Russian nouns havе fоur main inflесtional
classеs:

(25) Мain inflесtional сlasses in Russian (singular forms)

IVпI

nominativе
aссusativе
gеnitivе

dativе
instгumеntal
loсativе

йumal
zLLmal-

Ltmala
йumalu
Zurnalom
йumalе

gazeta
gazrtu
gazetу
gazetе
gazeloJ

Bazete

kost' pis'mo
kost' pis'mo
kosti pis'ma
kosti pis'mu
kostlu pis'mom
kosti pis,mе

gloss magazinе' .nеWspapеr' .bonе' .letter'

Givеn informatiоn about thе inflесtional сlass of nouns, assignmеnt is unprоb-
lеmatiс. Nouns in сlass I arе masсulinе, thosе in сlassеs II and III arе fеmininе,
and thosе in IV arе nеutrr. (Furthеr rulеs arе rеquirеd in Russian for thе minor
classеs, suсh as thе fоurtееn nouns |Ikе vrеmjа.timе' and for nouns |ikе tаksi
.taxi'and pаl,to,coat' (s5.1.1)' whiсh arе indесlinablе and nеutеr.) In viеw оf
thе сovеragе of thеsе rulеs, wе might bе tеmptеd to think that wе сould dis-
pеnsе with sеmantiс'assignmеnt, stпcе mаl, ёik,boу,is in сlass I,wh1|e sеstrtt
.sistеr' is in сlass II and mо(.mothеr' is in сlass III. In othеr Words, many of
thе sеx-diffеrеntiablе nоuns would bе assignеd to thе appropriatе gеndеr by thе
morphologiсal assignmеnt rulеs. But thеrе arе also instanсеs whеrе this is not so,
for instanсе' djаdjа .unсlе', whiсh dеnotеs a malе but is in сlass II, whosе nouns
are typiсally fеmininе. DjаQjа .unсlе' is masсulinе. Nouns likе this fit with thе
сlaim that wе do not find languagеs whеrе formal assignmеnt is suffiсiеnt.l0

9 Sinсе thе nouп is inanimatе thе aссusativе is as thе nominativе. If it wеre аnimatе. thе aссusativе
wouid bе as thе gеnitivе; sее (10).

l0 Еvеn in languagеs whеrе formal assignmеnt сovеIs a large proportion of thе nouns, sеmantlс
assignmеnt rulеs alwaуs givе a morе сomplеtе systеm.
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of сoursе, thеrе arе languagеs whеrе assignmеnt is morе сomplеx than thеse,
but for languagеs whеrе сarеful rеsеarсh has bееn undеrtakеn, gеndеr is always
prеdiсtablе from a sеt of assignmеnt rulеs (sеmantiс or sеmantiс plus formal), for
at lеast 85% ofthе noun invеntory and usually for a substantially lаrgеr proportion
than that. For mоrе dеtails on thеsе assignmеnt Systеms sее Corbеtt (I99|: 7-
69). Wе rеtum to assignmеnt systеms in $5.5.3, and in partiсular to .hybrids', for
whiсh thеrе is not a uniquе assignmеnt.

Wе сan now ask how gеndеr systrms arе distributеd ovеr thе wоrld,s lan-
guagеs. In a samplе of 256languagеs (Corbеш 2005) thеrе is nо gеndеr systеm
in I44, somеwhat ovеr half. Thе minimal gеndеr Systеm has two gеndеrs, and
suсh systеms arе сommon, with fifty еxamplеs in thе samplе. Thrее gеndеrs is
around half as сommon (twеnty-six еxamplеs), and four gеndеrs rоughly half
as сommon again (twеlvе languagеs). Lаrgеr SyStеmS with fivе or morе gеndеrs
rеplеSеnt a substantial minority (twеnty_fоur languagеs in thе samplе). Fula (a
Nigеr-Congo languagе) has around twеnty gеndеrs, thе Fuuta Jalon dialесt hav-
ing a partiсularly еxtеnsivе systеm. of thе languagеs with a gеndеr systеm, thе
majority havе a systеm basеd on sеx (еighty-four languagеs), but twеnty-еight
languagеs of thе samplе, notably in thе Nigеr-Congo and Algonquian familiеs,
havе systеms basеd on animaсy. And as for thе typе оf assignmеnt systеm, tak-
ing striсt sеmantiс and prеdominantly sеmantiс assignmеnt systеms togеthец wе
find thеsе in just undеr half thе languagеs (fifty-thrее languagеs), whilе a slight
majority (fifty-ninе languagеs) had sеmantiс and formal assignmеnt (sее Corbеtt
1991 for illustrations).

4.5.2 NumЬer i!s*jliij.i$ii.$.iii$iiis"\ili$iii..i!.,Чii}i.ijiii!ii{;iiнi+iii.!iчiiis]ii$iii ii.*tl:iii!litii}.i.i.!"i!ili!"i$iii:$

Numbеr is a lеxiсal fеaturе of somе nouns: thosе whiсh arе only
singular (likе Еnglish hеаlth) or only plural (likе trousеrs) imposе this fеaturе
on thеir modifiеrs. Typiсally, howеvеr, a сonsidrrablе propoгtion оf thе nouns
of a givеn languagе сan bе assoсiatеd with both (or all) numbеrs. Considеr a
straightforward еxamplе involving suсh a noun:

Russiаn
(26) nov-yе korabl-i

neW-PL ships-гl-
'new ships'

Hеrе thе numbеr fеaturе appеars to rеlatе primarily to thе noun; thе propеrty
dеnotеd by thе adjесtivе is not affесtеd by thе сhangе in numbеr.

Many languagеs havе a third mеmbеr оf thе numbеr systеm, thе dual, for two
itеms. Мorе сomplеx systеms may also bе found, for еxamplе, with spесial forms
fоr thrее itеms (thе .trial'' as in Larikе) or for a small but unspесifiеd numbеr of
itеms (thе .pauсal,, as in Bayso, sее $5.9); sее Cоrbеtt (2000: 2О42) for еxamplеs
and sourсеs on laгgеr numbеr systеms.

umber сan bе a сontеxt
. Howеvеr, it сan аls
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сm bе a сontеxtual fеatцrе for vеrbs, in whiсh сasе it is an agrееmеnt

Howеvеr, it сan also bе an inhеrеnt fеaturе, сallеd .vеrbal numbеr', and

t tо distinguish thе two (sее Cоrbеtt 20О0:24З-64 аnd rеfеrеnсеs
A striking еxamplе to makе сlеar thе diffеrеnсе is found in thе Kar1vеlian

Gеorgian:

(Aтonson 1982:24З,406_:7 ' Duriе 1986)

ivanе Sе-mo-vid-a da da.jd.a

John[шoм] PRv-PRv-еntег-дoк.Зsс and pкv-sit.sс-дoк.3sс
.John entеrеd and sat down.'

ёеm-i mSobl-еb.i Ёе.mo-vid-nen da da.sхd-nen

my-а,ск1l parеnt-Pl-NoM PRV-PRV.entеr-дoк.3pr and pкv-sit.pr--дoк.Зpт,
.Mv оаrеnts еntеrеd and sat down.'

vеrb .sit' еxhibits vеrbal numbеr: thеrе arе diffеrеnt stеm forms aссording

onе pеrson sits (dа-jd-), or morе than onе (dа-sхd-); thе vеrb .еntеr'

not valy in this way. Thе vеrb .sit' also agrrеS in numbеr with thе subjесt
.еnter'). Thе diffеrеnсr bеtwееn vеrbal numbеr and agТrеmrnt is shown

еxamplе with a numеral phrasе:

ёеm-i sam-i mеgobar-i Se-mo-vid-a da da-sхd-a

my-AGR thrее-дск friеnd.sс-шoм PRv-PRv-еnter-док.3sс and pкv-sit.pr-дoк.3sс
.My thrее friеnds еnterеd and sat down,

rеquirе a singular noln (mеgobаri) and numеral phrasеs сontrol singu-

agтееmеnt (as Wr saw for Hungarian in $ 1.4.4, еxamplе (a1)). Wе find singular
on both vеrbs. Thе vеrb .sit', whiсh shows vеrbal numbеr aссording

thе numbеr оf partiсipants, has thе plural vеrbal foтm dаsхd- (thеrе is morе

onе partiсipant in thе aсtion). Thе samе vеrb marks both vеrbal (inhеrеnt)

nominal (сontехtual) numbеr, but with diffеrеnt valuеs. Thus wе havе plural

numbеr with singular agrееmrnt. For morе Gеorgian еxamplеs, this timе

transitivе vеrbs (whеrе thе fоrrтr dеpеnds on thе objесt) sее Aronsоn (1982:

7); furthеr disсussion and an aссount оf thе history of vеrbal numbег in

ian languagеs сan bе found in Tuitе (1998: 63-8). Diagnоstiсs for vеrbal

arе givеn in Cоrbеtt (2000: 252-7)' and a furthеr еxamplе apprars ш

$s.1.4.

4.5.5Personi}iiiiii$t!iiiЁiiii.$iii$i!-!iAs!!iв$ЁiЁ$$}i'Aj$}liA$ii.itti-iдiЁ}l{i$*Al$ig!!}iiil'чiiis!.\зц1iЁi

Pеrson is an inhеrеnt fеaturе оf thе pronоun, but a соntеxtual fеaturе

of thе vеrb. Thus in Russian ia bеru,Itake' jа.I' is flrst prrson inhеrеntly, whilе

bеr-u,takе-Lsс'is flrst pеrson by agrееmеnt. Whilе thе first and sесond pеrsons

ше for thе spеесh aсt partiсipants, thе third pеrson is basiсally what is not first

and sесоnd pеrson.

1l This agrееmеnt markет (,lск) -i is synсretiс, сovетing nominativе singular and pluтal, and genitivе

singular and plural.
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It is oftеn assumеd that noun phrasеs аrе always third pеrson bу dеfault, but
thеrе arе сasеs whеrе this сan bе ovеrriddеn:

Spanish (G' Мartinеz Siеrra, quоted by Harmеr & Norton 195.7:210)
(30) 1Qu6 dеsgraсiad-as somos las mujer.еs!

how unfoftunate.F.рr bе.lрr DЕF.F.PL Woman(F)-PL
.How unfortunatе wе womеn arе!'

Hеrе though thеrе is a noun phrasе subjесt wе havе a flrst prrson vеrb. A Srсond
typе of nоun phтasе whiсh сan induсе non-third pеrson agrееmеnt is a voсativе;

Czесh (Sgall, Hajiёov6 & Panеvovd 1986: 285)
(31) Chlapё-е, ktеr-f jsi statеёn-1i' zachra

bоy(м)-sс.voс who-м.sс.шoм be.2sс bravе-м.sс.шoМ savе.IMP
tonouс-iho.
orownlng.prrson-M.ANIM.sG.Aсс
.(You) bоy' who are bravе, savе thе drowning person.,

Hеrе thе vеrb is sесond pеrson; it is сontrollеd bу thе rеlativе prоnoun, whiсh
doеs not ovеrtly mark pеrson, and thе аntесrdеnt of thе rеlativе pronoun is a noun
in thе voсativе.12

Furthеr fеaturе valuеs arе found in languagеs whiсh subdividе onе or шorе of
thеsе thrее pеrsons in somе way. For еxamplе, languagеs likе Bininj Gun-Wok
(Еvans 20ОЗ:2624) subdividе thе first pеIson plural into thе first pеrson inсlu.
sivr (inсluding thе hеarеr) and еxсlusivе (еxсluding thе hеarеr). Anothеr typе
of еxtеndеd systеm oссurs whеn thе third pеrson is divided into proximatе and
obviativе (for lеss сеntral partiсipants in thе situation), as in Algonquian lan-
guagrs likе Nishnaabеmwin (Valеntinе 2001: 183-5,62З4З). For illustratiоn
of pеrson SyStеmS sее Cysouw (2003) аnd Siеwiеrska (20О4b), and fоr furthеr
еxеmpliflсation of all thrее agrееmеnt fеaturеs sее Moravсsik (1978: ЗЗ6-62).

4.5.4 Charaсteristiсs of the three main аgreement feаtures .ii]iiitiiiiii.i-1si"$!;

Thе thrее main agrееmеnt fеaturеs arе all nominal, whiсh fits with thе
faсt that сanoniсal соntrollеrs arе nominal. Thеy diffеr too. As Niсhols shоws'
thеy havе аn intеrеsting hiеrarсhiсal rеlationship: gеndеr is thе onе whiсh is most
pronе to bе markеd onlу Ьу agrееmеnt, numbеr is quitе likеly tо bе markеd only
in this way, but this nеvrr oссurs with pеrson (|992: |\6-62). This obsеrvation
rеlatеs intеrеstingly to a finding from a diffеrеnt pеrspесtivе by Bybее (1985:
2ш.8).In a samplе оf fifty languagеs Bybее сountеd thе inflесtional fеaturеs
shown by vеrbs' and fоund gеndеr agrеrmеnt in l6Чo,numbеr agrееmеnt in 54?о
and pеrson agrеrmеnt in 56Чо' Ешors involving thе diffеrеnt fеaturеs also form
an intеrеsting pattеm (s9.4.1).

l2 Furthermorq Frеnсh prеdiсate nominals allоw relativе сlauses maiпtaining thе pеrson of thе main
subjесt; seе HФybye (1944: |12) for еxamplеs'
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. 
?re, 8S somеtimеs сlai

I Case i\\\'l*\iR\iЁiN

Traditiоnal grat

othеr agrееmеnt fеatur

. This issuе was rail
is an asymmеtr

by this phrasе:

v nov-om

in new-м.sс.Lot
.in a new сar'

thе adjесtivе and no.

from thаt found with gеn

in tеrms of thе tуpе of fе

rеlation.
In tеrms of fеaturеs' сa

on thе noun phrasе for sе

taсtiс еlеmеnt (in this еxa

сasе). Thus thе noun and

on both. This will not сс

issue of asymmеtry. of сr

bеing rеalizеd togеthеr w

takе agrееmеnt fеaturеs a

in (З2)'
In tеrms of syntaсtiс rеl

onе adopts a viеw of synt

оvtomobil,- is a сonstituе
within thе noun phrasе rеt

Thе samе is truе of сasе

for thosе whо aссеpt a dе

If thе noun is thе hеad с

show сasе, thеn wе wоl

337). This would still bе

diffеrеnсе in fеaturе tуp

viеw of what сounts as
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4,4 Less сflра. aнyrjеBfleпъ[. iеrLшres

Wi: поlr.IL[ГЦ ]гi) i iч, l ,o сi ispu.ialз1с agгееl. l lс l l t  iЪlttutгсs. nt agгесl-, l . .t l tГ i l ,

:.][.il l() bе аs),t-tll.tlсlгiс.' itl lLilLс si:llsе t]lаi [i,:atliгеs оll r:ol.liгtl11сгs шге ргilтlllгll llllгl

J\]lГс\Si0n 0n tагЕlс]s is seсс-.llсlaгy, it is ntlt ol|зviоils r,vtr.rеii.lсi. сllsе t-tnгj с[еf]:linс_

:]!\\ l i1.е. l ls so1Пеtif lеr] с1аiпlссl" pоss blс l[! lгееl- i lс i l t tЪatutгеs" [ сi isсшss thе l:r l i- l

4'4'1 €аse

Тгaс] i i ioL la1 .Чi . i t l . l . i l . l .x l1ГS t l l ' [с l  i l lс] lшсJ]с i tg.е-пlс l - l .  i l l  г . i ' l  oI l  1 i l1 l] .  
. lV iIh

lhс othег a.gГееillс!lI fеlttшгсll" Yеt ;r с lsег lоok sr-l[lgеslLs tlrat сllsс is sl.ltl.lе.',o,i..a,г

. l i ] l i :гсnt. .Гhis iss l ' rе,: , , l t l . ,  l .a i : ,с-с.L i l l  .ч]L .4. . ,"тvhегс; iссt lгс i iшg ].осг i i |ег iс lп t4сшl. tо l . l i t - ' ln

.r!l.ееl1lеl1t is aп iis;yii.l.lll lсtгiс геtrаtiоil. This ls li-lе iiiе'l, i:;зulе tilг C;1sс, ils l:l..ll l hе

i]jLrstгаtеd b1,, i i l, l is pl.ra:,с:

ll il:si ltл

i]]]  V l lov-c l .1 ; l . \ ' , t () iпоhi i -е

iI l  t lеrv-t i  .5. , .L()t .  С: lг( l \ ' i ) - t]G, i -{ lс]
. i l r  . . t  l l t lц '  с l i г

Hеге thе aс{jсr: l t ivе; l] .1 i : .]  i1{)L[1i  sta l lс l  i l l  
. []hс 

sal l lе с;Lsс i l i l lГ  I i ]L l is  сt l r ,aг ia l lсс с l i iЪis

tr ln l  tha[ trоr. iпdl  ъ ' i  . l  gеaсl t : lг .  l lut l l . ihс.r lг  l ]егI jo[ l"  \ ,Vе s] lо. ' - t[сtr  th iпk оГ l i l l i s  i l l " : , t

in tспl ls  оf  i1 l r :  lL; i ] l t  l , , . t . ] . 'сat l l ге i l i ,о1 ,ес1" aлсl  sес l . l l lс]]  i l l  l ] 'ег l l l s  oГ ihе s I lL l . l l ' " r- '

tс lаt i t ln"

In tсгt.ils 0i ].i:llil l i,r'.s" сltsе :l ;ltli a!t ;ll]lеiсn,г tЪa,[шгr: '.l,. thе lltluli-l: i.. is ill-l1llзsеr.tr

0П thс n0L1l-x ,.hгllsс loг sеt.l-llll i-liiс lе[[s.]lT.]:i tlг lly .Чt.lvегi.lЦlе[-rI h)y s()iitlе o|[ -:. ,ij l -

t l с t i с е l е i п L - ] i  l i l . r l l i : L s е ; t а i п p ] с t ] . t l е p г l . - p о s , l , г i t l г l t . ' " i l - l . ' l ц . i l i с h г е q u t l г е s i i - l - - l L l u . . ' ' r .

сlsе). lГilLl5 ;.lе l.tl.lu-1 "1ц6]| :1l].jссli:ivе n.u il iil 
,t]lе 

slrпlt-- сi.[sе bсrjitlls]е i.i is illlr1p..ll;еll

on bоth'  l "h i :;  wj.:  l t ; i  сt l i l t lu l1 i j  С l l l ld, i l i l ]an Ш$Г0CГ;. l i t - l . i i , [ ,  l ] i  ' ,vr:  ta{е sе1" i0 lL]s i . ] '  t . . lс

i s suе  с l 1 .  l l s y i ] . i  x с t i ) /  o l - с i ] гц l . , с .  L : [ : , L  i . l [ - i : t С [ . ,  l l l Г гo r l g , ' y  и l i h  l l g ; : с с l пеп t  t i . ] i L : - l ] Г с ! .

bеing геа1izс. l . i  ]ц)! .сt . lсn" . . , ' . i t i l  t lhс l l l  i l l  (  ]2),  bшt. l ls;  i l /C :] l - ix lv i l l  i3.6.  ] l  .  ; lш i ILr; l : l  l l l : lL l ,

tаkе а.gгееПlс.l]- iЪltl..lil.с:: lLшdl сlt:,с тгtll l сliil.Гегеn,[ s]оLlгсеlj. its i:r;iГgt[i.Lh]L)1 ll s0 iгll[(]

i n  t З2 ) "
iп tегt l . 's  t l i . l . . ,7 l l l ie lс i1с ге] l l , l i l . l l lLs. ,г l . rе l t , l  ,чul l . l - lе l l . [  iш!! '  atr{ l l . lg i i .1с:]шi l iе iL iг lсs.  i iэ lг l . i " . ' iс lсс l i

onе a l iо1l l l ,  ' - l  . ,1с iV ( l  l ,}1 l]г l l , . , l  . ' i l l1 iс lh is  . l l i :1с i .[  r ,1] i]: i iС i l0] i () l l  о l ' r . :о l . ls , i i [ш. i : l - lс , . r  n i|  l l l , . l " -

t l t ,1r; l l l r , ;8j: . , -  i l ;  : ' .  l - ' t l l - l  l . [ i lL l :е l l t i  l r .  ( .12),  i i  i .о i l t l , 'д,: l  Lhat wе | lavс l l latсnl l l - l 'g о l i " lЪl l :ш., . ,с l '

ц ' i th i l l []h l ' ] l0 i l -] i i ]o l l lГL. l ]е l 'e l lu l i i l l - lg ' i .г i l l i . l1.{ l" , lег l l l lпсt l t(гa:1- lсг i . - l l t , . l l lLgгсr,: l . l lе

Тhеsa : i . ' , . i l ; l ц с i , Г с ; i l , t . : s l l l i l ; r , ' i l l l ' p t . . t l . l l l . l l . l i l l . ] l . t l l i 0h ! . , i ] : ' l . ] " i i ! ] s е ' ' 1 s ] l о г t l . i " { j | r , " 1 , 1 ; . l . , 11р .

lbг[hоsе.. i , l11 ' ;; lссе1l l ' : i1t1. lе l t . -1 iс i - l t - l , ' " ' , iс lц,n- l i . l 'y , l ,г l [] i " i ]| i i ]ъГenlILt . : t lг l l ; ] . - is i t l i l

I]. iIl'.; llt.ll.lгl ll ' lil.. ii:l-ll.l tlt []|lс рli.lilLsr: ll:сL [llе aсJl.jссI;l.,е n'jLсilr;.lс.L|s oгl iL" iillr'[ bi;llh

shо., . , i  с l l l lе .  I l - r ;] l  . i , t l  , ' 'о l l ]d ]L la 'u 'с i ig1.-е l l lс l l :  l l l  с; is ,с ( l ls  i г l  Mr:[" i . . :u l l  1 i jу^.- l :  . i , l9"

]]7).  T].1 i l j  i l ' l , . -  ldL i ; ,г .] i l l  lL 'с  trс:; l l  с l - l i l t lL: i r ; , .1 t- i i l t i i  i t ! ]гее] l l l ( ' l ] i  i rL] l ]е. lсLсг.  
.L|: le.;aшl, , :  l . ' i . . t ] i lе

di l . i i l ге l l . : . :  i l :  l .Еat l . t l " l  1) ' l !е,  l l l .  . ! t ,s i  r i is;  lLt l , lеr] .| .  i I  i : ,  v ' l i l г tn l  еп. l1 l i i ; rs iz i i : lg 1 'h l l t  l . l l lе , l ;

t,iе,,,',. о]i. .',,,llll l[ .tlL-tп:l.; l:l:] '-iLч---1l]e[li (]'-xn геi]lL lll-l i:;srlEs 1/'']lienl itгс lllqll"е gu lе.'"ш]L
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(as hеtе, thе naturе оf syntaсtiс rеlatiоns) and whrсh maу havе bееn dесidеd,
сonsсiously or unсonsсiоusly, without rеfеrеnсе to thе еvidеnсе of agrееmеnt.

Thеrе is morе to сasе, howеvеr. Еvеn if onе takеs thе сonstituеnсу viеw and
еxсludеs agrееmеnt in thе usual noun phrasе сonstruсtions, onе сannot thrrrby
еliminatе all possiblе instanсеs of сasе agrеrmеnt. Thеrе arе othец rarеr сon_
struсtions whiсh show agrееmеnt in сasе. Various сonstruсtions with prеdiсatе
nominals (nouns and adjесtivеs) сomе into this саtеgory. A good сontеndеr is this
Polish сonstruсtion:

Pоlish (Dziwirek \990: |47)
r l t ) 5zе6б kobiet by-l-o smutn-yсh.

six[шoм] woman[гl.свш] bе-гsт-ш.sс sad.pr.свп
.Six womеn wеrе sаd.'

Thе numеra| szеiё .six, takеs a noun in thе gеnitivе plural. Thе vеrb is third
singularnеutеr .by dеfault' (sз.6.3). Thе adjесtivе appеars to agrеr in numbеr and
сasе with thе quantifiеd noun of thе subjесt noun phrasе (altеrnativеly, aссоrding
to Dziwirеk (1990: 158n16) thе nеutеr singulаr adjесtivе is fоund in .informal
spоkеn Polish'). This difflсult сonstruсtion suggеsts that agrееmеnt in сasе is
possiblе, еvеn if our viеw of syntax is соnstituеnсy basеd. An HPSG analysis is
givеn by Przеpiбгkowski (2001).

Similar сonstruсtions arе found in somе othеr Slavoniс languagеs. onе of thе
flrst instanсеs of Slovеnе that many visitors to Slovеnia would sее is:

Slovеne (luggagе сarousеl at Ljubljana airport, own obsеrvation)
(З4) Vеliko kovёk-ov in potovalk si

many sultсasе-Pl.GЕш аnd travеl.bag [вr'свш] RЕFL.DAT
Je
bе.3sс

(Dеnсh 1995:60_1
Ngayu nhawu-lhi
1sс.шoм sеr-PsT
'I saw that euro (hill

vе rеlatеs thе pouсl
has thе propriеtivе marJ
is thеn mаrkеd as ассus

sее Dеnсh & Еvant
аhmе.. For a furtl

57) and Austin & Brеs
languagеs, v

its hеad is in thе abso
attеstеd with сasе, bu
nvald 2003: 99-101) f(
among thе agrееmеnt fl
havе sееn that most сas

nt (for thosе who tаl
is сlеarly not сanoniсa]

arе Somr instanсеs, part

ire us to admit thе pоssl
from minimal to еxtеnst

ion of largеr сasе systt

Definiteness кж

Dеfinitеnеss is sot
languagеs in whiсh dеfln
ше. Howеvеr' Wе may v]
n phтasе as a wholе, whi,

p.hrasе. For illustration wе t
(2000); sее this sourсе for <
initеnеss markеr hа-, which
phrasе:

Hebrew (Wintner 2000)t4
(36) sеfеr

book(м)[sс]
'a book'

(з,7) sefеr
book(м)[sс]
'a big book'

13 For thе dеvеlopmеnt ofсlassifler
la I am gratеful to David Gil fordist

thе transсriptiоn of thе Hеbrеw е

med sabo podobn-ih.
among RЕFL.INs simiiar-рr.свш
.Маny suitсasеs and travеl bаgs are similar to еaсh othеr.'

Hеrе thе prеdiсativе adjective podobnih,sim1|ar' is in thе gеnitive plural to agrее
with thе nouns in thе subjесt noun phrasе whiсh arе quantifiеd Ъу veliko.many,.
Thus bеsidеs thе сlеar instanсеs of сasе bеing sharеd within thе noun phrasе,
thеrе arе morе сomplеx instanсеs. Thеrе is сovarianсе in сasе bеtwееn prеdiсatе
сomplеmеnts and thеir сontrollеrs, for whiсh sее Andrеws (|g1|\ on Classiсal
Grееk,Andrеws (19}2)onIсеlandiс,Timbеrlakе(1988)onLithuanian;Andеrson
(|992:115-118) and Cоmriе (1995) disсuss thе phеnomеnon morе gеnеrally. For
thе agrееmеnt of dеpiсtivе sесondary prеdiсatеs sее Sсhultzе.Bеrndt & Himmеl-
mann (2004:81_84, 120*|2|). An impоrtant diffеrеnсе bеtwееn thеsе apparеnt
instanсеs оf agrеrmеnt in сasе and agrееmеnt in othеr fеaturеs is that thе сasе
еxаmplеs arе rеstriсtеd to a subsеt of thе valuеs of thе сasе fеaturе, whilе typiсally
agrееmеnt is with all possiblе valuеs of a fеaturе.

Somе languagеs allow morе than onе сaSе to bе staсkеd. Wе saw an еxamplе
from Kayarditd in $3.3.2; Australia is thе main homе of thе phеnоmеnon, and
our nеxt еxamplе сomеs from Wеstеrn Australia:

('еxaс
(onе.l

gadol

big[м



4'4 Lеss с|ear agrеегnеnt fеаturеs l з .5

}IшпrthLlnrг l - l  (Dеr lсh 1 99.5: 6() i  )

r]5t Ngaуrr lll-rаlvrr.ihа nELlгllLi thaгntl1-Д rlriгtily-nlaгta-a thагa-ngltа-lIltl1.t.ll.

lsс.кt lп l  sсс РsТ thai l , \(]( .]  еL l l . ()-A(]( ,  . jоеу-eкt l t ' - ' rст.  рс luсh Lo(]-P l tоP-A(.( .
' I  s l t t '  that сrrгrэ (h i i1 kаl lgaгt lо) with а. jосу iп ( i ts)рouсh. '

Тhе lосatir.е гL]iatеs thс }ltlr-rсh ttl thс .jtlеу: at thе ПеXt lеvсi .trp. thе jосy in thе

рorjсh haS thе рlгl. lpгiеtir.е П1ll l. i(еd on L]oth еlсnlеtlts ttl 1in[< it tсl .сt-tгtl '. Thе whсllе

рhгasе is thеtl tnaгkесi as aссust.ttivе. bеiпg thе сliгесt oiэjесi оf tlrе vегb. -t.or ttrгthсг

е1аПlplеS sее ]]еllсh & Еl.ans (lgss) and Piaп1t (1995), whеге thе tегl-n rtseсi is
'SLrlf]xalrfrrahnrе.. []_tlг a 1.ltгtlrег typе сl1-сaSе Staсking sее silтlps()[-l & Bгеsnatl

l l983: .57) anс1 Aшstil.r & Bгеsnan (l996: 25З-4). A гсlatесl сoпstгшсtiсl l.t is ibr"rrrd

iп Daghеstaпian lalrguа.Цеs. whеrе thе ftlгm of thс gеrlit ivс vaГiсS aсссllсi ing to

ш,hеthег i l -shе;Lс l  is i r r thсaЬst l i r - r t ivес lг i i ianobl iс1uесasе(Кibг ik 199.5).Stасk iпg

is bеst attеstесl ц,itlr сasе' br-rt it is alstl fbr-inсl in t.hе Aг;rwait laпgr"ragе Тaгiапlt

(Alkhепvald 2()0З: 9t)-l0l) {oг сlassifyiпg еlеmrnts r,vhiсl-r аге сlosеsl. tо gелdег

' | г o I n  i r l l l ( t I l !  t h с  l t ! t . r " е t t l е n t  ! е l t l r t t . r ' s ) .  
i

Wе hаr,е sесn that xnоst сtlsеs t.ll.Sllpilosсd L]ilsr agгееIl.lсllt а.l.е bеttег tгеatесl as

govеГlll.Ilеllt (tl.lг thosе ц,,ho taitе a сOnstittlеllсy-basесl viеw сlf syr.rtax). Agгесrnеnt

] in..'. is сlеaгly not саnoniсal agгееmеrrt ($ l '4.3). Е{owеvсг. еvеrl l.ttlсlег this viеw

thеге aге Somе i l lSt ltПссS, pirГl iсulaГlу in pr.сdiсatе nomina] сoПslf l lсt ions. whiсh

lеquiге us tO l]dnl it ihс possibi l i ty otr. agге(]lтепt i lr сl lsе. Sуstепls t l f сitsе с;Lп

IаIyfl1ln1 rni ir i l lal to сxiеnsivе, foг w{-riсlr Sсе Etri i j(е ( l99.+), and lbг i l .t l .сгеstiп.sl

disсLlssion ol. laгgег сi lsе syStеI.ns sсе с]t l lnгiе & Рсl l iпsky ( l998).

ц,4'2 Deffiniteness

Dсfinitепсss is soinеtitl lсs tгеatсd as al-} agгееlТlепt Геailtге. sinсе thеге

а[е languagеs iп rvhiсh сlеIjnitеllеss is шaгkесl moге thaп oпсе withiш thе nошti

phгasе. Liowе\,ег. wс maу l,iеw iiris as a г-еatllгс valuе bеil i.Ц i lnptlsеd tln thе

noшn phгasе as а whцэlе, whiсh шay bе indiсatеd itt 1Iсlге thltп оnе рoint in thе

phгаsе. Fог i i]шstгatitln Wе tl lгl l to Мoс1егl.r FJеbгеw, aS .l isсtlssесl by Wintr-rег

i2000); sсе tlris stl i.t iсс ti lг с1isсtrssiсln of еaгliег analуsеs" Е{еbгсц. l.rirs a rlеi-
jnitеnеss mlгItсг /za.. whiсh сaп tlссLlг сln l.nоst {.]f thе сiеnlеiils tlf thс пtll-lll

phrasе:

ц.tt1gц' (Wintnег 200()) l]

i l6)

(.r7)

sеIёг ( .схlсi) 
/ hlL sеf 'ег

booktш ' r ) f s t ; |  (оnе.ьI Isс] )  /  r lлг -bot lk (ь l ) [sс ; ]
.а bi lоl<. / '[hе btlt l]<.

sсtсг .gaсlt l l  (.сxad) / ha sеlЪг ha'gaсlol

bоok(пr) l sс ; ]  b ig[шr .sс ; |  (опе. l r l [ sс ; l )  /  г l г г -bot lk (п ' t ) |sс ;  ]oь , г -b ig[ь t . sс ; ]
.а  b ig  b t lo l i .  /  . thе  b ig  bооk .

r Ft lг  thе t lсr 'с lорIt lепt о1 с]ass i1 iегs iПtО gеndеi  sсс $9. l .  l  .
1 I а I l l g гa t с i i r l  t t l Lh r , i с l  L ] i l t с l г d i s сшss i t l l l  0 l . t hL ] sеехa tn1 l J е saпс l  t оYaг t l t . t h4 l t t г a s l t l г ч t aпс1eг с l i z i nц

thс tгапsсг i1 l t i l l l t  t l l . t i rс ]  {е l lгсr , ' .  ехat l lр lеs t . tsсr . l  i t l  thе bi lс l i<.
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It is arguablе whеthеr Hеbrеw has indеfinitе ar1iсlеs; forms likе ,ехасl in (З6i)
arе .optional and nоt сomrnon' (Wintnеr 2ОО0: З2З),In (З7) thе dеfinitеnеss
markеr must bе on both еlеmеnts of thе noun phrasе or оn nеithеr. In thr follow-
ing еxamplе, thе dеfinitеnеss mаrkеr is not rеquirеd, but again its usе must bе
соnsistеnt:

(38) sefеr ze|5 / ha-sеfеr ha-ze
book(м)[sс] this.м.sс / овв-book(м)[sс] oвг-this.м.sс'this book' / ,this book'

Thе most intеrеsting еxamplеs for our pulposеs involvе сonstruсt-statе nouns'
whiсh arе usеd in noun-noun сonsшuсts;

(3e)

(41)

DЕF.N.SG nrw.DЕF.N.sG house(ш)-овв.N.sG my.N.SG.my nеw house,

mitt ny-e hus
my.N.sc new-DЕF.N.sG housе(ш)[tшовг]
.my nеw house'

l) This variant is literary and аrсhaiс aссоrding to Yаron Мatras (рeгsonal сommuniсalron'.

pitx-еy ha-gan ha-yaf-im parх-u
flowеr(м)-гr.сoNsTRuсT овг-garden(м)[sс] пвг-bеautitul-м.pr bloom.psт-3pr.the bеautiful gardеn flowеrs bloomed'

Hеrе thе phrasе as a wholе is to bе markеd as dеflnitе. Thehead, pirхery .flowеrs,
сannot bе markеd as dеf,nitе, sinсе it is in thе сonstruсt Statе, whiсh doеs not allow
suсh marking. Howеvец thе dеfinitеnеss markеr is found on thе сompl emerft gсШ.gardеn', and on thе adjесtivе, whiсh agrееS in numbеr w ithpirхеу.flЬwеrs'. This
suggеsts that thеrе is a mесhanism for marking dеflnitеnеss multiply on thе noun
phrasе, whiсh is at somе distanсе frоm сanoniсal agrееmеnt (thЬugh sharing
сharaсtеristiсs with lеss сanoniсal instanсеs of agrееmеnt). Wintnеr's analysis
is in HPSG tеrms, and it is signifiсant that hе handlеs thе dеfinitеnеss mаrkеr
by a diffеrеnt mесhanism (subsumption) than that typiсally usеd for agrеrmеnt'
namеly unifiсation (2000: 34s-50).

A dеflnitеnеss markеr is found in othеr Sеmitiс languagеs, vаrying from lan-
guagе to languagе. A languagе whеrе it is pеrhaps сlеarеr that wе arе not dеaling
with agrееmеnt is Maltеsе (Fabri 2o0|). Мaltеsе has a dеflnitеnеss markеr whiсh
appеars first of all on noцns. It may additiоnally appеaц for instanсе, on adjес-
tivеs, in whiсh сasе it marks thе adjесtivе as соntгastivе. Marking of dеflnitеnеss
is also found in Sсandinavian languagеs, and in Nоrwеgian wе find thе сonvеrsе
of Мaltеsе: undеr thе right сirсumstanсеs (involving a possеssivе adjесtivе, with
thе сonstruсtion as in (41)) thе dеflnitеnеss markеr appеars on thе adjесtivе but
not on thе noun:

Norwеgian (Bokmfll, Torodd Kinn and Тbrе Nеssеt' pеrsonal сommuniсations)
(40) det ny-e hus-et mitt

on dеflnitеnеss m

) and Bсirjars & Dor
rеgion: fоr dеflt

Bulgarian and Albania
thе examplеs disсussе.

sее dеfinitеnеss in

l Respeсt NN

Agrееmеnt is l
s soсial rеlation at
too. In many of thе

ireсtly on othеr fеaturеs'
show rеspесt, thе spеak

mеnts arе thеn sinsuli
othеr lаnguagеs whеrе t
't analуsis, but whеге i
еaсh honorifiс is dеtеrr

thе sеnsе that thеy arе i

, thеrе arе langua6
morphologiсal forn

Thе nееd for а rеspесt
at thе samе timе as

tronеsian languagе Muna (s

16 Bсirjars & Donohuе сall dеfln
,that .thе tеrm aglеement fratu
еaсh word (as opроsеd to a fe:
restтiсtivе viеw.

17 Llow is this diffеrеnt from pel

though thеre was no uniquе еx;
fеature in Russian (while we d<
Sесond' no variability is гepol
resprсt shows thе vаriаbility а
othеr words, thе Arсhi person
respесt leads to thе use ofthe pl
at the margin (Сorbеtt 1983: 5

l8 Thus Poltaгd & Sag (1994: 96_
have givеn altеmative analysе
and aгguеs for а pгаgmаtiс aсt
agrеrment, whilе Bobaljik & l
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Formorе on dеfinitеnеSs marking in Sсandinavian lall.euagеs sее Dеlsing (l99З:

lJ3.84) anсl Bбrjars & Donоhuе (2(}0()) |6 Dеtinitеt-tеss marking is a]so founсl in

thе Balkan rеgioп: tbг dе{lnitеnеss in Romanian inсluding сoordinatеd phгasеs.

аIso Buigaгian irпd Albanian, sее oгtmanr.r & Popеsсu (2000).

In thе еxamplсs disсlrssеd сlеfinitеnеss is assignеd to a noun phгasе as a wholе.

Wе shall sее dеfinitеnеss in anсlthег gr-risr, as a сondition on agгrеmеtrt, in $6.7.2.

4.5

fеaturеs.

4.5. i Respeсt

A.Чгсеlтсnt is otiеn affесtеd by гсspесt oг.addгеss.. that is, thе

spеakrг,s soсial rеlation and аttitudе to thе addгеssее. аnd sonrсtilтеs ttl thiгd

pr[sons too. In mirny of thе nrогс familiar langr.ragеs thе сftbсt of геspесt is sееn

lndilесtlу On othег f.еaturсs. usually numbеr, somеtimеs pеrson. Тhr"rs in Rr.Lssian,

tо show геSpесt, thе spеaltеr uSсS y)' .yсlu (гr)' еvеn to a singlе addrеssее; thе

agrееmеnts aге thеn singr-rlaг ог pluгal, dеpеnding on thе taгgеt ($7.7.l ).l ' Thегс

arе othег languаrgеs whеге thе ехistеnсе of multiplе honoгi{rсs sllggеsts an agГее-

mеnt analуsis, but wl-rеге it is not сlеаг that this isjustif iеd. It maу bе arguеd

that еaсh lronoгifiс is dеtегrninеd on pгagmatiс grounсls (anсl that thеу agгее only

i n  thе  s с r l sе  l h l r l  t hеу  l r г е  hе ing  usсd  i n  thе  sumе pГ l l g In l t i с  с i t . с t t l n s l аnсеs l . | я

Hоwсvег. thеге aге languagеs whеге wе nееd a Sеpaгatе fЪatuге, sinсе thеrе aге

distinсt moгpholоgiсal lbrnrs to signal rеspесt to thе addгеssее.
Thс лееd foг a геspесt lЪatuге is partiсulaгlу сlеar whсn politеnеss сan bе

markеd at thе samе tinrс as numbеr and sеparatеlу tioш it, as shown bу thе ALrs-

tronеsian languagе Muna (spоltеn on Muna, оfТ thе southеast сoast of SLllawеsi).

r6 Bor!агs & Donohuе сaI l  dе1in i tсnсss an agгееlnеПt fЪaturе. Hоwеvсг thсу statе (2000: 333n9)
thаt .thе tеlm аgгссlnсnt tЪattlге js jrtst a сtlnvсniсnt slroгthаnd. fог a fЪattrге whtlsс dоrтain is
еaсh rvoгd (as oppсlsесl tсl а l.сatuге геqtliгеd to OссLlr сlnlу onсс in a phгasе). i апr taking a r.поге
rеstt-iсtivс viсw.

]l Hoц'is this dittегеnt ti.сlt.п регstltl in Aгсhi (l7). whеrе wе гес1uiгсd а lЪаtuгe tbr pеrsоn еvеll
though thсгс r'vаs rro uniquе еХpol.tеПt'] Fiгst. thсгс is nо indеpеnс.lеnt ГеilsoП tсlг nссding а геspесt
lЪaпrrе in Russiaп (rvhilс lvе dо tlееd a pегsOll fЪatuге lсlг thс гсsоlutiоn rrtlеs to Oреratе in Aгсhi).
Sсссlnс[' tlo vaгiabiJitу iS геРогtссl lсlг thе Aгсhi tbrtls. rvhегеas thс Russiаtr usе of nutrrbеr tilt-
rеspссt shоWS thе i,aгiabilitу aссoгding to taгgеt rvhiсh is tуpiсal сlf аn аgгt]сlncnt сotrсlitiоn. lt-l
оthеr woгds' thе Aгсhi pсrsоtl fЪatrrlе Jеaсls сliгесtlу tо а spесiПс геalizatioп' ц,hiIе fbr Russiаt-t
l-еspссt lеads tо thе usе сlf thе р|r.Iгаl lЪг sоmе taгgеts, thе singulaг lbг othсгs. with sоt-t-tе шпсеrtlLiпtу
аtthе I .nargin (Сoгbоtt  l983: 5 l_6).

r EThшsPс l I l a гd&Sa . s ( l 99 , l :  96  l 0 l ; t г е l r t ро l i t сnс s s i nKo rеа t . t i n t е r t т s с l f ag гее tпс t l t 'wh i l с о thе г s
havе givеn altегпlltiVс anаlуsеs: for instanсе. Сhоi (2()()l}) сot-tsiсlеrs thе data tl-сll.ll сt'rl.jоiпiпg
aпd агgtlеs tbг a pragllatiс ассOunt. Boесkх & Niinurla (2004) tгсаt Jaрanеsе hоI.tогifiсation as
agгсi]mсnt. whilе Robaljik & Yаtsushiго (fогthсоrrrin.ц) aгguе agirinst this.

Unusual agreemeпt feаtшrеs

Wе now tllrn to lЪatuгеs wl-riсh oссuг onlу inliсqLrеntlу as agгееllеnt
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Thе sеntеnсе .you go' might bе translatеd as follоws; ihintи is a frее pronoun
whosе inсlusiоn wоuld bе еmohatiс:

(41\ Numbеr and politеnеss markеrs in Мuna (van dеn Bеrg i989: 5l, s2)

singular plural

neutral
politе

ihintu o-kala
intaidi to-kala

ihintu-umu o-kala-amu
intaidi-imu to.kalа-amu

for bеnеflсiariеs; it is п
this thеn brings with it rед

(Еvans 2О0З:2|5)
ngada waa'jarr:
1sс.шoм sing.вsт
'I sang a song for m

inflесtrd for vеrbalizing
and polarity as thе vеrb

ngada waa-nanl
1sс.шoм sing-швс.

thabuju-maгu-nan
brоthеr.v-пдт-швс.
'I won't sing a song

Vеrbs сan bе nominaliz

prediсatеs indiсating ongo

takе thе nominalizеd for

'7) ngada rпaa-n.di
1sс.шoм sing-шмr

thabuju-maru'n-d
brothеr-v-nдт-шмL
'I am singing a sonl

r wе analysе thе dat

Thе argumеnt as to Wn(

ity runs parallеl to that
геasons, onе bеliеvеs th

), thеn marking of с
marking, and hеnсr no

t tеnsе' aspесt' mооd and
fеaturеs unusually оn i

hеnсе not (сanoniсal) ag

Convеrsеly' in a dеpеndеп
iatеd with thе hеad of

ily; this approaсh i
noun phrasr. And similal
polaritу аге primaгily fе

seсondary; again wе havе

agrеrmеnt.
Thе parallеl goеs further.
anу analysis it appеarеd l

Phrasе-flnal .a is dеlеtеd (Niсhс

Нerc to- mаrks politе addrеss, irrеspесtivе of numbеr. In Bavarian Gеrman thе
agrrеmrnt forms for pоlitе agrееmеnt havе bесomе diffеrеntiatеd from thе orig-
inal third pеrson forms, so thаt hеrе too wе nееd а rеspесt fеаturе (Simon 2003,
20О4). Tamil too has a distinсt form fоr agrееment with honorifiсs (Sсhiffman
1999: |15_16); for thе dеvеlopmеnt of thе politе forms sее Rangan & Susееla
(2003).

Whilе thе Muna data provе thе nееd for a rеSprсt fеaturе partiсularly сlеаrly,
thе systеm is rеstriсtеd in tеrms of valuеs by сomparison with thе luxurianсе of
Мaithili. Wе havе alrеady sееn Мaithili еxamplеs in сonnесtion with agrееmrnt
with possеssors:

Мaithili (Stump & Yadav 1988)
(43) tohar bap aеlthun

your.N4ID_нoN fatheг.нoш сame.3_нoш.2_MID_нoN
.Your (mid-honorifiс) fathеr (honoriflс) сamе.'

(44) ham tora bеta-kе dekhaliau
l your.NoN_I{oN son.oBJ saw.1.2-шoш_нoш
.I saw уour (non-honorifiс) son.'

Dеtails of this systеm сan bе found in Biсkеl' Bisang and Yadava (|999);realiza-
tion of thе rеsprсt fеaturе is fully еmbеddеd in a сomplеx vеrbal paradigm. In thе
sесond pеrson thеrе arе thеsе gradеs: non_honorifiс, mid-honorifiс and honorifiс;
and in thе third pеrson wе find: nоn-honoriflс, honorifiс and hish-hоnorifiс.19

4.5,2 Tense, aspeсt mood and polarity i*q$l\чi&]siii."\\\tliii.i$.!*i'c':$*'*l\1"ii.s.tti.}sis!i.*.1'i'i.isllii.iqii

Wе now takе up thе Kayardild data mеntionedin$2,5.2and disсussеd
in $3.3.2. Rесall that, bеsidеs оrdinary сasеs, Kayardild has vаrious vеrbalizing
сasеs (Еvans 200з). I will illustratе this With thе vеrbalizing dativе (v*оlт), whiсh

l9 Thе list of agrеemrnt featurrs would bе ехtеndесlfurther if Wh-agrееment wеrе rесоgnrzеd. .l-herе

ате two rather diffеrеnt phenomеna whiсh havе been put forward as еxamplеs in thе litеrature.
Wh-agrеemеnt has bееn suggеstеd for thе Austronеsian languagе Chamorтo by Chung in various
papеrs and in а monogrаph (1998). However' a plausiblе altеmativе hаs bееn offеrеd (Donohuе
& Maсlaсhlan 2000, Donohuе 200Зb). Sесond, o'Hеrin (2О02:249_16) prеsents intriguing data
from Abaza, a mеmbеr of thе Northwеst Cauсasian fаmily, with Wh.mаrking in thе vеrb. Thеrе
arе somе unanswеred quеstions, howevеr. It is not fully сlеar that we arе deaiing with аgrеemеnt.
t  I  аm grаtе[uI tо Jur i j  Landeг Гoг d isсuss ing Abаza and rеIatеd |аnguagеs.)
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fоr bеnеfiсiaгiеs; it is rnarkеd on all parts of thе noun phгasе with .lпсtru-,

this thеn brings with it геgulaг vеrbal inflесtions:

(Еvans  2003:2 l5)

ngada waa.jаrra wangirrr-ina ngijin-maru-tharra thabuju-maru-thаrrа

1sс.шoшt sing-гsт song-MOD-AвL my-v I)AT-PsТ brothеr.v DAТ-PST
.I sang a song tbr my blothег.'

Itсms inflесtеd foг vегbalizing сasе takе thе samе sеt of шaгkеrs 1br tеnsе, aspесt,

m00d and pоlaгity as thе Vегb: (z16) iIlustratеs pоlaritу:

(4A ngada waa-nangku
lsG.NoN,{ slng-NЕG.PoT

thabuju.mаru-nangku
brothсr-v DAТ-NЕG.POT
,I won't sing a song lbr.rnу brotl-rеr.'

Mаin vеrbs сan bе nоrтinalizеd (with thе nominalizег -n-) and сan thеn bе usеd

аsprеdiсatеs indiсating ongoing unсomplеtеd aсtion, itеms bеaring vеrbalizing

саsе takе thе noшinalizеd form to шatсh:

ngada waa-n-da wangarr-inja ngi.fin-maru-n-da

1sс.шсlм sing-шмl-z'-шoM song-A oBL my-v-DAТ-NMLZ-NoM

thabuju-maru-n-d2o
bтothеr-v DAТ-N М l-Z-NoM
.I аrn singing a song fot"rrry brothеr.'

Howеvеr Wе alalysе thе data aboYе, thе phеnomеnon iS сlеaгly highlу signifi-

сant. Thе aгgumеnt aS to Whеthеr Wе havе agrеrmеnt in tеnsе, aspесt, mood and

polarityrLtns paгal1е1 to that сonсегning сasе in thе noun phгasе ($4.4. 1). If' fbr

1thrlrеasons, onе bеliеvеs that сaSе is a fеaturе ofnoun phгasеs (thе сonstituеnсу

aрprоaсh), thеn maгking of сasе on шultiplе itеms in thе noun phгasе is symmеt-

dсal maгking, and hеnсе nоt (сanoniсal) agгееmеnt. Similarly, if onе bеliеvеs

that tеnsе, aspесt, mоod and pоlaritу aге tъatЦ[еS of thе сlausе, thеn maгking оf

thеsе fеatuгеs unusuallу on itеms othеr than on thе vеrb is symmеtгiсal marking

and hеnсе not (сanoniсal) agrееmеnt.

Сonvеrsеlу, in a dеpеndеnсy approaсh, it сan bе arguеd that сasе is primaгily

аssoсiatеd with thе hеad of thе noun phгasе, and othеr itеms aге шaгltеd only

sесondarily; this appгоaсh impliеs asушmеtriс п-raгking and agrееmеnt within

thе noun phrasе. And similarly, it is rеasonablе to arguе that tеnsе, aspесt, moоd

andpоlarity aге priшarilу l.еaturеs of thе vеrb, and if markеd on othеr itеrns this

is sесondaгy; again wе havе asуmmеtгiс marking, and a vегу intегеsting inStаnсе

оf agrееmеnt.
Thе paгallеl goеs fr'rrthеr. With сasе wе found lеss сommon instanсеs whеrе

оn any analysis it appеarеd nесеSsaгy to irссеpt asymmеtriс marking, and whеrе

]0 Phгasе-[.inal -a is dсlеtеd (Niсhоlas Еvaпs' pеrsоnal ссlmmuniсatiоn;.

Wangаrr-u ngijin-maгu-nangku
Song-MOD PI ioР my-v DAT-NЕG.PoT

(41)
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an agrееmеnt analysis sееmеd best (thе еxamplеs of prеdiсatе nominals showing
agrееmеnt in сasе). Simitarly, with tеnsе, aspесt, mood and polaгity thеrе is aspесifiс сonstruсtion, still in Kayardild, whiсh suggеsts that thеsе fеаturеs must
bе rесognizеd as potеntial agrееmеnt fеaturеs.21 ihе rеlеvant еxamplеs сonsist
of a .vеrbal group' (Еvans 200З:275-16,22З4):

spokеn in tl

la (1999) givеs с

to thе transrtlvltу (

7) сеrtain loсativе

On thе simplеst
fеatuтеs just as z

statr whiсh соntrol

can rca]rtze partiсulal

(1982), that thеrе

agrееmеnt' or .NP i

еxtеrnal agrееmеnt'.

аnd сlaims that agrес

ion, сasе agrrrmrr]
(gеndеr and numbеt

in Klillstrбm (I99Ц t

сlrar сountеr-еxamplr
data from this languagс

fтom thе еastеrn

ndra Nеnеts (Nikolaеva 20

)) (rnФny) sетako /

1sс whitе /
.my whitе reindt

1) (pidor.) sетak
2sс whitt
.your whitе теin

ln thrsе еxamplеs thе pro

thе noun possеssum is oblj

on thе possеSsum is optiol

nouns only, whеrе what is
.boat' , 

. slеd' arе inaliеnat

Nikolaеva, pеrsоnal сoml

and (5l ) is thаt thе modi

numbеr. This pеrson agrt

(s2) (pidФr") sетak
2sс whitt
.уour whitе rе,

Thеrе is an intеrestrng as

is obligatory whеn thе tr

(48) nlya kuujuu-ja thaa-th
Зsс.шoм swim-дстuдr reшпl-ACTUAL
.Hе's gonе off for a swim'

A .vеrbal group' has a main vеrb with onе or two additional vеrbs fоr assoсiatеd
mоtion, advеrbial quantiflсation and aspесt. Thеy appеar in fixеd ordеr in a singlе
intonational group. Thе mеaning may bе non-сompositional, as in (48); thе vеrb
thсta-thа.rеtut.n, indiсatеs .go off and V', rathеr than .V and rеturn'. Thе important
point is that all vеrbs in thе group must takе idеntiсal valuеs for tensе, aspесt,
mood and polarity. Wе sее this by tаking a past tеnsе еxamplе:

(4e) niya kuujuu-jaшa thaa.tharт
3sс.шoм swim-psт return-PsТ
.Hе went offfor a swim.'

Thе two vеrbs do indееd matсh in tеnsе. Еvans (20ОЗ:22З) strеssеs that (49)
is appropriatе whеn thе rеfеrеnt wеnt off in thе past, swam in thе past' but has
unеxpесtеdly not yеt rеturnеd. Thе past on thе vеrb .rеturn' is, Еvans сlaims,
thе rеsult of a rulе of agrееmеnt with thе hеad vеrb .swim,, 

and not bесausе
thе past tеnsе is indеpеndеntly appropriatе for thе rеtuш. Thеsе еxamplеs arе
pеrhaps morе сogеnt that thosе with vеrbalizing сasе, but onе might still arguе
that thе vеrbal grоup is a sеmantiс and syntaсtiс unit, that t"n," i, assignеd tо
this unit (togеthеr with aspесt, mood and polarity), and that thеrе is nO nесеssary
asymmеtry. Thus thе argumеnt for tеnsе, aspесt' moоd and potarity as agrееmеnt
fеaturеs rеmains оpеn; thе answеr will dеpеnd on thе partiсular sуntaсtiс analysis
adоptеd' but thеsе fеaturеs сannot bе rеjесtеd as agrееmrnt fеaturеs without vеrу
сarеful сonsidеration. If thеy arе inсludеd, thеn wе nееd to rеvisе thе typology
of сontrollеrs, domains and fеaturеs. As Еvans puts it:

In many ways, Kayardi'd is a 'anguagе with a grеat dеa. of agrеemеnt, in the
familiar sеnsе of grammatiсally stipulatеd fеatural сompatibiiity betweеn dif-
fеrеnt words. But it just happеns to manifеst agrееment by unйiliu.,"*un-
tlс сategories, on unfamiliar targets, over unfamiliar domains, in untamiliar
dirесtions, with unfamilial patterns of nested multiplе agrееmеnt, with un-
familiar сonsequenсes for the morphologiсal wo.d-.la,s Ьembеrship of the
targеt' and with unfаmiliar funсtions. Еvans (200З:2З2)

Bеforе lеaving vеrbal fеaturеS aS aglееmеnt fеaturеs wе should notе 'urthеr
intriguing сasеs, еaсh dеsеrving furthеr study. For Shipibo-Konibo, a Wеst Сеntral

2l For а distantiy related сonstruсtion in Swedish sеe Anward (l988.).
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languagе spokеn in thе arеa оf thе Uсayali Rivеr in thе Pеruvian Ama.
la ( 1999) givеs ехamplеs of plaсе and mannеr advеrbials whiсh vary

to thе transitivitу of thе vеrb. And in Malagasy (Kееnan & Polinskу
566_7) certait loсativеs and prеpositiоns show agrееmеnt in tеnsе.

on thе simplеst virw, wе might еxpесt to bе ablе to aссount for
Гeaturеs just as a mattеr of сontrollеr and targеt: that is, wе would

to statе whiсh сontrollеrs arе spесifiеd fоr partiсular fеaturеs and whiсh

canrea|ize par1iсular fеaturеs. Howrvеr, it has bееn сlaimеd, notably bу
(|982), thаt thеrе is also an еffесt of domain. Hе distinguishеs .сasе-

in agrееmеnt' or .NP intеrnal agrеrmrnt' frоm .pеrson-domain agrееmrnt'
extеrnal agrrеmеnt'. Lеhmann lists thе spесifiс domains whiсh fall undеr

and сlaims that agrееmеnt in сasе and in pеrson arе in сomplеmеntarу
ion, саsе agrееmеnt bеing found in thе first domain, and pеrson in thе

(gеndеr and numbеr сan bе found in both). Problеms with this viеw wеrе
in Killstrom (1994) and in Biсkеl, Bisang & Yadava (|999 516 n6).

сlеш соuntеr-еxamplе is providеd by Tundra Nеnеts. Wе had an initial loоk
from this languagе in $2'2.6. Nоw wе should сonsidеr a fuilеr sеt of

from thе еastern dialесt arеa:

Nеnеts (Nikolaeva 2005)
(mФny) serako / sеrako-myi te-myi
lsс whitе / whitе-lsс rеindееr-lsс
.my whitе rеindееr'

(pid6r.) sеrako / sеrako-ro tе-ro
2sс Whitе / white-2sс rеindееr-2sс
.your whitе rеindеer,

thеsе еxamplеs thе pronominal possеssor mаy bе omittеd, but thе mаrkеr on
noun possеssum is obligatory. (With a noun possеssoц aS iп *2.2.6' thе markеr
thе pоssеssum is optional.) This agrеешеnt oссurs with inaliеnably possеssеd

only, whеrе what is inaliеnablе dеpеnds on thе spесifiс сulturе: .rеindееr',
', .slеd' arе inaliеnably possеssеd whilе .dоg', , cat, and.hоusе' arе not (Irina

a, pеrsonal сommuniсation). What is partiсularly intеrеsting about (50)
(51) is that thе modifiеr sеrаko .whitе' сan optionally agrее in pеrson and

. This pеrsоn agIееmеnt сan сo-oссur with сasе marking:

(pidрr.) sеrako-m-to tе-m.to
2sс white-дсс-2sс rеindeеr-дсс-2sс
.your white reindeеr (нсс)'

Thеrе is an intеrеsting asymmеtry: prrson and numbеr marking on thr poSSеSSum

is obligatоry whеn thе possеssor is a pronoun' as wе notеd еarliец but optional

r:r:::ii'::ir: rir:ri tii r: ii i !
l l l  : : l l  : :  !

: :  " 1
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whеn it is a noun. If thеrе is (optional) pеrsоn and numbеr marking on thе adjесtivе,
this rеquirеs marking on thе noun

(5з) Wata-h sеrako-da te-d,a / *ti
Watа-свш whitе-3sс reindеer.3sс / rеindееr
.Wata's whitе reindееr,

Finally notе that thе noun phrasе as a wholе rеmains third pеrson:

(s4) tе-r. хФуa l *XФуa-n"

rеindeer-2sс lеave[3sс] / lеave-2sс
.Your rеindееr lеft.'

Thеrе arе intеrеsting сonditions on thе usе of pеrson agrееmеnt in Tundra Nеnеts,
rеlating to thе сommuniсativе funсtion of thе pоssеssor. Whеn thе possеssor takеs
agrrеmеnt it has a markеd disсoursе status, еithеr сomparablе to that оf topiс or
othеrwisе prominеnt in thе intеrprеtation of thе noun phrasе (Nikolaеva 2005;
fоr morе on thе сonditions involvеd sее Nikolaеva forthсoming).

Thе Tundra Nеnеts data arе a dirесt сountеr.еxamplе to Lеhmann's сlaim
(1982:216). Nеvеrthеlеss, pеrson agrrеmеnt is rarе сross-linguistiсally within
thе noun phrasе and сommоn outsidе it.

Fеaturеs arе a kеy сomponеnt in undеrstanding how agrееmеnt works.
Thе diffеrеnt agreеmеnt fеaturеs diffеr substantially in thеir сontеnt, in thе numbеr
of valuеs thеy сan havе, in thе targеts whеrе thеy arr usually redrized and in thеir
distribution aсross thе world's languagеs. And сonvеrsеly, sinсе in agrееmеnt wе
find thе samе fеaturеs fulfllling diffеrеnt funсtions (оn сontrollеrs аnd tаrgеts)'
agrеrmеnt is onе of thе phеnomеna whiсh сan tеll uS most about how fеaturеs
fцnсtion.

i*tilffi . . . r . ' r .  
. . r . '  

, . r - .

a talgеt rеalizеs displ
ion to matсh that of
(suсh аs numbеr anс

is III: Displaсеd info
fеaturеs and o1

sis III is mеt in еxarт
sevеral сirсumstanсеs w]
diffеrеnt tvpеs of mismat

Wе must first ask whеthеr
do not matсh. Indееd,
that a partiсular phеn

argumеnt is fallaсious, sin
S agrееmеnt svstr]

of mismatсhеs asai

Somе mismatсhеs rеsult f
Othеrs havе a dееpеr

1.3) agrееmеnt involvеs syr
of thе сontrollеr. In thе sr

in phтasеs |1ke this саt and tl
mеaning аnd the fоrm of thr
form point in oppositе dirесt
but is singular in fоrrn. Whс
mismatсh.

In сеrtain еxamplеs of mis
fеaturе in quеstion always has
our еxpесtations as linguists:
up in partiсulaг сonstruсtions
outсomе in onе languagе is с
matсhеs' howеvеr. whiсh dеs.
involvе onе and thе samе aд
with diffеrеnt targrts, that is,



чr
I
I

Мismatсhеs

Whеn a tar.gеt гсаlizеs сiisplaсеri i l.rftlгlr.rаtiсln" wе rvtrulс1 еxрссt this distrэlaсесl
iп|bпnation 1о tnatсIl thаt of tl.rе сtl lrtr.oi|еr.. Тhis r-nаtсhing lvоltld соr,ег bоth thе

lсltLrгеs (sшсh as l. lutntrсг агrtl gеrrс1ег) l lnс{ thеiг valuсs (sш1,sil-lgulaг allсl i lеt.t[ег,1:

Hrpоthеsis III:  Displ lLсеd i r l lbгrnaLir . l l l  r r ' i i l  i l lаtсh t i lat  оf  thс сt l l l tгo i iсг bоth i r l  tсt . t . t . ls  t t i

lЪat i i геs l l l lс[  о].  thс iг  r ,a l rrсs.  ([- lL1sе)

|l i lpothсsis l l l  is rnе[ iп сxаrl lрlсs оf сl lnоtl iсal аgгееl l- lеПt (. l  1) L{o'ovеvеl.. t lrеl.е

itге sеvеrai сiгсгtt- l-tstаl- lсеs wilеге sl.Lсh l lratсhi l .rg с1оеs nOt oссl- iг. { sha{l аrraiysе

thе dif1Ъrсnt t1,pеs tlt lllistllatсh il.l tшгl-l..

\\Ъ must f iгst аsl< tvhеthег wе Сal] sгl l i  tаl]< оГ tt.Чгееtl lеt- lt l l  thе соntгсl l lсг anс{

l iLr.sсt do пoI nl;-ttrсh. tr l lс1ееr.[. st lt l lе hal,е aгgшес.l that t lrе еxistеnсе о[.tr l isпl lttсl lсs

shorvs that a plш"tiсrзiaг pl. iеl.tсlt l .tеl lt l l l  i l ' ;  t lot itt. l  inst irnсс оl.;tgгсспrсtrt. That t iше

o|аrgult-tеtlt is nаl l;rсiоut:;. si l- lсс wс [lпtL rrзisi lratсhеs с1r. i i tе ссl l l t lтonly in thе ]еаst

сontеntiоtts ltgгееl l lеПt svstсiтls ({ог ir lstаnсс. that of Russial l). Wе t- lеесl tt,. sее

ехalтplеs of t-пisl l . l l ttсhсs agai l lst thс l laс[<gгоurrс[ оf al l  thе сasеs wi. lеге wе ttro f iпr1

шatсhing.

Soi lе r- i- i is l i latсhе.q rе:, it l t fгt lп-r l irпit ltt ions t lt thе пlогplrolt lgy in а.Чir,с: l l  lrrtr-

guagе. othегs havс lt с1се1эег саt-tsе. Rесai l  that aссoгсi iпg tt l  Stееiе,s сlеf irr it iоl. l
' i l . . ] l l ' ц t i ' с t l  . I l {  i | , i \  } i \ L " s \ у \ i е l n i t l ; L . L . ) \ i l l . i i l | ) L . с ц i 1 I t  l t  ' е l t l l t i - l l i t . t l t . Г t l г r t l l t  P  t l ; l -

ешу ol 'thе сotltгoiIег. l i l  thе si lrrplеst iг l l;tаl.tсеs thеге is сOr,; lг ianсе with hoth. Thшs

in phrasеs lil.:е l/ll.l r'а1 itllс\ r]1(,St, сiltS ihе сtеrтоns[r.aiivс r,aгiеs aссогс1iп.Ц tо thс

пrеaning аltсl |nlе 1сlг ln of.thс сontгсl l l i :г. In lсss siпlplс instanссs пlсanir l .Ч al lс l

tbпl l  point in оppl. ls iLс t i iгссtiсlпs. (|r l l l tt l t irtес сlеnоtеs l . l . loге t}"tatl onе inсl iviс1ша1

biIt is singшi;l l .  lr l  {t l l .гп. Whсthсг 1i-tс lngгееinеl lt is singurlаг оr pltrгаl thеге is a

шisIt-tаtсh.

In сегt;t it. l  е,чаln[эlсs ol ' l l r isгl lai 'с i- lсS.: i lсгс is a i-rr l iс i l-tс oLltсOInс (.Lhс a.Eгесtnеnt

lЪltuге iп с1t-tсsl1-lоt l аlwa},s has thе sarnе vi l luuе), arrсl thе inisl l latсh is lrasесl t lr i ly оп

oшrехpссtatit l i ls as l ir lguLists: it is irrtегеstiпg thаt tt lгпr аlrсl l .пеаniп1] fЪi l to mltсl i

uр i l l  pагtiсt l l l tг соl. ls iггLсtit)j l( " (}1. it iч чшгl lгjsit-tg lh;rt iп simi]аг сoпstггiсt iоi.ts []з.е

Outс()ll.]е il.t оllе laшg:t;tgе is с.{i{lЪгсп[ {гоll-l t}tаt ill ;rnоtheг. Тirеге alе othсг il.lis-

lnatсhеS" hоwеr,ег. rviliсtrl сtrеsеrr,е .gгеaтег attеt.li.iоl.i. Тhеsе aге ш.rislrratсhеs w]iiс]э

iпrоlr,е tll-tе аllсn thе siil.!lе a!In"ее1llеl.tt:olltгоtriег takill.Ц сliftЪгеnt tЬаtшге vш,.itгs

rvith сl i fЬгепt "laГgеts, ttr let i:,. \\c ! l l t\ 'с lt l . i  i l lсulrsis[е!1t ссlпtГol[ei: ($l.zl .n). Txlеsс

i+ l
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с(шtГollеrs may pеrmit a сhoiсe of agrееn-Iеnts with a singlе targеt.l Suсh mis-
matсhеs pгоvidе a windоw onto how agrеешеnt systеms wогk, and hоw thеy
сhangе ($9.l.з). Thеу arе highly signifiсant: whilе unifiсation has grеat advan.
tagеs for handling сanoniсаrl agгееlnеnt, it sсеms that straightfbrward unifiсation
is inaсlеqr-ratе for handling rnismatсhеs. And .сhесking' is inadеqual'е sinсе i'is
Сhoп-rsky (l995: з09-l0) puts it .mismatсh of fсaturеs сanсеls thе dеrivation,.
Fеatuге mismatсhсs and thе assoсiatеd agrссmеnt сhoiсеs arе thеrеfoге of grеat
importal.rсе fсlг an еvеntual ovеrall thеoгy of agгееmеnt.

5 .1 Unproblematiс mismatсhes

Somе mismatсhеs arе геadily undеrstood, and wе dеal with thеsе l]rst.
Thеу arisе from thе l)с1 thаrt uniс1uе tilгms arе no1 аrvailablе to rеalizо partiсular
fеaturе sоесifi сations.

5 . 1 . 1 Restriсtions on the сontroller

Hеrе wе сonsiсlег misпatсhеs whiсh arisе bесausе thе сontгollеr laсks
|br. rns whiсh r , lоuId guuг l . tn lес lnаtсhing.  Hошеvег.  non_systеп. l i t l  i с  v;- tг iа l i t lns in
thе шorpholo.uу of thе сontгollеr do not affесt acrееmсnt. For ехaшplе, thе rтajoг-
itу ot'Russian n()Lll ls inflесt for numbеr and сasе, but a substantial mintlгitу аге
indесlinablе. Agгееmеnt with al-r indесlintrblе noun ( 1) is as with a dесlinablе (2):

Russian
( 1) U t-tее bу-l-o pjаt, rrov-yх pal,to.

at зSG.I-..GЕN bе-psт-ш.sс f ivс nеw-pL.GЕN сoat
.Shе had f ivс nеw сoats. '

('2) U nее by-l-o pjat, nov-ух pojas_ov.
at 3sG.F.GЕN bе-psт-ш.sс f ivс nеw-pL.свш bеlt-pi-.с;вIх
.Shе hat1 f ivе nсw bеlts. '

Wе с]o nothavе obvious matсhing bеtwееn pаl,tсl ,coat,and its targеt, bесausе
pа(tо is indесlinablе, and сannot maгk nuпrbег. Yеt this doеs not al1Ъсt agrееrr-rеnt:

thе adjесtivе still agrееs (is pIuгal). This illr.rstratеs thе diffегеnсе bеtwееn indе-

сl inabi l i ty anс] dеfесtivеnеss (i l lustratеd with rеgard to targrts in SЗ.З.4)' in that

pаl,rсl ,coaI'has no inf lесtions, but сan sti l l  usе its onе t.orm to t i l l  аrny се11 in thе

paradigrn. Wе rnight say thеn that in instаrnсеs likе (1) wе havс mtrtсhing, it is

simplу that thе сontrol lеr сannot show it. This is as wе would ехpесt givеn t lrat

s у | l t l l X  i s  m r э г pho l r l g у _ | . г е е  ( { б . . 1 . l  l . .

] Tlrеу агс гсlаtivоlу fтес1uеrrt in sроkеn lirnguagе. A согplts rlf sоп.rе 49,000 wсlгds оl sрokеn Russiar.r
(Zеn.rskaja & Kщanadzе l978) was sсanпеd tЪr ехirtrrрlеs оf thеsе 1l-tгее ttgгссmеnt сlrоiсеs: witl-t
сoпjoil.rос1 nоun phтasеs. quantiliеd ехpгеssiоns lпd геlativе tto .wl.rо. (with ir pluгll аntссесlеnt)
as соntrollеr. Thеге wсrc twеПty tWO ехaшplеs. Tlris mеаns thаt аgrссшеllt сtрtiсlns оссurгеt1 mого
Гге..1uспtlу thаn оnсе in 2.500 woгds. Thеге rvегс iпstttt.lсеs оf otl.rеr agtееnlеnt сlrrriссs in adсlitiоrr
to thе thrее ir.rсluсlес] in thе соun1.

2 Fсlг inlегеstinQ ссlt.npliсiLtiсlns with indесlinablеs sсс Wссl.rs|сr &Z|att( (2003: t2.5_52).

5 . t .2 Restriсtions о

Tl.rеге r-r.ray bе ,

Thеsе сan bе oГ diffеrеnt

Oссurгеnсе геstгiсtions) otl

i s  nо pегst l t t  аgI.ееmеnт in

on еvегy vегb. Thеrе саln l]

fеаtuге (гathег than ruling

sеvег i t l  othеl .  Dlrghеst l l r ia

bе dеlr-ronstгatеd bу vегb а

distirr.lr.rishеs fbuг gеndег

i n  $ 3 . 3 . З ) :

Ргеsеnt tсnsе of

singul i

( 3 )

I
I I
l t  I
IV

G а з е - \

сe jс-r
сбjе-r
Gaзе - \

Wе sее tlrat irr thе plural on,

аrе again quitе gеnегal. T

n"lаtсh thе сontгollеr as lu

kеt геstriсtit lns, Wr шay a

onеs bаsеd on d i| .Геr . i l l s .  in

individual lеxiсal itеlтs, a

5.1.5 Subset re lat i r

Wе also find in

сOntгollег and tаtгgеt, with

distinguish thrее nutтbеr

95-6' 98-l00 tbг dеtails).
pattегnirrg with plrrrals anr

Hеbгеw (Daviсl Gil pегsonal
( 4 ) ha-yom_аyiпr ,

oвг-day-ou р
.thе two daуs ра

And in Skou (Dоr-rohuе
dual/plural, whilе variоus
two numbеrs. As iп Hеbrе
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5'l.2 Rеstriсtions on thе target

Thеге rl lay bе геstгiсtitlns on thе targеt whiсh pгеvеnt tull matсhiпg.

Thеsе сan bе of diffеrеnt typеs. Thе most gеnеral arе fеaturе rеstгiсtions (со-

оссunеnсе rеstriсtions) oП a.qrееmеnt, zrs disсussеd in SЗ.3.2. For ехamplе, thеrе
is no pеrson agrееmеnt in thе pirst tеtlsе in Russian. This is a gеnеral rеstгiсtirэrl
оnеvеry vегb. Thеrе саrn bе otlrег gеnеral rеstriсtions whiсh limit thе valuеs of аr
t'еaturе (rathеr than гLrling it out as in thе Rr-rssiarr ехaшplе). Thus Tsirkhur, likе
sеvегal оthеr Daghеstanian languirgеs. has fbLrr gеndегs (I-IV in (З)). This сan
bеdеmorrstratеd by vсгb agгееlтеllt (hеге thе сoшbinalion ol vегb trnd aLrxiliarу
distinguishеs fbuг gеndег fbгrтs withirl thс sirrgulaг, unlikс thе paгadigrтs еivt-n
in $3.З.3):

Pl.еsсnt tсt lsс оf 'sсс' with postрosеd arrxi l iaгy in Tsakhuг

s ingu laг plur.аl

I
I I
ПI
IV

с;аt jе-wtlг с;tl jе.wоb

r;б jс-woг с;б jе_wob

сб jе-wob с;а jе-woсl

сa jе-wod с;a jе-woсl

5 ,1 .3

Wе sее that in thе pluгаl сlnlу a twсl_way сlistinсtion is dгawn. anсl thеsе sуnсrеtistтs
шеagain quitе gеnсral. Thtts thеsе ttlrgеts do show agrееmеПt, but thеy dtl not
matсhthс сontrollег as flt ly in thc pluгal as in thе singulirг. Bеsiсlеs tl.rеsе blar.r-
kеtгеstгiсtions. Wе may also find vaгiotts lсхiсal l irnitаtions, 1iorr.r quitе gеnегal
onеs basесl on diffегing iпflесtional сlassеs down to idiosynсгatiс onеs irlЪсting
indlvidual lехiсitl itеl.ns, as disсussеd in $З.З.З.

Subset relation between values of сontroller and of target

Wе also find irlstanссs whсгс tlrе oossiblе vаrluеs arе сlitТегеllt bеtwееn
сontrоllег ar.rd targеt, with onе bеing a subsсt o1 thе othеr. In Hеbrеw s(Лтlе lloulls
distinguish thrее nr-unbег valшеs' whilе vеrbs havе оnlу two (sее Сoгbеtt 2000:
95_6' 98_l00 fbr сlеtails). Тhеге is a stгaighttbгward rсlatiоn, with duаrl subjесts
pattегning with pluгals ar-rd taking pluгal pгсdiсatеs:

Hсbrеw (Dav iс] Gi l регsrlnai соt.ttl.n un iсаti оn )
(4) lra-уot.n-aуim .аvг tt mahсг

tlr-,г-day-ou pass.гsт-ЗгI- qLriсktу
.thе tWO сlays passсd с1uiсklу'

And in Skou (Donоhuе 200Зa: 482) thе 1i.ее pronouns сlistinguish singulaг/
duаl/pluгаl, wlrilе vaгiilus a.grеепlеllt markсгs, inсlr-rсling сlitiсs. distingr'rish onlу
two numbсгs. As in HеL-lrеw" plrrral agrееmеnts aге usеd fbr thе dLral:
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Skou (Donohue 200Зa: 482)
r5\ Amanё nе:е.

1оu.rшсr 1рI- :board
.Yоu and I boardеd.,

It is important to notе that thе rеlation сan also bе in thе othеr dirесtiоn, that is,
thе targеt may distinguish morе valuеs than thе сontrollеr. This is sееn in Inari
Sami:

Inaгi Sami (Ida Toivonеn 200З and pеrsоnal сommuniсation)
(б) Almai ku6l66st onnе.

man.SG.NoIvI flsh[3sс] today
.Thе man is fishing today.'

(7) Alma-h ku6'166st-ava onnе.
man-PL.NoM flsh.Зоu today
.Thе two mеn arе flshing today.'

(8) Alma-h kц6'1ii6st.еh onnе.
mrn-PL.NoM fish-3pr today
.Thе mеn arе Iishing today.'

In thе light оf еxamplеs likе this, instanсеs whеrе thе noun phrasе doеs not сhangе

at all (but thе prеdiсatе doеs) assumе a nеW intеrеst (sее $5.8.1).

5.l .4 Features are of different tyPes ]iiiii}iiiiiiiiiiiiiijiiiii*iiiiiiiiiiilii}}iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii\il}iii]"Чiiiiits1'Чtж

If thе fеaturеs оf thе сontrollеr and thе targеt do not сorrеspond (say
onе has numbеr and onе has tеnsе), thеn wе arе not dеaling with agrееmеnt. This
is a natural сonsеquеnсе. It is worth noting, howеvеr, that fеaturеs may appеar
to сorrеspond but aсtually bе of diffеrеnt typеS. A good instanсе of this is vеrbal
number, whiсh opеratеs sеparatеly from nominal numbеr (Corbеtt 2000: 24З-64).
Thе point was illustratеd in S4.3.2, using data from Gеorgian. Hеrе wе сonsidеr
Yurakar6, an isolatе of Bolivia. Yurakar6 has a sеt of vеrbs whiсh havе diffеrеnt
stеms for vеrbal nцmbеr, inсluding dеlelnеtа.fall down':

Yurakar6 (Rik van Gijn pеrsonal сommuniсation)
(e)

(10)

dеlе-o ti-mеsa3
fall.down.sс-3 1sс-tablе
.my tablr fеll down'

flеta-Ф-w ti-mеsa-w

lretta sibbre dеlе-@
onе housе fall.dow;
.onе house fеll down,

lвеshiе sibbю flеta-o
two housе fall.dol
.two housеs fеll down

wе havе thе plural vеrb lr

s thе sеmantiсs), but thе
markет), bесausе sibbrc.

сlеаrly thе diffеrеnс

In thе еxamplеs wе
pаrtiсular fеaturе spе

. Wе now movе
al forms in paradigms

respесts thеy do, in othr
thosе impliеd by thеir f

with partiсular spе
fеaturеs, аnd for fеz

ing this struсturing I shal
of mаrkеdnеSs. Thе rеas

spесifiс, whilе .markеd' i

valuеs arе univеrsal. T]
y thе dеfault in two-gе

and in thе sеmantiсall1
IV is thе dеfault in Arс1

dangеr is that wе may loс
brrs). whiсh is likе il

two pаIts. It is еasy to bс
valuе in a two-valuе fеt
will produсе suсh ovеrlatr

, thе сomplеxity of thе

Thus in thе thrее.gеnс
: it has thе larsеst nu

ings. But it is thе dеfault
system (сlausеs, intеrjес
r99s).

сhoiсе in Lаk is motivatе
singulаr; avoiding this synсrt
gendeг III (Corbеtt (|991.:2О6

fall.down'рl-3-pr 1sс-tablе-pr
.my tablеs fеll down'

In (10) thе plural уerЪ iiеtа is sеlесtеd (for plural partiсipants), and thеrе is also
plural agrееmеnt. Yurakar6 has a сlass of nouns whiсh arе always grammatiсally
singular, еvеn though thеy сan dеnotе plural еntitiеs. onе suсh is sibbrе,holse,:

з Rесallthat wе usе o only for сonvеniеnсе, withоut giving it anу thеorеtiсal status. ln thеsе Yurakar6
ехamplеs thе singulaт is impliеd whеn numЬеr is not glossеd whilе thе third pеrson is indiсated
bу Ф.
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lir:till siLllliс сiс1r'- (,j

Ol lс  h l l r . rsе 1 l l l1" i lo l r ,п.sо_j
.oI lс l l t l i . l sс trЪ] i  с lowп'

lеshiс s ibЬс пеtа.0 ( i lоt  ' : . i iеt l .@-w')

two hоusе Iа] i .с loц. i . l .pLЗ f i t l1.с lown.г,I--З-pl
.trl,о l-tо'-tsоs t.сl l r.ltlц',rl.

Il (12) wе hаvс [hс р iшгal vегh ljс1r-.l 
'tэесltulsс 

tlrеге aге ptrгш.ill рilгtiсiРaпts (thе stеxll

Гol lt lws thе sсnlaпtiсs)" buit l i lе agГссlпеnl i геl l lаl i l ls siпgr-r laг (thе tЪшn $., it l l  mo

p luгa l  n la rkсг) "  l l есa t tsе . r lb1r r l ,  .ho i l sс / i l с l i l sеs" i s ; r lwaуs  gгatnn la t i сa l l y  s iш.Чurxaг .

Тhrs shows сlеaгI3, thе с1i{.{bl.сilсс L]еtWееш \,егbai п[-iП,]l.]сl. iшlс1 lli.шntэег ilgГе|]lllс1lт.

5,2 Defашlts aпd extemъded шse of dеfашlts

xп tl.rе еxarliрlеs v.,с havе с:оtlsiс]егесl sо tritг. tЪгпls ilге llot;tr,;tilш.|з]iс

l0 Iсal iZе paГtiСLrl lт i" 1Ъаtr. iге s1lссitr iсatiоrls" l l t lс l  sо a rnist l l l i tсh is irrеvitah]е ; lпс1

unploblеmatiC' Wс гlсlr,r, l .t. l()\ ' j  t() 1l lOгL jn!.сi 'сst i l lg ехаrniэlеs. Whсn Wе aГгi l1lgе

lnflесl iоnal 1.огlтls irr paгасl iglrrs" t l i is sгt.Чgсsts t l-rat t l .rеy аtr1 havс thс sаir lе st l l tгts.

In sоlте геspес15 thс}, сltl' ill оttiегs tltеy сlсl llot. {гt paгtiсr-ll;tг. so1llс ll1ity hal.е l-tsеs

bс1' 'оndthosе i l l lp1iссi Lt; ' l  thеiг fЪаti;ге :;pесi{iсatiоп' Тhat is, thеге is сvidеrlсе t i lг

stшLсtuгing, rvitI l  paгi iсt l laг sдlесi1iсаtirзпs lrt lvi l-tg s1.lесial st; lnшs. Ti-r is is tгt lе tсlг

ilg|сеlrlеnL lсaturгеs. aпt]l trЪг l.с;ttrшгсs гllоге gе1lег;lll3, (Согhеtt 20t)0: З[3*150). {n

i lnаlуsing this stгt lсtt lг ir lg .[ shir l1 t ir ik. ir l  iегrns of сlеfaurlts" гa1hег thаr-r thе геlatе.t

поtion ol.nlагitес.it.lеsl;. Т1lс гсllst.lll foг pгеfЬггil.lg .dсl'агr{t" is that сlеi;lr-rnts arс {all-

guagе spсс:if iс. whilе "lnагl<ссt. is шsесl J}, i l l l l l ly l ingurists with thе i iпptiсirt iоIl t i l l l -t

nlaгltсd r,аlшеs aге l lпir.сгsal. Thе lattеl ' is iшсoггссt ft lг оrlг ptl l .Lit lsеs; l l la:,сu]Liше

ls usual ly thе сlе1Ъшlt iл l l lvо-gсnс1еt.s},stеiшs. ] lш[ sotl- lеt iI l- lеs ,г irе fЬrlr iшi l- lс is thе

dсlaLrlt, аnс1 i l l  ihе sсl lr l t i- l t iс i l l ly si l l l i l l lг trЪulг-gеrrс{сг systеn.ns t lt Aгсlr i  апrl I-шii.

.sепсlсг IV is t] i lе i1с{агцi,г iп ,Aгсhi. аl lс1 gеt. idсг Т{]I iп {-ak.r

A dangег is thаt ц,е rna3l it lоlr оi l lу ai hi i laгy systеi l ls (wit i l  iwсl gеl lс lегs а, lt l

two nuпllзсгs). whiсlh is l i l rе iпr,сst iglLt i l- lg haпl lоп3l by iооklI lg оn1y . lt t-. l .ш:, ir

with two рaГ|5' {t is еаlsy tо iзс пrislеl i  whеш fiпdiгlg phсnol l-tеl-tа i l lvоnvi lr.л l i lс

slmе r,alt lс i l l  l l  twtl-vl l lше,1'сalшгс: this r l lаy поn hе sigпif iсaпt, si l . lсе сn-i; lг lсс

alоnе r 'vitr l  pгornгlсе si lс i l  t lvегtшps iг l  a tr,vсl.vа1шеd sys[сшt" Wlrсn wе lt lоni;t i  lагgсг

sуstеПls" thе соillрlе,-lit3l о{. tirс гсl;llit.зlls lэеtlдlееl.l l.е;tlr-rгс vаlшеs hесс.ll]еs llltlгс

lpparеili. Thшlq iil thе ihi.ее-gсilс1сг 53,31е111 tlf R'шssiаll it-l ol]е sеnsе thе t.tе{hLlttr- is; tllс

masсui inс: it l i l ts тt lе l;t l .gс:sl. l l t- l iтr[эег tэ].t. l t l l-tt. ls. l1П.l altГаСts thе laгgеsl l . lшl l l iэсг oГ

bolгowil-tgs. tsгrt it is lhс dсti lur{t oгrl3l f i l l ;  l . loшinаls. Foг itеins ty1эiсаtr iy t lt l ts iс.[с- thе

grndег systL. l] i  (сlar.;sсs. i l- i iегjесl ioпs itnd so on) thе сlе*tr- i ln is Lhс nсtttег (Fгasег &

Сorbеtt l995).

r  l 'hс  с l с1 l tL l l1  сhо iсo  i t l  Lа] t  i s  п t l l i r . l l 1сс l  bу  thе  s ' ; . l r с ге t i s t l l  t l l . thс  gсnс iег  lV  a l rd  gеndсг  nI  i lg ! . сс l l1е i l i s

in  thс  s i t . tgL t lаг :  l t r 'о i с l i l l g  Th is  sу t . t t : гс t i sп l  l L J ] i ] . i l гS  {O bе t ] lе  гс ; l s t l t . t  l i l г  bу1 l t r ss i l rg  gc l l t l с t .  IV  l l i t с1

L i s i r lg  gе l l с i с г  I{ I  (Сt i гbеt t  1 l9 l ) i :  2{) ( l  E .  , , \ l с l ' l ;а l l с l г  K ibг ik .  pе l . s t l l l а i  с t tn l l l l t t t l i с l t I iо r l ) .
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Ilow сan wе say that thеrе is morе than onе dеfault? Wе сan distinguish .normal

сasе dеfault' and .еxсеptiоnal сasе dеfault, (Frasеr & Сorbеtt 1997). Thе flrst is
thе gеnеral сasе, whiсh appliеs normally, and thе sесond is a last rеsort. Lеt us
takе an analogy. Janе and Frеd work for a firm basеd in London. Janе is thе
pеrsоnnеl managеr and works in thе offiсе in London. Somеtimеs shе attеnds
mееtings at thе flгm's оthеr offiсе in Nеwсastlе. By dеfault, thеn, Janе works in
thе offiсе in Londоn. Frеd is a salеsman. Hе normally spеnds Mondays in thе
south of Еngland, Tuеsdaуs in Walеs, and so on. If, hоwеvеr, an appointmеnt is
сanсеllеd or his сar is unsеrviсablе or thеrе is a dеpartmеnt mееting, hе goеs to
thе offlсе in London. on Fridays hе oftеn plays golf, but whеn it rains hе goеS to
thе offiсе. By dеfault' Frеd also works in thе offiсе in London.

Thе twо сasеs arе diffеrеnt. Janе is .normally' at thе offiсе, Frеd is not. And
Уеt at a highеr lеvеl оf abstraсtiоn it is truе to say that thе offlсе is thе dеfault
workplaсе for both. It is thеsе two tуpеS of dеfault, both rеasonablе usеs of thе
tеrm, whiсh havе lеd to thе diffеrеnсеs in usagе in thе litеraturе. Thе flrst typе,
thе normal сasе dеfault, aссounts for thе сasеs whеn .еvеrything goеs right' (as in
Janе working in thе оffiсе). Thе sесond typе, thе еxсеptional сasе dеfault, appliеs
whеn thе normal Systеm brеaks down, whеn ,somеthing goеs Wrong' (as in Frеd
working in thе offiсе).5 Thеrе is a сommоn сonсеptual сorе running through both
usagеs of thе tеrтn .dеfault': thе dеfault is thе last thing you gеt to. onе form of
dеfault is сonсеrnеd with typiсality, thе othеr with еxсеptionality. It is thеrеforе
partiсulаIly important that сonсeptual and tеrminologiсal сonfцsion bе avoidеd
by propеr dеfinition of tеrms. onе of thе payoffs of working in a formally еxpliсit
framеwоrk, suсh as Nеtwork Mоrpholоgy whеrе this distinсtion was workеd out,
is that it lays barе thе diffеrеnсеs bеtwееn thеsе othеrwisе сonfusablе notions.

Normal сasе dеfaults сausе fеw prоblеms for agrееmеnt (as for instanсе nouns
аssignеd to gеndеr by thе normal rulеs, $4.3.1). Еxсеptional сasе dеfaults arе
morе triсky. Wе сonsidеr thеm in $5.2.1; Wе nеxt look at еxtеnsions bеyond thеir
rxpесtеd usе in $5.2.2, and thеsе lеad to intеrеsting mismatсhеs; finally wе look
at a spесial typе of еxtеnsion, namеly еvasivе usе, in s5.2.3.

5.2.| Еxсeptional саse defaults i!iiii$iiii,l$.it'i.$Ёii]i$ni!ii.i{"iis,si]i:.ii;lii.i'$i.siii.{ii$}Ё$ii.j$Т.i.i.$i*i.чiЁiii.i"rltI.i$чt{-ч$

Dеfaults wеrе сonsidеrеd in tеrms of mоrpholоgy in $3.6.З, with
еxamplеs from Russian and Tsakhur. As a rеmindеr, hеrе is a morе intеrеstins
Tsakhur еxamplе:

Tsakhur (Kibrik |999 З61)
(13) msafl,,-е Zеr-l-s iIХТХ-а wo-d

man(I)-вкс сow(пt)-oвr-одт tv.sс.hit-Iмpv bе-rv.sс
.a man is hitting a сow'

Thе Tsakhur vеrb .hit, takеs an аrgumеnt in thе еrgativе (agеnt), onе in thе dativе
(patiеnt) and onе in thе absоlutivе (instrumеnt). Rесall that in Tsakhur thе vеrb

5 This has affinities with thе oT nоtion TЕTU (thе еmergеnсе of thе dеfault).

with thе absolutivе a
mеnt, in (13) and so tt

dеfault, whiсh in Tsak
Russian, as wе notеd
likе thе nеutrr singul

whеn thеrе is no ap
itivе phrasе and sо on. .

stanсеs arе, roughly
сanoniсal noun phras
as things going wron
phтasе) and so wе hа
is usually idеntiсal to l

tral' form, onе spе(
ёto,lhis, is usеdral

singulars). Clеаrly tt
сitеd in s3.6.

сlear сasе ofthе dеfaull
it variеs aссording t
systеm). This rеsultl

(data from Donka t
-R6dulesсu' pеrsonal сс

е еvident сi
is сlеar[м.sс] th
.it is сlеаr that s/h

havе a сlausе as sut
ivе adjесtivе' whiсl
is unaссеptablе)..

bum
Iшовг.м.sс ..boо
'a loud boom'

.a' is again masсul
.nеutral' forтл' (се

ast-a е uluil
this-п..sс is ama
'this is amazing'

dеnotеs a situati<
its prеdiсatе is п
a diffеrеnt agrеt

gеndеr. This lеads
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Jl l tсsц,i[h thе alэsolшti". lе l]Ll.gul l lсnt (s2.з.2). Thегс is nо absоtrшti i ,с aг.цun]еn]t. г[L}

П\lГunlеЛt. in (13) аnс1 :- lt l  ttr iе vсгtr сi iпx.t()t agгее; it thегеftrге [akсs thе еХсеpl ioпаt

. i l\с ( lеl 'ault. lvhiсh iп Т.sa1thtlг is 1-]еtldег J|V singutlaг.

lп Russian. as Wе xlotесl in nЗ.6.З. thе сxсс1-l i iошal с;tsе сlсlhtr lt fогln шsi l;t l lу

i irоksl ikе thс nеrttег siпgшlaг (sее Blei, i irs; 2000 tt lг с1isсurssit l l- l  of sшс1r lt.эгms). nt

j 'Lr:еdivhеn thеге is nlo а.qгееInепt ссlt-ttгоl lег. whеш ti- lс сotltгоxxег is ir с[ausi: t lг

lrlliпitjr.е plrr.irsс lllсtr sсl rJll. Tx is rеаsollablс Lhсгеttlге ,[о invokс a сtrеfhшlt hегс. Тhе

i iгсшmstanсеs aге. гourgl i l ly spеа[<.i l lg" a{[ t lrosе rvhеге шgl.,:сl l tсi l t i\ t lttt сt l l . l iгоtr}ес[

hr lL сanoniсal t lt lгtt l  p1lгasе (оше hеaсtrссlL by a l lс lutп сlг 1lгol louп). This сal l  bе

'.еЛ as thin.gs gсl it. l .э, wгоl lr: (шgгt-сlt-tu. l l t '\ 1l()!.xl lalIy сt l lrtгolnесl bу a саtrol. l iсt.. l

r l l luпphгasе) al ld sо wе havс ltt l  схсеptit l l .t l i i  саsс с1еfаrзnt. \Vir itс i l l  R.ussiаш thс

trгr l l is usual11,iсlсntiса. t() ttr lе nсtitег singшiаlLг. oссasiоnаxny it nlas lr spесiаl fогпl"

thс.пеutгal ' foгi l . l .  t l l . lе lpесlaltry геSегt,ес] ]LЪг шsс as thе с. lе1ttшlt (toг instaпсе, Ihс

pп lпoшl l i ) l r l  . th i s ' i s l . l sе r . l  гa[ t l с г t l ln l l ( ) l ? . ) . i [ . t rbга l r tесес lеш[s tha iaге l lo tgеnшi i l с l у

псutеlsingшlaгs). Сlеагl ly t lrсl l  t l lе ixi i tЬгеl lссs aге lеss stгik. i i lg i l l  R.utssiaп ttr lt l l l  i l l

Ihс ]an.s,uagеs сi l iссl i l l  $3.6.4.
А сlеar сasе ot thе сlс litш lт 1i,.111 }1;1l,,il.lg si1эссiа[ PГoрeГ[ iсs is filгtilсl il.t Roгlllrl-t'аl. ,

,rhсге jt vaгiеs l lссогсi i l lg i]o 1hс pшгtiсul l l lг l lgгееt-l lс l- lt t lrLгgеt (sее $5.8.2 t i lг t i lе

lсndег svstеt.n). Ttl is геsшxts in a гспlaгkahlе tуpе о1. nl istnаtсh'

Rrttnl l l l iаt l  (сlata t l . i ln.r Г)оtl l ia Faгkas. iп Согbсft t99 1: 21З-14' l i t-tсl N4lш.а val l

Sсhl ik-RiкlLrlеsсu. 1lсгsl lttal сt ltnпlr-Ll l  iсatiоtt)

l|]] е еr, ir lеl-tt сi а r,сl l i t

is сlеlг| п't.sс; I thltl illts сtll.t.lс
. it is с]саг t l .r l l t  s/hе саrl lс.

Hсге lvс havе a с1ati$е ar; sr-r l l jесt (sorrlе r l igi. l t pi.с1'сг to sа3l thеге is no srr[ l . jесt1: ftr lе

ргсdiсativе aсljесtivс. whiсh has r"o lпагk agгее1l lеi l t" is lnasсшli l- lе ([hс tЪl l l iг lLi l lе

Lrtt|спti ls t l l lасссptаblе). Тhе пехt схalr l1эlе ir lс lrrdсs attгitэшtir,е modil. iеrs fог a

tlоп-woгd:

i l5) t ln i lul.t. l  prltегit iс

INDЕI. " N'I.s(i ' 'bt lt l t .t-t". stгol lgl Nl.s(; l
. l t 1оuсiL i l t l t lпi,

Hсге tt l i  . l t . is agai l .r пlаsсul l i l tе. Moviп.Ч tt l  ot ltег t l iгgеl.s" Ihе геlativе pгonr.эuп hаs

ir spесial .nсшtгаl,toгlп (r.сr,r. l  r 'r). Thе сtсlтlсlnstгаtivе is t|rс ]f loSt i l l tеl.еsIinР. t( lг

0ul.puгposсs:

r  l6 j  аs t -a  е  ш lu i lог
this.t . l;с; is lt l l lazirrg[ п'I.sс;]
' l l r i r  

. '  1 s 1 1 ; 1 7 1 1 1 - . '

I{еге aslr l  с lеl. lotсs a sitn-lаt io1l" l l t l t a spесif iс objесt. Whilе it is rnсlгphologiсal iy

l imininе. its 1эгссl iсatе is l l l i tsсul i l lс. Тl.rtrs сs.1rr is a spесial пешLгаl {ЪгIn" si l lсс

itсоntrrlls а dil.{Ъгеrrt agГееl.nсllt tr.tlrrl thе a"ira whiсh сaП stll!-xd toг ll noun о{.

tЬrnininе gеrrdег. Тhis lсads ttl ltl.l i-ltxL[suit. rтisr-natсi.l.
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5.2.2 Еxtension in use of the defаult (pаnсake sentenсes,) ii.*Ns!**T.Ns

Thе usе of dеfault forms is еxtеndеd in an intеrеsting way, bеyond
whеrе thеy arе nееdеd. Thеy сan bе usеd whеn thе сontrollеr is an apparеntly
straightforward noun phтasе. Wе find еxamplеs in Еnglish, but thе phеnоmеnon is
found morе luxuriantly in Sсandinavian languagеs (Faаrlund \917; for еxtеnsivе
disсussion sее Ktillstrсim 199З: 188-246, also Enger 2004). This is thе еxamplе
whiсh givеs thе сonstruсtion its namе:

Norwеgian (BokmfllД{ynorsk, Faarlund |97 1 : 240)
(1'7) Pannеkakе-r еr god-t.

panсakе-гr сoг good-ш.sс
.Panсakеs is good.' (.Еating panсakеs is good.,)

Though thеrе is a pluгal noun phrasе in (|1), wе dо not flnd plural agrееmеnt.
(Notе that thе vеrb doеs not agrее, So it is thе prеdiсatе adjесtivе whiсh is of
intеrеst.) Thе adjесtivе usеs thе dеfault form, whеn it is apparеntly not nееdеd,
suggеsting that thеrе is additiоnal information availablе. Thе sеntеnсе indiсatеs
that it is what goеs with panсakеs (thе еating of thеm) that is good.6 Thе mismatсh
is еvеn сlеarеr in thеsе Swеdish еxamplеs:

Swedish (Kiillstrсim |99З: 277 )
Ny-а hуrеsgist-еr сiг ringslig-a.
nеw-PL tеnant-PL Сop аnxious-рL
.Nеw tеnants arе anxious.'

Ny-a hyresghst-ег Дr iingslig-t.
nеW-PL (еnan l -PL  Сop anx ious-ш.sG
.Having new tеnants makеs onе anхious.,

Thе agrееmеnt in (18) is what wе might havе еxpесtеd, with thе prеdiсativе
adjесtivе matсhing thе plural subjесt. In (19) wе havе dеfault agrееmеnt of thе
prеdiсatе adjесtivе, though thе attributivе adjесtivе nуа ,new' agrrеs normally.
Thеsе diffеrеnt agrееmrnts in thе diffеrеnt syntaсtiс positions indiсatе that thе
сonstruсtion сonforms to thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, a point takеn up in $7.4.З.

5.2.ЗEvasiveusesilitil!.i."ijiii.iiiii.i.iiiii.iiiili$i.i..i.i$iii.:.itЁiiiiili.iiiiiii$ii.l$i.iiiil,.$iiiiiiiiiisi!i$iiiil'iЁi]iiiiiiiiiiii

A rathеr spесifiс usе of a dеfault is to avoid a prоblеmatiс сhoiсе.
Thus Pоlish has an ,еvasivе, nеutеr (Gottегi 1984, following Doroszеwski). It

б This ехamplе shows а striking mismatсh in gеndеr:

Norwеgian (Nynorsk, Faarlund \97,7: 25|)
(i) Еin nу utanriksminister villе ikkjе vеrе si dum-t.

a new forеign.sесгetarу would пo1 bе so stupid.ш.sс.A nеw foreign sесIе1arу wоuld not bе a bad idеa.'

Thе singulaт adjесtivе distinguishеs nеutеr and сommon. Thе nеutеr gеnсiеr foгm hеrе suggrsts
that having a nеw forеign sесrеtaly would not bе a bad idеа. Thе сommon form dии .stuоid'
would agreе with thе subjесt noun phrasе to givе an unkindеr теading.

( 1 8 )

(19)

in limitеd сirсumstanс
Considеr this еxampk

i s s  1993 :77 )
Jеdn-o z mal

onе.N.sc from spol

opiеk-g nad
сaте(!.)-SG.Aсс ovrr

.Onе of thе сouplе о

le is masсulinе pе

ivе nеutеr is usеd, in'

disadvantagrs ot uslnl

Wе havе sеrn еxal

that is, rathеr than full

possiblе outсomеs, \^
оf partial agrееm(

the full distinсtions i
in valuеs. Thе sе.

of thе agrеrmеnt tral

is nоt ($5.3.2). Thеsе
distinsuishеd from

sons.

Superсlassing (;

In thе morе fami]

is еithеr a full array

is a dеfault (typiсall1

auniqur nеutr
: |274О) dеsсribеs as

). In supеrсlassing so

an analogy, it is as thоug
Yoтk' Mеlbournr oтTo}
giving just a part of thе

Supеrсlassing is also for

Northеm Тегritory oГ l

lu has four gеndеrs: mа

nouns to gеndеrs is largе
arе masсulinе' thosе t

vegеtablе and thе rеsidut

hе .lеаks,. Adjесtivеs agl
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(22)

(2З)

(24)
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Jingulu (Pеnsalfini 2003: |60_|. 164_7\
Lalija darra-nga-ju jamuгriyak-a.
tеa(M) еat-lsc-do сoolеd-м
.I'm drinking сold tеa.,

Wijbirri-rni jalyamingk-irni.

whitе.pеrsоn-F nеw-F
.The whitе girl is nеw-born.,

Miringmirni dаrra-nga-yi bardakuгr-imi.
gum(vЕG)-Foс еat-1SG-FUT good-vвс
.I'll еat the swееt gum.'

Jamiгna dimаna-mi laja-ardu ngamulu
that.М-Foc horsе(м)-вкс сarтy-go big.ш
.That horsе is сanying a big load.'

Howеvеr, somеtimеs wе flnd lеss than full agrееmеnt, aS in thеsе еxamplеs:

lеvеl wе havе

ing, whеrе on,

lеvеl wе havе thе u

rеprеsentеd this suр

largеr systеms rt 15 s
(Corbеtt 20О0: 42-

. In ouт disсussion h

indееd allows supеrс
agrеrmеnt is possibl

i 2003: 1134):

Nyama-baji imiп
DЕM.PL old.t
.Thе two old wom

Kunyirrimi dij
2nu.вкс РRv
.You two сut up th

Nginda-mi ngaj
овм(м)-гoс sее-l
.Look at all thе bi

srе that thе plural ma1

g of dual and P
lt (in (30) and (31)). !

Numbеr supеrсlat

Singular is thе ultimatе

Sеnts supеrсlassing of du

atеs thе thrее valuеs. Thе

7 Bil. has arangе оf meanings; tt

pеrsonal  сommuniсаl ion).

lanbu.
load(ш)

(2s)

(26)

(2'7)

Ngamulirni jalyamungk-a binjiya.ju, bimmirтini.
girt(г) young-\4 grow-do prеpubеsсеnt.girl
.That littlе girl is growing up into a big girl.'

Jama-mi nyanyalu-ngkujku, darтangku kirdkilyaku.
that(м)-гoс lеaf-ндvIшс.ш treе.N bеnt.N
.That bеnt treе is lеafy.'

ngininiki barndumi or ngimaniki barndumi
this(ш) lowеr.baсk(vвс) this(vвс) lowеr.baсk(vвс).this lowеr baсk' .this lowеr baсk'

(offеrеd by spеakеr as altеmativеs)

Aссording to Pеnsalfini, thеsе еxamplеs arе typiсal of thosе whеrе wе dо nоt
find full agrееmrnt: masсulinе may bе usеd for fеmininе, nеutеr rnay bе usеd
for vеgеtablе, and masсulinе сan bе usеd for bоth thе lattеr grndеrs. Wе mav
rеprеsеnt this situation as in (28):

(28) Gеndег supеrсlassing in Jingula

[МASC] ultimatе dеfault

/ \

IMASCI [NЕUT] supеrсlassing

/ \  / \
МAsC FЕM NЕUT VЕG сanoniсalagrеrmеnt

ISIГ

/

ING



5.з Pаrt iaI agrеement l -s-l

At thе lоwеst lеvеl wе havе full (сantшiсal) agгееmеnt. Thеn at zr lеvеl r-rp wе
havе supегсlassing. whеге tlnly soпtе o1.thе potеntial distinсtions aге dгtrwn. And
irtthс tоp lеvеi wе havе thо ultirnatе с1сlault, thс п-rirsсulinе in l-l-tis systсm.

Ihavе rеprсsсnlсd lhiS sr.rpсгсlassing in a way tarтil iaг fгom numbеr systеnls,
lvhеLе in laгgег systеt-tls it is solтеtirтеs pсlssiblе to сlisгеgaгd soп.rе of thе possiblе
divisions (Сorbеtt 2000: 42 8). With nunl[-lег, agrееlnеnt may Oг lnay not bе
involvеd. In ouг disсussion llеrс Wс aгс, of соursc. lосussing on agrееmеnt, and
Jingulu indесd а[lows srrpеrсlassing fbr nunl[-lеr. It has singular, dual al-rсl plr"rгal,
itnd full agгееnlеnt is possiblе. But thе fЪllowing tуpеs сlf ехan-rplе аге also founсl
(Pеnsalfini 2003: l7З-,1):

l]9) Nyama-bа.ii iпlirl ikin-bil i-гni-гni агсlalаlrbi-wuггtr-.ju.
DЕNr-РL olсl.r 'voman-дl. lINI.DLI-F_ЕRG hсlt.-3pl-do
'Тhе 1wo olсi rvol l .tеt l lЪеl hot..

(]0) KLrrrуiгriгni dij bila-nya-mi lriinсliгri]
]п t  . l  l<с  PR\  d i r  idс - ]sс - l к l t .  t l r .е i t с ]
.Yott tr,vo сLrt up thе bгеad'.

{]l) Nginda-гni r lga.ja_rni juгl i . j i-гdar.гa сl iyim ka.rdrr!
oвп' i(п,t)-гсlt 'sее-IRR biгd-рI- 1lу Зsс;-gt. l
.Look. at al l  thе biгds f lуingl '

Wе sее thа1 thе pluгal rтaу bе usеd lbr t l-tе dual, as in (29), that is. Wе havе

supегс|assing of сlual al-rd plural, ar-rd that thе sirrgular rтау bе usесl as atl оvегall

dеfault ( in (30) anсt (3 l)). Wе lnay Геpгеsеnt this as t i l l lows;

(321 Nurnbсг supсгсlassing in Jinglr lu

l s rNCl

/ \
S I N G IPL]

/ \
/ \

/ \

/ \
DUAL PL

Singulaг is thе ultir-пatе dеthr.rlt hеrе. Thе singular-pluгal оppositioll геprе-
sеnts supсГс]assing сll.с1ual and pluгal, whilе сanoniсal irgrесnrсnt dil lегеr-rti-
atеs thе thгсс valuсs. Thс tсгtт .su1lсrсlassing' is usеd spесifiсallу ol'agгесl-nсnt

Bil- hirs lr l. lrrlgе . 'f l l lеlttl i l lчs: tсlgеthег u,ith thе aсlvегbil l рrеvеrlr rJl l it l lеarls d ir,i с1е ( Rob Pеll sa] ti n i.

pсгsonаl соt-t.ttl l uniсat iол ).
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l-?awlaad-u хаraj-uu (not: *xaraj-a)

овг-boys-шoм wеnt.out.3pr.м wеnt.out-3sc.М
.thе boys went out'

l-banaat-u xaraj-na
oвг-girls-шoм wrnt.out-зPl.F
.thе girls Wеnt out'

хaraJ-a l-?awlaad-u
wеnt.out-3sc.M DЕF-boys-NoМ
.thе boys wеnt oцt'

xaraJ-at l-banaat-u (not:

phеnomrna; it is onе aspесt of thе morе gеnеral struсturing of fеaturе YaluеS Sееn
partiсularly in .faсultativе' numbеr (Corbеtt 20О0: 42-5О).

It is worth pausing to sее how this intеrеsting phеnоmеnon diffегs from othеr
typеs of rеduсеd diffеrеntiation of fеaturе valuеs. It diffеrs from synсrеtism
(s3.4.1) in that synсrеtism doеs not givе a сhoiсе of forтns. Thе Tsakhur sit-
uation (еxamplе (3)), whеrе gеndеrs arе сollapsеd in thе plural, сomеS within
synсrеtism broadly undеrstоod. In othеr еxamplеs synсrеtism сan bе purеly mor-
phologiсal, сombining unrеlatеd сеlls of thе paradigm, whiсh is not thе сasе
for supеrсlassing. Wе must also distinguish supеrсlassing from rеduсеd agrее-
mеnt ($3.6.2). Thе lattеr is usеd undеr othеr (nоn-agrееmеnt) сonditions, and thе
rеduсеd paradigm makеs fеwеr distinсtions than thе full paradigm. Howеvец this
doеs not translatе nеatly into a dеsсription of fеaturеs and valuеs as is thе сasе
with supеrсlassing. Furthеrmorе, thе usе of rеduсеd paradigms is not optional.
Similarly, thе subsеt rеlations dеsсribеd in $5.1.З involvеd no сhoiсе of fоrms.
unlikе supеrсlassing.

5,3.2 Partial agreement in features i{ili.ii]itж{R*lii$]!:jЁlil"$lils.iiiittiii...$i.{iii:lsi'iiiii.t.iii!1i1:i'si.}"iijl.ii$i$i*ч

In this typе of partial agrrrmеnt thеrе is agrrеmеnt in rеspесt оf at
lеast onе fеaturе, but not in rеspесt оf a sесond. Wе shall disсuss thе сasе of Miya
in dеtail in $6.1.1. Mеanwhilе I takе a сеlеbratеd еxamplе, that оf Arabiс, in
its diffеrеnt variеtiеs. A good dеal has bееn writtеn on this (inсludins Hallmann
2000; LеTоurnеau 20O3).s I takе my еxamplеs from Chеkili (2О04):

Modеm standard Arabiс (Chеkili 2004: 35)

Arabiс it is an a
possiblе full agrееш

ial agrееmеnt тati

Wе сontinuе

сontrollеrs whiсh
-еstablishеd tеrms sJ

сasеS SynисTrс

al agтееmеnt' or .i

form of thе соntrollе
t аd sеnsum,,

сonsistеnt

ion bеtwееn synl

(s1.3) in that thе сo'

Thе tеrms syntaсtiс t
ntial сhoiсе. In mал
r сoinсidе and so a1

Marу has dесi

thе singular vеrb ir
laт subjесt noun ph

' only whеn a
Figurе 5.1 .
Considеr a furthеr inl

t оf Russian (Bogl

singular noun phrasе,

onе indiсatеd dirесtlу. .

it is indiсatеd not bу a r

Russian 1Talitsk dialесt. B
(38) moj br

my[м.sс] br
.my brothеr с

Thе plural agrееmеnt is

and so wе havе diffеrеn

shows sеmantiс agrееш

form of thе сontrollеr.

10 In Sеmitiс linguistiсs thе t

сonfusing way, sinсе .stri

1 1 Bogdаnov's tтansсription

сonstruсtion in this dialес

tn:

r l l )

(з4)

(3s)

(36)

(not: *xaraj-at)

Wеnt.out-3sG.F

(not: *хаraj-uu)

wеnt.out-3pr.м

Wrnt'out-3sG.г oвг-girls-шoм
.thе girls Wеnt out'

*xaraj-na)

wrnt.out-3pL.F

All thе еxamplеs сitеd involvе nouns dеnoting humans (for othеr typеs, and for
оthеr variеtiеs of Arabiс, thеrе arе additional сompliсations).g Еxamplеs (33) and
(34)' with thе subjесt prесеding thе prеdiсatе, show full agrееmеnt. Whеn thе
соntrollеr doеs not prесеdе thе targеt, as in (35) and (36), Wе gеt (in Mоdеrn
Standard Arabiс) partial agrееmеnt, agrееmеnt in gеndеr but not in numbеr. In
56.5 wе shall sее еxamplеs of prесеdеnсе as a соndition on agrrеmеnt; in Modеrn

8 LеTourneau (2003) оalls it .impovеrishеd' 
agrеemеnt.

, Gulf Aтabiс shows four diffеrеnt systеms plus a furthеr variant (Holеs 1 990: 155_6 t.
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Arabiс it is an absolutе, sinсе thе ordег subjесt-prеdiсatе is rеquirеd to

repоssiblе full agrееmеnt with plural nошn phrasеs. With thе tеvеrsе ordеr wе

partial agrееmеnt rathеr than thе dеfault, sinсе only onе fеatuге is affесtеd.

Syntaсtiс and semantiс agreement

WЪ сontinuе moving up to morе sегious mismatсhеs, and will now

disсuss сontrollеrs whiсh induсе moге than onе typе of agrееmеnt. I shall usе thе

wеll.еstablishеd tеrms syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt. ln thе most straight-

foшаrd сasеs syntaсtiс agгrеmеnt (somеtimеs сallеd .agrееmеnt осl Jormсlm' ,
,fоrmal agrееmеnt' оr .grammatiсal agrееmеnt') is agrееmеnt сonsistеnt With

rhе form оf thе сontrоllег (thе с:ommittее has dесidсr1). Sеmantiс agrееmеnt (or
.agrrеmеnt аd sеnsttm' ,.notional agrееmеnt,, .logiсal agrееmеnt' оr .synеsis')

is agrееmеnt сonsistеnt with its mеaning (thе сon.tmittсс havе dесidеd).Io Тhе

distinсtion bеtwееn syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agtееmеnt links to Stееlе's dеfini-

rion ($ l.З) in that thе сovarianсе involvеs a ,sеmantiс or foштal propеrty' of thе

соntro1lеr
Thе trrт-rs syntaсtiс zrпd sешantiс agrееmеnt aге цsеd onlу whеn thеге is a

pglеntial сhoiсе. In шany instanсеs fbrmal and sеmantiс propегtiеs of thе сon-

trоllеr сoinсidе and so agrееmrnt is both syntaсtiсally and sеmantiсally justifiеd,

as ш;

(З7) Maгy has dесidеd . . .

Hеrе thе singular vеrb is сonsistеnt both with an individuаrl .dесidег' and with a

singular subjесt noun phгasе. l usе thе labеls .syntaсtiс agrееmеnt' and .sеmantiс

agrееmеnt' only whеn a mismatсh givеs risе tо a potеntial сhoiсе. This is shown

in F iguге 5.1.
Considеr a 1uгthеr instanсе of sеmantiс agrееmеnt, this tirnе fгom thе Talitsk

dialесt of Russian (Bоgdanov 1968). In this dialесt a plural vеrb сan bе usеd with

a singular nоun phrasе, to indiсatе rеfеrеnсе tO a pеrson or pеrsons bеsidеs thе

onе indiсatеd dirесtlу. That is to stry, wе havе an .assосiativе'сonstruсtion, but

it is indiсatеd not by a markеr on thе nominal, but bу plural agгееmеnt:

Russian (Talitsk dialесt, Bogdanov 1968)
(з8) mo'i brat tam toйа йy-l,. i , .

mу[м.sс] brоthеr(м)[sс] thеrе also l ivе-psт-pr
.my brolhеr and his fЪmily also livеd thеrе'

Thе plural agrееmrnt is found in thе vегbal prеdiсatе, but not in thе noun phrasе,

and so wе havе с]i11Ъгеnt agгrrшеnts aссording to thе targеt. Wе say that thе vеrb

shows sеmantiс agгееmеnt, sinсе thе plural hеrе matсhеs thе mеaning but not thе

forтl of thе сontгollеr.

l0 in Sоmitiс linguistiсs thе tегms .striсt' and .сlеflесtcd. aге usесl (Fеrgusоll 1 989: 9) ' in a рotеntial|у
сonfusing wау, sinсс .striсt. is ttссогding tсl mеaning and .dеflесtеd' is aссoгсling tO loпn.

1l Bоgdanсtv's tiaпsсгiрtiоn has bсcn trаnslitеratесl hеrе anсl in сhaрtеr 7. Notе thrrt thе rssoсjittirе

соIrstгuсtion in this dialесt is distinсt Ггоm honoritiс usagс.
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IVlаlу

hаs dеcidеd

thе сommittее
hауе dесided

Figurе 5.1 Sуntасtiс аnd sеmаntiс aяrееmеnt

Why thеn do wе nееd thе tеrm .sеmantiс agrееmеnt'? Could wе not just rеfеr
to .plural agrееmеnt, in еxamplеs likе (38)? Thе point is that diffеrеnt fеaturеs
may bе involvеd, not just numbеr. Fuгthеrmorе, in diffеrеnt сonstruсtions diffеrеnt
valuеs оf thе samе fеaturе may bе instanсеs of sеmantiс agrееmеnt: in thе еxamplе
just disсussеd, plural rеprеsеnts sеmantiс agrееmеnt, whilе with honoriliс (pоlitе)
plural pronouns thе singular rеprеsеnts sеmantiс agrееmеnt (s7.7.1). Syntaсtiс
and sеmantiс agrееmеnt arе thus сovеr tеrms to dеsсribе сontrasting agrееmеnt
possibilitiеs. In thе simplеst сasеS syntaсtiс agrееmеnt is basеd ultimatеly on
lеxiсal propеrtiеs of a noun, typiсally but not always dеtеrminеd by its formal
propеrtiеs. Sеmantiс agrееmеnt is сonsistеnt with propеrtiеs of thе rеfеrеnt.12 Wе
nееd thе tегms only whеn thеrе is a mismatсh bеtwееn thе two.

It is important to strеss that sеmantiс and syntaсtiс agrееmеnt arе not labеls wе
сan attaсh to agrееmеnts in isolation. Thеy arе rеlativе tеrms to bе usеd of diffеr-
еnt agrееmеnt possibilitiеs. I usе .sеmantiс agrееmеnt, оf thе agrееmеnt whiсh
has grеatеr sеmantiс justiIiсation. In sоmе instanсеs, whеrе thеrе is a mеaning-
mеaning mismatсh, thе сhoiсе will bе bеtwееn two agrееmеnts, еaсh of whiсh has
Somе sеmantiс justifiсation, and I shall usе .sеmаntiс agrееmеnt' of thе сhoiсе
whosе fеaturе valuеs morе сlоsеly matсhеs thе rеfеrеnt. (For suсh instanсеs..pragmatiс agrеrmrnt' wоuld bе appropriatе, but this would bе lеss good
for somе othеr typеs; on balanсе, it is bеttеr to rеtain thе traditional tеtms
hеrе.)

As wе shall sее in сhaptеr J, there arе drastiс сonstraints on thе distribution
of syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt, whiсh arе gеnеralizatiоns оvеr diffеrеnt

12 Whеndisсuss inggеndеr,Dahl(2000)suggеsts. lеx iсa l ,and.rеfеrеnt ia l ,gеndеrwouldbeprеfеr-
ablе tеrms, sinсе nouns may hаvе a lехiсal gеndеr whiсh is not сlеarly linkЪd to a formal prЬpеrty.
This is a usеful сlarifiсation for hybrids involving gеndеr, bu1 the Ыoadеr te111ts, thе traditional
syntaсtiс and sеmantiс gеnder, are worth rrtaining bесausе thе opposition wе are taсkling gоеs
bеуond individual lеxеmеs to inсludе diffеrent agiеemеnts basеd on сonstгuсtionаl mismatсhеs
($7.4).

and thеir valuеs, irr
to thе morе straight

of a featurе, thе syntt

speсiflеd (sеmantiс

whеrе morr thax
.сhildrеn', with fеп

Corbеtt 1983:76-88
iunсts ($7.4.1); and с

involvеs dеfault a1

Reсognizing s1

To тесap, thеn,

a situation whеrе g,

dеpеnd on parl

ta.rgеts show thе samе
inguish sуntaсtiс and

targеt should show a di

thе samе fеaturе) as сon

valuе is simply diffеrеп
not idеntiсal to that foun

abstraсt form in (39):

Situations wheте

сontrollет

fеatu
mаrl

adjet

typе l

tуpe 2

typе З A

type 4 (A)

typе 5 A o

tn (39l.  ' (  ).  indiсatеs а rе

flvе typеs in tum.
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tfiеir valuеs, imposеd, for еxamplе, by thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. In

morе straightforward instanсеs of agrееmеnt aссоrding to diffеrеnt

featwe,thе syntaсtiс_sеmantiс сontrast may сovеr: dеfault agrееmеnt

ifled (sеmantiс plural) agrrrmеnt with quantified subjесts ($5.5.2);

whеrе morе than onе fеaturе is invоlvеd (Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bosnian
', with fеmininе singulaг vеrsus nеutеr plural vеrsus masсulinе

1983: 76-88); agrеrmеnt With onе сonjunсt vеrsus agrееmеnt with

($7.a.1); and еvеn a variant on thе lattеr whеrе agrееmеnt with onе

invоlvеs dеfault agrrеmеnt, as in Qafar (Corbеtt 2000: 203-5).

Reсognizing syntaсtiс аnd semаntiс agreement }ji.'.i!liiiltiii;iiiiЁ.ijii!]ilii!!i!.ii:

To rесap, thеn, a distinсtion of sуntaсtiс vеrsus sеmantiс agrееmеnt

a situation whеrе gеnеrally thеrе is matсhing, but with dеviations. Thеsе

dеpеnd on partiсular typеs ofсоntrollеr, but also on thе targеt, sinсе

show thе samе fеaturеs for thе samе сontrollеr, thеn thеrе is nо rеason

Juish syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Thе minimal rеquirеmеnt is that

should show a diffеrеnt fеaturе valuе (for thе samе сontrоllеr in rеspесt

samе fеaturе) as сomparеd to a sесond targеt. Thе diffеrеnсе may bе that

is simply diffеrеnt, or that thеrе is a сhoiсе for at lеast onе targеt whiсh

idеntiсal to that found with thе sесond. Thеsе possibilitiеs arе rеprеsеntеd

t form in (39):

Situations Whеrе syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt must bе rесognizеd

сontтo1lеr

fеaturе valuе

markеd on targеt 1
(е.g. thе attributivr

adjесtivе)

fеaturе valuе

markеd ontarget2
(е.g. thе pтеdiсatе

vеrb) сommеnt

typr 1 no syntaсtiс/sеmantiс
agrееmеnt split

tуpe 2 B sеmantiс agrееmеnt

for onе valuе

typе 3 A A o r B sеmantrс agreеmrnt

for onе valuе

tуpe 4 (A) or B A oт (B) sеmantiс agrrеmеnt

for onе valце

typе 5 A o r B A o r B homonуmоus
сontrollеrs

In (39)' .( )' indiсatеs a rеstriсtеd or lеss сommon option. Wе disсuss еaсh of thе

fivе typеs in tum.
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this сommittее has dесidеd. . .
this сommitteе havе dесidеd . . . (*thеsе сommitteе . . .)

Tуpе I: normal. Еxamplеs of typе 1 (as in this аpplе tаstes gooф may havе
sеmantiсally justifiеd agrееmеnt forms, but thеу arе not instanсеs оf sеmantiс
agrееmеnt; sinсе all targrts bеhavе alikе (all havе singular agrееmеnt).

Tуpе 2: Tаlitsk Rцssiаn. In examplе (38) abovе wе saw both singular and plural
agrееmrnt with a givеn сontrollеr. Singular rеprеSеnts syntaсtiс agrееmеnt (thе
noun is singular), and plural rеprеsеnts thе form with grеatеr sеmantiс justiflсation
(sеmаntiс agrееmеnt), sinсе thе rеfеrеnt is plural.

Tуpе 3: сommittее-tуpе noцns. Considеr thеsе Еnglish еxamplеs:

5: homonуms' In our ]
but thеsе arе fully
thе diffетеnt targrts.

. For еxamplе' in l

when a malе is rеfеrr
has thе еvasivе usе о

or not imPortant (Kit

) instаnсеs of typе 1, w

do wе trеat typе 1

t agгееmеnt pattе
paтtiсularly with rt

аpplе are сonsistеnt сo

Thеrе arе two taсto

ity of nouns: thеy takе а

is what it mеans to bе

sесond point is that thеs

r thе targеt' nouns o

n thеy arе plural). For <

thе rеsponsе is .whо's as

, then сommittее is ln

is no suсh simplе ansv

Wе might bе tеmptеd to д

у 
.сollесtivе'. Howеvеr, t

ikе singular and plural, f,rst
iffеrеnt targеts, and sесonс
ingular and plural in vеrt

tеаm a:пd govеrn|nеnt ьeha\

spесiflс numbеr valuе ($7.2

in gеnеral (for instanсе, all t

varуing as to thе frеquеnсy (

wе should thеrrforе trеat t)

саnoniсal agrеrшеnt.
Foт simpliсity I havе rе

thеrе сan bе morе involvеd
Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhу and 1

5.4.2 Sourсes of syl

Agrееmеnt mis

tтollет. Wе сan {ind a соl
languagеs:

(40)
(41)

Hеrе thеrе is a сhoiсе in thе prеdiсatе, but not within thе noun phrasе (whilе
in thе prеvious еxamplеs thеrе was no сhoiсе). Hеrе again thе plural rеprеsrnts
sеmantiс agrrеmrnt; unlikе in typе 2' thе usе of sеmantiс agrееmеnt is optional.

Tуpе 4: Russiаn nouns dеnoting profеssions, likе уraё.doсtor'. Russian has a
сonsidеrablе numbеr of nouns for profеssions' with thе morphology typiсal of
a masсulinе noun, but ablе to dеnotе a malе or a fеmalе. Thеy havе intеrеsting
agrееmеnts:

Russian (Kitajgorodskaja \976, Corbett 1991: 231-2)
(4 )  \ lvanov-a . хoroS-ij / xoro5-aja vгaё.

Ivаnov(г)-sс.шом good-м.sс.шoм / good-г.sс.шoм doоtor[sс.шoм].Ivanova is a good doсtor.'

A substantial quеstiоnnairе invеstigation Was сaшiеd out during thе 1960s, whеn
thе grеat majоrity of Russian dосtors Wеrr Womеn. To еnsurе that thе rеfеr-
еnt is a Woman, thе surnamе Iуаnovа was inсludеd. Bоth syntaсtiс (masсulinе)
and sеmantiс (fеmininе) agrеrmеnts wеге rеportеd, with a minоrity (16.9Чa, of
thе 3,835 who rеspondеd to this quеstion) opting for sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Con-
trast that with agrееmеnt in thе prеdiсatе (it was statеd that thе doсtor was a
woman):

(4з) Vraё pгi3е-1 / priS-l.a.
doсtor[sс.шoм] сomе-гsт [м.sс] / PST.F.SG
.The (woman) doсtor сamе.'

Hеrе many morе spеakеrs, 5I..7Чо of 3,806 rеspоndеnts, сhosе sеmantiс agrее-
mеnt. Fоr bоth quеstions a minority сhosе nеithеr option, whiсh mеans that thе
ovеrall proportion for sеmantiс agrееmеnt is somеwhat highеr than 51..7Чо.Note
thеn that it is not just a quеstion of thеrе bеing two forms availablе. At this point
thе important rеsult is thе markеd diffеrеnсе bеtwееn thе usе of thе pоssibilitiеs in
two diffеrеnt targеts. Wе shall disсuss thе data in morе dеtail, with othеr taтgеts,
in $7.2.3. Hеrе thеn wе havе spесially intеrеsting instanсе of syntaсtiс vеrsus
Sеmantiс agrrеmrnt.
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l lрt 5'. |tultt lпl l l i . , .  ] ' i l  ошг f iгrаn tу1lе thсгс i lГе t\ь'() (trг i- i lогс) yiоssiLэlе аgгсс-

rl lсnts. but t lrеsе aгс {.r i l ly сlеtегl lr i l iсd [эy t l . iе sеl.t l l i t i t iсs, aшd aге tt lс sltt ltе

iскlss [hе сlit1Ьr.r:l-ll L:'l'Г!lеti]. Ц/е 1rаr,с 1.wtl (tlг l.llоге) sсрaгаtе 1эrit геiiliссli iеxi.

; l i l  jtеnls. trroг схalп111е. l l l  Агсit i  лzl.rgl; l  .рo()l. 
l]еl 's i] i-t '  t l lkеs l l .utsсшtrinс tgгее-

rllеnt il'hеn а lпlliе is ге{Ьl.гсd tо аllс1 tЬirlillinс w]lеl.l ll tЬrniliс is геfеггеl.{ tо:

lt l]so has tt lс еl.,a:. ivе шsс оГ.9епсlег lV s1,. l*.-,1l l i" ($5.2.3)" whсl l tI lе sс-ч is l lс lL

lt loц.n t lг l lo1 i!. l lp()гtа[l1 (Кi iзгi i t |91)-: \26)' 1,vрс 5 thегеtt lге l .сpгеsеi lt i i  ftvсl (сl l .

л lогс)  ins tanс:сs  o f  tyр lе  l .  i v i t l i  t i tе  i  l s tа t . l сеs  bс ing ес1ша l lу .1ь l s i i l i ес [  iп  . ,е i l lшлL iс

tсi] l ls.

Whv do \l,е tгсai [y,1зе l as l lс l l . l l lа l? То jшstitr1l this wс l lеес1 lhе i lot l() l i  (}f

шnsistent аgв"ее!f leшt раtt 'егlз ' wi l i t: i l  wаs t. l . iеl. l t iс l l lсr.j i l i  $1.: l .1. сгitсгiol" i  ,], l iпr. l

t l isсuss0d рl lг i iсx-i]ttГly wit lr геgагс{ to gеtlсnег in Сoгbсtt ( t99 t : l76-8 1 )" Е'х-l l l l rpiсs

||kе ttрр!с al.с соl ls is l|еl. l[ сt lrrtгsJlIеr! '  thаt is. t lrс1' lr l ivе l i  сol ls istеl lt i[gгее]l lеl l t

рi lttсПl. ThсГс aГс .\ i . i() 1t. iс[огs iпr,olr,есl. Тnrс [ iгst is t i lаt o7;p1с is оnе оt. l i lс: 'rr; ls[

nla joгitу ol 'поtt l .ts: l i t lе1., taitс аgгееi l- lg t i lгпls l  ikс // lz.я l lшсj a]sсl iakе tt lt.t.пs l i1'е t. l^t r. ' . l  .

Тhlt is whаt it lт lеlш-t:, tо l l i : s iпgшlir. ' i l r Еrlgl ish. (Aшd sirni lагi3l t i lг lhс рJiurгаl.)
Тhс sесonсl роiпt i l  t i-tа.L thеsе аге thе гtсlt-t l ls tt lг wl.r iсh rvс сatl givе ahsсl lu:tе гtt[еs:

\\hatсVеl.thе i i lГ.qсt, l-tоtt lts t l l . l l r is tyрс гес1гtiге siп.Цullaг agгееir.rg fbгins (ог plг iгal"

r ihел thеy aгс рl lrгal). froi ofhсгs" \ i l<е t.оl l l t l t i ftсr,. i f  и,е аsI< wilаt {lrеi l .t lшrзlbсг

i l .  thе геspol lsе is .ц,j lо.s askir]c.]. it i .  i t is аl l  a. itr iht lt ir lе i l loсl i[ iсг whiсlз nссtts tц. l

] 'пol i , . thеt.t t ' t l t l t l l t iLtеr, is r-rпaпlhigl iс l l ls ly sirrguiaг. If it rs a pгссi iсatе vегLl" lt lсI l

thеtс is lс l sгiсl-r si l; l1эiе it l ls\Vсг"

\!Ъ шight lэе tешrplссl to .Чivе t'tlrltritiItt,с a s1.lесi;tI vаIulе of, tl.tе llitп.tbеl'tЬatшгс"

l l r ' сo l l ес t i v '^. .  { .{с lwс l , с г .  t l ra t  ъ , i i l  п lo t  woгk .  ,Сo l i сс t i r ,е ,woш[с l  not  bе  а  v ;u lшс

l ikе i, ingLl laг аr.rсl plulгаi. ttrst lэесltшsс ihе еt}Ъсt о{'this l ,a[trе rvоrl{сi bе сl it1Ъгel lt [ 'ог

djl1Ъrеnt targеts. aГrсi sес()i l{.! bссaiзsе thе f l .есiшсIrсу,оf thе с. l i l ' iсгеtзt aсtit i l i  vanulеs.

. iлgulaг arld pluгal iп vегiзal 1lгесl iсаtеs. i . .; str lесif iс \ '{) L,о|l|t i| ir1(е. Nоl lns t ikе

|tum and g(,)\ 'с1.l lL: l(|!t bеhаl,с sIi.Ehtl- i l  с l i l . l .егсntly, sо еaсh r 'vоurlсl геqшil.с itь t lц tt

lpесi1iс nuпlLзсг r, lt i trе ($7"2.,1). Sгlсh . lol- lt ls aгс irrdеесn spесial, iэеl.rar, ir lg si iт i laгlr.

ln.цеnегal ( lbг iгrst l l l rсе' al l  lal i ing siп1:ui;rг i lgГеешlеПt оn.ai lг ibutir,е гnсlсi i[rегs) tэшt

r'tLlying as tt l  t i lе i .геn-1l- lс l-tсу оf с1.rсl[ссsl wl lеге а сhoiсс is avаi iа'оlе. Тhis shоws wIlу

ш,с shoir lс l thеге].оl.с tгеat t},t]е l " гatl lег tharl lhсsс lLyiзе -5 еxlul l1. l lеs. l is shоwit lg

сanоniсal a.gi.ее jil с ]-1t.

Fог simp1iсit1, i  irшl.е геslг iсiссt l l lysеxt to соl ltpltг i l l r:. jшьl. tr,r(] t l lг{еis hсге:

lhеге сan bс t. i . l t lгс iпvo]r.есi" аs wе shal] sее iш сhaptег 7" whсге r l ' ,е сt lпsiсlег t l lе

Аgгееmеnt F{iегaгсhy аrlс1 thс Ргссtr iс:rtе F{iегaгсhy.

5'4'2 5ошrсes оf sуrвtaе"tf,с vrg"s&дs serfiiemtfiс agв"eeffirffъt

Agl"ееl.пеn1. l l- l is lnltfсIrеs сaп rlереnсl оп r, i iг it lr ls рossiblе tуpеs оi.сt lп-

lюllсг. Wе сi it l  f i t l t . l  a соi l: ' iс lегаb]с sсlесtit l l .t bу lot lking;rt.jr ist a ссlurplс t l f

lanrшagеs:
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(44) Typеs of сontrollеrs whiсh induсе agrееmеnt mismatсhеs

соntrоllеr type ехample

uniquе oг virtually uniquе lеxiсal
itеm

Serbian/Croat lanlB o snian d е с а
.сhildrеn,

sеt of sеmantiсаlly similar lеxiсal
itеms

Еnglish с ommit t е е -tуpе nouns

lехiсallу rеstriсtеd сonstruсtion masсulinr nouns quantiIird by
numeral .two', .thrее' or .fouг,

Sеrbian/Сroatian/B osnian
ш

сonstruсtion сonjoinеd noun phтasеs

Thеrе arе lеxiсal itеms whiсh induсе agrееrnеnt сhoiсеs, whiсh arе So frw that
thеy havе to br listеd. An еxamplе is Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian dесо.сhildrеn'
and brаёq .brothеrs', whiсh dеnоtе a plurality but havе thе form оf a singu-
lar noun (fоr this сomplеx Story Sее Corbеtt 1983: 76-86; Wесhslеr & Z|atie
2О0О:8|6-21). But thеrе сan alsо bе largе sеts of suсh itеms, for instanсе
British Еnglish nouns likе сОmmittее (5.7.2.4). Thеn thеrе arе сonstruсtions
whiсh arе lеxiсally rеstriсtеd; this is сlеar for thе SеrbianlCroatian/Bosnian
еxamplе involving numеrals, disсussеd in $7.2.1. Thеrе arе also morе opеn-
еndеd quantifiеd еxprеssions. Finally, thеrе arе сonstruсtion typеs whosе struс-
turе invokеs agrrrmеnt options' but whiсh apprar not to bе lеxiсally rеstriсtеd,
suсh as сonjoinеd noun phrasеs ($5.7). Еvеn hеrе, howеvеr' wе find that thе
noun phrasеs whiсh arе сonjoinеd tеnd tо bе hеadеd by nоun phrasеs of thе
Samе typе, for instanсе thеy tеnd to bе all animatе or all inanimatе. Thе сlas-
sifiсation in (44) сan bе rеfinеd, inсluding morе gradations of typеs. Thе соn-
сlusion to bе drawn is that сontrollеrs whiсh allow agrееmеnt сhoiсеs rangе all
thе way from uniquе lеxiсal itеms to opеn_еndеd сonstruсtions; thеy arе indееd
pеrvasivе.

Having sееn еxamplеs of diffеrеnt typеS, Wr should stеp baсk to gain
pеrspесtivе on thе possibilitiеs. Thеrе arе mismatсhеs whеrе сontrollеr and targеt
dо nоt matсh as wе might еxpесt. As wе еxaminе thеsе wе must bеar in mind
that suсh mismatсhеs may or may not lеad to thе partiсulаrly intеrеsting typеs
of mismatсh wе havе just disсussеd, namеly thosе whеrе a givеn сontrоllеr takеs
diffеrеnt agrеrmеnts with diffеrеnt targеts. (A way of thinking of thеsе is that thеy
havе targеt-targеt mismatсhеs.) At a gеnеral lеvеl, mismatсhеs havе basiсally two
SoutсеS: mеaning-mеaning mismatсhеs or form-mеaning mismatсhеs. I analysе
еaсh in tum, and thеn сonsidеr thе spесial сasе of hybrid nouns.

si$

Meаning.mea

Thеsе involvе с
pragmatiсs as wеl]

out that whеn answе
Bloggs is spеaking'

havе to say оn th
pеrson vеrb agrеt

Мohan
Mohan (man's nr
.Mohan spеakinд

Narasimhan (pеrs

in a mothеr'S input to

) ammaa еdo
mothеr somеth
.mothеr is goin1

)rе wеrr еxamplеs of th

) maamma iru-kl
mothеr bе-pr
.sеe, is mothеr 1

thе third singular is l

lе to thе Еnglish

its pragmatiс uSе' norl

An intеrеsting typе of n
found in Yawuru, a mеl
thе wеst Kimbеrlеy rеg

a strеssеs thе imp
tain Yawuru сonstruсtrons
fоr bodу parts, and thеsе
(48), a noгmal intransitivе
form to agrее with thе sub

Yawuru (Hosokawa 1996: 18
(48) kamba dyuшu

that snakе[а'
.Thе snakе wеnl

Howеvеr, supposе thе sn
addrеssее, thеn thе vеrbal

l3 I аm gratеful to Niсholas Еv:
la Hosokawa explаins as follow

various diffеrеnt kinds of..dt
(usually сonсеptional), inhеrl
plaсe) or сlan drеaming(s). I
plant or аn animal that has e

еnсountrr with thе parеnt(s)'

an adjесtivе 
..sесret, hidden''



5.5 Sourсеs of mismаtсhеs l 6 l

5.5.l Meаning-meaning mismatсhes

Thеsе involvе dif]Ъrеnt соnсеptualizations, in thе broadеSt sеnSе, to

rnсludеpragmatiсs as wеll аs sеmantiсs. For еxашplе, Lсvinson ('198З11 2)
pоints оut that whоn answегing thе phonе in Еnglish yoll Say .this is Jtlе Bloggs'

or.Joе Bloggs is spеaking. with thiгd pегson vеrb agrееmеnt' . in сontгast in Ttrrnil
ш.еwouldhavс to say on thе tеlеphonе thе ес1rrivalеriof Joе Bl,oggs слп,s1lеаking
with first pеrson vегb agгееmеnt':

Талli]

t.l5t Mohaл реесLlГ-ееl l

Mohan (п.ran's narnс) spсаk.т,t<s lsс
.Mohan spеalring. (litеr.rillу .Molran am spеakitig.)

Bhul,anaNaгasimhan (pегsonal сoшtnuniсatiоn) fbund sеvеral сonrparablе ехall-
plеs in a motl-rеr,s irlput to hег сhild (agе l;З). fbг instxnсе:

amrnaa ес1о paNNaa p(Л.ееn

mothсг sor.r.rсthing do rn pR\-  I  \a l
b . -  ,  ' ' '  _ " _ -

.mсlthег is gсliпg to do soltlеthing' (l itегii l ly .am,)

Тhеrе wеге ехatnplсs oГ [hс r-rsе of.thе thiгd singtrlaг' thorrgh thеsе wеге fеwег:
(41) maalnma iru-kk-aal-aa paaгU

mothеr Lrе*гt<s*Зsс.I'-Q sее.IMP
.sее. is mсlthеr thеге.J'

Hеrе thе third singr.rlar is r-rsеd, еvеn thоrrgh it is thе tтothег spеaking (aпd thr.rs

сoшparablс to thе Еnglish соnstruсtion)' Wе havе a mismirtсh bеtwееn a na[lе

and its pragmatiс usе, noгn-rallу trеlttеd irl oppositе waуs in Tami] and Еnglish.
An intегеsting typе of mismatсh. whiсh wе might сall .dгеatniпg agrсеmсnt',

is foшnd in Yawuгlt, a пrеп.tbег of thе Nуr.rlnyulan farr.rily (non-Pa.шit-Nyungan)

oi thе wеst Kin-rbегlеу геgiоn of Ar-rstг:rlia, as disсr.rssеd in Hosokawa ( l 996). |]

Hosokawa strеSSеS thе inlpoгtanсе сlf thе сultuге-spесifiс пotion o1 idсntity t-oГ сег-
tain Yawuгш сtlt.tstгuсtions, inсlr.rdirrg agгееmеnt. Thеrс aгс spесial сonstruсtions
for bоdy paгl-s, and thсsс arс схtеndеd fbг fuгthег typеs of idеntity. In ехaшplе
(48), a nогmal intгansitivе сonstгuсtion. thе vегbal prеfix takеs thе third singulаг
tbгm tо agгее with thе sub.jесt:

Yawuгu (Hosokawa I996: l 8.5)
(:t8) ltambl dуur.l.u i-ndiгa-гn

that snakе[lвsl Зsс;-gtl-Iвнv
.Thе snakс Wсllt On southwaгds. '

Howеvег, supposе thе snakе is thе ru.t'l,

аddгеssее. thеn thе vегbаl пraгkег is in thе

yanban-gadya
south-rN lrrNs

thе сonссptional dгеamingla of tl.rе
sесond реrson, whiсh might bе sееn

Lr l aIт gгаtсl.ul ю Niсhоlаs Еr,аtts fbг bгingin.ц this rеsеaгсh tO mY attеПtioП.
|] Hosоkаlt,а ехрlаiIls аs fol]оlvs: ( 1996: 190n33): .Thе Yitwuгu woгсl ruуr. ..dгсarrling.. саn rеtЪг tо

vaг ious с l i1]егеnt k i rrds l l l . . .с lгсаrnings ' '  ( tоtсms) that a pегson holds.  suсh as регsorra] dгеamiпgs
(usuаl lу сonсерt ionaJ).  inhеr i tес l  tan.r i |у dгеaming(s).  loсаl  dгсаming (ass i lс iаtес l  rv i th onе's b ir th
plасс) ог сlan сlt.саtnitlg(s). lt пrоst сoIпtrronly геfеrs to onе's ссltlсеptiопаl dгсaming. r:suаllу а
plaпt tlг ltt.t anirnal tlrat hes еithеr сOпlс tlp ill thr pa].еnt's dгеatl. оr has maс.lе a spссial kind сl1
еllсOtllltег r'vith thе paгеnt(si). be1bге thс рсгsОl1 Wlls bогlr. Thе sаmе tvсlrсl iztl'l also fttnсtiоns as
aп асljссtivс ..sссгсt. I-tiс[dеn..аnd аs a pгеvегb ..hiсling sсln.rеthiпg' rтlking sоmеtl-ting sесгеt.'..
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as rеflесting thе idеntity оf thе pеrson and thеir drеaming:

(4e) kаmba dyurru mi-ndira-rn yanban-gadya
that snakе[a'вs] 2sс-go-Iвгv south-INTЕNs
.Thе snakе (whiсh is your dreaming) Wеnt on southwards.'

Hеrе thеrе is a mismatсh bеtwееn thе normal Status of thе rеfеrеnt and its sisnif-
iсanсе fоr this addrеssее.

A furthеr intеrеsting mismatсh is sееn in this Еnglish еxamplе (Hеrb Сlark'
сitеd in Barlow 1992:221\:

(s0)
(s 1)

['m parkеd on thе hill. (My саr is parkеd on thе hi11.)
i.I is parkеd on thе hill.

: shе dесidеs
in thе first сlat
though this usi

g mismal

сontrast of Konk

Form-meanil

Wе havе alrеaс

for instanсе' thеsе е

Vo5-l-o
сomе.in-psт-ш.t
.Fivе girls сamt

VoS-l-i
сomе.in-psт-pl
.Five girls сamr

noun phrasе сonsist
by a singlе l

numеral is most li-
thе form of thе r

noun might apprar
in the nominativе to к

сhоiсе: thе dеf

t (plural), as in
y (s6.1.2)' prесеd

Lexiсal hybr

Thеsе arе im
arе itеms whiсh сoI

y plеntiful for gеl

and so mismatсht

We bеgin with gеndе
in Russian arе asl

by thеir form othеr

15 It is like the ftosr, typе in с
tyPе.

16 Thе faсt that thе noun 1S I
deуuiki, .thrее girls,. whеr
nouns), thе twо agтееmrnt
numeтals favоur thе pluтa

Thе impоssibility of (51) suggеsts at flrst sight that any sеmantiс/pragmatiс anal-
ysis оf agrrеmеnt is doomеd. Howеvеr, in an artiсlе full of surprising and witty
еxamplеs, Nunbеrg ( 1 996) aгguеS that еxamplеs likе (50) involvе .prеdiсatе trans-
fеr', so that what is spесial аbout suсh еxamplеs сonсеrns thе propеrtу .paгked

оn thе hill' (a suggеstion adoptеd in Pollard & Sag 1994: 85-6; sее furthеr
disсussion in Ward 2004). Nunbеrg suggеsts that thе subjесt in sеntеnсеs likе
(50) rеfеrs to thе spеakеr, and that .thе transfег invоlvеs thе prеdiсatе' (\996
1l1), so that .bеing parkеd on thе hill' is mappеd onto thе proprrty .having

a сar parkеd оn thе hill,. Thus (50) and (5l) arе not So problеmatiс aS Was
first bеliеvеd. Thе data arе intеrеsting, and as Nunbеrg points out thеrе is vari-
ability aсross languagеS as to what agrееmеnts arе possiblе with somе typеs of
transfеr.

Finally in this sесtion Wе nоtе an unusual mismatсh in Nеwar. Thеrе is
an oppоsition оf .сonjunсt, and ,disjunсt' forms, marking еvidеntiality in thе
vеrb. Thе цsе of соnjunсt forms involvеs vоlition, whiсh lеads to an intеraс-
tion with thе pеrson fеaturе (for a сarеful aссount Sее Hargrravеs ms', and
for thе dеvеlopmеnt of thе сatеgory sее DеLanсеy 1992). Spесifiсally in thе
Dolakha dialесt, howеvеr, thеrе is a Systеm оf pегson and numbеr agrееmеnt
whiсh sharеS Somе оf thе сharaсtеristiсs of thе Nеwar сonjunсt/disjunсt sys-
tеm, and this givеs risе to mismatсhеs. Thеrе arе oссasional еxamplеs of this
typе:

Dolakha Nеwaт (Caтol Grnеttl 1994: l0] and pеrsonal сommuniсation)
(s2) ji:r sir-еu ji сhana nаpа tun sir-i

1sс.двs:вмpн diе-3рuт 1sс.двs 2sс.свш with тoр diе-гuтГl l
.I wil l diе. I wil l diе with you.'

Thе first vеrb is markеd as third pеrson. It has a first pеrsоn subjесt and is a
non-сontrol vеrb, thаt is a vеrb whiсh nееd not havе a volitional instigator. Suсh a
vеrb сan takе third pеrson agrееmеnt if thе flrst pеrsоn is aсting non-vоlitionallу.
Gеnеtti (1994: 10?) pтоvidеs thе fо1lowing сontеxt. A giтl соnsidетs what will
Ъесоrпе оf hет aftеr thе dеath оf a magiсa.l goat. ln thе flrst сlausе shе impliеs that
hеr dеath is сеrtain, and not a mattеr of hеr vоlition. In thе sесond' thе геadins
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is volit iоna]: shе dесidеs tо сliе along witl.r thе gоat, anс1 not bе lеft alonе. Thе

шisпatсh in thе tiгst сlausе is stгiking, and Gеnеtti givсs tЪгthег сomparablе

ехаmp]еs. though this usagе is гirrе in Dolakha Nеwaг. Wе shall mесt fr"rrthег

mеaning-mсaning miSlтatсhеs in сhaptег 7, lbг instanсе" thе intегеsting nеLltег-

fеmininе сontrast  oГ Konkaпi  ($7.з. l ) .

5'5'2 Form-meаning mismаtсhes . . .. ]

Wе havе alгеady Sееn vaгioltS еxlrrrrpiсS of fсlrl-tl-mсarring nrismatсhеs.

Таkе. fbг instanсе. thеsс ехamplеs fгom $ l.4.4:

Russiаn
(53) Voi-l.о рjat, dеvrriеk.

ссlпlе.in-psr-х.sс; fir,еlIхoшtI giгlIt,t-.с;вшl
.Fivе giг ls  саt. t lе i t - t . ,

Vri- l- i  pjat-

сotnе . in_pst ' -p r  f i vе|ыt lшr l
.Fir,е giг ls сatrrс in..

сlеl,uiеk.
giг|| гt-.с;t.ш]

Thе noun phrasе сOllsists of a nшmсгal in thе nominativе сaSе, and a phгasе

(геpгеsеntеd bу a singlе nolln in Ouг ехamplеs) in thе gеnitivе pluгal. Thе fbгm

оf thе numегal is rlсlst 1ikе that of thе singrrlaг ot.a paгtiсLllar сlass of nottrls.|5

Hеnсе thе lbrrт of thе nrtmегal and its mеaning do nоt Пatсh. Thс gеrlit ivе

plural noun might zrppеaг to bе a possiblе сOntгollег, but sr.rbjесts in Russilttl пlust

bе in tlrе nominativе to ссlntгill agrееmеnt (s6 8) 'o This rтislr-ratсh lеaсls to an

agrееmеnt сhoiсе: thе dеfaшlt lbгm сan bе uSеd aS in (.5З), oг Wе may finсl sеmаntiс

аgГrrmеnt (plшгal)' as in (54). Thе сonditit lns influеnсing suсh сhoiсеs inсlrrdе

аniшaсу (s6. l .2), pгесеdеl.tсе ($6. l .з) and individuation ($6.5.2).

5.5.5 LexiсaI hybrids

Thеsе aге iп-rpoгtant itl tlt-tг stoгу and dеsсгvе spесial attеntion hеге.

Thеу aге itеms whiсh сOntГol diffегеnt agГееmеnts tbг diffегеnt taгgеts. Thсy aге

rеlativсly plеntituI f-oг gеndег and ntlrnbrr, whi1е tbг pегsol.r thеrс aге fеw avtri|аIllе

taгgеts and so t-nisrllatсhеS bеtwееn taгgеts aге hard to find.

Wе bеgin with gеndег. Aссoгding to tl.rе gеndег assignmеnt гulеs ($4.З.l),

nouns in Russian arе assignеd to gеndеr by thеiг rтеaning if sеx-diIl-сгеntiablе

anс1 by thеiг fbгn.r othеrwisе. Thе fjгst thгее схarтplеs in (.55) aге thсrеfЪге aS

ехpесtеd:

15 lt rs Iikс thе /tr,r'l/, Lуirс in сhaрtеГ,tr. схаtnplе (25). btlt has an апotltаlotls slгсss p.tttе[n tbг tllllt

tyрс.
]6 Thе faсt thet thе not l l l  is  rтогрholс lg iсa l lу р lrrra l  is  nоt i Inpогtant.  s inсе i f  instc i td wе har 'е / l . l

r/el,rr.ill .tl.rгсс giгls.. wl.rеrс thс гtсlutl is gсtlitil,е singulaг (аs сan bе shоrvn bу stгеSS lOг sоnlе

nouns).  thе tWO аgГсеl l lе l l ts  as in (5З) anсi  (5: l)  агс st i l l  рoss ib lо '  thош.gl . r  thе аг i t l r r l tеt iсa l lу sr l lа l lег

t.tttl.t.lсгаls l.аr,ortг thс plural ($7',1.2 аnd $9.l '5).
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r5  5) Russian gendег

mеan1ng form agrеrmеnt

threе еxamplеs :
is involvеd.
ing to thе tа

of sinsular forп
kemаthеmаtics.
form сommittееs
сommittее сan bl
of thе individual

whiсh makеs it a h
this' thеrе EIrе SoI

iсs ($ l.2)' and wot
and plural if an

of thе altеrnativеs,
: flrst, thе ag

'y plural whеn
should bе aссе

variеtiеs of Еnsl
follow thе likеly l

l51_5). Rесall thа
ing misn

t whiсh has srе:

We havе idеn
for a mismatсh,

it is surprisinl

Personifiсatir

A striking еxal
providеd by Tsе
gеndеrs, сompr
эs; III, animals al
ifiеd; wе might r

person of thе approp
about a hеn and a r.
affair with a fros. '

mаl,ёik.boу'
djаdjа,lncle'
stul'chair'
vrаё ,(woman) doсtor' A/B

A
B
A A

A/B hybrid

A : masсulinе, B : tЪrnininе (I usе A' and .B' for сomoaтisоn
with numbеr in (56) bеlow)

For mаl,ёik.boy' thе mеaning is suffiсiеnt tо assign thе noun to thе masсuline
gеndеr; its foгm (morphology) would rеdundantly lеad to thе samе outсоmе. For
djаdjа .unсlе' mеaning and form lrad to оppositе outсomеS, but thе mеaning
is what сounts and thе noun is masсulinе. In thе сasе of stul .сhaiг' thеrе is no
assignmеnt basеd on its mеaning (it is nоt sеx-diffеrеntiablе), but it is masсulinе
aссording to its form. What thеn of уrаё .(woman) doсtor'? Whilе thе othеr
nouns arе normal nоuns taking сonsistеnt agrееmеnts' vrаё .(woman) doсtor' is
a hybrid, taking both masсulinе and fеmininе agrееmrnts, with thе proportions
varying aссording to thе targеt (sее (42) and(4З) abоvе). Its mеaning appеars to
rеquirе it to bе fеmininе, its form SuggеStS masсulinе. But if sеmantiс assignmеnt
wins out ovеr formal assignmеnt, why is it not simply fеmininе, as a сonvеrsе оf
djаdjа .unсlе'? First notе that vrаё сan аlso bе usеd of a malе dосtor' in whiсh
сasе all thе agrееmеnts arе masсulinе. Morеovеr, masсulinе forms tеnd tо be
usеd in Russian for rеfеrеnсе to humans whеrе sеx is not distinguishеd. Thus
vrсё whеn rеfеrring to a Woman сan bе соnсеptualizеd in two WayS: aS a doсtor
and as a Woman. Thе sеmantiсs do not thеrеforе point unambiguously tо thе
fеmininе; thеrе is a mеaning-mеaning misшatсh (hеnсе thе A/B in thе mеaning
сolumn). Givеn this' wе do not havе a straightfоrward outсomе as with сljаdjа
.unсlе'. Bоth masсulinе and fеmininе agrееmеnts arе possiblе' dеpеnding оn thе
targеt.

To show that this is not a paroсhial situation in Russian, lеt us look at numbеr
in Еnslish:

(s6) Еnglish numbеr

mеaning form agreemеnt

аpplе
mоthеmаtiсs, mаths
flouц grаiп
сommittее A/B

B
A

A

A/B hybrid

A:s ingu la r ,B:p lura l



5.6 oссurrenсе аnd non.oссurrenсe of аgreеment сhoiсеs

first thrее еxamplеS arr сlrar-сut, and arе analogous to Russian, rxсrpt that

numbеr is involvеd. With сommittее, which takеs singular and plural agrее.

aссording to thr targrt ((40)-(41))' wе might think that it wеrе simply a
iоn оf singular form with plural mеaning. But thеn wе might еxpесt it to

Iike mаthemсttiсs, atd takе thе form appropriatе to its mеaning. Again, wе

thе form сomшittееs showing thaI committee is not a simplе plural. Rathеr,

,, a соmmittее сan bе сonсеptualizеd in two ways' in tеrms of thе group оr

terms of thе individuals. It is this mеaning-mеaning mismatсh (indiсаtеd AiB

in)whiсh makеs it a hybrid.

Givеn this, thеrе arе Somе Who woцld сlaim that agrееmеnt is simply a mattеr of

iсs ($ 1.2), and would suggеSt that сommittee is singular if сonсеptualizеd

way and plural if anothеr. Altеrnativе соnсеptualizations may wеll bе thе

ofthе altеrnativеs, but this is not suffiсiеnt to handlе thе agrееmеnts, fоr

rrаsons: flrst, thе agrееmеnts vary aссording to thr targеt (and if сommittее

simply plural whеn сonсеptualizеd in tеrms of thе individua|s, then *thеsе

ittее shou|dbе aссеptablе): sесоnd. thеrе arе husе diffеrеnсеs bеtwееn thе
variеtiеs of Еnglish; and third, tеxtual еxamplеs of prеdiсatе agrеrmеnt

y follow thе likеly соnсеptualization, but thеy do not always do so (Lеvin

2001: 151-5). Rесall that, еvеn if a сhoiсе is соnsidеrеd to bе an instanсе of
amеaning-mеaning mismatсh, wе rеtain thе tеrm .sеmantiс agrееmеnt' for thе

t whiсh has grеatеr sеmantiс justiflсation.

.. .oссurrеnсe and non.ocсurrenсe of

Wе havе idеntifiеd thе sourсеs of mismatсhеs. Yеt, givеn thе еnvi-

ronmеnt for a mismatсh, thеrе may or may not bе сonsеquеnсеs fоr agrееmеnt.

Somеtimеs it is surprising that apparrnt mismatсhеs do not havе сonsеquеnсеS

fоr agrееmеnt.

5.6.l Personifiсаtion in тsez iiiii:iliiliiiliiiiiiiiliiiliiiilliiliiiljiliiiiiiiiiiiiiiiisiiiiiii:iiliiiliii:r.iiiliiiiiiili|iiiiiliЁilliil!.i

A striking еxamplе whеrе a potеntial mismatсh has no еffесt on agrее-

mеnt is providеd by Tsеz, as dеsсribеd bу Pоlinsky & Comriе ('1999). Tsez

has four gеndеrs, сomprising: I, malе humans; II, fеmalе humans and somе

inanimatеs; III, animals and sоmе inanimatеs; IV thе rеsiduе. Supposе an animal

is pеrsonifiеd; wе might еxpесt this to сrеatе a mismatсh, invоlving thе gеndеr

for a pеrsоn of thе appropriatе sеx and that for animals. Thе situation arisеs in a

story about a hеn and a roostеr, who arе marriеd, and fall out whеn thе roostеr

has an affair with a frog. Thе sеx of еaсh сharaсtеr is quitе сlеar. Considеr thеsе

еxamnlеs:
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Tsez (Polinsky & Comrie 1999: 115-16)
(s'7)

(s8)

sasaq di b-ik'-a yol.
tomorгow 1sс rrt-go-rшг bе.вкs
.Tomorow I (thе hеn spеaking) will go.,

tu mi nеdiy b-od-a?

arguе that thr p]

hеrе and that thе s

, barе plurals
bе еxplainеd on s

ехtinсt (tlsing

Onе or othеr of tl

Pronouns with

In somе languaд
expесtеd agrееmеn

of thе Aтaw6 fami

(Araw6 familY, Di
Okomobi tafa-kа
Okomobi rat-DЕ
'Okomobi (a mar

Manira tafa-ke
Manira rat-DЕсr
'Manira (a woma

ns takе fеmininе a1

spесiflсation:

rе tafa-ke

1rшсr еat-DЕсL
.Wе (inсlusive) z

Мoтеovеr, if a noun is inali

will bе fеmininе agrееmеr
A сomparablе situation :

rеlativеs; thе first pегson si

takеs masсulinе agrееmеn

5.6.5 Cross-linguis

In  $5 .5 . l  wеn

agтееmеnt' whilе Еnglish

thе obvious point that thеt

ular tуpе оf potеntial misn

сontrast bеtwееn Еnglish

Sеmantiс agrеrmеnt, yrt (

u1аrly British Еnglish, do

who.вкс 2sс thus ttr-do-psт.wттNЕsSЕD.Q
.Whо trеatеd you (addressing thе frog) thus?,

Wе sее that thе agrееmеnts arе in gеndеr III; thе absolutivе argumеnt, with
whiсh thе vеrb agrееs, is Iirst pеrson (in (57)) and sесоnd prrson (in (58))' Thе
roostеr is сlеarly pеrsonifiеd as a malе human, but nеvеrthеlеss in (59) wе find
thе distal dеmonstrativе stеm for сlassеs II-IУ(пеlo-) and not thе gеndеr I form
(nеsi-):

(5e) onoё-а hukmu b-oy-no
hеn(Itt)-вкс dесision(пт)[,tвs] Itt-do-гsт.UNWIТNЕssЕD

nе1o-l xiz-az b-oq-a.
that.III_CONT bеhind-оIsт ш-begin-Iшг.
.Thе hеn dесidеd to sеt out aftеr him (: thе roostеr).'

This is So сontrary to our еxpесtations that еvеn doing thе glоssing is difflсult in
Еnglish. Tsеz dеmonstratеs that, еvеn thоugh Wе сan idеntify thе situatiоns whеn
mismatсhеs arе likеly, Wе сannot bе surе that thеy will indееd oссur.

5.6.2 Hungarian numeral Phrases i.iiililiill.tiii1.iili.:.i$iiiiisislil,l\]i]iiiiii.iiii*.l,i.{iii.i]i"r.iiЁi,iiiisiiiii.ii11tt]:liiiii!.*"ii

In Hungarian, aS Wе saw in s 1.4.4, numеrals rеquirе thе noun to stand
in thе singular. This givеs a potеntial mismatсh of fоrm (singular) and mеaning
(plural). Howеvеr, thе vеrb agrееmеnt is as follows:

Hungarian (Еdith Moravсsik' pеrsonal сommuniсaLron,l
(60) Tiz mбkus szalad.

tеn squirrеl[sс] run[Зsс]
.Tеn squirrеls arе running.'

Without thе numеral, plural forms would bе usеd:

(61) Mбkus-ok szalad-nak.
squirrеl-гr гun-Зpr
.(Somе) squirтеls аrе running.'

Again wе flnd nо agrееmеnt сhoiсе hеrе.

5.6.5 Generiсs in English iijs!11lii.i.ii'.Ё$]i.ls.iijiЁiiiti$iiiji.iii!}1!."l"liii].i,irЁiiфjiiii}.iiii.is.jj!i

A furthеr instanсе whеrе a typе of agrееmеnt is еxсludеd, еvеn though
it might bе еxpесtеd on sеmantiс grounds, was pointеd out by Pеrlmuttеr (1912:
245):

(62) *Thе hеdgehog arе bесoming еxtinсt.
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arguе that thе plural vеrb is еxсludеd bесausr thе hеdgеhog rcfers

hеrе and that thе singular vеrb is rrquirеd bесausе rеfеrеnсе is to onе

, barе plurals |1kе hеdgеhogs сan also bе usеd to rеfеr tо a kind; if

bе еxplainеd on sеmantiс grоunds thеn wе wоuld еxpесt *hеdgеhogs

eхtinсt (using hеdgеhogs to rеfеr to a kind) but this is of сoursе

onе or othеr of thе sеntеnсеs is a problеm for a sеmantiс aссount of

Pronouns with unexpесted feature sPeсifications ;ili:siilllgiii.iliiil!.iiiliiiiii

In sоmе languagеs pronouns takе par1iсular agrееmеnts not in tеrms

еxpесtеd agrееmеnt fеaturеs, but simply aS pronouns. Thus Jarawara, a

of thе Araw6 family spokеn in southеrn Amazonia, has two gеndеrs:

(Arаw6 family' Dixon 200О: 494, 491)
Okomobi tafa-ka

okomobi еat-DЕ'сL.M
.okomobi (a man) is еating'

Manira tafa-kе

Мanira еat-DЕсL.F
.Мanira (а woman) is еаting'

ns takе fеmininе agrееInrnt, thе unmarkеd gеndеr, irrеspесtivе of thеir

spесiflсation:

(65) ее tafa-kе
1Iшсt- еat_DЕсL.F
,We (inсlusive) arе еating,

Mоrеovец if a noun is inaliеnably possеssеd, and thе possеssоr is a pronoun, thеrе

will bе femininе agrеrmеnt (Dixon 2000: 489-90).
A сomparablе situation is found in Burmеso, a Papuan languagе with no known

rеlativеs; thе first pеrson singular takеs fеmininе agrееmеnt and thе sесond pеrson

takеs masсulinе agrrrmеnt (Donohuе 2000: 345).

5.6.5 cross-linguistiс variatio1 ii:liiilii'iiiiii$iii!'.i:iiijiiiliiiiliiiiiiii}:iiiiiiiii]iiiiiiiiiiliil.iiiiii;i]iiiiliiiiliiiliiiiЁiiiЁil

In $5.5.1 Wr notrd instanсеs in whiсh Tamilhas sеmantiсally justifiеd

agrееmеnt, whilе Еnglish in similar сirсumstanсеs doеs not. This sеrvеs to makе

thе оbvious point that thеrе is сross-linguistiс variation in this arеa: givеn a partiс-

ulartypе оf potеntial mismatсh, diffеrеnt languagеs shоw diffеrеnt outсomеs. Thе

сontrast bеtwееn Еnglish and Tamil is striking, sinсе normally Еnglish favоurs

sеmantiс agrееmеnt, yеt on this oссasion еxсludеs it. Whilе Еnglish, and partiс_

ularly British Еnglish' doеs indееd allow sеmantiс agrееmеnt in situations whiсh
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fоr сlоsеly rеlаtеd languagеs likе Gеrman would bе quitе impossiblе, thеrе аre
languagеs whеrе agrееmеnt is еvеn morе opеn to sеmantiс and pragmatiс faсtоrs.
Good еxamplеs arе fоund in Tibеto-Burman (Biсkеl 2000 talks of .assoсiativе

agrrеmеnt' in thеsе languagеs) and in thе Gunwinyguan languagе Ngalakgan
(Bаkеr 20О2); thе lаttеr is partiсularly intеrеsting for thе diffеrеnсеs bеtwееn
targеts: only agrееmеnt of vеrbs with thеir argumеnts shows sеmantiс еffесts'
not thе agrеrmеnts of nominal modifiеrs. This is a pattеrn сonforming to thе
Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy (s7 l).

5.7 A prеdiсtаЬle mismatсh: сonioined noun Phras€s

Conjoinеd singular noun phrasеs typiсally produсе a mismatсh. Con-
sidеr phrasеs |1ke Janе апd Frеd or а passport аnd а visсl. Аn agrееmеnt tar-
gеt сannot matсh both thе form and thе mеaning оf suсh phrasеs, sinсе thеy
сontain singular forms and yеt thе mеaning is оf a plurality.l7 Conjоinеd noun
phrasеs arе thеrеforе partiсularly intеrеsting. It is timе to Srt out thе basiс оptions.
Thеrе may bе agrееmеnt with alllЪоth of thе сonjoinеd phrasеs (66), or with iust
onе (67):

Russian (Graudina, Iсkoviё & Katlinskaja |976: З1)
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prеpodava-1-i-s, matеmatik-a
taught-гsт-гr-квгr mаthеmatiсs(р)-sс
.mathеmatiсs and physiоs wеrе taught'

Vojnoviё' Pи
by-l-a
be-psт-гвм.sс

samouёitеГ
manual(м)[sс.
.hе also had a

agreеment is wit
here. But still,

Is it thе nеа
сoinсidе, but ех
is for agrееmеn
this partiсulal

thе plural is st

whеrе thе sil

(Bokamba 1985: z

ki-ti
sс-сhair(7/8)
.thе сhair and

gendеr systеm of S
with, thе оnе ht

singulаr, agrееing j

sinсе thе сhait

сhangе of agrееmеnt:

(70) m-guu
sс - l еg (3 /4 ) .
.thе leg of th

Thus agrееmеnt in thеs

an altеrnativе, agrеrm(

(to Whiсh wе rеtum in

19  Сo rbе t t  1 |983 :  98 l  с i t е s

fеrеnt gеndеrs whеге agr

bе avoidеd. Еxаmplеs ar

еxаmplе is  Ггom thе ninе

( i) Russian (Gет
. . .  J a

lsG.NoI
. . . . I a n d o n с

Hеrе thете 1s agrrеment
(96.1.4), sinсе both сonjl

20 This is thе assoсiative п

(gеndеr 3/4 singular). М

singular and Plural.
21 Rеsolution is obligatorу

521,528n1)'

(66)

(61)

i fizik-a
and physiсs(г)-sс

i fizik-aprеpodava-1-a-s matеmatik-a
taught-гsт-в.sG-RвFL mathеmatiсs(г)-sс and physiсs(г)-sс
.mathеmаtiсs and physiсs wеrе (litеrally .was,) taught'

Тhеrе arе various сonditions on thе option' in diffеrеnt languagеs, and thеsе
arе disсussеd in сhaptеr 6, spесifiсally in $6.1.2 and $6.1.4. A major faсtor is thе
partiсular domain; hеrе Wе Wе shall сonсеntratе on subjесt-prеdiсatе agrееmеntls
(wе сomparе othеr domains in $7.4. 1). If agrееmеnt is with all thе сonjunсts takеn
togеthец thеn thе appropriatе fеatцге valuе must bе сomputеd (plural in (66));
wе disсuss thе rеsolution prinсiplеs involvеd in сhaptеr 8.

Whеrе aglееmеnt is with just onе сonjunсt, Wе nеrd to еstablish whiсh onе is
involvеd. Il (61) Wе сannot tеll, sinсе both сonjunсts аrе fеmininе sinsular. Thе
fоllowing is morе hеlpful:

17 A mismatсh is likеly, but not inrvitablе. If wr had pаssports апс! уisаs, еaсh of thе сoniunсts
and thе wholе phrasе would bе plurаl, and therе would bе no mismatсh' In a gendеr lаnguаgе,
howеver, the plurai noun phrases соuld bе of differеnt gеndеrs, and so thеrе сould again bё a
mismatсh. I analysе singulars in this sесtiоn, but We must bеar in mind thаt problеms. and thе
nееd fbr rеsolution, сan arisе with plurals too.

lE FоrехamplеsоfagrеemеntofthерrеpоsitionwiththеnеarеstсonjunсtinWеlsh,andtbrсlisсussion
of possiblе approaсhеs tо thе genеrаl issue of nеarеst сonjunсl aglrеmеnt in LFG, sее Sadlеr(200з).
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Voinoviё, Putёm у zаimпoj pеrеpiski \91 9)

by.l.a u nеgo еSёе gitar.a l

be-psт-гвм.sс at Зsс.м.свш also guitar(г)-sс.шoм and

samouёitеl, k nеj
manual(м)[sс.шoм] to Зsс.гвм.pдт
'he also had a suitar and a manual for it'

agrееmеnt is with gitаrа.guitar'. Masсulinе singular agrееmrnt ('.byl) is

herе. But still, what prinсiplе dеtеrminеs whiсh noun phrasе сontrols

? Is it thе nеarrst, оr thе first? With this word ordеr thе nеarеst and

сoinсidе, but еxamplеs with subjесt-vеrb oгdеr indiсatе that thе normal

is fоr agrееmеnt to bе with thе nеarеSt. our kеy languagе, Russian, doеs

this parliсularly сonvinсingly, sinсе with subjесt-Vеrb ordеr in suсh

thе plural is strongly prеfешеd.19 Lеt us instеad lоok at еxamplеs frоm

whеrе thе situatiоn is сlеаr:

(Bokamba 1985: 45): agrееmеnt with the nеaгer сonjunсt (normal)

ki-ti na m-guu wa20 meza u-mе-vunjika

sс-сhair(7/8) and sс-lеg(3/4) of tablе 3-pкг-brokеn
.thе сhair and thе lеg of thе tablе аrе brokеn'

gеndеr systеm of Swahili makеS it еvidеnt that thе nrarеr сonjunсt is bеing

with, thе onе hеadеd bу mguu,\eg,, a gеndеr З/4 noln. Thе vеrb is rn

singulш, agrееing just with this сonjunсt in form (and so not matсhing thе

, sinсе thе сhair is also brokеn). Rеvеrsing thе ordеr ofсоnstituеnts brings

of asrееmеnt:

m-guu wa mеZa na ki-ti ki-mе-vunjika

sс-1еg(3/4) of tablе аnd sс-сhair(7/8) 7-pкг-brоkеn
.thе lеg of the table and thе сhair arе brokеn'

agrrеmrnt in thеsе twо еxamplеs is just With thе nrarеt сonjunсt. Thеrе is

altеrnativе, agrееmеnt with all сonjunсts, but that rеquirеs gеndеr rеsolutiоn

whiсh wе rеturn in s8.з.4).2l

19 Corbеtt (1983: 9s) сitеs an еxamplе frоm SolZеniсyn, but suсh ехamples with nouns of dif-

fеrent gendеrs whеrе agrееmеnt is unambiguousiу with thе nеalеst prесеding сonjunсt tеnd tо

bе avoided. ЕxamplЬs are found in Russiаn dialесts (Cоrbett 1983: 1 l9, i34n9). An intriguing

ехaшp1e is from thе ninеtеenth сеntury:

(i) Russian (Grrсеn, сitеd in Vinogradov & Istrina 1954:492)
. . . Ja l еSёе odin iz nas moй-еt id-ti domо.1 . . .

1sс.шoм and still onе from lpr.свш сan-3sс go-rшгrш hоme
.. . . I and one morе of us сan go homе . . .'

Hеrе therе is agrееmеnt with thе nearеr preсеding сonjunсt; this is surprising, as We shall sее

($6.1.4), sinсе both сonjunсts arе animatе and pеrson rеsolutiоn dоеs not oссur.
20 ihis is.the assoсiativе markеr .a, with prеfix и- (w- bеforе a vowel) agreеing witЬ mguu ,|eg,

(.genderЗl4singular). Mеzа,taЬie' isagеndеr9/10noun,withnоprefix'аndthеsamеformfor
singular and pluтal.

21 Rеiolution is obligatorу if thе preсеding сonjunсts denotе humans, aссоrding to Мartеn (2005:

521,528n1).
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Whеrе agrееmеnt is with onе сonjunсt, agrееmеnt with thr nеarеst is thе nor-
mal situation (though it may bе avoidеd in somе сirсumstanсеs,). Тhis is suсh an
unwеlсomе сonсlusiоn for propоnеnts of somе modеls оf syntax that thе data
arе ignorеd. Hоwеvеr, this is how things arе; thеrе arе data for many languages,
inсluding: Albanian (Morgan l9B4; Pullum 1984), Bagwalal (Kibrik 2o01:418),
Dzamba (Bokambа 1985: 45), Latin (Kiihnеr & Stеgmann 1955: 44,49-50),
Mаrathi (Pandharipande |991: 448), Ndеbеlе (Moosally |998: 87_9, 96_7),
Sеrbiаn/Croаtian/Bоsnian (Меgaard 1916; Сorbeш l983: l7-18 for pluгal соn-
junсts), Slovеnе (Lеnёеk 1972:58n1l), Spanish (Stеinbегg & Сaskеу l988) and
Tsеz (Polinskу 2О02: l95); for thе intеrеsting сompliсatiоns of Qafar sЬе Hayward
& Сorbеtt (198s). Morеоvец thе thеоrеtiсal signifiсanсе of thе data nееds to bе
drаwn out. Agrееmеnt with thе nrarеst сonjunсt, whiсh may bе first or last in thе
sеt of сonjunсts, shows that linеar ordеr rathеr than syntaсtiс struсturе is involvеd.
In that сasе morе gеnеral соgnitivе proсеssеs arr involvеd, and wе should pеrhaps
bе looking to psyсholоgists, who hаvе dеmonstratеd thе importanсе of first and
last pоsitiоns in lists in othеr dоmains.

In addition, a f'еw languagеs do also allow agrееmеnt with thе distant first
сonjunсt (as nоtеd in S2.4.2):

Slovеnе (Lenёek 1912:59) Agreеmеnt with thе distant flrst сonjunсt (rarе)
jе ргevzе-l.a
дuх.3sс sеizе-psт-г.sс

(71) groz-a rn strah
horror(F).sG.NoN4 and fЪar(м.)-sс.шoм

vs-o vas
wholе.г.sс.дсс vil1agе(г)[sс.,tсс]
.Hoшor and fеar sеizеd thе whole villagе.,

This is а rarе possibility, whiсh is found as a lеss сommon vaгiant of thе
еquivalеnt оf (70) abovе. othег languagеs knоwn to allow distant first сonjunсt
agrееmеnt (whilе prеfеrring agrееmеnt with thе nеatеSt сonjunсt) aге Latin and
Sеrbian/Cгoatian/Bosnian (sourсеs for bоth arе givеn in $2,4.2).Agrееmеnt with
thе distant last сonjunсt is nеvеr found; that is, wе do not find Ьxamptеs likе
(68) but with agrееmеnt with thе last сonjunсt following thе targеt (masсulinе
agrееmеnt in (68)).

Having sоrtеd out thе main options, wе shall rеturn tо сonjoinеd nоun phгasеs in
еaсh оfthе nеxt thrее сhaptеrs. It is pеrhaps worth noting that thеsе сonstruсtions
nееd partiсulаr сarе (and indееd that thеrе aге somе highly unsatisfaсtory analysеs
in thе litеraturе). onе has always to ask whеthеr a partiсular form сould аrisе from
agrееmеnt with all сonjunсts (givеn thе languagе,s геsolution rulеs), or whеthеr
it is uniquеly from agrееmеnt with onе сoniunсt.

5.8 lnformаtive mismаtсhes

Whilе оur foсus has bееn on thе еxistеnсе of mismatсhеs, wе
should rеmеmbеr that in mismatсhеs thе agrееmеnt may providе information not

elsewherе. Wе сo
of agrееmеnt as .

Agreement pк

In $5.1.3 I anаl
thе сontrollеr. Wt

inWalman, al
the еxamplеs and

Pеlen n-aikiri.

dog м.sс-barkr
.The male dog bа

Pelеn w-aikiri.

dog г.sс-barkе
.Thе femalе dog

Pеlеn l-aikiri.

dog prмrш.sс-l
.Thе small dog b

Pеlеn y-aikiri.

dog pl-barkеd
.Thе dogs barkеd

man numbеr is not
denoting humаns hа

d i sсussеd in  $5 .1 . l . .
must bе morе than <
(s5.1.4). And thеrе
form of thе vеrb. С

say i t  i s  аn instanсе oГа
еxtеnsion of Inari I

аrgumеnt, if Inari Saml

ofthе сontrollеr, show
is that Walman typi

also typiсally nо distir

non-сanonrсal lnstanсе' s
t fеaturеS (s 1.4.l

Theге is still thе issuе оf ц
pronominal affixеs ($3.8), foI
the original intеrеsting mismа
tаrgеts.
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шаilablе е]sец,hеrе. Wс сonSidег suсh сaSеS 1.rеге. Thеу Irt wеll with thе сharaс-

tеrizаtiоn Of agгееmе[t as ' intоr.rnatiоn irr tlrе Wrong plaсе..

5.8.l Agteemеnt Provides the only information

In 'sJ.1'3 I analуsсd ехаlтplеs whсге thе targсt l.rrakеs i loгс disti ltс-

ttons than thе сontгollег. What thеn if thе сontrollег maltеs no сlistinсtions.] Thе siь

uаtion arisеs in Wa]шan, a Tоггiсеll i languagе (tl.ranlts to Lеa Bгilwn anсl Matthеw

Dцlег fоr thе ехarnplеs аnd tbг disсr.rssion сlf tlrеiг signifiсalсе):

Pсlеn rl-ai lt iг i .

dug п't.sс; bагlrеd
.Thе rnalе сlog |эaгkсd.'

Pеlеn w аi lt ir i .

dog l.sс.baгkеd
.Thе lЪrтаlе с1rlg biiгkеd.'

Pсlеn l-aikiг i .
dоg t lrпttп.sс;-baгkесl
.Тhе srnal1 dog baгkесl..

Pс lеn  у-a ik i г i .
сlog pl.llаrkеd
.Thс rlоgs baгkесl.'

In Walman пLlmbеr is nсlt noгmallу rr-raгkеd on thо noun phгirsс (only a 1Ъw

nouns dеnoting htlmans havе a plural fbrrт). It is thсгеtbге пot likе tl.rе Rr.Lssiаn

сasrdisсLlssсd in $.5.1.1. Yеt thе nr'rmbег inr,olvеd is nolninal nutnbег: in (75)

thеrе must bс tnoге than onе dog, but not nесеSstll]i lу moге than onе baгiriлg

еVеnt ($5.l.4). And thсге aге somc рlurаliсL tсttlttult nor.rns whiсIl геqr-riгс thе

plural I.огm of thс vегb. Сlеariy, thеrr. wе havе an in1сгсsting шismtrtсh. Сan

lvе say it is an instanсе of agгссmеnt.? onе pоsition is that Walшan геprеsеnts thе

iogiсa l  еxtеns ioл оf  Inaг i  Sami ($5. l .3) .  Aссoгding to thе .s l ippегy s l t lpе. tуpе

of argumеnt, iI Inaгi Sarni' with thгее с]istinсtions o1. thе taгgеt сotтpaгеd with

twо of thе соntгol]ег. shows agгееlnеt-tt, thеtl sO doеs Walmaп. Thе ditЪrеnсе. of

соursе. is thаt Walrтan tуpiсally shows not only fЪw distinсtions in thе сontгollсг,

but also typiсally пo distinсtiгlt-ts. l i.wс go down this гoutе' thсn it is сегtainlу

anon-сanot-liсal ir.rstanсс' sinсе thе соntгollег dсlсs tlсlt sl.ttlw ot,сгt ехpгеssiоn of

l g l . ее | l , l с | l t  | . е l t L l г е s  { х \  l  . Z1 .  l .  с l . i t с г i o l l  ]  l . . 2

]] Thсге is stiIl thс isst.tе сlf r'vhсtIlег thе lltaгltсгs ltге instanссs оt r'егbal agгсеIIеtlt Oi l lГс

рroпlltnirral аft]хеs (lj.13). fbг r'vhiсh l.r.Lгtl-tег inr,еstigаtiоtl is ncеdссl. Whatеl,ег t1rс оtLtссlt.t.tе.

Lhе oгigiпаl intегеstin.g rrl istnаtсh геtll lt it ls. lt lеаst 1ilг thоsc r'vho tгеxl Ргоlloll l ls lts agI.ссl]lеnt

tаIgеts.
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5.8.2 Agreement supplies missing partiсipants $i}ii\вliii*}нвiil.iiiisii'чigi!.;jвi\.i]is.\.iiiisit*Ri

. Considеr this еxamplе from thе Wеst Slavoniс languagе Lowеr
Sorbian:

Lowеr Sorbian (Stone |99З:66З сiting Janaё |984: |71_2):
('76) Smеj Z nan-om Saсh gra-l-ej.

дuх.lou with fathеr-sс.Iшs сhеss[sс.,tсс] play-гsт-оu
.Fathеr and I plаyеd сhеss.,

Thе natural rеading is that thеrе arе two playеrs, with onе partiсipant, thе spеakеr,
bеing indiсatеd оnly by thе agrееmеnt on thе auxiliary. For еxamplеs and rеf-
еrеnсеS оn thеsе .vеrb сodеd, or .inсlusory' сonstruсtions Sее Соrbеtt (2000:
2з2-З) and Liсhtеnbеrk (2000: 24-,7). If thе subjесt pronoun wеrе inсludеd,
wе сould have mеj z nanom.wе (dual) with fathеr'' that is, .fathеr and I'' Wе
saw a furthеr instanсе of agrееmеnt supplying missing partiсipants in thе Talitsk
Russian еxamplе (38), whiсh is an assoсiativе соnstruсtion.

5.8.5 Agreement identifies pаrtiсipants iii1$i$Ё$ii:ii]i\lil*iii$$Niiiil"iiii}i.iii..iiiiiнijjii{iii\}]]i1$iiнi

Thеrе arе аlso instаnсеs whеrе thе par1iсipants arе idеntifiеd by a
noun phrasе, but only thе agrееmеnt makеs сlеar whiсh pеrson thеy аrе. Wе saw
a Spanish еxamplе in $4.3.3; hеrе is a сomparablе onе from Bulgarian:

Bulgarian (osеnova 2ООЗ: 665, sее аlso Norman 2001)
(77) Deсa-ta оtid-oхmе v sradina-ta.

сhildren-овв go-нoк.1гr to garden-oвг
.Wе сhildrеn wеnt to the garden.,

Thе noun phrasе is prеsеnt in thе сlausе, but it is thе agrееmеnt whiсh idеntifiеs
thе сhildrеn as inсluding thе spеakеr. Thе sесond pеrson plural vеrb otidoхtе
would indiсatе .you сhildrеn'.

Wе еxpесt that thе fеaturе valuеs of thе targеt will bе struсturеd along
thе samе linеs as thоsе of thе сontrollеr. Thеrе arе various subsеt rеlatiоns, as
Wr saw in $5.1.3. Howеvец wе also nееd .targеt fеaturеs', whiсh mark displaсеd
(сontrollеr) information aссording to thе systеm of thе targеt. That is, thе valuеs
ofthе targеt fеаturеs arе strтсturеd rathеr diffеrеntly from thosе ofthе соntrollеr.
Bayso prоvidеs a striking еxamplе. Bayso is a Cushitiс languagе, but sеparatеd
from thе main Cushitiс аrеa. It is spokеn in Еthiopia, on Gidiссo' an island in Lakе
Abaya and in somе villagеs оn thе shorеs of thе lakе. Agrееmеnt targеts suсh
as vеrbs distinguish singular and plural and in thе singular thеy also distinguish

$i$!rii

ulinе and fеmininе. Thеt
pтonouns, whеrе thс

pronoun сont]

Figuге 5.2 Маppil

Thе sirnplе mapping witt
Wе now turn to B

гal (whеrе thе numbеl

to around six) and Plul

Bayso (Hayward 19.79 and pеt

2000: 181-3)
lriban.lion'м

I

luDan l

lion[свшвкlr]
.lion(s) slept' (oш

lub6n-titi hudur'
lion-sс slеpt.]
.a singlе/pатtiсul

luban-jaa hu

lion-pдuсдr sk
.a fеw lions slep

luban-jool hud
lion-pt- slеp
.lions slеpt'

Thе mapping bеtwееn thе

(86)
сontrоller

(78)

(80)

(82)

(84)'  
.  . t , ' . ,  . ' . '  

t  t

gеnеral s

singular s
pauсal I
pluгal I
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mаSсulinе and Геrll ininе. Thеsе tгaditional labеls сan bе jr-rstif iеd if wе look at thе

щшonal pгonоuns, whеге thеге is a thгее-waу SyStеIn (Figuге 5.2).

pГOtl0tul сtltltгоl1еr tаrgеt

Figuге 5.2 М щl1l il t'ч .fо r р пll ttl tttt с-,rlllt rоI Iе r's ilt Bсtl'.ttl

Thе simplе nlappillg with thе pгOnоun justifiеs tl-rе valtrеs givеn ftlr tl.rе taгgеt
fеatuгеs' Wе nOW tuгn to Baуso nouns. whiсh distingrrish tbuг numbег valtlеs:
gеnеral (whеrе 1hе nr-rпrbег is not spесi{iеd). sirrgr-rlaг (tЪг onе), p.tllсal (tWO

up t0 alound siх) and plr.rгal (rтоге than thс pauсal). Thе agгееrтеnts .tгс lts
lоllows:

Bаyso (Haywaгсl i979 and pсt.sonal сonltnuniсations' Сorbеtt & Haуwarсl l987' Сoгbеtt
]000: ]8 l  З)

l f b a n . i i o n . ь t

{78) lrjbаn huсluгс
l i t ln |свх l I r , r r I  s lеpt .м .sс ;
. l iоn(s) slеpt' (onе oг tтol.е)

(80) lubdn-tit i  hudur.е
l iоn-sс slеpt.NI.sG
.a singlе/paгtiсulaг l ion slерt,

l82) lt lban-jaa huduгeenе
]ion-pдt-tс.tt- slеpt.гL-
.а  IЪw l iопs  s lерt ,

(81) lubап.jt lоl hrrduге
l it l l-t-гI- slеpt.шt.sс;
. l ion-s slерt.

kiпlbit. .biгd' г
(79) kimbil. hr:сlr-rгtс

biгсl[с;вхвк,r l] slсpt. l j .sG
.bird(s) slеpt, (onе ot.mor.е)

(8l ) tr iпrbir.t it i  hudurtе
bir.d-sс; slеpt.г.st '
.a singlе/paгtiсtr laг biгd slеpt'

(83) kitnbir-jaа hudurееnе
biгd pдr,rс,rt- slеpt.гr-
.а lЪw biгсls slеpt,

(85) kimbiг-.jr lс l l  hudure
bird-pl slеpt.шi.sс;
.birds slеpt'

Thе mapping bеtwееl-l thе two in typiсal instanсеs is as follows:

(86)

сtlntгoller taгget

gсnсгаl

singulaг
pauсаl

рlLrгal

singrrlaг (alst l  agгееtnеnt in gеnсlсг)

singrrlaг (alsсl аgгееrnеnt in gепсlсl.)
plrr l  аl
masсulinе sin.сlшl;rr
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Thе main point is that thе mapping is not simplе. lf wе map thе сontrollеr and
taгgеt fbгrns tbr шasсulinе nollns (еxamplеs (7s), (s0), (82) and (84)) wе obtain
thе piсtшге in Figuге 5.З.

Figurе .5.З Mсrypiпg for mаsсtrlЙlе rLrluтts ill Bауso

Hеrе thе fеatllrе Systеrns do not сorrеspоnd. Rесal1that thе targеt forms labеllеd.plural' arе thоsе usеd for agrееmrnt with pluгal pronouns. With f.ешininе nollnS
(ехamplеs (79)' (8l )' (83) and (85)) thе mapping is пroге сompiех (Figurе .5'zl).

Figurе 5.4 Mаppiпg Jbr t'еminiпе lttlun'у ilt Bсtу'gсl

Hеrе again thе fеatuге systеms do not соггеspоnd. Howеvеr wе labеl thе се11s,
it is сlеar that thе fеaturе of numbеr opеratеS diffеrеntly 1br сontгollеr and taгgеt
in Baуso.2з othег languagеs whеrе noun phrasеs hеadеd bу pгonouns tliffЪr fгom
thosе hеadеd by nouns in thеiг agrееmеnts inсludе Jaгawaгa anсl Buгmеso (s5.6.1)
and Еnglish dialесts with thе Northеrn Srrbjесt Rulе (Gоdfгеy & Tagliamontе
l999; Piеtsсh 2005). Thus whilе сontrollеr ald taгgеt fеatuгеs tуpiсally matсh,
thеrе arе сlеar instanсеs whеrе thеy dо not, and thеsе rеquirе r-rs to rесogl-lizе thе
nееd lbг tiгgеl ГеаtUl.еs.

2] Thеrе aге Woгsе сasеs. sinсе Baуso is mоrе rеgular thaп somе o1 its rеlаtivеs:

Lаnguagеs suсh аs Arboге anrl Rепdil lе hаr,е сJeaгlу pгеsеrved a goorl mаny tъltuгеs oг thе
PгOto-oino-.l.ana systсt]l. Bryso, howevег. has untlеrgonе a numbЬг оf сhаnqеs. lаkeП сOl
leсtivеlу thсse сhшgеs hаvе сotlspiгed tоwaгds сrеltiП{ r с{)Пll]lu.' lt i\ 'е|\ гсluIlг sуstеll.

(Согbеtt & lIaywаrсI l987: 25)

Ol.сouгsс' what сOunts as rеgular in Cushitiс пlау Ilot stгikе othеrs аs tеgular.

Conсlusion

Мismatсhеs aгс

whiсh thеу oссLlt, and how

I shall аnalysе thе sеvеге с

саnnot thегеtbге dismiss m

ment. Indееd thеy show t'ls
.vanil la' еxarnplеs. Yеt thе.

theoriеs basеd on сopуlng (

noun сontrol lег (M)

noun сontгol lеr (F)
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ш0 Conсlusiоn

N4isnlаtсhеs itl.е с()lnl1ll.lll. Wе har,i: sесn thс сiгсl-ttlstitl-lссs t"tl-tdег

rh iсh  t l r с l  r l t ' t . ( l l ' .  i l l ) t l  l l t , r r  I I tе . r  ln i t }  l  1 t l t  l t сеd l tu t  )  i еас l  l r l  ; ' t ! | .есI l , l с | l l  с ] lo iL .е\ "

l,hi l l  l lalу'sс t ltе sсr,еге сt lпstГaiПtS оl l  thс геsшlt ir lg сi-rt l iсеs i i l  сhaptег 7. Wе

;lлntlt t itегеtbге сl isпl iss r l l is lnatсhеs. Thеy аге сеntгаl |o t-t lrсlсгst ltt.tсi irrg agгее-

tlсl] l '  Indееd thеy show Lls l l l()гс abошt htlц, agгесlnеnt wогlts thatl t.holtsalrсls t l1.

.r lni l l l .  ехaпplсs. Yr:t t lrсy агс ргtlblсl l lat iс t i lг t.hеttгiеs of sуntax" iп paгtiсrr lаг

ihпlгIеs basсd on сoруiпg t lf l .сattrгсs.
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An absolute сonr

Thе Wеst Chadiс
numbеr agreеmеnt.

thе сontrollеr еvеn mz

thе valuеs singulаl

: this is dеtеrminеd b
gеndеr: nouns dеnoti

inе. and non-sеx diffеге

agrееmеnt targеts' al

, fеmininе singular and 1
, 1998 :  193n6 .  l 9T -8 ' 2

numbеr maгking thеrе i

dеnotе .all humans, rr
wild animals'. Nouns (

rrmaining nouns arе lna
for plurality whеn a1

a (Sсhuh 1998)
tЪvam ts5r
woman.Pl tWO
.two womеn'

a.

inanimatеs, on thе othе1

zЪkiy-6y)w vaatl

stonе-Pl fivе
.flvе stonеs'

plural nouns takе 1

fiуktn dz6fe

this.pr man.Pt-
.thеsе mеn,

Inanimatе nouns, еvеn if m

not bесausе agrееmеnt fail

suсh nouns takе agrееmеnt

2 Тhе basiс analуs is r , lаs g ivеn iп

(1998) and wе follow thе later
з t 

indiсatеs low tonе, and, high

Wе havе analysеd thе main dеtеrminants оf agrееmеnt: thе сontrоllец thе targеt,
thе domain and thе agrееmеnt fеaturеs. Wе might think that givеn an adеquatе
aссount of thеsе four еlеmеnts wе would hаvе a full dеsсription оf agrееmеnt.
Hypothesis IV: A full dеsсription of сontrollеrs, targrts, domains and fеaturеs

сonstitutrs a сomplеtе aссount ofagrееmеnt. (false)

oftеn thеsе four еlеmеnts arе sufflсiеnt, but wе also flnd mаny еxamplеs whеrе
thеrе is somеthing еlsе at work, and thеsе оthеr faсtоrs I shall сall .сonditions'.1

Thе point is that agrееmеnt may bе dеtеrminеd in part by faсtors whiсh arе not
thеmsеlvеs rеa].ized dirесtly in agrееmеnt' Fоr instanсе' agrееmеnt in numbеr
with сonjоinеd noun phrasеs oftеn dеpеnds partly оn thе animaсy оf thе nоun
phrasеs. But thеrе may bе no dirесt rca|izatiot of animaсy. Anothеr important
faсtоr whiсh works in this way is prесеdеnсе' Somе trеat suсh сonditions as
сovеrt fеaturеs; thus noun phrasеs arе markеd as *animatе or -animatе. Yеt this
оbsсurеs thе important diffеrеnсе bеtwееn сonditions and gеnuinе agrееmrnt
Геatuгеs tsее $4.2.  l ,1 .

Сonditions сan havе an absolutе еffесt, making onе agrееmеnt оutсomе oblig-
atory or impossiblе. Frеquеntly, howеvеr, thеy arе rеlativе, just favouring a paI_
tiсular outсomе, and so соnditions arе oftеn linkеd to agrееmеnt сhоiсеs. Wе 1lrst
look at Somе еxamplеs of both typеs ($6.1). From thеsе I will highlight thе mаin
сharaсtеristiсs of сonditions and disсuss why wе nееd tо rесognize сonditions as
thе flfth еlеmеnt in my aссount (s6.2). I givе a typolоgy of сonditiоns ($6.3) and
thеn сonсеntratе on thе faсtors whiсh ovеrlap with сonditions (s6 4). I disсuss
in turn thеmatiс ro1е and animaсy (s6.5), grammatiсal rеlation and сasе ($6.6)
and сommuniсativе funсtion and prесеdеnсе (S6.7). I сonsidеr thе morphologiсal
сonsеquеnсеs in ($6.8)' bеforе сonсluding (s6"9).

Wе еxaminе two еxamplеs, оnе from Miya whiсh is an absolutе сon-
dition and onе from Russian whiсh is a геlativе сondition on an agrеrmеnt сhoiсе.
l It might bе arguеd that сontrоllеrs, targets, domains and fеaturеs arе aП сonditions on agIrеmеnt.

In a sеnsе this is truе, but I rеsеrvе the tегm .сondition, 
for faсtors whiсh are in addition tо thеsе

four. Fuгthеrmorе, thеrе is thе basiс rеquiтemеnt that thе taIgеt must bе able to show agrеemеnt; thе
mоtphologiсal fасtors whiсh guarantее this I havе сallеd .prеrrquisitеs' ($3.3), disсussеd furthеr
i n  $6 .3 .1  .

t '76

Animatе

(4)a.



6.l Еxаmp|es of сondit ions

An аbsolute сondition in Miya ii]iiiiiiili*ii!!:iiii|iliilliiiii\:il.iiiil:.iiiiiilli}:j{iiliiii1i..siii]iiiiiliil\iiiii

Thе West Chadiс languagе Miya оf Nigеria has an intеrеsting сon-

number agrееmеnt. Thе dоmains arе сlеar, thе targеt has thе rеlеvant

соntrollеr еvеn marks numbеr ovеrtly. Numbеr is an agrееmеnt fеa_

the valuеs singular and plural), yеt thеrе is nоt alwaуs agrееmеnt in

this is dеtеrminеd by an agrееmеnt сondition. It is rеlеvant that Miya

grndеr: nouns dеnoting malеs arе masсulinе, thosе dеnoting fеmalеs arе

аnd non-sеx diffеrеntiablеs arе found in both gеndегs. Thеrе arе many

agrееmеnt targеts, and thеsе havе thrее agrееmеnt forms: masсulinе sin-

ininе singular and plural. Wе сan sее this with a dеmonstrativе (Sсhuh

I9Зn6' 1'91 -8, 24З *4) :2

The dеmonstrativе .this' in Miyaj

singular pluгal

masсulinе n6kэn
niykin

fеmininе t6kэn

markins thеrе is an animaсY distinсtion; animatе nouns arr thosе

dеnotе .all humans, most, if not all, domеstiс animals and fowl, and sоmе

rvild animals'. Nouns dеnoting largе wild animals arе thе .grеy arеa,, and

ining nouns arе inanimatе (Sсhuh \989 |.75.)' Animatе nouns и?иsl bе

for plurali ly whеn appropгiatе:

(Sсhuh 1998)
tЪvam ts5r
Womаn.PL two
.two womеn'

b.  * '5m tsэr

inanimatеs, on thе othеr hand, marking is optional:

zЬkiy-6yiw vaatlэ

stonе-Pl Iivе
.fivе stonеs'

niykin dzritЪ
this.pl man.pl
.thеse mеn,

woman.sc two
'two women'

b. zЪkiy vaatlэ
stonе[sс] flvе
.flvе stonеs'

plural nouns takе plural agrееmеnts;

b. nfykin tэmаkwiy
this.еI- shееp.вr
.thеsе shееp'

Inanimatе nouns, еvеn if markеd as plural, do not takе plural agrrеment. This is

not bесausе agrееmеnt fails. Agrееmеnt still oссurs, aS Shown by thе faсt that

suсh nouns takе agrееmеnt' but aссording to thеir gеndеr in thе singular:

2 The basiс analуsis wаs given in Sсhuh (1989); thе prеsеntatiоn оf forms differs slightlу in Sсhuh

(1998) and wе follow thе lаtет vеrsion hеrе.
з .indiсatеs low tone, and 

- 
high tonе; ti is a latеral friсativе, and э is a high сеntra1 vowеl.
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(5) n6kэn vfyayfw_awiLw
this.м.sс fi replaсе(м)-гr
.thеsе flrеplaсеs'

(6) t6kэn tlэrkdy-ayiw
this.г.sс сalabash(г)-er
.thеsе сalabashеs,

Мarking of numbеr is obligatоry for animatе nouns but optional fоr inanimatеs.
Agrееmеnt in numbеr with animatеs is obligatory, plural agrееmеnt with inani-
matеs is impossiblе. Thе important point is that agrееmеnt with inanimatе plurals
doеs оссur, but in gеndеr and not in numbеr.a Although all thе еlеmеnts rеquirеd
foг numbеr agrеrmеnt appеar to bе in plaсе, numbеr agrееmrnt dоеs not oссur.
Thus agrееmеnt in nцmbеr is dеtеrminеd by animaсy, whiсh is nоt an agrrеmеnt
fеaturе in Miya. It is a сondition on сontrollеrs, whiсh gеnеralizеs ovеr thе diffеr-
еnt сontrollеrs (masсulinе and fеmininе) and thе agrееmеnt of sеvеral diffеrеnt
targеts, and ovеr both сontrollеrs and targеts in diffегеnt domains.

Thеrе arе ways in whiсh wе might try to avoid this сonсlusion (if wе bеliеvеd
сonditions Wеrе unnесеssary). Thе first is to try to lосatе alt thе difIiсulty in thе
morphology. Thе targеt forms I havе labеllеd .plural' сould bе analysed as .ani.

matе plural'. Thе problеm is that thе masсuiinе singular targеt forms wоuld thеn
havе tо bе trеatеd as .masсulinе animatе singular', .masсulinе inanimatе singu-
lar, and .masсulinе inanimatе plural' (and thе fеmininеs similаrly). Morеovец
wе would still nееd aссеSS to a сovеrt fеaturе of animaсy on thе noun in ordеr
tо handlе thеsе agrееmеnts. onсе wе introduсе сovеrt fеaturеs (сompliсating thе
fеaturе invеntory) wе havе thе еquivalеnt ofсonditions. Thе sесond approaсh, a
dеvеlopmеnt of this, is to simplifу thе targеt fеaturе spесifiсations furthец and
сlaim thеy involvе onе сatеgorу оnly (say gеndеr), with thе valuеs .masсulinе',
.fеmininе' and .animatе,. But thеn wе havе to dеtеrrninе whiсh nоuns arе .ani-

matе', and it is of сoursе thosе whiсh arе animatе and plural. Thus this aссount
rеquirеs a fеaturе сalсulation in tеrms оf thе сovеrt fеaturе .numЬеr' (whiсh is
not an agrееmеnt fеaturе in this approaсh). It iS thеn vеry similar in tеrms of
сomplеxity to thе aссоunt оriginally givеn, sinсе that aссount had numbеr as an
agrеrmеnt fеaturе with a сondition basеd on animaсy' and thе lattеr is not an
a8rееmеnt Геatuге in Miуa.

Thus Miya сan show partial agгееmеnt (agrееmеnt in gеndеr but not in numbеr),
as Wе SaW еarliеr for Мodеrn Standard Arabiс (s5.3.2). Thе intеrеsting diffеrеnсе
is in thе сonditions. In Arabiс thе сondition on full agrееmеnt is prесеdеnсе

a What makеs Miyа so intrrеsting is thе еxamples whеre, for an inanimatе' plurаl is markеd on thе
сontrollеr and thеre is agreеmеnt in gеndец but thе form is singulаr. Lеss surprising is the situatiоn
in languagеs whеrе thе сontгollеr nееd not bе markеd for partiсular distinсtions, and thе targrt
simplу matсhеs. Thus in Ndj6bbana (a non.Pama-Nyungan language of Arnhеm Lаnd, Australia),
numbеr distinсtions аrе not madе for non-humans in many сirсumstanсеs. As in Miya, gеndеr is
distinguishrd оnlу in thе singular. Whеn thе singular fоrm is usеd fbr a сlеarly plural rеfеrеnt,
thеrе is still agrrеmеnt in gеndеr (МсKay 2000: 192_З). Unlikе Miya, hоwеvеr, wе now hаve
matсhing of сontrollеr" and target: both arе singular, еvеn though thе rеfеrent is plural.

oссurs Whе
onfull agrееmеntil

) .

A relative сond

WhilеthеMiyaс
on animaсу) whiсh is

(Svedova 1'98О:244)
Ogorёi-1-i-s,/ ogot
upsrt.PST.PL-RЕ'Fl
.Brothеr аnd sistе

V ёt-om b)

in this-sс.loс bt

rasсеt
сalсulation(м)-sс
.In this thеrе wаs

l from $5.7 that in сot

сonjunсts or with thе nе;

ilаblе' and thе diГtЪгеnt

indееd with thе nеarеst.

lly likеly. onе сonditir
likеly with animаtе с

likеly in (7) than in (

thе pеriod l930-79 tСo

Prеdiсаtе agrееп
thе еffесt of anit

Thе data strоngly Suggеs

сonjoinеd noun phrasеs in

foт еxamplе' quantifiеd с

|98З |42-52), and wе t

сondition oprrating in (7]

to thеm. Wе sее why in tl

5 Foт dеtails of thе сotpus sеl

nouns dеnoting humans, thе .

prоv itе l,stv o. gоvеrnment', a
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6.l.з Preсedenсe as an aЬsolute or relative сondition iii\iiil*ъ*1*tжNisжNw

Prесеdеnсе is a сlеar еxamplе оfa сondition' sinсе thеrе is no agrее-
mеnt form for prесеdеnсе (though somе would trеat diffеrеnt Word ordеrs as
сonstituting diffеrеnt domains). In thе nеxt еxamplеs thе еffесt of thе сonditiоn
is sееn in thе distribution of singulаr and plural agrееmеnt. For сonjoinеd noun
phrasеs in Moroссan Arabiс agrееmеnt with thе nеalеr сonjunсt is possiblе, but
only whеn thе сontrollеr doеs not prесеdе thе targеt vеrb:

Moroссan Arabiс (Aoun & Bеnmamouл 1999:t"t'7-8)
Karim
Karim

(10) йa / йaw omaг w
сamе.3sс.м /сamе.3pr omar and
.omar and Karim сamе'

Hеrе thе singular is pоssiblе, as is thе plural vеrb. Whеn thе сontrollеr prесеdеs,
howеvеr, only plural agrееmеnt is pоssiblе. Thus thе сondition is аbsolutе:

( t  l ) omar w Karim йaw /*ia
omar and Karim сamе.3рrl сamе.3sс.м
.omar and Karim сamе,

For furthеr disсussion, inсluding othеr variеtiеs of Arabiс, sее Mohаmmad (2000:
|0945). Suсh еxamplеs arе somеtimеs disсussеd as i]lustrating .agrееmеnt
asymmеtry,.6

Prесеdеnсе aсts aS a rеlаtivе сondition on agrееmrnt with Russian сonjoinеd
noun phrasеs. In (12) thе data arе again takеn from thе samе litеrаry tеxts (1930-
|979) as in (9) abovе.

(12) Prediсatе agrееmеnt with сonjoinеd noun phrasеs in Russiаn;
thе еffесt of prесеdenсе

сontrollеr prесeding сontroiler fo1lowing

N Чо PL N ЧoPL
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interaсtion

We havе sееn thi

We havе sееn th-

see (9) and (12))
for thеm:

Prediсatе agrееmс
thе effесt of animl

ions еxеrt a m
semantiсally agrееir

thе prеdiсatе. Wit
iс agrееmеnt is g

falls bеtwееn. Rеturr
likе (7) is foun

of thе timе. Switсhin
ihood оf plural ag,

diffеrеnt rеlativе wеi
(Corbеtt 2ОО0:2

In a sеnsе, сonl

t fеaturе valuеs. ]

itiеs statеd on subс

thе follоwing сharaс1

tions gеnеrаlizе oуе

rulеs by rеfеrring tо a subс

? Details of thе сorpus оf litеrat
в Thе 100% flgurе forplurаl agl

in otheт сounts of standard Ru
еxamplеs of thе singular arе
in $5.7 footnote 19, somеwhl
аbsolutе сonditions in langua1
for сounter-eхamplеs to gеnеl

9 Compleх сonditions, inсludil
Romanсе; for luxuтiant dеtail
this agrееmеnt is сonsidеrеd l

Hеrе wе sее a сlеar еffесt оf prесеdеnсе. Cоntrollеrs prесеding thе targеt arе morе
likеly to takе plural (sеmantiс) agrееmrnt than thosе following. This сondition
also gеnеralizеs to othеr сontrollеrs' inсluding quantifiеd еxprеssiоns (Corbеft
19BЗ:149-52).

6 Sоmеtimеs whеn prесеdenсе opеratеs as an absolutе or rrеar absolutе сondition (suсh that onlyсontrollеrs not prесеding thе taIgеt allow agrееmеnt with thr nеalеst сonjunсt) rеsearсhеrs talkof.first сonjunсt agrееmеnt'. This is potеn1ially mislеading, sinсe it is.ь" p"'lii"" nеarеst tothе targеt whiсh is important, not bеing first, as is dеmonstritеd by thоsе languages whiсh allowagrеement With the nealrst сonjunсt evеn whеn thе сontrollеr рrеоеdes ($5.7i ifiе rеtatеd issuesof distanсе and adjaсenсy arе сonsidеrеd in $7.7.4.

subjeсt typе

word ordеr

subjесt-prеdiсatе
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Wе havе Sееn that animaсy and pгесrdеnсе both aсt aS сonditions on

tgгrеmеnt. Wе havе sееn this spесifiсally with геgard to сonjoinеd nor-tn phгasеs

iпRussian (sее (9) аnd (I2)). Sinсе thеsе two сonditions aге indеpеndеnt, wе сan

сюss-сlassify for thеm:

Prеdiсatе agrееmсnt with сonjoinсd nor-rn phrasеs in Russian:

t h е  е l ' l ё с t  t l Г  l l t i l t t a t . \  l n d  р t . с с с . | е l t . . с

subjесt typс

wоr.d оt.dсг

.lnllnatе inanimatе

N О/с PL N о/сPL

subjесt-pгсdiсatе l 1 5 100 6l 85

pr.еdiсatе.subjесt 89 84 I 1 4 28

Bоth сonditions ехеrt a major inflrrеnсе on thе agгееmеnt 1brtn sеlесtеd. Thе

plшal, sеmantiсally agrееing foгm is шoге likеly if thе subiесt is animatс and if it

prесеdеs thе pгеdiсatе. With both сonditions ехегting an influеnсе, thе likеlihood

of sеmantiс agrееmеnt is gгеatеst,ь with nеithеr lасtoг it is lсlwеst, and with just

оnе it thlls bеtwееn. Rеtuгning to ouг еxamplеs (7) and (8)' wе sее that thе pluгal

insеntеnсеs l i ltе (7) is fbund 85% of thе ti lте, whilе in (8) thе pluгal is fbrшсlonly

]87о of thе timе. Switсhing thе woгd ordеr to strbjесt-prеdiсatе woulсl tnсrеasс

thе likеlihoоd of pluгal agrrешеnt foг both tуpеs. Pattеrns l ikе that in (l3), but

with dlГfеrеnt геlativе wеight fbг thе two сonditions, havе bсеn found in othег

l аnguаgеs  (Сo l . bе t t  20 (}U:  20 I l . .

6.2 chаraсteristiсs of сonditions

In a sеnsе, сontrollегs, taгgеts and domains work togеthегto сonditior-l

agrееmеnt fЪatuге valuеs. Howеvег, 1 rеsеrvе thе tеrnr .(zrgrееrтеnt) сondition' for

rеguiaгitiеs Statеd on subсlassеs of сontrоllегS, taгgеts and dоmains. Сonditions

hаvе thс Гol l t l r , l  ing сh l tгасtег is l iсs:

Сопdirioп'у gеnеrаlizе ovеr diJJ,еrепt itеlll'у. Cоnditions gеnегalizе oVег agгееmеnt

rulеs by геfеrгing to a subсlass of thе сontгollеrs, taгgеts oг domains. Foг instаnсе,

] Dсtai]s ofthс сoгрus оf l i tегarу works aге agaiп in Согbеtt  ( l983: l06 '  l2 l] ,  lз0).
g 

Thе l 007" 1igr:rе filг рluгal agrееmеПt with anintatе сoПjLlПсts prесеdin.q thе pгссliсatе is герliсatоd

i nO thс г сОun t so f  s t anс l а гdRuss i an ( thoughno to fRuss i aпс l i i r l с с t s ' Со гbе t t l 983 :  l l 9 ) .Се г t a i n l у

ехamрlеs оl. thс singulaг aГе схtгеmеlу гaге. Howсvсr' a nit-tеtееnth ссnturу ехaпplе is сitеd.

in $5.7 tbошоtе l9. sоlnсrvhat аs а сuriоsitу. This maу lеlсl r.rs ю bе сautious abоut сlaitrrs tbг

аbsоlutе сondlt iс lns in lаnguagеs tbг whiсh thеrе is  nоt yсt a long tгadit ion о| l inguists loс lk ing оut

t.or сountеr-ехalrrplеs к) gсnегаllу aссеptеd гu]сs. аs tlrеrе is with Russian'
9 Complеx ссlnс1itiоns. inсltlding prсссdеnсе' aге itll,о|r,еd in tlrе a'Цrееment of thе рaгtrсiplс itl

Romаnсе: fol. luхшгiant dеtail oп tl.ris issuе in Rоmanсе сliаlесts sее I,opсlrсагсl ( l998). Thе loss оl

th is agгосmеnt is  сonsiс lегсd by Sпith ( l995).
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a сondition on сontrollrrs whiсh rеfеrs to animaсy has thе еffесt оf sеparating thе
subсlass of соntrоllеrs dеnoting animatеs from оthеr сontrollеrs. Thus соnditions
сan always bе rеstatеd by splitting сontrollеrs, targеts or domаins. Wе shall now
sее why thе .splitting' apprоaсh missеs gеnеralizations. Thе animaсy сondition
on Russian сonjoinеd noun phrasеs (56.1.2) appliеs еqually wеll to quantifiеd
phrasеs (thus' all othеr things bеing еqual, in Russian Wе arе morе likеly to find
plural, that is sеmantiс, prеdiсatе agrееmеnt with thе animatе contro||er pjаt,
dеvuiеk.fivе girls' than with thе inanimate pjаt, knig ,five boоks,). Wе сould
split thе сontrollеrs into fоuц еssеntially writing thе сondition intо thе сontrollеr:

l. animatе соnjoinеd noun phrasеs
2. inanimatе сonjoinеd noun phrasеs
З. animatе quantifiеd phrasеs
4, inanimatе quantiIrеd phrasеs

Instеad it is morе rеvеaling tо .faсtor out' thе сonditions. Wе havе twо typеs of
сontrollеr:

1. сonjoinеd noun phrasеs
2' quantifiеd phrasеs

аnd a сondition basеd on animaсy whiсh appliеs to both.
In faсt, to handlе thе rеgularity of (13) wе would nееd to subdividе again'

into .animatе-сontrоllеrs-prесеding 
thе targеt', .animatе_сontrollеrs-not prесеd-

ing thе targеt', and sо on. Instеad, wе havе a сonditiоn on prесеdеnсе, applying to
two typеS ofсontrollег. Thе еssеntiаl point hеrе is that сonditions gеnеralizе ovеr
agrееmеnt rulеs. This gеnеralizing givеs us сonditions on сontrollеrs, on targеts
аnd оn domains. l0

Сonditions аrе rеоlizеd iпdirесtlу in agrееmеnr. Conditions are ,at onе rеmovе'
from agrееmеnt fеaturе valuеs. In othеr words, сonditions arе not of thе fоrm: .in

a givеn situation usе thе fеmininе singulаг.. Rathеr thеy rеfеr to using sеmantiс
agrееmеnt (whiсh gеnеralizrs' Say) ovеr valuеs ofgеndеr and numbеr)' to agrееing
with onе potеntial соntrоllеr rathеr than anothеr (as in Dargi, $6.5), to failing to
agrее (and so using thе dеfaцlt agrееmеnt, s6.7.2). Thus сonditions gеnеralizе
ovеr сontrollеrs, targеts and domains, and thеir еffесt is statеd as a gеnеralization
ovеr fеaturеs' This is onе rеason why in s4.2.1 I was сarеful to distinguish ovеrt

]0 Domains figurе morе prоminеntly in the nеxt сhaptеr. Sinсе we havr сonditions on сontrollеrs.
targеts and domains, we should ask whу arе thеlе nо сonditiоns on fеaturеs. Agrееmеnt fеaturеs
аnd thеir valuеs arе prесisеlу whаt a study of agrеemеnt has to ассount for. It is truе that Wе
сan subсlassify fеaturеs, but in оrdеr to motivatе thе subсlassifiсation of fеaturеs. wе also havе
tо subсlassify сontrollers, targets or domains. It is thе subсlassifiсation ofсontrollеrs, targets or
domains whiсh is thе сondition, and this сonditiоn hе1ps towards the gоal of spесitying аgrеemrnt
fеaturеs. нowеVеr, as Jonathan Bobaljik points out (personаl сommuniсationt within Мinimаlism
distinсtiоns brtwееn valuеd and unvaluеd fеaturеs, or aсtive and inaсtivе' whеrе thе status оf thе
f.eaturе spесifiсation сan bе сhanged in thе сourse of a derivation, might givе risе to сonсiitions
on agrеemеnt fеaturеs.

arе dirесtly

аrе non-ссlnoniс
it is morе сanon,

situatiоns (for inl

sеe furthеr еffесts
1 .

hсtvе а сonsistеn

sinсе thеy havе thе i
listеd four сon

сonjoinеd noun

Howrvеr, our an
may not bе iс

samе dirесtion, favot

, this holds сr.
iс agrееmеnt in thе t

an еffесt it will bе in

animaсy favours syn

in Russian). Wе srt

itions аrе languagе-lе
Animaсy Hirrarсhy, d

larity may bе rеflесtес

Thеrе arе сond
сan also think ofсondi

s6.3.1), and thеn in $6.3.

6.5.1 Linguistiс lev

Conditions сaI

Sеvеral apparеnt сonditio

сhaptеr, but rathеr .prеrеt

wеrе givеn in $3.3). Thе t

nесrssary fоr agrrеmеnt t

mеnt in Ingush' s3.3.3)'
whеrе thе prеrеquisitеs a

likеly to shоw sеmаntiс
thеy rеfеr tо inanimatеs, ,

Lеt us сonsidеr thе posl

ious prеrеquisitеs. Targеl

to bе ablе to agrее. Thе



6.3 Typology

whiсh аrе dirесtly rеflесtеd in agrееmеnt, from соnditions, whiсh arе

arе пon- С аnoniсаl' Сoлditions arе .non-сanoniсa1' ($ 1 .4.5, сritеriоn

it is morе сanoniсal to havе no соnditions. Thеy oftеn apply to non-

situations (for instanсе, whеrе thеrе is an agrееmеnt сhoiсе), and so

seе furthеr еffесts of сonditiоns whеn wе disсuss agrеrmеnt сhoiсеs in

hаvе о сoпsistеnt еffесt. Conditions arе еvеn morе gеnеral than impliеd

sinсе thry havе thе intеrеsting propеrty of pointing tо thе samе outсomе.

y listеd four сontrollег typеS as abovе, thеrе would bе no rеquirеmеnt

сonjoinеd noun phrasеs and animatе quanti{iеd еxprеssions to bеhavе

Hоwеvеr' our animaсy сondition will apply in thе samе waу to еaсh

may not bе idеntiсal, but thе еffесt of thе сondition will always bе

samе dirесtion, favouring sеmantiс agrееmеnt).

, this holds сrоss-linguistiсally' It is not just that animaсy favours

iс agrееmеnt in thе сonstruсtions mеntionеd in Russian. Rathrr, whеnеvеr

an еffесt it Will bе in that dirесtion (nо languagе, I prеdiсt, has a сonditton

animaсy favours syntaсtiс agrееmеnt, whiсh would bе thе oppositе оf what

find in Russian). Wе sее a similar еffесt in Miya as in Russian. In othеr words,

arе languagе-lеvеl statеmеnts of typоlogiсal rеgularitiеs (in this сasе

Аnimaсy Hiеrarсhy, disсussеd furthеr in $6.3'2)' For a givеn languagе thе

ity may bе rеflесtеd in an absolutе or a rеlativе сondition

Thеrе arе соnditions on сontrollеrs, on targеts and on domains ($6.2).

сan also think of сonditions in tеrms of thе linguistiс lеvеl at whiсh thеy apply

.1)' and thеn in $6.3'2 wе havе an initial disсцssion of hiеrarсhiеs.

Conditions сan bе сlassifiеd in tеrms of thе linguistiс .lеvеl' invоlvеd.

Sеvеral apparеnt сonditions arе not сonditions on agrееmеnt in thе sеnsе of this

сhaptец but rathеr .pгеrеquisitеs' foг agrееmеnt to bе possiblе at all (еxamplеs

wеrе givеn in $3.3). Thе еssеntial diffеrеnсе is that prеrеquisitеs spесify what is

nесrssary fог agгееmеnt (fоr instanсе, onlу vowеl initial vеrbs сan show agrее-

mеnt in Ingush, s3.3.3), whilе соnditions affесt thе usе of an agrееmеnt fоrm

whеrе thе prеrеquisitеs arе mеt (for еxamplе, сonjoinеd noun phrasеs arе morе

likrly to show sеmantiс agrееmеnt in Russian if thеy rеfеr to animatеs than if

they rеfеr to inanimatеs' $6.1.2).
Lеt us сonsidеr thе pоssiblе lеvеls in turn. At thе phonologiсal lеvеl wе find var_

ious prеrеquisitеs. Taгgеts n.raу rеquirе a partiсular phonоlogiсal shapе in ordеr

to bе ablе to agrrе. Thе vеrbs of Ingush I]t this dеsсriptiоn (though wе might
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arguе that bеing vowеl_initial in Ingush is rеally a phonologiсal prеdiсtor for a
morphologiсal prеrеquisitе). In сontrast to prеrеquisitеs, wе would not еxpесt to
flnd rеal phоnologiсal соnditions on agrееmrnt, bесаusе Syntax is gеnеrally hеld
tо bе .phonology frее' ($з.5.2). Thеrе arе sеvеral appalеnt еxamplеs, but to datе
thеsе arе all bеttеr analysеd in othеr ways. Fоr instanсе, in thе Cushitiс languagе
Qafar vеrbs whеn singularhavе two forms, and a supеrflсial еxamination suggеsts
that onе form is usеd whеn thе subjесt is hеadеd by a noun whosе сitatiоn form
еnds in an aссеntеd vowеl (likе katmd.autumn') and thе othеr vеrbal agrееmеnt
form in all othеr instanсеs. This gеnеralizatton would сovеr a laгgе proportion of
thе instanсеs. Howеvец loоking mоrе сlosеly Wr sее that whеn thе subjесt noun
phrasе is hеadеd Iэу аbbd.fathеr' wе do not flnd thе prеdiсtеd form. A bеttеr anal-
ysis is that wе havе a gеndеr systеm, and nouns arе assignеd to gеndеr еithеr by
mеaning (as in thе сasе of sеx-diffеrеntiablеs |1ke аbbd.fathеr') and by phonolog-
iсal form in thе rеmaindеr ($4.3.1). Qafar is unusual in that almost all оf thе sеx-
diffеrеntiablе nouns arе also rеgular in tеrms of phonоlogiсal assignmеnt. Hеnсе
this apparеnt phonоlоgiсal сondition hidеs a sесond stеp: phonolоgiсal form has
an important rolе in gеndеr assignmеnt, and gеndеr is an agrееmеnt fеaturе.11

Fоr thе morphologiсal lеvеl, Wе may saу that thе diffеrеnt sоrts оf prеrеquisitе
($3.3) boil down to having thе morphology whiсh allows thr targеt to agrее. In
сontrast, wе do nоt еxpесt to flnd gеnuinе mоrphologiсal соnditions on agrееmеnt,
bесausеofthеprinсiplеof .morphоlogy.frееsyntax'(Zwickу 

1996:30l).Syntax
сan havе aссrSS tо morphosyntaсtiс fеaturеs, suсh as numbеr and gеndец but not
to thе wаy in whiсh thеsе arе rеalizеd morphologiсally (thus no aссеss to purеly
mоrphоlogiсal fеaturеs, likе thе fеaturеs foг inflесtional сlass). A сountеr-еxamplе
has bееn suggеstеd, involving gеndеr rеsоlution in Sегbian/Croatian/Bosnian.
This is mеntionеd in $8.4.1, with arеfеrеnсе to an analysis suggrsting that it dоеs
not in faсt сontravеnе thе notion of morphology-frее Syntax.

Rеal сonditions on agrrrmеnt involvе thе .highег' linguistiс lеvеls. Thеrе arе
сlеar еxamplеs of сonditions at thе syntaсtiс lеvеl, for еxamplе basеd on word
oгdеr ($6.1.3). othеr сonditions аrе (lеxiсal-)sеmantiс in naturе, for instanсе
involving animaсy (s6.1.1 and $6.1.2). And thеn thеrr arе pragmatiс соnditions,
as wе shall sее in 56.7 and in $6.9.

6.3.2 Hierarсhies (illustrated from аnimасy) ilsв.нriiiiiii*ilsli*iittisЕ$1iiнiit\lt.ii*i1iili*.lliiiis

Wе start from simplе соnditions, idеntiflеd in a singlе languagе. For
еxamplе, in Russian сonjoinеd noun phrasеs dеnоting animatеs аrе morе likеly

1 1 Anothеr intеrеsting issuе is thе Sрanish dеfinitе artiсle, whiсh has the singular forms e/ (masсulinе.)
and /с (fеmininе). Howevеr, beforе fеmininе nouns with an initial strеssеd a, thе form is e/, as
in еl аguа.thе watеr', wheте аguа is femininr. Thеrе has bееn сonsidеrablе dеbate about thе
signiflсanсе оfthеsе data (Plank 1984, Posnеr 1985, ЕIаrгis 1987). Janda & Varela-Garсia (1991)
show that thе data aIе more variablе than was generally thought. Thе dеtails of the usе of thе
e/ form havе yеt to bе fully еstаblishеd, but they arе to bе trеated as .shape сonditions', whiсh
gоvеrn .the allowable shаpеs of partiсular sеquenсеs of adjaсеnt words, (Pullum & Zwiсky 1988:
26з|.

sеmantiс (plural) ag
of subdividing a srt
ion appliеs сross-ling

t сondition, highеr

semantiс justi1iсation. Tt

Thе final stеp is tо saу tl
iеs. Thus fоr animaсy t

ц agrееmеnt with G
сonditions (Findrеng 1l

сonjоinrd noun
sеmantiс agrееr
сonjоinеd noun
likеly to takе sе
inanimatеs.

Ъ сan сhain thеsе togеthе

4) animatе > сonсr(

thеn havе thе сonditio

Animaсy Hiеrarсhу, th

[iеrarсhiеs arc gener a|izati
Othеr еxamplеs allow u
in Inaгi Sami ($3.6.2.2.

|74)' and so wе сan сharn

5) human > othет а

Animaсy Hiеrarсhy п
.human', being first pеrsс

separatе thеsе off as thе Pt

to Dargi in $6.5.
Hiеrarсhiеs suсh as thе

evidеnсе; it may bе' in thе

othеr phеnomеna. Thе An

thе agrееmеnt еvidеnсе is

2000: 66_9). Whеrе thеrе
to pull diffеrеnt faсtors ap

to hiеrarсhiеs, notably thе

thе nеxt сhaptеr.

Thеrе arе vari

tiniеs only influеnсе it.
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sеmantiс (plural) agrееmеnt than arе inanimatеs. This сondition hаs thе

subdividing a sеt of сontrollеrs into twо. Wе thеn еStablish that this

аppliеs сrоss-linguistiсally, in that whеnеvеr animaсy opеratrs as an

сondition, highеr animaсy will favour agrееmеnt with a grеatеr dеgrее

iс justiflсation. This is a typolоgiсal gеnеralization.

final stеp is to say that сonditiоns сan bе сhainеd togеthеr to form hiеr-

Thus for animaсy wе havе so fаr сonsidеrеd animatе Yеrsus inanimatе.

agrеrmеnt with Gеrman сonjoinеd noun phrasеs providеs еvidеnсе for

ions (Findrеng |916: 145' 165-6' I9.7)..

сonjoinеd noun phrasеs rеfrrтing to animatеs arе morr likеly to takе

sеmantiс agrеrmеnt than arе thosе rеfеrring to inanimatеs;

сonjoinеd noun phrasеs rеfеrring to сonсrеtе inanimatеs arе morе

likеly to takе sеmantiс agrrеmеnt than arе thosе rеfешing to abstraсt

inanimatеs.

сhain thеsе togеthеr to givе thе following Animaсy Hiеrarсhy:

аnimatе > сonсrrtr inanimatе > abstraсt inanimatе

thеn havе thе сondition that thе highеr thе сonjoinеd noun phrasеs aге on

Animaсy Hiеrarсhy, thе grеatеr thе likеlihоod of sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Thus

iеs arе gеnеralizations ovеr thе subtypеs to whiсh сonditions rеfеr.

еxamplеs allow us to split .animatе' into .human' and .othеr animatе',

inInшi Sami (*З.6,2.2, Toivonеn 2003) and in Cairеnе Arabiс (Bеlnap 1999:

and so wе сan сhain thеsе sub-сonditions into our hiеrarсhу:

human > othеr animatе > сonсrеtе inanimatе > abstraсt inanimatе

Animaсy Hiеrarсhy may bе еxtеndеd furthеr, with thе top positions, abovе
', bеing flrst pеrson, sесond pеrson and third pеrson. (Somе linguists
thеsе off as thе Pеrson Hiеrarсhy.) This will bе rеlеvant whеn wе сomе

Dшgi in $6.5'
Hiеrшсhiеs suсh as thе Animaсy Hiеrarсhy may bе justifiеd from agrееmеnt

idеnсе; it may bе, in thе bеst сasе' that thеy havе indеpеndеnt justifiсation from

rеr phеnomеna. Thе Animaсy Hiеrarсhy has a good dеal of Support; howеvеr,

agrееmrnt еvidеnсе is strongеr than' fоr еxamplе, numbеr marking (Сorbеtt

:66-9)' Whеrе thеrе is Support frоm diffеrеnt Sourсеs this сan makе it hard

topull diffеrеnt faсtors apart, as will bесomе plain in thе nеxt sесtiоn. Wе rеturn

to hiеrшсhiеs, nоtably thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy and thе Prеdiсatе Hiеrarсhy, in

thr nеxt сhaptеr.

Fadors whiсh.overlаp with аgrrement сonditions

Thеrе arе various faсtors whiсh may dеtеrminе agrееmеnt' or somе_

tiniеs only influеnсе it. Thеsе сan ovеrlap in mislеading Ways, оffегing thе
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rеsеагсhеr еvеry opportunity to jump to thе wrong сonсlusion. Thеy сan bе sееn
from diffеrеnt pеrspесtivеs: соnditions arе an еssеntiаl part of an aссount of
agrееmеnt and, from anоthеr pеrspесtivе, agrеrшеnt is onе mеans of еxprеssing
topiсality, dеfinitеnеss and so on. An important point to bеar in mind is that thosе
сonсеrrrеd with informatiоn struсturе typiсally сonсеntratе оn thе сlausе, but thе
agrееmrnt сonditions found thеrе mаy wеll apply in othеr agrееmеnt domains too
(thus prесеdеnсr may apply within thе noun phrasе as wеll as within thе сlausе).

To invеstigatе thеsе faсtors, a hеlpful start is thе mappings for thе .rеgulаr

aсtivе transitivе сonstruсtion' (Polinsky 1995: 360):

thеmatiс rolеs: agеnt themе
grammatiсal rеlations: subjесt dirесt оbjесt
сommuniсativеfunсtions: topiс foсus

Thе сlausе сan bе Sеrn aS having .thrее distinсt lеvеls of rеprеsеntation, namеly:
thе mеaning of thе сlausе, rеprеsеntеd by thеmatiс rolеs and vеrbal sеmantiсs, and
thе form of thе сlausе rеprеsеntеd by grammatiсal rеlations, on thе onе hand, and
by сommuniсativе funсtions on thе othеr' . (Polinsky l995; 360). In thе сanoniсal
сasе all thrее linе up:

(16) Thе fаrmеr is plаnting potatoes.

Here thе fаrmer is thе agеnt in sеmantiс tеrms; it is also thе grammatiсal subjесt,
and is prеsеntеd as bеing what thе Srntеnсе is about, that is, thе topiс. Sо far
wе havе sееn mainly еxamplеs in whiсh thе сontrollеr of thе vеrb is dеtеrminеd
by grammatiсal rеlations (s2.з.3).'2 Howеvец as wе shall sее, a full typology of
agrrеmеnt shows that languаgеs maу rеquirе aссrss to infоrmation of all thrее
typеs. Somе vеry rеlеvant data arе providеd by Noсеntini (|999),In Standard
Italian thе subjесt сontrols agrеrmеnt, еvеn ifit laсks sеvеral оthеr сharaсtеristiсs
оf subjесthood:

Standard Italian (Noсеntini 1999: 316' Pierluigi Сtlzzo|in,personal сommuniсation)
(r7) Arтiv-аno i prim-i turist-i.

Arrivе-3pr DЕF.М.PL flгst-М.Pl tourist(м.)-pr
.Thе flrst tourists are aшiving.'

This is a poor instanсе of a subjесt: it doеs not prесеdе thе vеrb, is not thе topiс and
it doеs not flll thе thеmatiс ro1е of agеnt. Nеvеrthеlеss, it still сontrols agrееmеnt;
this situation is familiar from othеr Indo-Еuropеan languagеs. By сontrast, in
spokеn Tusсan Italian thе сonditions for сontrolling agrееmеnt arе muсh striсtеr.
Thе subjесt must prесеdе thе vеrb and must bе topiсal. Hеrе is onе whiсh fails
to qualify as a full сontrollеr:

12 Thus a rеlаtion suсh as subjесt.prediсatе within thе сlausе has bееn takеn as thе domain. If wе
neеd additional information, suсh as whеthеr the subjесt is аlso thе topiс, I havе tIеated that as a
сondition. othеrs takе anоthеr lеvеl as basiс. Thе gеnетal point would still hold: in thе сanoniсal
situation wе сan statе the domаin in tеrms of just оnе rolе; if morе intbrmation is requirеd wе arе
dеalins with a сondition.

Tusсan Italian (NoсеntinJ

Мi manс-a
1sс.pдт laсk-Зsс
.I nееd flvе сoupons
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Whilе in Еnglish topiс an,

ате morе indеpеndеnt of е
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1з For partly сomparablе сonditi
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Spоkеn Tusсan itаIiаn (Noсеntini l  999: з l  9. з2 l )
' j 8 r  M i  I l l i l | t \ . - i l  t . i t t q t r с  h . ' | | i l l - i  р е I .  l t l . t . i r  t t t . с  i l  \ е I l l i .

lsс.одт lасk Зsс; f ir,е сouptln(п' 't)-нt- tсl gеt-INI] to tWеnty.
'I nсеd til,е сo|-lpOllS t() .gсt to twеlltу.,

Stаndaгd Italian wor.rld havс plural п7с1l7с(1t7o .laсk,. br-rt sinсе thе SLlbjесt сtrOrs not

prесrdr thе VеГb, in Spokеn Tusсltгt ltal ian wс l ind thе dеfarrlt agrеrlnrnt form.

Nоw соnsidеr an ехamрlе whсrе thе sub.jесt doсs pгесеdе:

l l9) QLlаnt i boll in-i ti tnirпс.а pсг irгl. iv_aге а vсnti?
Нow.manу-шt.t,t- сor.rрon(шI)-рL 2sс;.rl, 'r.t. laсk-Зsс to gеt-INF to tWеntу?
.How llanv сotlрons сltl 1,сlu nеесl to gеt to twсntу?'

Hеге wе havе thе nесеssaгy woгd oгс1ег, bLrt still tro ztgгееmеnt; this is bесzlt-tsе
thе sшbjесt is fbсr-rs and not topiс. onlу whеn aIl thе соnditions arе ltrl l i l lеd dtl
!lе find aglееп]еtlt:

(]0) I bol|irr-i l l l ltnс i.tl lo lt l lсOra.
DЕF.N,l.РL ссlr.rptln(п't)_et- laсk-Зpl sti l l
.Тhс сtlupсlns aге sti l l rnissing.'

Тhus, in spokеn Tusсan ltalian jl lst bеing thе sLrbjесt is not strffiсiеnt to bе thе
аgtееmеnt сontгollеr; thе subjссt mшst alsO mееt two соnditions: it must l.Lrlf i1 thе
right сommr-rniсativе ttrnсtion and it tnust pгесеdе thе taгgеt in orс1ег to сot-ttгоl
аgrееmеnt. lj

As nоtеd еaгliсг. thеге is сonsidегablс ovегlap bеtwесtl paгtiсLllaг сonditions.
Soше оf thе notions aге с1r.ritе slippегy aЛd othеГs arе еlsiсг l-o irrrеstigatе. Foг
схamplе, topiс and pгессdеnсе aге l inkесl (manу langшagеS put topiсs еirгly in thе
сlaшsе) and pгесеdеnсе lеnds itsеil. геadilу to olэjссtivе inr,еstigation' So lеt us
loоk at thе linkagеs in tuгtr.

Thе thеmatiс гtl lе oГ agсnt is l iпkесl to anitnaсу. |n.' T|lе.fаrmеr i,s pLсtпtittg

l)тttltlеS, thе agеnt (r/le .fhrnlеr) is aпiшatе. and that is a typiсal linkagе. Langr.rirgеs
vагy aссoгding to thсir геaсlinеss to allow thе аgеIlt rolе to bе li l lеd by itеms low
on thе Anir-naсу Hiсгaгсhy. Wе look firгthсг at agеnt and aniп.lасу in S6.5.

In оur ехamplе thе .fitrrn,еr is also thе sulэjесt. Tl.roLrgh сase is baгеlу геIiесtеd
in Еnglish, Wе may notс that i l.wе sLrbstitutе a pГonouП, it worrld bе /re гzrthег tharl
/itlli. Par.tiсLr1arlу in langr-ragсs with riсhег сasс пtoгphology, thс qr-rеstion tl-rеr-l
aгisеs whеtl.tег thе vегb agrсеs with thе sub.iссt (thr-rs aссoгсling to gгamrlatiсal
геlations) oг with thе l"ttlt l l- l phl..tsе in thе non-rinatiVе сasе (aссoгdittg tсl сl isе). In
manу instanсеs thе trvtl сoinсidс. bLrt wе sl.rall sес that thеу сan bе Sсpaгatеd anсl
еaсh сan plaу a гolе (56 6)

Thеnоtttl pl-rгasе thе'fаrlttеr is also thс tоpiс of tl-rе sеntсnсе. what it is а|эor-r1..
Whiiе in Еnglish topiс and subjесt typiсally сoiпсidе, in пlanу languagеs thеу
aгr m0ге inсtеpеndсnl. tll. еaсh othег, as Wе sllw in thе spoltеn Tusсltt-l rхamplеS
аbovе, wl.tеге bеing topiс is i lтlpогtant 1Ъг agгееmеl.rt. Bеirrg topiс otiеn сoггсlаrtеs

r] Fоr pапiу сс lп lрaг lLblе сot lс l i t i t l I rs rn Slrгt l i l l ian sее Bеnt lсу 120041.



with word ordеr ($6.1.3) and with dеfinitеnеss, both of whiсh flgurе in aссounts
of agrееmеnt. Wе сonsidеr thеsе ovеrlaps in 56.7.

Wе arе now rеady to taсklе somе intеrеsting data from thе Nakh-
Daghеstanian languagе Dargi (Chirag dialесt).1a Dargi (or Dargwa) has еrgativе-
absolutivе сasе marking. Trаnsitivе subjесts stand in thе еrgativе and objесts in
thе absolutivе. Thе vеrb сan agrее with both:

Dargi (Сhirag dialесt, Kibrik 2003: 2.72_5)
(2r) dieе tu r-iQan-da

1sс.вкс 2sс.rr.двs п.sс-1еad-1
.I lеad you (woman)'

Thеrе аrе thrее gеndеrs, and assignmеnt is straightfоrward: malе humans arе
assignеd to gеndеr I, fеmalе humans to II, and thе rеsiduе arе in III. Thе sufflx
-dа in (2I) is flrst pеrson, but doеs not distinяuish numbеr.
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dieе it r-iQan-da
lsG.ЕRG 3sс.tr.двs п.sсlеad-1
.I lеad hеr'

f iOе du

Dargi seе van dеn Berg

no pеfson agrееmrnt

thе pеrson agrееmеnt 1

pеrson agеnt in (21

thе subiесt of intransit
patiеnt (thеmе). And -с

that -dа is usеd for fi
t.

сan thеn havе thеsе соn

if оnе argumеnt оn
if both argumеnts
agrnt.

flrst сondition aссounts l
for еxamplеs (2l) a,

t and so thеrе is nо

Dargi thеn, prrson agrеrl
to person аnd accord\ng

in turn. First, thеrе is a
persons outrank third pе

similаr funсtions sее Ki
hy or as thе top sесtion

h еxamplеs, whеrе thе agl

' on a hiеrarсhy, is somеt

).16 And sесond, whеrе

/pеrson hiеrarсhy, tht

thе agеnt. Both сonditions
Looking at agrееmеnt in

aЬsolutivе noun phrasе t

an languagе. Thеrе is als

15 тhe attentivе reader may ask wh
thematiс role; in othеr words, thе
Consider this examPle (Kibrik 2(

(i) dami f u
lsс-одт 2sс.ш.l
.I undеrstand yot

Hеre we have an argumеnt in thе
the seсond сondition to inсludо t
to thе highеst argumеnt on thr l
wоuld bе unsatisГaсtory. givеn r
auxiliary vеrbs arе inсludеd, thе
теfетеnсе both to thrmatic rolеs

Еlsеwhеre in Daghеstanian li
(Kazеnin 1999). Furthеr afirld a
of Paraguay (Vel6zqurz-Castillс

16 For сomplох intетaсtiоn of cond
Australian languagе Djaтu; herе

(.22)

('2з)

(24)

r-iQan-de

So far, thе systеm sееms rеlativеly straightforward. Thе gеndеr/numbеr prеfixеd
agrееmеnt SеrmS to bе сontrollеd by thе absolutivе argumеnt (hеrе thе transitivе
objесt) аnd thе pеrsonal suffixеd agrrеmеnt is сontrollеd by thе еrgativе argu-
mеnt (subjесt). Whеn wе look at furthеr data wе sее that thе situatiоn is morе
сomplеx:

2sс'вкс 1sс.tI.двs tt.sсlead-2sс
.you lead mе (woman),

tiOe it r.iQan-dе
2sс.вкс 3sс.п.двs п.sс-lеad-2sс
.you lead hеr,

it-е du r-iQаn-dа
3sс-вкс 1sс.tt.двs п.sс-lrad-1
.he/shе leads mе (woman)'

it-е tu r-iQan-de
3sс-вкс 2sс.п.двs п.sсlеаd-2sс
.hе/shе lеads you (woman)'

rt-е ruSе r-iQlе
Зsс-вкс girl.sс.It.lвs п.sс-1еad
.hе/shе lеads the gir1'

(2s)

(26)

(27)

,* For thе slightly diffеrеnt but еqually intеrеsting situatiоn in Akusha
( 1999\.



6.5 Тhеmatiс rolе аnd аnimасy

Thrе is nо pегsoll agгееtxеnt in еxalnplе (21)' Fгom thеsе еxal-np|еs it |ooks аs

dшugh thе рrгson agгееПеn1 nееds сoшplех altегnativе spесifiсations: thus -riс

l lшksliгstреrson agеnt in (2 l); it also firnсtions in tuгthег еxamplеS (not givеn

hrе)аs thе subjесt of intransitivеs. But (2.5) shows thаrt it сan also rr-rtu.k thе fiгst

AngПг l r i еn l  { thеmе) .  And  -d . , i ь  s i l l l i I l r l . I у  sp I i t .  K i h r . i k  \uggеs t \  аn  l l t е l . nа t iVе .

шпеIt, that -/a is usесl fbr fiгst pегSon agtееmеnt aлd -сlе foг sесorrd pегson

J!rсеmеnt.
\\t саn thеn havе thеsе сonditions сln pегSon (suffiхеd) agгееmеnt:

l if onе argumеnt onlу is fiгst tlг sесoпd pегЬoll. xgгеепlеnt is ц, ith thtit,

:. i lboth argr.rшеnts aге fiгst and sесonсl pегS()n, agгcеmеnt is with thе

agеnt.

Тhе tirst сondition aссollnts tbr еxamplеs Q2)' (24), (2.5) and (26)' thс sесond

;]ссgunts fOг ехamplеs (2 l) and (23). In (27) thеге is no fiгst t.lг sесond pеrson

шgumеnt and so thеrе is no pеrsсln agrеrшеnt (tlrе vегb also has an iггеgular

In Dаrgi thеn, pегSon irgrееПlсnt is сontгollеd by сliltЪrеnt noun phгasеs aссoгd-

inl to pегson rлzr1 aссoгсling to thе ссlnfiguгation оf thсnratiс гolеs. Lеt us takе

thеsе in turn. First, thеrе is a simplе hiсгaгсhiсai сondition, in that fiгst and sес-

опсl pеrsons olltгank thiгсl pегson' (Fоr instaпсеs of moге сomplеx hiегarсhiеs

шith similar lunсtions sее Kibгik 2003.) Wе сan trеat this aS a sеpaгatе pегSon

hiеrагсhу oI as thе top sесtion of thе Animaсу Hiсгaгсhy (as disсussеd in 
"s6.3.21.

Suсh ехаrnpiеs. whеге thе agгееmеnt сontrоllег is dеtелтinеd aссoгding tt.l posi_

tion on а hiегarсhу. is sсlшеtiпrсs tегmеd .hiегarсhiсal agгrеmrnt' (Siеwiогska

i996).16 And Sесond, whеге both potеntial сontгollегs aге high еnollgh оn thе

linimaсyipеrson hiегaгсhy, thо сompеtition bе1wееn thеm is dеtегminеd by whiсh

is thе agеnt. Both сonditions aге absolutе сonditions.

Lоoking at agгесmеnt in Daгgi as a whсllе, tlrе tгansitivе vеrb agгееs witl-l

thе absolutivе nсlun phrasе in numbег and gеndег, as Wе ехpесt in a Daghеs_

tаniаn 1anguagс. Therе is also innovativе pсгSon agгееmеnl, this dеpеnds rrpon

]j Thе lшеntir'е гсaсlег tllаy ask lvhу wс shoulсl nOt stаtе thс сonditiсln in tегlrrs of сase instсad of

thеmatiс гсllс: itl tlthеr lvсlгсls. tl.rс sессlnd сonditiоn сould rеl'оr tO сгgatiVс сasе itistеad оt agеnсу'

Сonsidеr t l r is  схamрlс (Kibг ik 2003: . l85):

.aГI.l"an_сlа

1 8 9

сlarтi \.tt

l  sс;-or t  2s<;. l l .двs ut lс lеrstend- l
. l utlсlеrstanсl усlu (lvotlan)'

Hеl.с u,е havе itn aгgumеnt in thе сlatir'е (sinсс it is а r'еrb о1.реrссption). This гсс]l"tirеs Lls tO сxtеnll

thе sосоnd сonс1itiоn tсl itlсltrсlc ехрегiсt-tсег uis rvеI| а.s a.цеПt' pегhаps пlaking thе сoпrlitiоn гсt.ег

t0 lbе highes( .lrglllllеllt orr thе thеmatiс hiегaгсhу. Stating thе ссlnсlitiсln tо rеfЪг tо dallvе сasе

wоu1d bе trпsаtiifaсttlгу, gir,еn othег usеs оf tl-rс сlatlvс. whiсh сlo nоt induсе aeгi]еlllе|lt. OПсс

auхiliаrу vеrbs аге inсlirdЬd. thе sjttrдtiоn bссоtilеs morе соmplсх. anс1 thеn it appеагs \\е llt.e(l

геlirеnсе bсlth ю thсnlаtiс гolеs and tO сilsе (sеr Kibгik 2003: z18.5 8).

Еlsеwl.rсге in Dаghestaniarr lаtrguagеs xgеnthooсl is a ссlnditiсln on pcгsoll irgгееnlr:nt in Lаli

(Kаzеnin l 999). Fuгthег aiiсlсl a сlсar ехаtnp]е is pгoviсlссl bу Guarani' a Tupi-Grraгаni Ianguagс

of Paraguау (Vоl izquеz-Сast i I lo 1 99 l  ) '
'6 Foгсоп' .p lс* intегaсl jor .r  о1'сonсl i t iot . ls '  bаsеd с ln hjегar.сhiеs '  sее Tsunоda.s (1981) analуs is оf  t l tе

Austгаliarr lengrtagc Djaгr.r: hеге agгееiпg сlitiсs аге il.tvоlvеd.
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thе сonfiguration; thе сondition involvеs both thе pеrson and thе thеmatiс rolе
(agеnt).

Wе notеd еarliеr that agrnts arе typiсally animatе, and animaсy is a соm-
mon сonditiоn on agrееmеnt; wе invеstigatе this fur.thеr in $6.5.1. Thеn wе look
at thе rеlatеd faсtor of individuаtiоn ($6.5.2), whiсh also rеlatеS to thе agеnt
rоlе.17

6.5.lAnimaсyii..!.iiii:.i.i.iii i i i i i i.iii i l i i i i i i i i i i i.iii i i i}ilil i i i i,"\.iЁiiili i i i;iii i

Wе havе alrеady сonsidеrеd animaсy in tеrms of thе Animaсy Hiеr-
аrсhy ($6.З.2). Indееd animaсy has a widе rangе оf еffесts, varying in diffеrеnt
languagеs: sее Соmriе ( 1989b: l85-200) and Мinkoff (2000). And wе havе еstab-
lishеd that, whilе animaсy is linkеd to agеnсy, it сan bе a сondition on agrееmrnt
indеpеndеntof thе thеmatiсrolе of agеnt. Wе saw this inMiya ($6.1.l), whеrе ani-
maсy oprratrs as a сondition within thе noun phrasе as wеll as within thе сlausе.
Its rolе as a сonditiоn is partiсularly сlеar in thе following Turkish еxamplеs:

Turkish (Jaklin Kornfilt, pеrsonal сommuniсations for data аnd judgеmеnts)
(.28) Namzеt.lеr oda.ya bir-еr bir-еr gеl-sin-ler / gеl-sin.

сandidаtе-pr room-DAT onе.by one-by сomе-opт-3pl / сomе-oгт[Зsс]
.The сandidates should сomе into thе room onе bУ one.'

In (28) thе vеrb may aglее (third plural) or it may not, in whiсh сasе it stands
in thе third singulаr (dеfault) form. Thе сonditions arе partiсularly intеrеsting.
First, thе сhoiсе еxists only if thеrе is an ovеrt subjесt. If thеrе is no subjесt,
thеn singular agrеrmеnt сan only bе undеrstood as implying a singular subjесt,
hоwеvеr сlеar thе еxtralinsuistiс situation:

(.2e) Namzet-lеr-е sбylе, oda-ya bir-еr bir-еr
саndidatе-pl--oдт tеll-Iмр room-DAT onе-by onе-bу
gеl-sin-lеr / *gel-sin.

сomе-opт-3pL / сomе-oвт[3sс]
,Tеl1 the сandidatеs that they should сomе into thе room onе by onе.'

Undеr thе natцral intеrprеtation whеrе it is thе сandidatеs who arе to сomе
into thе room, singular (dеfault) agrееmеnt is unaссеptablе. Thеrе is a syntaсtiс
rеquirеmеnt for this agrrеmеnt that thеrе should bе an ovеrt subiесt in thе samе
сlausе.

l7 In thе сanoniсаl instanсе agеnt, subjeсt and topiс linе up ($6.4). Еaсh сan bе a сondition favouring
agrееmеnt. Thе othеr ovеrlapping faсtors (thеmе, dirесt objeсt and fосus) havе а lеssет plaсе in
a tуpology of agrееmеnt, but wе notе some intriguing pointers hеrе fbr furIhеr work. Considеr
thе dirесt objесt in the trаnsitive сonstruсtion. In еrgativе-absolutive systеms (as in Tsakhur) it is
thе сontrollеr ofсhoiсе ($2.3.2). Therе arе intеrеsting сonnесtions with thе fеaturеs involvеd. In
Tsakhur, as in sеvеral rеlatеd lаnguagеs, thе absolutivе argumеnt сontrols agreеmrnt in gendеr
аnd numbец but not in person. Wе disсussrd the limitеd naturr оf реrson agrеrmеnt in Arсhi
in S4.2.1.In Dargi wе sее thе risе of nеw person agrеemеnt, not working by thе old systеm'
but сonditionеd in part by thе agent. For morе оn the risе of pеrson agrееment in Daghеstanian
1anguages, srе Hеlmbrесht (1996).

this сondition is

есts dеnoting humat

Top-lar masa-dal

ball.pl- tаblе-дв:
.The balls тolled 1

man animatеs сoш

y :  l 8

human > othеr al

furthеr еffесt is of intt

noun phrasrs:

Aliylе oya oс

Ali-and oya rо
.Ali and oya shс

both typеs of agrееm

сomparrd with (28) wht

lndividuation

Thеrе is also а

viduation (and thе lattег.

animatrs morе rеadily tha

sееn through thеmatiс ro]

thеsе two сan bе found in

сonjoinеd noun phгasеs ir

numbrr dеpеnds in part o

subjесt is (as еvidеnсеd b

plural agrееmеnt. An aсt

subjесt) makеs plural аgrt

dialесt Russian (Сorbеtt

Hеrе wе сonsidеr rathе

reports that pгеdiсatеs Гоr

othеrphеnоmеna aS Wеll i

two subсlassеs; thе rеadе

but thе еxamplеs in (33)

havе an undегgoег as tht

ls Thе diffеrеnt versions of thе

sometimеs a теsrarсhеr dоl

animatе, and thе data migh,
19 I havе takеn Turkish tо il]

otheт сonditions toо. Sсhrс

of thr сonffollеr' its role as

aglееmеnt.
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Supposе this сonditiOп is tl-rеt, as in (28). Thеn both optiOns irге ftrl lу aссеptablе

1.оl sшbjесts dеnoting hutnans. whilе with inanilrratоs thе dеlirLrlt form is noгrтal:

(]0) Top-lаг tltаsa-сlan усl-е yrrvaгlan-сlI /'l.уrrr,агlan-dl.lar.
bali-pr- tдblе-,rвL l looг-t-lдт гoll-гsт[3sс; ] i гоIl_ps t .3pl
.Тhе bаlls гollссl liсllт thс tаblе (сltlr'vn) to thс [iooг.'

Non-human aninlatеS сolnе in thе miсldlе. giving a Vеrsion o1 thе tапil iaг

hiеrarсhу: l 8

(] l)  hut.nan > othсг i t l . t i tnatе > in ln i lnatr

0nе tirгthег еftЪсt is tlf irrtсrеst' naПеlу соmpaгison witl.r an сXamplс with сon-

joinеd nouп ph[asеS:

(32; А l i  у lе o1.a oda-уa gеl-s in. lеr i  gс| s in^
A1i-and oya l.оorr-r DAТ сOlllс'OPt.-t,L / соt-t-tе-оl,T
.A1i aпсl oya shtltr ld соtnс intо thс гt lom..

Hеге both tуpеs of agгееmеnt aге ptlssiblе, br-rt with thе pluгal now гathсг lrеttеr.

as соmpat.есl with (28) whеге thеу wеге еqual lу aсссptalr lе. l .)

6.5.2 lndividuation

Тhегс is also a l inlt bеtwееn thс гolе tl1.agеnt irnd thе пotioll of indi-

viduation (irnd tl.rе lattег, tlf сoLlгSе' геlittеs to animirсу in that wе irrdividuatе

anjmatеS llorе геadilу tl-ran inanirlllrtеs). Rесall that thе mеaning of thе сlalrsе is

srеn thг()ugh tl-rеrrrаtiс гOlеs and vеrbal sешantiсs (S6'4), and thе lin]< bсtr'vееn

thеsе two сatl bе lbund irl agгееll lеnt. Spесitiсаlly. if wе сonsidег agгесПеПt With

сOnjoinесl nolln phГasеS in sr.rbiесt positit lt l in Russian' Wе find tl-rat agгееlnеnl i l l

numbеrdсpеnсls in paгt on thе sеmalltiсs o1.thе сiausе. Thе п-lсlге agеnt-l ikе thе

subjесt is (as еvidсnсесl bу thе sеmantiс tуpс of tl.rе pгесliсatе) thе n-roге l ikеly is

pluгal agгееrrrеnt. An aсtivity pгссliсatе (whiсh is l ikеlу to indiсatе an agеlltivе

subjесt) rnakеS pluгаl agгееtnсЛt lnoге likеlу. as shtlr,vn in a сoгpшs of l itсгaгу and

dia lесt  Rtrss ian (Сoгbеtt  l98З: l  |2-1з,  |2О-2).

Hеге wс сollsidег гathег dif1Ъrеnt data whiсh сor.rfiгm that сonсlltsion. Robblсс

rеpolts thаt pгесliсatеs fогrll a hiегaгсhy of indiviсlшation. wl.riсh shе miltir,аtеs fl.onr

оthегphсnornеna aS Wеl1aS аgгееmсnt. Thоге aге tl.tгсс. main сlassеs, сaсh split intсl

two subсlassеs. thе геadеГ is геtЪггеd to Robblее ( l993a) foг j ustif iсation of thсsе.

but thе схalтplсs in (33) givе an indiсltion of nrсnrbегshiр. Сlass I pгеdiсatеs

havе an ttlldеrgoег as l.hеiг aГglllтlеntl сlass lI alsсl havе an Llndегgorr aгgllmеnt

rE Thесi i f tЪгсr-rt l ,егs i t lпsоfthеhiсгагсhуf i lu l lс l iпthеI i tсг l r t ru.еaгсnоttthvi tуss igrr i t iсаnt lуdi f tегcnt:
sсlltlсtitttеs lt гсsеltгсhсг dоеs tlсlt сhесk tbг l 1-lагtiсrrllrг сlistiпсtiсэn srtсh as hLLtt-tiLll \,cгsllч ()thег

anilnatе. arrсl thе сlata tnigi.tt сlг пlight nоl har.е givеп сviсlеltсе lсlг thе сlistirrсtion.
19 I har.е takеrr 

.Iirгl'ish to il|Llstгatе thс оl.Гесt сl1.аniпaсу. llut it is iп liсt a gсlосl еxепlрIаг of

othег сс lnс l i t i t l t ls  t tю. Sс l- tгoесlсг ( l999: i  l  l -25) at .gLlсs t l . rat .  bсs iс lеs l tn i rr lасV. thе tt lp iсa l  statr . ls

of1hс сtllltгilllсt.' its гtllс аs agеПt arlсl thе с1еgгсе to whiсh thе ге1сгсnts aге ir.rdir,iсltratесl ail at1Ъс1

аgгсс l l lе1lt .
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but thе prеdiсatе additionally has a mannеr сonstituеnt, laсking in сlass I. Class III
prеdiсatеs havе an agеnt argumеnt. Thе six subtypеs rеprеsеnt inсrеasing drgrееs
of inhеrеnt individuation of thе prеdiсatе.

A prеdiсatе oflow inherеnt individuation may bе attributed to and thus oссurs
withmany morеkinds of argumеnts than aprеdiсatеof highindividuation. For
instanсе, thе prеdiсatе bуt, ,be'rеgularly oссurs with subjесt noun phrases
that arе abstraсt, and also with those that arе сonсrete. In сontrast, only noun
phrasеs dеnoting сonсrеtе objесts normally oссur as the subjeсt ofthе stativе
prediсatе krаsnеt..redden [intrаns.]'. (Robblеe 199Зb: 4251

How is this hiеrarсhy of prеdiсatеs rеlrvant to agrееmеnt? Robblее tоok a
сorpus of Russian prosе (1976 tо 1988). Shе еxtraсtеd instanсеs of prеdiсatе
agrееmеnt with quantifiеd noun phrasеs inсluding еithеr a numеral or onе of
пеskol,ko.sеvеral', mаlo,few' or nеmаlo.sеvеral, morе than a fеw', whiсh in
prinсiplе allow singular or plural agrееmеnt (s 1 .4.4). Thе rеsults arе givеn in (33)

r з з  l Semantiс (plural) prеdiсatе agrееmеnt with quantifled noun phrasеs
aссording to prеdiсatе typе in Russian (from Robbleе |99Зb: 428)

% phлa|

Subtype Iabуt, ,be'

Subtypе Ib, е.g. proizojti ,oсalr'

CLASS I ('inversion') subtotal
Subtypе IIa, е.g. stojаt, ,stand'

Subtypе IIb, е.g. krоsnеt, .rеddеn,

CLAss II (.intransitivе') subtotal
Subtype IIIa, е.g. rаbotаt, ,work'

Subtype IIIb, е.g. udаrit, .hit'

CLASS III (.agеntive') subtotal
TOTAL

Thе rеsults arе сlеar; Sеmantiс (plural) agrееmеnt is lеast сommon with bуt, and
suссеssivеly morе сommon with morе individuatеd prеdiсatеs.

Thе еffесt of thе prеdiсatе is substantiatеd сonvinсingly. Howevец wе nееd
tо disеntanglе thе diffеrеnt faсtors at work. Thus Robblее,s сlass I сomprisеs
prеdiсatеs with an undеrgoеr argumеnt. Among othеr propеr1iеs, thеsе prеdiсatеs
arе morе likеly to appеar in prеdiсatе-subjесt StruсturеS than arе othеr prеdiсatеs;
and pгеdiсаtе-subjесt word ordег disfavours sеmаntiс agгееmеnt (аs wе saw in
$6.1.2; it is truе for agrееmеnt with quantifiеd noun phrasеs (Corbеtt |98З: |49_
52) as it is with сonjoinеd noun phrasеs). It wоuld bе hеlpful, thеrеforе, to havе
a сount in whiсh thе faсtor of word оrdеr is hеld сonstant, in ordеr tо isolatе thе
еffесt of thе prеdiсatе typе. Robblее providеs this in a latеr papеr; shе takеs thе
samе 37З еxamplеs as in (33) and сrоss-сlassifiеs hеr thrее main prеdiсatе typеs
with word ordеr.

N

Semantiс (plural)
aссording to word
, з 5 )

CLASS I ('invers
CLASS II ('intrat
CLASS III (.agеr

TOTAL

of thе сlass I prеdiсal

' |5Чo had plural agrе

iсatе ordеr (1'5Чo) than

' сlass of prеdiсatе (63

kееp thе Word ordеr сl

ing dоwn thе сolumns) th

prediсates, morr so with оt

then wе havе сlеar еvidеnс

ordеr.20
Wе сonсludе that agеnс

evant to agrееmеnt in thz

еxprеssеd on thе targеt. A q

the usе of a dеfault form (f'

as a sign that thеrе is no a1

quantiflеd еxprеssions wо

mеnt (shown by thе plurz

Howеvеr, this would not

thе othеr еvidеnсе alludе
|2o-2) involvеs сonj oinеl

agIrеmеnt with thе nеarеs

20 Wе should ask how this hiе

Prеdiсatе Hiеraтсhу of Indil

whеn wе сonsidеr non-verb

Ib (Robblее |99Зa 2|6)' wl

prеdiсativе nouns and adjес

thе most individuating in tl

сommuniсation). In Сomriе'

vеrbs and non-vеrbs are ful\

over the prediсatе typеs dе]

morе аbout thе intегасt ions

bеhavе in struсtures whiсh а

held сonstant, аdjесtives fal

16зJ0)'

'76

4 7
I Z э

122
38

1б0
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7"7
90
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1
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8
46
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49
69
90
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Sеrlantiс (pltrгal) prеdiсatс zrgrееlnсnt with qLrаrrtifiеd пoun phlаsеs

aссoгс1ing to wсlrd oгdсг аnсl pгсdiсatе typс ir.r Russian (tl.оrn Robblсе 1997

?15 )

subj есt-pгеdi саtе pгссliсдtе-Subj есt

wоrсl ordсl woгd oгсlсt. TOTAL

%PL  N . % P L  N о/r, PL

СLАsS I ( ' invсгsiсln')

СLAss II ( ' intransit ir,е, )
СLASS l I I  ( .agсnt ivе ' )

TOTAL

l 3
,1з

5-5

l l r

Тhus of thе сlass l pгесliсirtсS. сlf tl-tс thiгtееn fbunсl with subjссt-pгеdiсatе Word

ort]ег. l57о had pluгal ag1.ссmеnt. Pluгal agrееlnеIrt iS mсlГс l ikеlу with subjесt-

рrrdiсatе ordег (15%.) than with prсdiсatе-subjeСt(.7с/ф. aПd thе samе iS tгr-rе fbг

еaсh сlass of pГссliсatе (6З% vеrsus 41%' and 967о vегsr-rs 11сl:). BtlI еqually, if

ц.е kеrp thе WOгd OГdеr сoПstant and сOnsidсI. thе сlass of pгеdiсatе (сorr.rpаг-

ing dоwn thе сolr-rпlns) tlrсn wе Sсс that plLrгal is lсast l i1tсiу witlr . invеrsion'

prеdiсatеs, mtlГе So with othег intгirnsitivеs and mоst l ikеly with agеntivеs. Hсге

thеn wе havс сlеaг сviсlеnсе thаt tl-tis hiегarсhy has an сtТесt indеpеndеnt 0f WoГd

ошlеr.]0
Wе сonсludе that agоnсy (as hеге invеstigatеd thгtltrgh pгесliсatс tуpе) is геl-

rlant t0 agrееmеnt in that it сan aflЪсt thе valuеs t.lf thе agгесmеnt lЪlttuгеs

еXprеSsесl On thе taгgсt. A qr"ralif iсation is гес1uiгсd hеге. sinсе tor Somе геsсагсhеrs

thе usе of а сlеtЪtrlt lbптr (fbr instanсе thе nеutсг singulaг in Russian) сan bе takсn

аs a sign that thеге is tlo agгееmеlt. Hеnсе thе disсr-rssion about agl.есll lеl lt With

quantifirсl схpгеssionS wсlr-rld, foг soпlе, bе rссaьt itЬ а сontr.lst bеtwсеn agгес-

mеnt (ShOWn bу 1hс pluгal) and no agгееmсnt (shсlwn bу thс nеLltеГ singulaг)'

Howеr,еl' this wor.rld not аtТесt thе сlaiш that thсmatiс tolеs aге rсIеvi-tnt Ьil lсе

thе othег еv iс lеnсе a l l r . rdес l  to еar l iег  in th is  sссt ign ( in Сoгbеtt  l983: l12 |з,

l20 2) involvеs сonjoinеd noun phгasеS, whеге thе agгееltlеnt options aге: fr-rl l

lgrееmеnt with thе nraгеst сonjunсt, oг plr-rгal agгееmеnt.

] i r  WЪ shotL l t l  lLsk ht l lv  t t l is  h iсгагсhу гс l i i tеs t()  Соtтtг iе 's  Pгсс l iсatе Hiсгагсhу ( l975) '  I tоbblее's

Pl.сdiсаtс Hiеraгсhу ilf Irldir.iсlLration pгtlviсlеs it сгOss-сtlt1iПg сlassifiсаtion' as bссtltl.lеs сlсаr

tvhсп ц'е сtlnsiсlег ntlrr-r.егbltt pгсdiсatеs. A lЪu' of thсsе. suсlr аs t'irlпrl .visiblе.. ltге it.t сlаss

Ib (Rоbblее l99За: 2 l6) '  whi]е thс nrаjoг i tу l tго lс l tvег оn thе hiегагсhу (1993а: 230,).  ()vегa|t .

prсdiсlrtivс lltlLtt.ts ltt-tсl аdjесtivеs rvor.rlсl Ье пlсlгс individrrlrting thaП tгаllsitiVе r'сг[rs- thсгсlоге

thс 1nost iпс l i r . idLrat ing i rr  thс Ргеdiсatс Hiегaгсhу оl .  lndir , iс l r :аt iс ln (Kагеt l  Robblсе. регsс l trа l
сoпl l . t l t tn iс lLt i t l t l ) '  In Сoпlг iс 's  l )гес[ iсаtе l  I iегагсhy. rvhiсh hаs а svпtасt iс and rnог1lholс lg iса l  bas is.

l,сгbs aпd t-tоt.t-vегbs aге firllv sсрагatсrl. Тhrrs Rсlbblее's hiегагсhу сitn bо sееlt as a fасt.п. l.rпчill.ч

оr,ег thе ргеdiсаtе tvpеs dс1lпеd iп Соttlгiе.s hiегaгсhу. It rvoulсl bс оf gгеаt illtегеSt tO kllow

moге abtlut tl-tе intсгасtiсltls bсt\Vееn thс LWo' ln paгtiсulaг tо know mоге abоrtt hоrv adjесtir'еs

bеhаr.е in stгtlсtl-lгеs u.hiсh al]oц, agгееlllсПt сhoiсеs. It is еstablishеd that. ц,l-tеtl otl]сг 1ltсttlгs агс

hе]с l  соnstarrt .  ас l jесt ivеs 1 lrrort l .sсt l lаnt iс l tg.гсс lт lе l l t  bу сt lпtрaг isс l t . l  rv i t l . r  vcгbs (Сt lгbсtt  l98З:

163  70 ) .
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Wе nоw ask how far grammatiсal rеlations allow us to dеtеrmine
hоw agrееmеnt opеratеS in diffетеnt languagеs. Supposе Wе сan еstablish thе
grammatiсal rеlations in a partiсular сonstruсtiоn aссording to оthеr сritеria (for
instаnсе aссоrding to thе сritеria of Kееnan (|9.7 6), that is, сontгolling rеflеxivеs,
bеing thе targеt for promotion, bеing thе missing argumеnt for impеrativеs, and
so on' aS disсussеd in Сomriе 1989b: 104_2З).2| Сan wе thеn straightforwardly
dеtеrminе how agrееmеnt will opеratе? Is Blakе right tо SuggеSt that .Agrееmеnt

is normally оn thе basis of grammatiсal rеlations . ' .' (]994: |4О)?
Wе might еxpесt that if wе appеal to grammatiсal rеlations wе shall not also

nееd to rеfеr to сasе. Indееd thе Rеlational Grammar litеraturе stгеssеd thе impor-
tanсе of instanсеs whеrе thе сontrollеr was of thе .right' grammatiсal геlation
but thе .Wrong' сasе (quirky сasе) and still сontrollеd agrееmеnt ($2.3.3). How-
еvец thеrе arе also сlеar instanсеs dеmonstrating thе nееd to rеfеr tо сasе as wеll
as to grammatiсal rеlations fоr spесifying agrrеmrnt. Thеsе arе of two typеS, onr
соnсеrning сontrollеrs and thе othеr сonсеrning agrееmеnt сhoiсеs.

First, in tеrms of thе сontrollец wе find instаnсеs, as in Russian, whеrе a
noun phrasе in thе right grammatiсal rеlation (subjесt) but not in thе right сasе
(nominativе) сannot сontrol agrееmеnt. Thе subjесt in Russian сan arguably bе
in diffеrеnt сasеs (for сгitеria for subjесt sее Tеstеlес (2001: З25-6))' Тb сontrol
agrееmеnt it has to bе in thе nominativе:

Russian
(35) Moй-еt byt; kogda u mеnja bud-еt sv-oj

may-3sс bе.rшг whеn at 1sс.свш bе.гuт-3sс RЕFL-М.SG.NoM
milliard dollar-ov, ju . . .r,
miltiard(м)[sс.шoм] dollar-вI-.свш lsс.шoм
.Maybе' whеn I havе my (оwn) milliard dollars. I . . .'

Hеге in thе Russian possеssivе сonstruсtion thе pоssеssor phrasе (u mеnjа, \it-
еrally .at mе') is subjесt-likе in that it соntrols rеflеxivization (inсluding svoj.onе's оwn'), but it doеs not сontrol agrееmеnt. Thе vеrb is not first pеrson
but third. Morеovеr, a noun phrasе whiсh is not thе subjесt for геflеxivizatiоn
pulposеS but whiсh is in thе nominativе саn сontrol agrrеmеnt. Agrееmеnt
is with thе ,possеssеd' noun phrasе svoj milliаrd d,ollаrov .my own milliard
do l  Iaгs.  .

A сomparablе intеrеsting situation is found in Hindi/Urdu, as dеsсribеd in Butt
(2001)' following Моhanan (1994: 102-6). Agrееmеnt is as follows:

2l Critеria сan diffеr substantially tiom геsrarсhеr to rеsеarсhец and so сomparison of diffеrеnt
сlaims is oftеn diffiсult. For analysis of оbiiquе subjесts sее Мoоrе & Pегlmuttеr (2000) and Pеrl-
muttеr & Мoorе (2002) on Russiаn, disсussеd by Sigurdsson (2002) with intеrеsting сomparisons
with Iсе1andiс.

22 Viktor Dorenko, Bаnditу s bo( ioj сlorogi, Мosсow, Ёкsмо. 1996' o. 245.

if thе subjесt is in l

othетwisе, if thе ot

othеrwisе thе vеrb

сonditions сan bе sееn

гdu (Butt 2001)

сdnan ga

Adnan(м)[шoм] сa
.Adnan drivеs a сar.

nadya:nе / оdnan=

Nadya(г):вкс / Aс
.Nadуa / Adnan hat

nadуa:nе gar

Nadya(F):ЕRG сal
.Nadya has drivеn 1

in diffеrеnt сonfi guratio

еxamplеs in Indo-Aт

1_16); for disсussion of ]

Sigurбsson (|996, 2002,,

noun phrasе in thе .righ

by anothеr, that not

the instanсеs just disсusst

mеnt ($6.7.1).

A sесond typе of еvidеn
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othеr faсtoгs whiсh ml

in from Russian and сс

iоns. Agrееmеnt wt

' with numеrous сond

еnсеs in spеakеr judgеmеnt

othеrs, namеly that if thrr

plural agrееmеnt is guaran

dуа/dуe 
.two', /rj .thrеr' l

in thе nominativе (or in t

for inanimatеs) takе a nou

mrnt сan in prinсiplе bе i

plural:

Russian (udgemеnts of Мaril

(39) Na stol-е
on tablе-sс.roс
.on thе tablе laу
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l. if thе stLbjесt is in thе nonlinativе. thе vсrb agгееS with it;

2. othегwisс. if thе obiесt is in thе noninativе, thе vегb agгссs with that:

3. othегwisе thе vегb shilws сlеlir-rlt agrееmеnt (masсtrlinе singrrlaг).

Thеsе соnditions сan bе sееn opеrating in thе followiпg еxaшplеs:

Hindi/UгdLr (Butt 20() l )
(]6) оdпan gаlГl ссIа.ta hs

dгir,е-tpнt..пt.sс; дuх.ркs.3sс

gaгi ссIa-yi hс

Adnan(шl)[ хt lшt I  сa l( l ' )[шoьt]
.Adпan сlr.ir,сs а сirr..'

nadya:nс / сrL ln.tп: l1е

Nаdуa(Г):ЕRсi / Аdnan(пr):вкс саr(г) [ысirur] dгivс-гнv.l '.sс дuх.pкs.Зsс;
.Nаdуa / Adnan has dгir'еn а сar..

(]8) narlуa:nе gагi-ko соlа:Уа hc
Nаdуа(F):ЕRсi саг(н):д6'6. сlrivе-ргv.м.sс;,rtlх.ptts.Зsс
.Naсlya has dтivеn thе сДr..

Thus in diltегеnt сonfigr-rгationS аgгсепlеnt сlеpеnds in paгt on сaSе. FOr othег сoI1l_

parablе ехamplеs iп lndo-Aгyan Sее Biсkеl & Yadava (2000) and Biсkсl (200З:

11|_16); Гoг disсussiorr of Inaгi Sami sсе Toivonеn (200з). and foг Iсеlandiс

sееSiguгdsson (l996.2002) and Boссl<x (2000). Notе thс rсgulaгity thiit wl.tеt-t

thеnoun phгasс in thе .гight, gгalnпlltiсal геlatitl l l has its сontгoll ing potеrrtial

usuгpеd by anothег. that ntlttn phг.rsс is typiсаllу in thе .гight' сaSе: thiS is tгuе

of thе instanсеs.just сlisсr-rssсd, of baсk agгеешеnt ($2.4.4)' arlсl tlf lоng_distanсе

agfrrПrеnt (S6.7. l ).
A sесonсl typе сlf еvidеnсс showing that wе irесd aссеss tO сasе as wсll as

to gramlnatiсal геlations to itссount fог agгееmсnt involr,еs agГееmеnt сhoiсеs.

Wе finсl ins|anсеs whеге a nroditiег in thс .гight' (r-rominalir,е) сasс otrtwеighs

аll othег fhсttlгs whiсh rlay сlеtегr-ninе thс fЪatuге valtrе. Thс сxamplеs aге

a.sain tгom Rr-rssiаn and сotlсеrn dеtегminсгs and aсljесtivеs within quantifiеd

ехргеssiot-ts. Agгееmеnt with с1r.rirntif iесl еxpгеssiсlПS in RuSSiitn is higl.rlу сom-

plех, with IlLllтlегolls сonсlit ions having an it-tIluеnсе, whiсh lеads to dif1.сг

еnсеs in spеakег jtrсlgепlсПtS' Onе ге.ttrlaгity, howсvег, takеs pгесесlеnсе or,ег all

othеr.s, narr-rеly that iГ tl-rсге is a рlшгal mоdifiсг irr thе llomit-talir.е сasе" thеn
plural agгееrlеnt is guaгatltееd. A stгi lt ing instanсе is tсlr-rпd with thе nLtmегals

dу,а/сlуе.twо'" 1гl .thгее, anс1 r]с/'r.lz .1Ъrlr'. Tl.rеsе nltmегals whеn thеi-tlsеlvеs

in thе nor.r.rinativс (oг in thе aссr-rsаtivс whiсh is idеntiсal tо Lhс nottl i l i lrtirе

for inanirnаrtсs) ttlkе a ntlttn in thе gсnitivе singr-rlaг (s3.З..5). Ргеdiсаtе lrgгее-

mеnt сaП in pгinсiplе bе in thе dсtаult nеLltег sin.Чшlirг lbгnl oг сan bе in thс

pIuгal:

Russian (juсlgсrnrПts o1. Maгina СhLtmakina)
(з9) Na stol-е lейа-l-o l |ei:.t- l  i  ёеtуге knig-i.

Ol l tablс.sс;.rсlс. l iе-гsт-х.st; / l iс ps'т.гr lbuг[хсiшl I boi lk(г)-sс.с;вt. l
.on thе tаblе l ly tbr-rг bсlt lks. '  (.Thеге wеге tbuг btlсlks on thе tablе..)
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An trttributivе adjесtivе in aphrasе like ёеtуrе kпigi.four books,сalr bе nominativе
plural or gеnitivе plural; in tl.rе modегn languagе this сhoiсе is largеlу rеstriсtеd to
oссuIТеIlсеs with fеmininе nouns (with masсulinеs and nеutеrs thе gеnitivе plural
is ovегwhеlrr-ringly prеlЪrтеd). Thеге aге othеr faсtors in plaу (if thе numегal is in
thе aссusativе, though idеntiсal in foгm to thе nоminativе, this favours gеnitivе
of thе adjесtivе, and thе highеr thе numеral thе moге likеly thе gеnitivе, that
is, fouг > thrее > two); lbr thеsе sее Сorbеtt (1993). Givеn a fеmininе noun
\tke kпigа .book', an attгibutivе adjесtivе сan bе norrrinativе plural or gеnitivе
pl ural:

(,l0) ёеtyrе bol,Ё-iе / bol,S-iх knig-i
fouг|rхoм] largе-гt-.ысlм / lаrgе-гt,.свш book(н)-sс.свш
.1Ъur largе books"

Sornе spеakеrs сlaim that thеrе is a slight diffегеnсе in mеaning, but it is vегу
haгd to pin down, and thе faсt tlrat thе ехistеnсе of a сhoiсе dеpеnds on thе .Цеndеr
of thе noun makеs this a minor distinсtitln at bеst.

If wе put tоgеthеr phrasеs inсluding ar.r attгibutivе modifiсr and a prеdiсatе
wе might еxpесt four possibil it iеs. Suprun (|957:76-7) invеstigatеd a сorpus of
litеraгy tеxts' Hе found 2З6 rеlеvant еxamplеs, and an intеrеsting еfIЪсt: of thе
tbur outсomеs onе rr-right thеorеtiсally еxpесt, onе is ехсludеd:

(4 l) Сonstruсtions with .two'. .thrrе, and .four' in Russian

attгibutivеrnodifiеr plеdiсatеagrееmеnt ехarrrplе

gеnitir,с plr-rral nеutеr singular
nominativс pluгal plural
gсnitivе pluгal plurаl
nоminativе plural nеutеr singular

(42) bеlow
(4З) bсlow
(zl4) bеlow
(45) bеlow:ЕХСLUDЕD

Thе fourth сolxbination l

(45) *Na stоl-е
ol l  tablе-sс.t
'or-r thе tаblе lа

Thе judgепrеnts aге сlеaг

thе pгеdiсatе must bе plul

about пrеaning diffеrеrrсt

is  с lеaг-сut .  Wе f ind th is

Again thе соrrdition invo,

l  сonс ludе  tha t  а  Гu l l  t 1

iсal rеlations and to сaSе.

b.z Communiс

My goal is to

Ianguagеs. From that pеt

as сonditions on agrееlт

ily to undегstand inforшl

Thе d i t fегеnt pеГspесt i \  е

ent aspесts of thе data, b

diffегеnt аrpproaсhеs. A fr

muniсativе funсtiorrs (a u

in Nikolaеvаl (2001: 3 9)

6.т.| Topiс

Thе . top i с ' i s

a g ivеn d isсouгsе s i tuа l iо

first a сlеar instanсе of tr

alгеadу obsеrvеd thе intе

($ l . 4 .2 '  s2 .4 .7 ) .  I t  i s  nс

agгееmеnts. Rесall that t

Tsеz: nоrmal aglееmеnt (P

14б) еni-r
mothег(II)-D^l

г-iу-хо.
IV-knоw-prrs
.Tl-rе rтothет k

Thе matrix vеrb r-i1'--rrl

whiсh геsults bесausе ttt

typе of ехamplе whiсh t,

I еxaminеd a largеr сoГpus of 41.5 еxamplеs, froш litеraгy tеxts 1970 80, and
сonfirmесl Suprun's obsегvatiorr. This obsеrvation is also сonfirmеd by work
with сonsultarrts. Spеakегs havе varying prеfеrеnсеs tbr thе thrее attеstеd typеs
of ехamplе (Мarina Сhumakina aссеpts all thrее):

(42) Na stol.с lеЙa-l-o ёеtyrе bol.3-iх knig-r.
on tаblе-sс.r-oс: l iе-psr._ш.sс fbur[ьroм] lar.gе-гr,'свш brlok(н)_sс.свш
.on thе tablе lay four largе books.'

(4з) Na stol-е lейa-l-i ёеtyrе bol,Ё-iе knig-,.
on tаb]с-sс.l-oс l iе-psт-pl- fi lur|хoшt] l itr.Че-вt,.шoшl book(г)-sс.свп
.on thе tablе lay 1buг laгgс books.'

Na stol-е lейa-l- i  ёеtyrе bol,S-iх knig-i.
on tablе-sG.LOС l iс-psт-pl- fbur|шoм] largс-el.свш boоk(п)-sс.сгl. ' l
.on thе tablс lay lbur largе books.'

(.41)
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Ihе fouпh сotтbination is unaссеptablе:

(15) ,i.Na stol-с lейa-l.o ёеtyrе bo|.ё-iе trnig-i.

on tablе-sс.l,сlс l iе-psт_ш.sс; fbur[шoм] largе-еl-.пoм bоok(г)-sс.сгlх
.on thе tablс laу foul lar.gе books.'

Thеjudgеmеntsarесlеartrlэoirt(zl5);ifthегеisanorr.rinativеpluralmodifiеr,tltеn
rhе prеdiсatе must bе piuгirl (and this is a muсh moге robust еf1Ъсt than anу сlаriIт

аbout mеaning сIi1Теrеnсеs). Within a sеt of сomplех сonditions, this onе еft'есt

isсlеaгсut. Wе find this both in thе сorprrs studiеs and in spеakеrs' judgеmеnts.

Agarn thе сondition involvеs thе nominativе сasе.

Iсоnсludе that a full typоlogу of agrееmеnt nееds rеf.rrrnсе both to glammat_

iсаl rеlations aПd to сaSе.

6.1 Communiсаtive funсtion and Precedenсe

Му grlal is to aссount lюг thе agrееmеnt systеlтS fЪr.rnd in thе wоrld's

lаnguagеs. From that pегspесtivе, сommuniсativе (or disсouгsе) funсtions Iit in

ш сonditions on agгееmеnt. Fгom thе pегspесtivе of soшеtlnе tгying pгirnаr-

ily to undеrstand infbгmtrtion Strllсturе, agrrеmеnt is onе mеans out of sоvеral.

Тhе diffеrеnt pеrspесtivеs htrvс lес.l linguists to invеstigatе and tсl mеasurе diffеr-

еnt aspесts of thе с]аrta, but Wе arе bсginning to sее tl.rе сonnесtions bеtwееn thе

ditlеrеnt appгoaсhеs. A full aссount of agгееmеnt сеrtainly nrеds ttl inсludе сom_

muniсativе funсtions (a usеful ovегviеw of rеsеаrгсh and tеrms usеd сan bе found

in Nikolaеva (200l : 3-9) and moге сlеtail in Larтbrесht & Мiсhaеlis (l998)).
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Thе .tсlpiс' is a .rеlЪгеnt whiсh a proposition is сonstгuеd to bе about in

аgivеn disсoursе situation . . . ' (Lambгесht & Miсhaеlis l998: 494). Wе сonsidеr

first a сlеar instanсе of topiс funсtiоning as a сondition on agгееmеnt. Wе havе

аlrеady obsегvесl 1hе intеrеsting phеnomrnon of long_distanсе agгееmrnt in Tsеz

($t.4.2, s2.4.7). It is now timr to invеstigatе thе сonditions for thе dilТеrеnt

agl.ееmеnts. Rесall that this еxamplе is as wе rnight ехpес1:

Tsеz: normal agl.ееmеnt (Polinsky & Comriе 1999: l16_l7)
(46) [Lrй-п magalr-r b-aс,-ru-ti ]

mothсг(tI)-пlr г bоy(r)- lкс br.еad(ttr)[двs] lII-rat-PST PTСP-NMLZl  ̂Bsl

r- iy-хo.
IV-kttоw-Prrs
,Thс mo1hеr knows tl.rat thе bсlу atс thе brеaс1.'

Thе matrix vеrb r-i-у-JO 
.know' shows gеndег IV agrееmеnt; this is thе dеfault,

whiсh rеsLrlts bесausе its absolutivе argumеnt is thе braсkеtоd сorтplеmеnt. Thе

typе of ехamplе whiсh wе havе уеt to ехplair-r is this onе:
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Tsеz: long-distanсе agrееmеnt
(.41) еni.г |ui-a magalu b-Дс'-ru-1i]

mothrr(rI)-DAт boy(I)-вкс brеad(rп)[,+вs] III-еat_PsT-PTСP-NMLZIABsl
.Thе mothет knows that thе boy atе thе brеad.'

In (41) thе matrix verb b-iу-хo .know' shows gеndеr III agrееmеnt, agIееing
with thе nominal m,аgаlu.brеad', whiсh is insidе thе сomplеmеnt. This lattеr
typе of agrееmеnt is сonditionеd by topiсality. It oссurs whеn .thе rеfеrеnt of
thе absolutivе noun phrasе is thе main intеrnal topiс of thе еmbеddеd сlausе'
(Polinsky & Comriе |999: |22)'

Polinsky & Comriе produсе сonvinсing еvidеnсе for thеir analysis. F'irst, if thе
absolutivе argumеnt of thе еmbеddеd сlausе is ovеrtly markеd as foсus (thus it
сannot bе topiс) thеn long-distanсе agrееmеnt is impossiblе:

(48) еni.r |u1.a magalu.kin
mothеr(ш)-оlт boу(t)-вкс brеad(шI)[а'вs]-гoс

b-aс'-ru-l i] г. iy-хo / *b.iy-хo.

II-еat-PST.PTCP-шмlz[a.вs] Iv-know-pкS / tlt-know.pкs
.Thе mothеr knows that thе bоy atе BRЕAD.,

Sinсе -tfu marks mаgаlu,btead' as foсus, this lattеr сannot bе thе topiс. A sесond
foсus markеr (-л) has thе samе еffесt.

Tsеz also has ovеrt topiс marking, for whiсh it usеs thе partiсlеs -n(o) (regliar
topiс) and -goп (сontrastivе topiс). If onе of thеsе marks thе absolutivе argumеnt
in thе еmbеddеd сlausе, showing it unambiguously to bе tоpiс, thеn long-distanсе
agrееmеnt is obligatory:

t.491 еnl.r fuй.a t,еk'.gon t'еt'r-аsi
mothеr(II)-оlт boy(t)-вкс book(п)[lвs]-тoрtс rеad-квs

yаl-ru.ti] y.iy.хo / *r.iy-хo.

bе-psт.pтсp-шмLz tt-know-гкs / rv-know-вкs
.Thе mоthеr knows that, as for thе book, thе bоy is геading it.'

Convеrsеly, if somе othеr еlеmеnt is markеd ovеrtlу as topiс, thеn thе absolцtivе
сannot сontrol long-distanсе agrееmеnt:

(s0) еnl-r [uй_Д-n t 'еk' t 'еt 'r.asi
mothег(tt)-оlт boу(t).вкс-товtс book(rr)[нвsI| rеad.квs

ya-ru-}i] г-iy.хo / *y-iy-хо.

bе-PsT.PTCP-NMLz tv-know-pкS /tt-know-гкs
,Thе mothеr knows that, as for thе boy, hе is rеading a book.'

Thе еvidеnсе is strong, supporting thе сlaim that long-distanсе agrееmеnt is
сonditionеd by tоpiсality. Whilе I havе trеatеd it as a сondition, Роlinsky (2003)
trеats thе distinсtiоn as еxhibiting two diffеrеnt struсturеs. And as notеd еarliеr,
from a dif1Ъrеnt pеrspесtivе onе сould sее long_distanсr agrееmеnt as an indiсator
of thе topiс of thе еmbеddеd сlausе. othеr languagеs show similar соnstruсtions;

сonditions diffеr so
agrеrmеnt

(Polinsky & Potsdt
еxamplе of thе с

languagе with somе
iсativе funсtiоn is ol

(for morе dat

(Nikolaеva 2001: 16)
ma tam kаla:ц
I this rеindееr
.I killеd this rеinde

ma tam kala:1
I this reindееr
.I killеd this rеindе

ma tam kala:ц
I this rеindееr
.I killеd thеsе rеint

ma tam kala:r;
I this rеindеег
.I killеd thеsе (twс

1) thеrе is just subjесt
ttre obiесt too. Notе tha

prrsеnсе of оbjесt ag
sеnsе, thеn, Khanty

itions on it. Whеn thе

iblе. Thе typе of objесt
instanсе, it is spесifiс.

topiс (thе subjес

). A sесondarу topiс is
thе rеlationship bеtl

that souтсе for еxamplеs
сonditiоnеd by сommuni,

Tsеz and Khanty providе

ovетlaps with othеr faс

is a prеfеrеnсе (stron1

thе subjесt (and of сoul

languagеs' inсluding

uttеranсе. For suсh lan1
niсativе funсtion, gl

Timbеrlakе 1980, and сt

idеnсе of this typе froш
ing сontrоllеrs whi

was givеn in $6.1.3. Thеsе
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ц'hilеthе сonditiопs сliГtЪг solтеWhat tt.oш lal.rgr-ragе to larrgr-ragс, it is su.ggеstсd

that long-distanсе a.qгееlТlеlt is сlеtсгrтinеd bу thс сtlmrтr-rrriсаtivе fr.rtrсtion oГ tl.rе

iоПtlollеr (Polinsky & Potsdarr-r 1999).

A sесond ехamрlс of thс еffесt of tсlpiсalitу is 1lгovidесl by Khanty (ostyak)'

l UгaIiс languagе with sornе l3.000 sреaltеrs in wсstеrn Sibегia. Thе еtЪсt оГ

сgmшuniсativе firnсtion is oп ob.jесt agrееmсnt. Thе basiс еt1Ъсt сaп bе sееl.t tt-t

thеsе еxarr-rplсs (foг r-r-roгс сlata sсе Nikolaеv;r l999):

Khаnty (Nikоlаеva 2(X)l: l6)

1.5I) nla LtrI l l  kir la:ц wс:l-s-эtn

I  th i s  гс in t lеег  k i l l -ps t - l sс ;
'I ki l tес1 t l .r is геir-rсiеег..

(5]) ma tam kаla:I wе:l-s.( l).е:rт

l this геit.tсiеег ki l l-ps г-sс.oвr- l  sс;
. l  ki l lеd t l .r is геir iс lеег. '

(5] )  ma t l im kа la :ц  wе: l - sэ - l -a : tn

I this t.еit-tdесг ki l l_ps'т-pt,.oвr- l  sс;
.I ki l lес1 thсsе rеinсlсег. '

(54) t.t la tatn kаla:l wе:l-sэ цi l-a:m
I this геit.tсlеег ki l l-ps,г.ou.r lвr- lsс;
.I ki l lесl thеsе (tu,о) геi l ldсеr. '

In (51) thеге is.just subjссt l l .gГееmеnt, whilе iп (.52) (54) thеге is аrgгееmеnt

with thе ob.jесt too. Nсltс that thе геaliZation of srrb.iесt аgгсешеnt is alsо aftёсtсd

by thе prеsеnсе сlf objесt agгесmеnt, as shown bу thе сontrast ol.(5 1) and (52).

In onе sеtrsе, thсn. Khal.rtу has optiorral ob.jесt agгееrnеnt. -Е{owеvеt. thеl.е .rге

сonditions on it. Whеn thс objесt is tlrс foсr-rs, tl.rеr-r objесt a.qгееlтеllt is ll()t

possib1е. Thе typе of сlb.jесt whiсh сontrols agгееmеr.rt has st lп.tе topiс pгсlpегtiсs.

Fоr instanсе, it is spесit lс. In fЪсt Nikoiaсva (200l) aгдuеs that it ехpгеssеs a

sесоnс.Iaгy topiс (thе subjесt bеing systеmatiсal lу assoсiatеd with thе pгitr lat.у

toрiс). A sесonсlаrгу t i lpiс is: .An сrlt itу suсh that thе uttегanсс is сonstгuесl to [- lе

ABoUl.thе геlatiсlnship bеtwееn it and thе primaгy tсlpiс., (Nikolaеva 2001:26;

sее that souГсе tbг ехarnplсs). Thus in Khanty 1hе oссurгеnсе ol.оbjесt agГееlтсl lt

is сonсl it ionеd bу сotl inrtt l iсatiVе funсtiOn.

Tsеz аnd Khanty pгovidе сlеaг i l .tst irnсеs t l l .topiс as a сondit iOn. BLrt topiсal ity

аlso ovегlaps with otlrег faсtoгs whiсl.t hаvе a mlrjoг iпlpaсt O|l lt{гееlтlr l l t . Fiгst.

rhегс is а pгеfегеt-lсе (stгongеr oг Wеаkсг iп dil'lЪгепt langr.rzrgсs) tЪг thе topiс ttl

bе thе sul- l jесt (anсl ol 'с()ttгSе thе sr-rb. iесt is a tуpiсal сorrtгol lеr). MoI.еtlvt-I., i l t

шanу larlgr-ragсs. inсluding t]-rе Slar,oniс languagеs, topiсs tсrlсl tсr oссtlr еaГlу in

thе uttегanсс. Fсlг suсh l irn.9uagеs Wе сl l l l  LlSе WoГd orсlеf aS a gooс.[ iПdiсl l ioг t)I,

сOmПuniсativе fr-tnсtit ln, givеrr a sutf iс iеnt с]oгpLls (сoшpaге Niсhols, Rаppapогt

&T iшbег lakс  l980,  and сOmmеnlaгy  in  Сoгbеt t  l983:  l37 .  l .54 .  l7 .5) .  Thеге  i s

еviс]еnсе o1.t l-r is tуpс t iol l  с1itЪrеnt Slavoniс lаrngrragеs. Paгt ol.thе еvidсr-rсе.

сошpaгing сol ltгOllегS whiсh pгессdе arrсl tbl low thеiг 1агgеt in Rrtssi; 't l l  tехts,

was givеn ir l  "ь6. 
l .З. Tlrсsе сla1a сan bе takеn inсl iгесtly i is сOllnts t lГ сontгOilсгS
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whiсh arе tоpiсs vеrsus thosе whiсh arе not. Thе full rangе of еvidеnсе involvеs
quantifiеd еxpгеssions, сonjoinеd noun phrasеs and сomitativе phrasеs (Corbеtt
1983: 107-50 passim). To givе anothеr part оf thе еvidеnсе: Sand еxaminеd a
laтgе сorpus of various Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian tеxts of thе 1960s. Thе largеst
сontrollеr typе invеstigatеd was thе numеrals from pеt.flvе' upwards. For thеsе
(55) has bееn drawn up fгom Sand's data(|97I:1З-5):

(ss) Thе еffeсt ofprесеdеnсе on agrееmеnt with quantifiеd exprеssions
(involving per .fi vе, and abovе) in Sеrbian/Cгoatian/Bosnian

singular plural pеrсеnt plural

subjесt-prеdiсatе
prеdiсаtе-subjесt

249
830

6 1
2 1

20
2

is Rural Palеs
Wеst Bank (Hо1

an Arabiс (Frеdеriс

breka I ba
be.pвv.3sс.м / be
.Thеrе was / werе 1

idеs dеtails of thе '

singular mаsсulinе)
othет intransitivе а
disсussеd in $6.5.2

if thе сontтollет pтес

is availablе onlу whеr
tly, if thе subjесt
t (Hoyt 2О00:,'

bre:kyе
bе.дст-pтсp.г..sс
,Ahmad thе Dabbа

it is indеfinitеs whiсh с

furthеr dividе bеtwееn
ifу thе rеfетеnt but t

are subtlе еffесts hеrе

likеly to takе full agrе

Foсus *:s.*.tь$*$\\

Thе foсus is thе
ition whеrеby thе as

.. 21'З1,2a Linguists оftt

The fаrmеr is plаntiпg I

subiесt-likе' (sinсе tht
bе ablе to сontrol v(

othетs, Lambrесht &

In thе first' thе subjесt.
thе prеsupposlttоn;

The tтansсriptiоn is aссording
We should notr that foсus ml
whiсh usеs lhе сopula in this
vаriоus сlеft сonstruсtions ls а

aqreеmrnt. Thе intеraction of
tiarris (2002: 228_34) and Kа

Clеarly subjесt-prеdiсatе word ordеr is morе likеly to pгoduсе plural agrее-
mеnt than is prеdiсatе-subjесt ordеr. Wе sее that thе morе topiс-likе thе subjесt
(as rеflесtеd in word ordеr) thе morе likеly is plural agrееmеnt. Thus wе sее that
thе уqluе of thе agrееmеnt fеaturеs is influеnсеd by thе сommuniсativе funсtion
of thе соntrollеr, whilе in Tsеz tоpiсalitу dеtеrminеd whiсh nоun phrasе Was to
bе thе сontrollеr; in Khanty it dеtеrminеd whеthеr or not thеrе would bе agrее-
mеnt with thе objесt, and in Tцndra Nеnеts it dеtеrminеs whеthеr thеrе is pеrson
agrееmеnt ( $4. 6' Nikolaеva 2005, forthсoming).

Though prесеdеnсе and topiсality arе rеlatеd, thеy arе not idеntiсal. on thе
onе hand, topiсs do not always prесеdе. And on thе othеr, prесеdеnсе is a widеr
сondition, in that it appliеs to othеr domains (for instаnсе, within thе noun phrasе)
and not just within thе сlausе, and so it сannot bе sееn just as an indiсator of topiс.
For instanсе, in Spanish, with сonjoinеd noun phrasеs prесеdеnсе has a dramatiс
еffесt on thе possibilitiеs fоr vеrb agrееmеnt (rеsolution is nоrmal in subjесt-vеrb
сlausеs, whilе agrееmеnt with thе nеarеr соnjunсt is marginally possiblе in vеrb-
subjесt сlausеs)' and it is also a major faсtor within thе noun phгasе (attributivе
modifiеrs following thе hеad maу show numbеr rеsolution or agrееmеnt with thе
nеarеr сonjunсt whilе thosе whiсh prесrdе must agrее with thе nеarеr сonjunсt
(Сamaсho 2003: 95-B, 1 11-13, I27-З0)), Anothеr еxamplе involvеs agrееmеnt
with mass nouns in thе Lеna dialесt of Spanish, sее Hualсlе (1992) and Corbеtt
(2000: |24-6).ForfurthеrinstanсеsofthееffесtofprесеdеnсеsееBakkеr(2005).
Thе rеlatеd quеstiоns of adjaсеnсy and distanсе arе disсussеd in $1 .1 .4'

Тbpiсality is also linkеd to dеfinitеnеss, to whiсh Wе now tuгn.

6.т.2 Definiteness and speсifiсity tн.*lil*i:tt1]iii.i.iiзiili!$}.i,$Ёiii!ii.!.iiiii.i.i.iii.iji$ii::l.iii.iiiil..li:il.\js.i.i.ii.iirчi.l]ii:R

Wе havе alrеady еnсountеrеd thе rolе оf dеflnitеnеss in disсussion
of Maсеdonian objесt сlitiсs ($l.4.2) and оf thе diffеrеnt agIееmеnt foгms in
Hungarian ($3.6.1). Wе now turn to data whiсh providе a finе illustration of
thе сombinеd еffесt of sеvеral сonditions, inсluding dеfinitеnеss and spесiflсity.
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l.. i irttuilgе is Гt,-lгal Раlеstirl i l lr l Агаbiс, aS sрokсГl in гrrгаi с()n11ll]Ltшlt1сs i l l

: i lr lt.thегn Wеst tsaгlk ({{tlyt 2002) Тhе tb1lоwiшg altегnаttvс agгееll lепts ;tге

, ' ' ]  h iе:

i.L] Plr lсst i l lп Aгlbiс ([-.гесlсr. iс lt tr iоуt 2()02: i 1 l at lсtr  рсгst l t tа1 соtr l in l rn iсat ioп)]]

1a tns i z lш l t t t  t r - с t r _ t i l t : r

1.0 I

brekа / i]lrеiсш h

bе.pг r . . j s t ; .п ' t  /  L l с . г t , t l . .3г t - .ш l  ЕХPLЕ I  i ! .Е  l i r ' с  l l l l t | l ( l \ I j . I , l  i t l - l l l . т . - i l t l г l sс
'Thеге t''.аs / rl'сгс ttr,с tllеtt lгi thе t.ttltlsс..

i l l\tpгgvi{lеs сlеtaitrs o{'t lrс сonсl it iоl ls ()!1 thеsе i lgl"eсш]еП{s. Dе{.аur, lt agгее1т.lеt..},[

r i lс r l l iк1 singш1aг П-}аSс!.-t l iпLr) сai l  hе t i]x.t i lс i  l11ost xl.еLl l-!ешtly rvith thе vегtl "1зе," burt

' .] ' i l  ш' ith othеr i l .rt iапsit ivс al lсn раssiVе VегhS iП еxistеl lt iаl sеIltе[.,!сеs (ссltnpaге

:i lсrсtbsdisсttssес iп Ё6.5.2). Тirеl] ргесес{r:шсс hir:; ' i  гo1r. As in t lthсг l .огl.t- ls t l1

\г.rhiс. iГthе сorl[ l"t ixjеl" l] i .есс{.lеs" thr:ге is Гl l l t  agгееlпсnt; thе с1е{.aшlt aEгеешlе1.!t

рtioп is ar,ai lalэlе oшiy WhеГс thс соr.tгс.r l lег tоl lows thс tш..е'еt ($5.3.2). b.|сxt. alrсt

ir l . , i t гсlеr,ant]у. it ' t1lс l;urh.jесt is сlеxinitе (еr.сn i l . fоl lоwiпg thе taг.*еt)" itшlшrI t l l i<t-

lLr l l  i lgгееrnеnt (Е{tlуt 2()00; 24):

j l l  hiе:}ivг /.:.h:еl!oп hаlt lе:k m;rrr lt thtnасj rd-rlalэbеlё

bс.дСг l,tс.p.t..s<, / bе..rс.t t,тt l , .пl.sс; thегс r 'vitЪ.г.sс Al]mаtl l lгг-Dаbbдlt
',\hr.nас1 tilс Dabhlrk's u,i1ё lvаs tl.tегс..

ТhLrs it is iлс1еfinitеs v',hiсh сir l l  tаkе dеjtLшlt agГееlтiеt lt. \&/ithin thс iпсtе{irr itеs ц,е

rl l lv l irгthсг с1ivit lе trэеtrvееia sрссi l iс iпr[е1initсs, i lr lr.L is thоsс wtrlеге t lrе spсаlrсг

сl l i ldсnrrt,r, thе ге1.:гепt Llшt t i lс aсlсlгсssес сaпl l()t, ашсl thс Псl i l-s l]есi{iс inсlеtlnitсs.

Тhеге aге sLlbtlе еf1Ъсls l .rегс (sсе niо-lt (2002))' wit i i  rnоге sцэесlf iс sшLl. iесts tэеit lg

nlolе likсlу tо ta[rс.fшil шgгееlirепt. [-iог с{.]1l1pi.tгаhiе сllrta оrl Aгlrlеt.liаt.l sее Siglег

1  1992 ) .

6.1.5 Fосьss

Тhе tцзсl 'ts is thе 
.sеlr lat]t iс сoп]рonеt.r i  of a pгlrgla,rаtiса1ly si.гt[сt i-[гесi

pшlposit iогr i ,vl.rегеlэу thс аssегtion с[i i '{Ъгs irtr lr l  thе pгеsшJlpоsit ir ln.. ([-arпbгесl-t ';

lqq+. :tз).. 'L. l l lgшists ofiсl .r ir lсtr iс l l l tr i ts L.[ isx' iшсtivе i l l tоt iаi iол with сapitals. as

tt lTht: ' f 'сt l ' t l tсt. is р!сtпti l lg f"ОТА,ГОЕ,\, nГ thе sшbjесt is thс f 'осus. t l .rаt l l lаkеs iI|

. lеss sшbjесt_nlkе. (sir lсе [hе ехpесtеd l[шkagс is sшh.jесt aгlсl ttз1зiс) l l t lс1 i i  l; l l l - l ' l l , ,

lоngег 1lс аhtе ttl l-"оll[гotr VеГi] agгее1nеПt. Foi1oWiПg еaг1iсг rvoгit [з1, i-lll-l.цlэгссh,г

and othcГs. tr-;r iпbгссi lt & Рсl l lnskу (tr9t)7: n9()) с1ist ir lgшish thгес пrа.1сlг tосuts

сatеgoIiеs.

lri tlзс tiгst. tilе surilз.jесt, 11г sоiт.lе оtilсl. i1гgi-il.xlепlL, is iш itlсшs; tliе pгеrtiс;riе is

rvithirr rliе pгсsшppos itil.ll-t :

] r  T l t с  l . t . l t t l sсг i i l 1 i с l t l  i s  aс r - 'огс l i I l i :  tо  [hr .  A t l t c г i са t l i s1  tГ ld j t i ( )п '

] l  Wс sht lL t l t l  t }o tс  ih l t1  1 l l с t r s  rп l i1 'bе  i r l с l i r - ' a tе t l  b) ,  a r - '  u* l . . . ' ' ,*  t l l l l г l<сг :  r ' r , с  saц,  th i s .  iп  Тsakhuг .

t l l t i сh  r t sсs  thс  с t lршla  i l r  th i s  w lLу  (sч] . ] .9 .  sсе  a i s r . - .  K ibг ik  ]999:  .5[ ] ]  ( l ( )9) .  N l l r г l t iпg  t i l сL ts  b1

t 'аг i с l L l s  с l с l t  с t l t l s t г t t с t ]L l t t s  i s  l t  h i s t t l г i сa l  lоL t гсс  o l  rgгсс t l l с t l1 .  Pаг t i сL l l1 l г l1 .  o1  сгg l tL t r ,е  l l [ ] s ( ) l t l t lVС

l lg I . се] l l с ] l i .  Тhс  i l l i с г l t с t i с l t t  t l l . f i l сL ts  i ' l l l d  а ! lГес t Iе l l1  t l l  Г )aghсs ta t r i l t i l  l l t i l g i tаgсs  i s  с1 i sсL l ssе i i  b r

Г l l r r . г i : ,  ( ] ( ) l ' ] ] :  ]2 i ]  . ] .1)  lnс l  Kazе l l iп  (2( ) ( )Z1 .



202 6  с o N D I Т I o N s

(s8) ARGUMЕNT FOCUS:
Contехt sеntеnсе: Why didn,t shе сomе to work todaу?
Sеntеnсе: Itсt. SoN is t'еsponsiblе.

Sесond, in prеdiсatе foсus, thе rеvеrsе holds; thе prrdiсatr is in foсus whilе thе
subjесt (and pоssibly othеr matеrial) сomеs Within thе prеsupposition:

(se) PRЕDICАTЕ FOCUS:
Contехt sеntеnсе: Why didn't shе сomе to work today?
Sеntеnсе: Hеr soп ltаd ап АССIDЕNT.

And third, in sеntеnсе foсus, both subjесt and prеdiсatе arе in 1bсus. Thеrе is no
bi_partitе pragmatiс Struсturе :

(60) SЕNTЕNCЕ FOCUS:
Contехt sеntеnсе: Why didn't shе сomе to work today?
Sеntеnсе: Hеr SОN is siсk.

Thе onе of spесial intеrеst is thе last. In thе sеntеnсе-foсus сonstruсtion. somr-
timеs сallеd .thеtiс', both subjесt and prеdiсatе arе in foсus. Thеrе is no pragmatiс
prеsupposition attaсhеd to thе subjесt nor to thе prеdiсatе. Thе .problеm' is to dis-
tinguish suсh сonstruсtions from thе sесond typе, that with prеdiсatе foсus. Thе
diffеrеnсе is that in Sеntеnсе foсus сonstruсtions thеrе is no nominal topiс сon-
Stituеnt. To еnsurе that, it makеs SеnSе to .dеtopiсalizе' thе nominal сonstituеnt.
Sinсе thе primе сandidatе for topiс is thе subjесt, wе flnd various dеviсеs fоr
dеtopiсalizing thе subjесt, and Lambrесht & Polinsky show that it сan bе givеn
diffеrеnt propеrtiеs normally assoсiatеd with thе objесt' suсh as non-nominativе
сasе marking. Anothеr dеviсе is thе laсk of agrееmеnt in somе languagеs.

An illustration оf this is found in various Bantu languagеs in Loсativе Invеrsion
сonstruсtions. Еxamplе (61) is from thе Bantu languagе, Kinyarwanda; it has
prеdiсatе fосus struсturе (PF) and shows normal subjесt-vеrb agгееmеnt (though
thеrе is сontinuing dеbatе as to thе status of thе vеrbal markеr):

Kinyarwanda (Lambтесht & Polinskу |997:202\
(6  1 ) aba-shуitsi ba-rа-ririimbir-a mu gi.sag6ra (PF)

еr-guеst(1/2) 2-гкs-sing-tвгv in sс-villagе(7/8)
.Thе guеsts arе singing in thе villagе.'

In thе сomparablе sеntеnсе with sеntеnсе fосus (SF)' thе vеrb has loсativе gеndег
(gеndеr l6) agrееmеnt.

(62) ha-ra-ririimbir-a aba-shyitsi mu gi-sag6ra (SF)
16-гквs-sing-tггv гr--guеst(l/2) in sс-vil lagе(7/8)
.Thеrе arе guеsts singing in thе villagе.'

Thе laсk of subjесt agrееmеnt with аbа-shуilsi .guеSts' shows that thе lattеr is a
lеss than full subjесt; in partiсular it is not also thе tоpiс.
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6.7 Сommuniсаtivе funсtion and prесеdenсe

most of thr ехamplеS providеd by Lambrесht & Polinsky, this .suspеndеd'

agrеrmеnt, as thеy сall it' is found with syntaсtiс invеrsion. Howеvеr, thеу

it сan oссur on its own, and givе thеsе Russian ехamplеs (1'99.7: 2o2)..

pjat. fil ,m.ov pojavi-l-i-s, na ёkran-ax (PF)

fivе[шoм] moviе-pL.GЕш appеar-PsT-PL-RЕFL on sсrееn-PL.l-oС
.(Thе) fivе moviеs wеrе квLвдsво.,

pjar Iil ,m-ov pojavi-l-o-s, na ёkran-aх (SF)

fivе[шoм] moviе-pl-.Gвш appеat-PsT-N.sG-RЕгL on sсrеrn-PL.Loс
.Fivе мovlвs wеrе rеlеasеd.' / 

.Thете wеге fivе MoVIЕs rеlеasеd.'

thе сhoiсе is bеtwееn sеmantiс agгееmеnt (plural) in (63)' whеге thеrе ts

foсus (and a notmal topiс)' and dеtЪult agrееmеnt (nеutет singular) in

whеrе thеrе is sеntеnсе foсus and hеnсе nо topiс.

At flrst sight this tiеs in pеrfесtlу with thе сonditions I havе proposеd. I shоwеd

animatе subjесts and thosе with pгесеdеnсе rеlativе to thе targеt aге morе

likely to takе plural agrееmеnt. onе сould геasonablу arguе that thеsе twо сondi-

tions arе morе likеly to apply 1br topiсs than for non-topiсs. Yеt thеrе is Inorе going

0nthan thе simplе link likе this wоuld suggеst. First notе that thе agrеrmеnt option

is availablе in Russian only 1br сеrtain соntrollеrs, namеly thоsе whiсh invоkе

аgrеOmеnt mismatсhеs. Thе lattег arе a rеlativеly rеstгiсtеd sеt of thе possiblе

ngun phrasеs whiсh сould appеar in sеntеnсе foсus сonstruсtions. And sесond,

thе misшatсhеs and thеir distribution fit into a biggеr piсturе' involving othеr

domains bеsidеs subjесt-prеdiсatе agrееmеnt. Thus thе соnjoinеd noun phrasеs

whiсh adhеrе to thе соnditions wе havе bееn disсussing arе also сonstrainеd by

thеAgrееmеnt Hiеraгсhy (s7 l)
Thе appгoaсh of Lambгесht & Polinsky flts partiсularly wеll in onе way' Wе

notоd that сonditions always point in onе dirесtion сross-linguistiсally. This is

truе hеrе, in that сontrollеrs whiсh arе also topiс will always bе moге likеly to

соntrol agrееmеnt (and tо соntrol sеmantiс agrееmеnt) than non-topiсs (сomparе

$e.1.1) .
Foсus is also thе сonditiоn whiсh dеtегminеs whеn wе havе full and whеn

геduсеd agrееmеnt in Somali (sее 53.6.2.l foг thе t-огms). Thеrе is an ovеrt

foсus markеr, whiсh makеs thе situation сlеaг. ln (65)' thе t-осus is on аtt[g,l
.шr':

Somali (John Saееd l99Зb: 73 and pеrsonal сommuniсation)

(6s) Baabuurrl-dii aniga ala:Y I dhaaf.ееn.

truсk.pL-овг lsс.шoш_шoм FoC:3PL 1sс.oвr pass.гsт-3гl
.Thе truсks passеd MЕ / It was MB that 1hе tтuсks passеd.'

Hеrе wе find full agrееmеnt of thе vеrb, with thе subjесt (thеrе is also a subjесt

сlitiс hostеd by thе fосus markег). Сontгast this with an ехampiе whеrе thе subjесt

is thе fbсus:
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(бб) Baabuuш6-dfi ayia i dhaaf-6y.
tгuсk.pl.oвг FoC 1sс.oвr pass.гsт.3гr.кЕDAGR
.THЕ TRUСKS passеd mе / It was THЕ TRUCKS that passеd mе.'

Sinсе thе foсus is on thе subjесt, Wе find .rеduсеd agrееmеnt,. Thе subjесt still
сontrols thе agrееmеnt' but sinсе it is thе foсus, it сontrols lеss full agrееmеnt
than in (65). For furthеr disсussion of foсus marking in Somali sее Saееd (1999:
2з010) and Mеrеu (l999). A sесond сondition undеr whiсh rеduсеd agrееmrnt
oссuls is in rеlativе сlausеs, whеrе thе hеad is also thе subjесt of thе rеlativе
сlausе (Saееd |99Зb: 1 З').

6,8 Morphologiсal сonsequenсes

Thе rеason wе nееd to appеal to сonditions is bесausе thеy affесt
agrееmеnt, as Wе Sеr in thе agrееmеnt foms. In somе instanсеs a сondition
makеs onе or othеr normal agrееmеnt foгm morе likеly (say thе singular or
plural with singular сonjоinеd noun phrasеs' as in 56.1.2). But in othеr tnstanсеs
сonditions dеtеrminе full or partial agrееmеnt (as in Somali, s6.7.з) or indееd
whеthеr a partiсular сontrollеr сan сontrol agrееmеnt or not (as in Dargi, $6.5). In
thе lattеr сasе Somе may say that thеге is no agrееmеnt, othеrs say rathеr that thеrе
is a dеfault agrееmеnt form. Thus thеrе arе various instanсеs whеrе agrееmеnt
is potеntially availablе but doеs not appеar: thеrе is a сontrollеr with fеaturе
spесiflсation, but thе targеt doеs not matсh it. Thеrе may instеad bе a dеfault
form ($З'6.З' $5.2.1), or somеtimеs thеrе is .rеduсеd agrrеmеnt'($3.6.2)' in
whiсh not all of thе norшal distinсtions arе madе.25 In all of thеsе' thе laсk of
agrееmеnt rеquirеs an еxplanation; thе grammar would bе simplег, in a sеnsе' if
thеrе wеrе agrееmеnt. In suсh instanсеs thе tеrm .anti_agrееmеnt, 

is somеtimеs
цsеd. It has had a сhеquеrеd сarеrr; it flgurеs largе in Stееlе (1990), and thеrе
is hеlpful disсцssion in Lapointе (1996: З76-9). Its short сarееr has sееn various
usagеs (somе likе dеn Dikkеn (|999) usе it just to indiсatе fеatцrе mismatсhеs).
and thеsе arе so divеrgеnt that thе tеrm is bеst avoidеd.

6,9 conсlцsion

Wе havе sееn that wе do indееd nееd to inсlцdе сonditions in a tуpol-
ogy of agrееmеnt Systеms. Thеy arе thе most сhallеnging of thе fivе еlеmеnts,
sinсе thеy сonсеrn thе aгеas whеге agrееmеnt systеms intеrfaсе with othеr faс-
tors. Indееd thе vеry nееd for a сondition is an indiсation that a partiсular type

25 Aсkеma & Nееlеmalr (200З) disсuss anоthеr instanсе of rеduсеd aglееmеnt (whiсh thеy сall.agгeеmеnt 
wеakеning') in Dutсh, whеrе thе parаdigms differ just in thе forй of thе sесond

pетsоn singu|ar, аnd thеy suggеst that thе соndition involvеs thе targеt prесеding thr сonffollrr
аnd botlr bеing in thr samе рrosodiс domain.
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0iagrееmеnt is tlсin-саtttоt.l iсal ($ l.4..5). Сonditiоns сatr ovегlap, so tl.rat сiisеtrtan-

ulingthеm rr.ray гес1r-riгс сttгсl'uI analysis. It is in.r;lortant to kееp il.r lninсl tlrat tlrе
оr.егlap is ottеn not ir l-ull onс. A сiеаг instatlсе is atl it.traсy. rvhiсh 1rес1irеntly trсts
ls a соnсlitir.ln On agгссl1lсllt. It ovеrlaps with tl-rе tl.rеrnаtiс гсllе of agеnt. bLrt it сirll
httvе a rоlс as а сorlсtrition bеуol.rсl that, as tl-rе Miуаr с.lata с.lеtтot-lstгatс' Partiсulaг

ovсdaps anсl tеnсlеnсiеs rrrаiy сгуstаll izе into absolutс сonditions in irlсl iviсlr-rаl

languagеs; f-oг ir-rstarrсе. pгесесlеnсе Oljегatеs аs a геlativс сonditiоn in many lall-

uuаgеs, whilе in сliffегеnt vaгiеtiеs of Aгabiс it htts bесonlс аn absolutе сolrсlit ion.
\!е nоw trtгlr to a.gгееllеnt с1rсliсеs, t.rnсl hсгс сr:lnditiсlrrs l"tttl.е atl irrrportant гo1е.
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Wе havе alrеady Srеn many instanсеs of agrееmеnt options. Indееd thеrе is suсh
variеty that wе might wondеr if wе arе faсеd with anarсhy. In this сhaptеr I соn-
tinuе to isolatе and analysе in turn thе faсtors whiсh havе an influеnсе. Wе shall
srr that thеrе arе соnstraints on agrееmеnt optiоns, whiсh limit thе distribution
of syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt (s5 4). Thе сonstraints arr powеrful, typi-
сally outwеighing thе сonditions оf thе last сhaptеr. In pаrtiсular, thе Agrееmеnt
Hiеrarсhy sеts thе main соnstraints; thе othеr сonstraints whiсh wе will сonsidеr
typiсally fall within positions of thе hiеrarсhy.

Thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy rеfеrs to domains. My stratеgу will thеrеfоrе bе to
kееp thе сontrollеr сonstant' that is I shall takе a givеn сontrollrr and obsеrvе what
happеns in diffеrеnt domains. For this wе nееd сontrollеrs whosе fеaturе spесifl-
сatiоn variеs aссording to .who's аsking, ($5.4.1). Thеsе сontгollеrs inсludе both
lеxiсal hybrids and сonstruсtional mismatсhеs.

A goоd dеal of еvidеnсе supporting thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, from many lan-
guagеS' has aссumulatеd ovеr thе yеars (Сorbеtt 1979, 1983:8-4|, |981: З|8-22,
|99 |: 225-60, 20О0: l 88_92; Cornish |986: 2ОЗ-Il ; Barlow |99 |, 1992: |З6-1 ;
sее Wесhslеr & Z\atie 200З: 8З-94 for disсussion). I shall thеrеforе сonсеntгatе
on somе of thе mоst graphiс еxamplеs, whilо prоviding an оutlinе of othеr data
in thе summary tablеs in $7.3.1 and $7.3.2.

.yirlit:r,l

Thе agrееmеnt mismatсhеs wе disсussеd in $5.4 and $5.5 arе
ехtrеmеly variеd' yrt Wr сan idеntify сlеar pattеrns. Lеt us loоk again at nouns
llke сommittee in British Еnslish:

( l )  a . The сommittее has dесidеd. b. Thе сommittее havе dесidеd

Сommittее is not uniquеly singular or plural: wе find both possibilitiеs in thе
prеdiсatе (in British Еnglish and, as wе shall sее' morе frеquеntly in somе othеr
variеtiеs than thе spеakеrs somеtimеs rеalizе). Howеvеr' it is nоt simply that
сommittее is singular or plural. In a diffеrеnt agrееmrnt domain thеrе is no
сhoiсе:

206



7'2 Rеprеsentative data 201

this сomtnittее b. ,i.thеsс сomrnittее

Thus agrеешеnt with this сontrollеr variеs aссording to thе domain. Thеrе arе
fuгther domains to сonsidеl::

(3) а.
(4) a.

Thе сomrnittее, whiсh has dесidеd
Thе сornmi t tес .  .  .  .  l t .  .  .

b. Thе сommittсе, who havе dесidеd
b .  T h е с o r т m i t t е е . . . . T h е y ' . .

Wrth suсh сontгollегs, syntaсtiс (singular) or sеmantiс (pluгal) agгееmеnt is pos-
slblе fог all agrееmеnt taгgеts, еXсеpt attгibutivе modifiегs, whеге only syntaсtiс
аgrееmеnt is aссеptablе. Thеrе is a laгgе numbеr of thеorеtiсal possibilitiеs: соuld
wе find an еxamplе llke сoпllttittee but whiсh tоok sеmantiс agrееlrrеnt in attribu-
tivе position and syntaсtiс agrееmеnt еlsеwhеге? or onе whiсh took sуntaсtiс
aglrrmеnt as in (2a) and (4a) but sеmantiс agrееmеnt as in (lb) and (3b)? Thеsе
and many othег possibilitiеs aге not for-rnd. Thеy arе еxсIudеd bу thе Agrееmеnt
Hiеrarсhy:

(5) Thе Agгееmеnt Hiеrar.сhу (Corbсш 1979)

attributivе > pгеdiсatе > rеlativе plonoun > pегsonal рronoun

Thеsе fouг positions rеprеSеnt suссеssivеly lеss сanоniсal agrееmеnt (s l.4.3). l

Thе Agrееmеnt Hiегarсhy сonstrains pсlssiblе agrееmеnt pattеrns as follows;

For anу сontrol1еr that pсrrlits altеrnativе agrrеmеnts, as wе movе тightwards
along thе Agгееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, thе likеlihood of agrееmеnt with glеatеr
sеmantiс justi1]сation wil1 inсгеasr monotoniсal1у (that is, with no intеr"vеning
dесrеasе).

Thrs с1aim is a linking of сonditions, a сhaining tоgеthеr of typolоgiсal gеnеr_
аlizatiоns (s6.3.2). Thus sеrlantiс agгееmеnt is as likеly or motе likеly in thе
prеdiсatе aS сompaГеd with attribr.rtivе position; and thеn Sеmantiс agrееmеnt is
as l ikеly oг moге likеly in thе rеlativе pronoun as in thе prеdiсatе, and so on.
This сovеrs thе sitr"ration with British Еnglish сoп.Lmittее, and it гulеs out thе
hypоthеtiсal pattегns wе disсr-rssеd.

Representative dаtа

l illustгatе thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy with fbur sеts of data. Thе fiгst
is a rathеr odd, paгoсhial сonstгtlсtion, whiсh nеvеrthеlеss providеs a partiсr.rlarly
сlеar illustration of thе Agгееmеnt Hiеrarсhу, baсkеd up by сiеar-сut statistiсs.
Thе sесond is anothеr unшsual сonstruсtion, whiсh has figr-rrеd еarliег in thе book.

I For сolsistеnсy l ttsе thе .> ' sign to гсprеsе пt dесrеasing саnoniсitу. With it gоes gгеatег likеlihoосl
of sеmаntiс аgгeеmеnt. whiсh соuld еquallу bе indiсatеd witlr .<'. Еithеr n-rakсs gоod sеnsеl
tvhat is irnpсlrtant hеrе is thе rеlativc р|aсеs of tl.rе four pоsitions. Nоtо а|sсl that thе rеlаtivе
pronouIr positiоn is tl-tс lсаst itтpоrtant' sinсе many languagоs dо not br'rild rеlativе сlausеs with a
pr0noun.
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Thе third shоws massivе variation, with a good dеal of rеlеvant еvidеnсr availablе.
And thе fourth сan bе invеstigatеd in largе сolpora and providеs a thorough tеst
of thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. (Latец in $7.8, I taсklе a vеry gеnеral сonstruсtion,
сonjoinеd noun phrasеs, whiсh shows сonsidеrablе optionality and thе intеraсtion
of sеvеral othеr faсtors.)

т.2,| Phrases with lower numerаls in Serbian/croatian/BoSПian s-*ь.-

Wе start with quantifiеd еxprеssions in Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bоsnian,
сonsisting of a lowеr numеral (.two'' .thrее', .four,) or obа.both' and a masсu-
linе noun of thе first inflесtional сlass. Thе noun itsеlf stands in a spесial form, a
survival of thе dual numbеr whiсh is synсhroniсаlly a gеnitivе singular. Attribu-
tivе modifiеrs must takе thе еnding -а (and sо shоw allitеrativе agrееmеnt, $3.5. l )
This foгm toо is а геmnant оГthе dual numbеr:2 lhеге arе aгgumеnts for analуsing
it synсhroniсally as a nеutеr plural (Corbеtt 198З: IЗ-14,89-92); hеrе I willlabеl
it as .rеmnant'. It rеprеsеnts agrееmеnt aссording to form (syntaсtiс agrееmеnt):

S е гb i anlС roat i an,/B osniап
(6) dv-а dobr-a brat-а

tWo-M.NoM good-квмшашт brothеr(м)-sc.GЕ'N
'two good brothers'

[n thе prеdiсatе thе rеmnant fоrm is again found, but so is thе rnasсulinе plural
form, thе onr Wе might havе еxpесtеd:

('7) on-a dv-a brat-a su
brothеr(м)-sс.свш дux'3prthat-RЕMNANT two-M.No[4

nеsta-l-a / nestal-i
disappeaг-гsт-RЕМNANT / disappеar-гsт-м.гr
.thosе two brothеrs havе disappеarеd'

Thе rеlativе pronoun is also found in

(8) dv-a brat-a k o j - a / k o j - i . . .  O n - i . . .
who .квмшдшт/who-м .p r . . .  З -м .p r . . .tWo-M.NoМ brother(м)-sс.свш

.two brothеrs who . . . Thеv . . .'

Thе pеrsonal pronоun must stand in thе masсulinе plural form oni (*onаtslnac-

сеptablе).з Thе rеmnant form rеprеsеnts syntaсtiс agrrеmrnt, dеtеrminеd by for-
mal faсtors, whilе thе masсulinе plural is an instanсе оf sеmantiс agrееmеnt (thе
influеnсе оf mеaning is еvidеnt). Wе flnd syntaсtiс agrееmеnt in attributivе posi-
tion' both typеs оf agrееmеnt oссur in thе prеdiсatе and thе rеlativе pronоun, and
оnly sеmantiс agrееmеnt is found with thе pеrsonal pronoun. Wе havе statistiсal
data оn thе distribution оf forms in thе two rеlеvant domains. сollесtеd bеforе

2 Reсall that the loss ofthе dual lеd tо .сollaborative agreеmеnt' in Russian ($3.3.5).
3 This prоnoun is idеntiсal in a fеw forms with thе demonstrative oпаj ,that' (аs in (7)); this is not

signifiсant for our ехamples.

both forms:

сlaim about thе Agгееm
Sand (1971: 55-6'6з)
proportion of nеwspaр
), whiсh spесifiсally tе

Oslo Corpus of Bosnian

Semantiс agrееmс

Sеrbian/Croatianl

givе thе pеrсеntagе of mа
of plural forms (thе п

ss (9) also inсludеs' i
re is еssеntially nо сhoiс

small bесausе subjесt pro
givе an imprеssion of thе
This is a сonvinсinslv сlt

. Thе two сorpora diГГеr
but thе pattеm is thе sl

2 Assoсiative аgl

Wе shouldсonsi
illustration in $5.4:

an (Talitsk dialесt' Bоgdt

moj brat
my[м.sс] brothеI
.my brothеr and h

thе plural vеrb indiс:
' who livеs thеrе, l

Leko reсords six plural attributi
whiсh is gеnitivе plural, аnd not
Thе prеdiсatе may oссasiona1ly
(сomparе thе datа in $6.7.1); I r
with Sand's сount.
This idеa for сlarifying the prеsс
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. ..jtl l l lhi lLtt thе Agгеспrеrrt F{iегaгсhy was Iiгst nradе. Тhе fi.Цuгеs aге с1егir-еd

lrrlL] i l971: 55_6, 6.])" Who sui"Vеyесi tеxts mail l ly l l.сlпl Sегbi;rn anсl had;r

]. l l l) i lрПiоn of nе\'Vspa]]сгs in hеii sainplе. Тhеге is a scс()nсl Survсy. 'пy {-еktl

. ,, ' ш hiсh spесitjсi l l ly tсsts thс vaii iсl ity сlf thе Agгеешlсnt Fiiсгaгсhy. Тhis t"lsеs

()']L] ['()гpuS оf Bоsrriaп tеxts tr.tl l i. l- l thе x 990s (aгогrnс1 l.5 rl l i l l iol l wогс1s).

Sеrrlantiс agrееlllсilt (рсг се lt) rvith 1tlwег l.lt.ltl.tегаls in

j ( 1  l r i i ]  n / Г1 i ' 11  l  1 r  l  l / B . ' .  t i  i  l l t , t

ргсс1iсltе

18%
(N-З76)

\ |/с,
(r\:507 )l

42(/с
(N:2-5e)

56o/r,
r N . l - { ) r

].: lrс thс ]]сгссntшgс оf lnl lsсttj iпе рlшгаn {bгnзs (sеn.ral lt iс ag[ееI11еnt) l l l . tэi l l  tnlс

,t lrJ оl plLLгal 1югrns (thс nlasсL]]i[Iе plгtга1 al lс1 thе геtl- l l- lаt lt [.огrns).) Fol с.. l l l - l-

l lсtспсss (9) also i l lс i , lс iеs, in "I ] ' .  t lrе posit iоt ls whеrе Saпсl gir,еs t lo сl i tt l ,  чi l lсг-

l lс i 'с isсssсntialIу пo сtloiсе. Тhе nl l lr l .! lег сl[.реn.so]lal ргonol l l lS i l l  [,.сkсl 's соl- lпl '

'  ' l] l l]I bссal lsе sшh.jесi pГ()l lоLl l ls aГi] tyрiсal iy сtгоpресl. Тhе shшсning is lntеnсlссl

.,, l ' t ivе an i l lpгеssiolr t l1 thе 1i]<еnihtlсlсl сl1.sеmantiс agгееlt- lеl-tt 'б

Тhis ls a сonr. iлсi l lg-iу с1еaг piсt i l l"е. Е;tсh sшссеssivс сеit ir l  thе tаtlэlе st lov/s tI

i] l{)l lot()niс ir lсгеаs.. im thе l i ikсl ihоoсtr l)f agгееПlсnt wit la gГеi ltег sеnrаntiс.!шs,r iI iса.

i ir lrr. Thе tW{] с0Гр()Г;l сt iffЪг iп vl[ГioLl!] \Vays, anLt ihе aсtшal i]егссnta.gеs ]latLrn ai ly

\.lrl. Lrtlt thс i]аttсг1l i:, thе sаlrlе.

7.2,2 Assосшatfive аgreeЕттeвx1i fin Rшssfiаm (TaflЕtsk difiafleсt}

..Д/е shцlшtс1 сoпSiсlсГ agaiл ,this i i itегеsti l-tg ссrnstгшсtion whiс]r WaS Ltsсс[

l i l г  j l lustгat iцэr l  rп !5 ' : l :

Rшssian (.l al itsl i сl iaiссt" Bogсilапоr, 1 96L) )
il{)1 mо.j Llгаt [..alll toia йv-i:.rl

rпу[шl.sr;I bгсlt lrсг(п' i) lsс;l ihсге a]stl l i r ,с рsт-l,t-
"rr lу bгtl ihег апсl j l is f lLlni lу alsо l jYgd ihgге'

Hеге thе pii1Га1 vL-гb i i lсl iсшtеs ti. lе :-lLssосi;ttivе сo]-lstгi-lсtit lш: it is пot.iLls[ .nт}i

btоthег. lv.l l l nir.еs ILhсге, hr-lt also assосilttесl pеtlрlе. his falni1y. T'lLlс ptrгrгat

. ;Lеkо гсс i l г i i ч  s i x  р luгa !  l { t г j l ]L ] i iVс  п loс1 i I iегs  but  thеsс  l t ге  с l ( . t l tе  t lоzс l r  t l с l с i iПег  l i r , / i l l l  
. s t l t - t - tе . "

r rh i сh  i s  gсn1t r r 'е  р lL ' га l .  a l l r . l  l lО t  s t l  i с t lV  ге i с lаnt  (2(X)( .} :  26 l l ) .
j  

Тhс  рr .еd iса iе  n lav  с l сс l t s i t l i l l l 11 'a l sо  bе  s i r lgL i l aг .  аs  i s  t luсh  i r lOГс  сO l l l l l lО1 l  r , l ' i th  l r ighег  t l r t t t l ег lL l s

{сoп lpа iе  thс  с lа ta  i l l  $ ( l .7 . l ) ;  t r  i l n l i t  l i l r t г  lшс l t  ехat lp lеs  f l r l l n  ] ,ek t r ' s  l i g t l гсs .  lЪг  сс l t t rpaгаb i l i t ) ,

ц  i th  S l l l r с l . s  с l l L l t l t '
t  Тh i s  i . : l еa  l i г  с1aг i l . y iпg  1hс  1 l геsспtа t iо i l  i s  r : l L : r .е !opсс l  t l l l l  Wес l . r s l с г  &.v ' |м ie  (2( ) ( ) j :  | i5  ( l ) .

геlat ivе
p1.ollotlП

/ N т - l R \
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agrееment of thе vеrb rеprrsеnts Sеmantiс agrееmеnt; in attributivе position wе
find singular (syntaсtiс) agrееmеnt. No еxamplеs of rеlativе pronouns arе givеn
by Bogdanov; howеvеr, thе pеrsonal pronoun in this сonstruсtion is plural (Bоg-
danov 1968:71) :

( 1 1 ) Pra Kuz'm-u my Sypka abis'ni-f toi.a {e moZ-ym,
About Kuz,m-дсс lpr.шoм muсh ехplain-rшг also швс сan-lpl

pa5imu on'i te piS-ut vam.
why 3pr.шoм швс writе-3pr 2pL.pдт
.About Kuz,ma wе also сan't еxplain muсh, why thеy don,t writе to you.'

Again thе distribution shown in (10) and (11) сonforms to thе сonstraint of thе

Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy: wе flnd syntaсtiс agrеemrnt in attributivе position, and

sеmantiс аgrееmеnt in thе othеr positions for whiсh Wr havе information.

т.2.т Russian v roё' (woma n) doсtoy' and simila r nou ns iss*:iil$ssii*Rsiiisliii

Russian nouns whiсh havе thе form of a masсulinе noun and сan bе

usеd for fеmalеs, |tke vraё .(woman) doсtor,, havе an important plaсе in our

stоry. In $5.4.l thеy wеrе thе illustration of a partiсular typе of hybrid сontrollеr.

Wе rеturn to thеm, sinсе thеy show a сhoiсе for еaсh pоsition on thе hiеrarсhy (if

only marginal for thе pеrsonal prоnoun). Thеsе hybrids сan takе both masсulinе
(syntaсtiс) and fеmininе (sеmantiс) agrrеmеnts (or .lеxiсal' and .rеfеrеntial'

gеndец sее сhaptеr 5, n |2). Wе nоtеd that wе havе sоmе dеtailеd information

from a quеstiоnnairе survеy of usagе in thе 1960s. For instanсе, spеakеrs wеrе

askеd to сhoosе from thеsе altеmativеs:

Russian (Kitajgorodskaja 1916;' Corbеtt 1983: 30_9)
(r2) [vanov-a _ xoroS-ij / хoroS-aja vraё

Ivanov(г)-sс.шoм good-м.sс.шoм / good-г.sс.шoм doсtor[sс.шoм]
.Ivanova is a sood doсtor'

Having thе fеmalе name lуanovа makеS it с1еаI that thе doсtor is a woman. Thеrе
wеrе 3,835 rеspondеnts for this quеstiоn, and |6.9Vo сhosе thе fеmininе form.
Sоmе wеrе undесidеd] thе figurе is not prоvidrd, but from othеr rrsponsrs Wе
may infеr that 5-I0Чa did not givе a positivе rеsponsе' still lеaving thоsе сhoosing
thе fеmininе (sеmantiс) fоrm as a сlеаr minority. Rеspondеnts wеrе also askеd
about this Sеntеnсе (thеy wеrе tоld that a Woman doсtor was intеndеd):

(1з ) vraё priSе-l / priё-l-a
doсtor[sс.шoм] сomе-гsт [м.sс] / PsT-F.sG
,thе (woman) doсtor сamе'

From 3,806 rеpliеs, 5|.7Чо сhosе thе fеmininе hеrе. Sinсе just undеr |0Чо of the
rеpliеs wеrе undесidеd, thеrе is a сlеаr majority for thе fеmininе. Wе thus find a
сhoiсе in both pоsitions. In aссord with thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, thе likеlihood
of sеmantiс agrrеmеnt is сonsidеrably highеr in thе prеdiсatе, thе position to thе

t. Now a sеlf-rеpoгting .

usе of thе fеmininе forn

of thе bеlirf that t

wееn thе two Sеntеnсе t)

гrnorе' thе survеy dati

ion and arеa of longеst s

in thе rеspоnsеs, always wil
othеr targеt typеs Wеrе n

from еlsеwhеrе for thе rеlat
womеn's journals of thе 192
thе теlativе pronoun is foun
it is found in thе prеdiсatе. (

сitеs, flvе havе fеmininе ag
ona is usual, but (linguistiс)

on ,he. is possiblе. This mi
Squarе in May 1988 a won
Having gathеrеd sufflсiеnt 1

Russian (own fiеld notеs' Rеd
(14)

: . -
Bksкursovoo 1
Guidеlsс.шoм] l
.Youг guidе is in

Thе guidе was a woman. T
agrremrnt at all four positiс
inсrеasе in thе likеlihоod с
as rеquirеd by thе Agrееmt

7.2.4 Еnglish сomm

With thеsе nout

perfесt flt with thе сonstrair
on Amеriсan, British and I
1s8-90). That piсturе is сo
2o0|), donе spесifiсally v
сonсеntratе on this morе rе
rigоrous tеst оf thе Agrееn

Lеvin invеstigatеd sizab
whiсh wе сa]'|, с ommitt e е n

7 To dеal with thе failuтe of thе

data and сonfirmed that singuJ

then сountеd rеlativе pronoun

number еaсh timе from the vel

of thаt within the prеdiсate соu

information to allow othеrs to
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.. i i  \r lц l l  sеl l-геl-.ol.t ing ql iеsLi{.] i l t l l i ,ге is a pooГ W;Ly tt l  inrrеstigatе this lssi. lе;

]. ' i . . '(] l  lhе iЪnl ininе ft lгr.п is 1ikе1у l;о tr larlе bсеl- l  соnsiс1сгаbtry шпdсг-геpогtес.l

.(. ' lL]\L,(] l rhе bе1iеl that Lhе lbтпiшjnе is " i l . lсoггесt.. L{оwеvег" thе ditТегсrlсе

.(I\.ссП lI lе tц,o sсntеl lсе tyреs is so stt lэsl 'anti;t l  thar lt is гrnl i irеiy to bе i i1i isогy.

: ;thсгlllоl.с. 1hе sr-rгvеy сlаtа il,,сге bгol'еш сltlwп ассогсting ttl ei.gе' есxt-tсattоп, 1эгo-
.: ' ' t l l l l  i l l ld lu.сa of i0Лgеst staу. arid in еасh сatеgогy thеге wаs a сtrеaг сtr i l iЪrеnсе

. l i lс гt '\pоnsсs. alъ'ays rvith sеrr.rantiс 'tgГееПlсшt hi.еhег in ( l3) ttrrаn iш ( 1l 2).

() lhсi,t lrgеttуреs \fuеге r lt l lL inсirrсlеr-] i iш thе с1шеstiоl l l l l t iГе. Тhеге ltге somе r-[a[a

' : , t t l  с ]sс tvhсге lог i i rегс ia t i vсpГo] lo l l i n . 'Tank .о-Tг i t з i сka ja( l966:  l9З  z l ) s t i зd i сd

. , i l l с t l . s . iоuгna lso f  t l r с  l92L)saпсtгерL]Г ts that tЪшiт l i t l с (sеп la i l i i с )agгсе i l l е l l r t l f
' l : . ,rt ' l l r i i r .ерГonOLln is fошnd ъ,ith шtlшl. ls xi l iе t,;ttt."с-lrзсtt lг" mоге {. l .ес1rlсt lt lу I ihшi. l

: l '  l i lLrI ld in ihе prес1iсl l tе. (ot rhе six с:.xaшrp1еs with гсtrаtivс pгtl l l t l l lns r,vi. l i t-- i l  s lrе

'. l .\. l i\е hal,е 1сnl it- l iт- lе i lgгееi l lепt.) l is i"ог ttrrс регstlпа1 ргtl l l tr l-t] l .  [[rс fЪl l l i . l i trс

]l/ ir Llst lal. Llut ( i iпgшistiс) сt)t ls i l l tan:ls say thert ir i  сегtaiп sеtt innЕls thс t. l .t i lsсrl l lпс

lr hс. is ptlssiblе. 
.ГIlis {lii.ll/ liееIll гrшlixtсly, l[l-,xLj. уеt { сltп vtlгtсi-l 1Ъг it. on lRесi

\ЧLl l l lе iI l  May 19i3t a. lvol l l" i],1 . '\Lrs Огj l lПiZi l lg ul-t iг lсr1 ttrшгs гошпс1 thе Klсi l i l i i l l .

l1.rriп.l gethегссl suftfiсiсnt рссl}r1е shе saiсi:

]{Ll ' i i lп (оц,n t iе]d пotсs.  i1ес l  Sс1Lrагс l98l i )

].,ll Ёks]irrгsо'''осl pегсri vaпll ()вl рoсlnjа-l

Cti iс lс[sс;.шorol] bеt'оге 2I,t-. lшsl З[м.sс;.ысlш' 'т] гaisе-t.sг[шl,st; l  1raпсl.sс;.,tt. ' l
.\1lLrг gui.Jе is in tj" l l i l t  оf 1, ' lэLi. Shе (l i tегal lу ' ' i . iе.) lras l i t iес{ (i lсг) h:rг 'г i^"

lhсgult1е Wl[s;1 v,1oi] l i- l l l .  lГi l is соп1iгiгs.[,hat with surсh пtlLl l .}s Wе 11пd а сirоiсе оt

ilIlсеnlсnt at di tiluг рtlsil-itills оrl thс А gгсеi.llеПt Е{iе1.llгсh3,. Thсге is a пrоt.tо'ltll.ltс

illсгеasс iп thс litrtеIlhосэсt tlx. sсll.ti.tntiс llgГееil1cnt as Wе ilittvе fгtlltl lеti trз гigilt.

.A гсqUit.eсl Lз,т Тhс ,Agгс-:еl1lе1lt T{icгaгC]l}l.

7'7'4 ЕrmgЕfishсФll'?fr,ftЁeeи.iФ&flE1s

Vr/illr thе:;с ll()Lln tllсГе is d'"аn-ra[iс Vl]гiatiсlгl" а gtltlсtr сlсal tl{'datlr. шllti а

реr1tсt f it with i]rе сt l[ lstгit i l l ts t l{-thе -,AgгесIпеш[. {.{iегa;.сhy. Statist iсat iпft l l  цrt. Lt iоl l

0Л Amегiсa1l. ]1]гit ish аl lсt Nе1ry Zе;t]arlсi 1lJпg1ish was геviсwеd iп СогLэеi.t (20(){):

]8s_90). Ti1x| i] iсtш;.е is сol l[ iгшlес-x аrrd ехtеl lс lсс1 Llу lnогс ГесCп[ Геsсl- lГсhl (Lеr, i lr

]00l) '  с1оnе sцrесi i iсal l iу with thе Аp-lгесl- l lеl l l  t{iеlагсh3l iп l i l ini l .  so r, i ,е shal l

сgnсеntгittе ()П t l .t is l- l . l l . lге гесегlt еviсlсr iсе. {-еviп.s iпvеsti.*atiоtl is thс siпglе lnost

i i-gогcl ls trst Orl ' thе Agгесп-lе;з[ }l iегaгсh;v si lrсс it was pгоptlsесl.

|g1riд !цl ' lе.si!gatеrt sizabnе сrlГl}tзга. сhесlt iпg l.ог trvсl ltv-siX [- ioц-i l ls (20()1; 50).

п,hiс-I lt,vес;t]] 
.t:r l l l l l , l l i !|сcl loult-. ls,"7Fiгstц,е]оoltattеx,[с(. lt lШtsoflttrrгеепсwsрai]еГs"

rTt l с lеa l  r r . i th  i l rе  t l i i l r . r ге  rэ i . thс :  гс la t i r 'о  p l .O l l ( ] t l l l  t с l  t l - i aг l t  n t tnrbсг .  x -еr ' i l r  ехat l l i l l ес1  h i s  sшi l s t l L l l t i l j

dа ta  а l rd  с i ln l l r l t l сс1  t l i l l t  s i l l gшlаг  r ' с гbs  lш.с  t i с l r I lа l l у  t i l L r l t с1  r , i ' i Lh  i r ' / i l r ' l z  aпс1; l l r - r гe1  ш ' i th  t t . / i r l .  L{е

thсп сс l t t t l tес l  гс lа t i vс  l гс lпс iL r l l s  аs  s iпgLt lа l .  l l г  р l r - r га l  i t r  th i s  r ' i ' aу .  гa1 l . r сг  thсп еs t ; rb i i sh iпg thс i г

пLt l t lbе l .еaсh г iп l с  t j .o t l l  ihе  r ' с гb .  S i t r се  гс l11] l . с  1 i .1/  a i l ( ) \ \ .S  gгсаtег  сho iсс  i - tе  iпс l tLс]cd  ргеr i i са lеs

( ) l ' l l l l 11  \ \ ' i th in  thе  pгс-d iса tс  с l l L t t r t .  
- l . I l сsе  

с l сс ]s i t l l l s  b luг  1I lе  р i с t r r ге  a  ! i t t i е ,  bLLt  J ,еv i l t  .g i r , сs  е) i1 .} l i с i t

iп lЪ l . t l l l L t i с , I l  tо  l t i l t l r^" .с thсгs  tс l  гсса]с r : lа iе  аnr i  t .е i t . t t с грг t : t  h i s  гсs t l l t s  (2( ) ( ) l :  32  з .  .55  б( ) ) .
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the i'{еw YorkTimеs (NYD'the Sуdnеу Morning llеrаld (SMI{) andThе Indеpеn-
dеnt (plb|ishеd in Grеat Britain), all samplеd for 1995:

( ls) Сommittее nouns in writtеn Amеriсan Еnglish, Australian Еnglish and
British Еnglish (Lеvin 200l: l08)

vеrb rеlаtivе pronoun pеrsonal pronoun

N Чa phпal Чo phral Чо p\wa|

al lеxiсal itеms. !

сontrollеrs:

Prеdiсatе agrее

Еnglish

Amt

^

N

governmеnt 191
сommittее |49

tеаm |54

JаmiIу |62

Notе: data from ]
New Zеaland Еng
сounted 100eхam
Bank of Еnglish, а
spоkeп language (

arе сonsidеrablе d
spokеn languagе.8 B
antiс agrееmеntto Wi
availablе on all thr

dеgrее оf flt

to tеSt fully thе сlaim thl

that pеrmits altеrnativе a€

|ke уrаё .dосtor', but Lеl

whеn wе disсuss .rеal dil

Having loоkе

rеviеW othеr еvidеnсе mo

looked at two important

сommittее. Thеsе illustri

furthеr еxamplеs aссordi

sinсе fullеr dеsсriptions а

еxamplеs to givе a Sеnsе (

8 And even brtwееn typеs of
Nеwсаstlе wеrе luclq with t
footЬall than that of using a t
perspесtivе on thе lехicаl set

9 Wе find mismatсhes in pеrso
relevant for thе Agrеement Е

NW 3'2зЗ
SMH 2,\06

Indеpеndеnt 2'94з

З
10
Zэ

702
498
710

4,1

26
4 l

1  t R l
"746

t,094

-12

эЧ
56

Thеrе is a substantial amount of information hеrе fоr thе thrее positiоns on thе
Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy whеrе thеrе is a pоtеntial сhoiсе (rесall that in attributivе
position Wе find 0Чo semaпtic agrеemеnt for thеsе соntrollеrs). For еaсh samplе,
thеrе is striking еvidеnсе of a monotoniс inсrеasе in sеmantiс agrrеmеnt as Wе
movе rightwаrds along thе hiеrarсhy. Thеrе arе сonsidеrablе diffеrеnсеs bеtwееn
thе variеtiеs' with Amеriсan Еnglish having thе fеwеst еxamplеs of sеmantiс
agrrrmrnt' though thеrr arе somе; British Еnglish, aS еxpесtеd' has most, with
Australian Еnglish in bеtwееn.

Wе сan now сomparе with thе spokеn languagr. Hеrе Lеvin samplеd thе Long-
mаn Spokеn Amеriсan Corpus (LSAC)' whiсh has fivе million Words' and thе
tеn-million word sесtion of thе British National Corpus (BNC) dеvotеd to spokеn
languagе (hе did not havе a сolpus of spokеn Australian Еnglish):

(16) Сommittее nouns in spokеn Amеriсan Еnglish and British Еnglish
(Levin 2001: 109)

vеrb relativе pronoun personal pronoun

% p\ural, N Чa p|lral Чo p|wa|

LSAC 524
BNC 2.086

9
32

4З
2'77

'74

58
2З9
60'7

94
'72

Again thе data providе solid support for thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy: srmаntiс
agrееmеnt inсrеasеs monоtoniсally, in both samplеs. Both samplеs shоw сonsid-
еrably highеr ratеs of sеmantiс agrееmеnt than in thе rеspесtivе Writtеn languagе
samplеs in (15). Thеsе data also show that thе bеhaviour of thе pronoun fits
into thе pattеrn of thе othеr targrts, and is not to bе sеparatеd off as a diffеrеnt
phеnomеnon.

Sоmеtimеs whеn assеssing еvidеnсе rеlеvant to thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy wе
havе to group itеms togеthеr in ordеr to havе suffiсiеnt еxamplеs on whiсh to basе
any сlaim. With Lеvin's invеstigation thеrе is suffiсiеnt data for uS to сonsidеr
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individual lеxiсal itеms. Wе сan sее thе bеhaviour of tbur individual lеxiсal itсms
ш сопtrоllеrs:

Pгеdiсa1е agIееmеnt with dil1ёrеnt lехiсa1 itеms in diIТrrеnt variеtiеs of
Еnglish

AmеtlсaЛ

NYT

Austгirliaп NеwZеaland Amеrrсаt.t
SMH DО\,I/ЕVP t-sAС

British British tsгitish
СBA Inсlеpеnсlеltt BNС

N %pl N c/aрl ' . р l N 'y'cpl ' l t . l  N 'u Pl N  r T p l

gоt'еппltеti 19 1 () 3,1.5 0 l 00 0
сrltпtlti||t:е 149 0 12з 5 100 l

|еLП]1 l54 l  161 7 l0() 1

|апt i l l '  162 :1 l  18 16 100 . l |

з .282 4  З65 .5  з8з  l8
28 i  9  1з]  9  l0 : l .  26
656 з2 l.+5 з1 91 З1
lJ.l8 .10 11з з1 l02 4з

21
21
2lJ

1 1 1

4
4
I t
5

Nrllr:,.datа liоm N/I. sЛ4Ёl. LSAC. Iпсlерепdеп| апd BNC aгс tt.oll Lсvirr (200J: 166 l69): сlatа on
Nсrv Zсa]аnd Еnglish. flrlm thс nсwsplLpегs -l)rлillirlll and Еl,еlliltg РО'\t. al.e fi.orт Hundt ( l99tl: 82). whо
соu ntеi] | 00 еxаlnpIеs lbг eirсh itеll; C I3A ind iсirtеs data ГГOtn thе B гi1ish ЕngJish соrlрollоnt сlf t].rс С]сlbuilсl
Bank сlf Епglish. abоut l]vе rli]]ioп wоrds 1iot.n пewpapегs' magazinеs and еphemеra. аlso itiсlttding sоtте
spokеn language (Dеpraеtеrе 2(X)З: l l() l l.).

Thеrе aге сOnsidегablе dit1Ъгеnсеs bеtwееn thе vaгiеtiеs. and bеtwееn Wгittеn
,  a ^

if ld spokеn lаngLLаgе.n But it is trlso striking that thе diffегеnt lехiсal itеms takе
srmantiс agгееmеnt to widеlу с1iffеring dеgгееs. And yеt, whеге thеге is suffiсiеnt
dаtaavailablе on all thс taгgrts (аs providеd in Lеvin 200l: 165 9), thеrе is a
rеmarkablе dеgrее ol fit With thе Agrееmеnt Hiегarсhу. lt is thеrеfoге possiblr

t0 tеst ful1y thе сlaim that 1hе Agгееmеnt Hiеrarсhy сonstгains ,any сOntгollеr
thatpептits altегnativе agгееmеnts, (this wаs largеlу thс сasс with Russitrn nouns
]ikе t'lzсY .doсtoг,, but Lеvin,s data arе еvеn fllllеr). Wе геturn to с,oll.Llпittее notlns
Whеn Wе disсr-rss .геal distanсе, in $7.7 4.

ovеrviеw of еvidеnсe: lexiсаl hybrids

Having lookеd at tbur rеprеsеntativе SеtS of data in dеtail, l will now
rеviеW othеr еvidеnсе moге quiсkly, Starting with lеxiсal hybгids. Wе havе alrеadу
loоkеd at two impoгtant ехamplеs, Russian vruсI .(woman) doсtor' and Еnglish
юmmittее. Thеsе il lustгatе gеndег and numbсr in turn, and Wе shall сonsidег
Гurthег ехt ln lp|еs l rссoгding to thе Ге i r tuге invoIvсd. . ,  Mу ассount ц i l I  hе bг iеГ.
sinсе firl lег dеsсriptions aге availablе еlsеwhеге (as wil l bе indiсatеd). I shall piсk
ехamplеs to givе a sеnsе of thе гangе сlf data сovегеd by thе Agrееmеnt Hiегaгсhy.

8 And еvеt.t bеtwееn tyрrs of sttbjесt шattеr' ln tlrе wittу FооtlпlL Lехiс:оп thеге is thе схаnlрlс
Nеууса,уtlе wеrе lur'k\'with thс сolllmеnt: .Thеге is no SurеГ way of bеtraуing an ignoranсе of
lbоtball than that of using a singular instеad' (Lеigh & Wоodhоrrsе 2001: |61')' A соmputatiсlnal
perspесtivе on thе lеХiсal sеmаntiсs о1.thesс rrouns is pгoviсlссi bу Соpеstekо ( l 99.5).

', \\Ъ fintl lniьlllrtсhеь itl pегчol.l (.s5.5.1), bLrt tуpiсally thеsе inr,оlvе a singlе domairr and so аге not
геlеl,ant f.or thе Agrеепrеnt Hiеrarсhy'
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т.5.|

Wе notеd in $ 1.4.4 that gеndеr is thе сanoniсal agrееmеnt fеaturе, and
wе disсussеd it furthеr in $4.3.1. Gеndеr oftеn givеs risе to lеxiсal mismatсhеs,
bесаusе of сonfliсting prinсiplеs of assignmеnt. Thеsе may bе rеstriсtеd to rеl-
ativеly fеw nouns (for instanсе .сhild' and rеlatеd nouns to bе disсussеd in this
sесtion) or thеy may bе substantiаl in numbеr (as with thе Russian nouns for
profеssion disсussеd in 57.2.3). Gеndеr providеs a good dеal of rеlеvant data.
Thе еvidеnсе that was availablе and givеn in dеtail in Cоrbеtt (1991:225-60) is
givеn briеfly hеrr, togеthеr with somе nеw data.

Words for сhildrеn, partiсularly for girls, arе oftеn hybrid nouns. Thе Gеrman
Mсjdсhеn .girl' is rеgularly сitеd to illustratе thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrаrсhy. It takеs
nеutеr agrееmеnt of thе attributivе mоdifiеr, nеutеr agrееmеnt of thе rеlativе pro-
noun, but with somе еxamplеs of fеmininе agrееmrnt too, and nrutеr or fеmininе
with thе pеrsonal pronoun. A similar but сlеarеr еxamplе, sinсе it shows agrее-
mеnt at all positions on thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, is Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian
d(j)еvojёе.girl, lass'. Lеko (2000) сonstruсtеd this еxamplе of thе еxpесtеd forms
(as wеll as giving morе сomplеx еxamplеs from a сorpus):

Serbiarr/Croatian/Bosnian (Bosnian variant: Lеko 2000: 26З)
( 1 8 ) T-o djеvojё.е koj-е plaё-е jе doS-l.o juёе,

That-N.sG girl-Sc who-ш.sс сry-3sс дux.3sс сomr-PsT-N.sG yestеrday,
a l i  sаm ga / j . 'u veё zavoli-o.
but AUx.1sG 3sс.ш.дсс /3sс.г.дсс alrеаdy likе-psт-м.sс
.That girl who is сrying arrivеd yеstеrday, and yеt I already likе (havе
startеd to likе) hеr.'

This еxamplе inсludеs an instanсе of еaсh of thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy posi-
tions. Еaсh shows syntасtiс agrееmеnt (nеutеr singular), and only in thе pеrsonal
pronoun is sеmantiс agrееmrnt availabtе as an altеrnativе to syntaсtiс agrееmеnt.

Titlеs oftеn givе mismatсhеs. For еxаmplе, with Frеnсh titlеs, somе of whiсh
arе now obsolеtе, thе agrееmеnts arе rathеr surprising. Many titlеs usеd of mеn
takе fеmininе agrееmrnt, following thеir fоrm, for instanсе:

Frеnсh (Coсtеau, quotеd by Grevissе |964:3|4|)
(19) Votrе Ёminenсе еst trop bonnе

Your еminеnоe сop.3sс too good.г.sс
.Your Еminеnсе is too kind.'

Еminеnсе .еminеnсе' (likе similar tiflеs) is еstablishеd as a noun, and by thе
normal assignmеnt rulеs it is fеmininе. This gеndеr is maintainеd whеn thе noun
is usеd as a titlе, in all positions on thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. only thе pеrsonal

10 Thе Iirst;e in thе еxamplе is a vеrbal сlitiс. This onе is аn objесt сlitiс, oссurтing latеr in thе сlitiс
сlustеr than sаm' the vеrbal сlitiс.

admits thе masсuli
agтееing) fоrm (G

tо Frеnсh titlеs in $7
onlу in thе pеrsonа

) is Chiсhеwa din

ing to titlеs, wе fll

ivе positiоn

(John Еngland, persol
Su Majеstad
his[sс] majеsty
.His Suprеmе Mа

Frеnсh, in all oth

A rathеr diffеrеnt situati<
wеst сoast), whiсh h

foт gеndеr. Nеutеr agl

or young rеlativе
inе agrееmеnts. Whс

usе ofthе nеutеr rrprеs(
nеw gеndеr systеm. In

nеutеr agrееmеnts f

inе is usеd:

(2r)
(Miranda 19'15:21\

jcniё-i
John.poss-в.sс
.John's mothеr r

Thе pоssеssivе adjесtivе

vеrbal prеdiсatе (likе otht

So fаr in this sесtion v

allowеd a сhoiсе of forms

fits into thе piсturе; this

Wе nеxt movr to two rxa

thе agrееmеnt сhoiсе is f

Croatian/Bosnian nouns

arе dесlinеd ассording tt

thе singulaг thе sеmantiс

masсulinе agrrеmеnts ar(

and masсulinе (sеmantiс)

thе nеwspap er О s lob o dеt

football tеams):
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iг010uП adшits thе masсrrl inе. and thеn lеss fгеqr-lеntlу than thе tЪmininе (syn-

шпiсаl]у' agrееing) form (Gгеvissе 1964: 3l4' z105-6l Сoгbеt1. 1991 226-1'1.'We

iсшгП tO Frеnсh titlеs iл. $7.6.2. Anothеr instirnсе whеrе sеmantiс agгееmеnt is

л.lilаblе оnly in thе pеrsol.ral pгtlnoun (aпd еvеn tlrеn as alr altеmativе to sytltaсtiс

Jlrееmеnt) is Сhiсhеwa diшinutivсs (Согbеtt 199l: 248 50).

Rеtuгning ю titlеs, wе find that in Spanish too thеу tr-rkе fЪllininе agtееmeПt

rn ltIributivе posi tion:

Spшish (John Еng1anсl, pегsonal сoпlt.nuniсаtiot-t)

:l)] Sш Maiеstad Suprспr-a
hisIsс] majеstу supгеmе-н.sG
.His Supтеrтс Majеstу'

L'nlikе Fгеnсh, in

ll0)
A Lathеr diff.егеnt situatiotl is fbund in Konkani (an indo-Aгyan languagе оf thе

Indiаn wеst сoast), Whiсh hаs dеvеlоpеd an intегеsti l lg Sеt of sеmantiс assignшеnt

гLriеs |or gеndег. Nеutег agГееmеnts arе LlSеd tilr nouns dеnoting tЪmalеs who aге

rgung' oг yoLrng геla1ivе to thе Spсakеt. Somе hуbrid nouns takе nеrttег and

tеmininе agrееmсnts. Whеп a yollng oг геlativеly уollllgег 1Ъпalе is геf.егrесl to,

rhе usе oГthе nеLltсr rеprrSеnts thе agгсеmеnt with gгеatеr Sешantiс j ustif iсlLioп irt

thе nеw gеndег Systеm. ln irppropriatе сiгсrпlstanсеs thе hybгid .]!'r,} .mоthеr,

takеS nеutег aglееmсnts 1bг all targеts. ехсеpt attгibutivе lnodiIiегs, Whеге thе

l'еmininе is r-rsеd:

otlrег prэsitions thе Пrasсulinс is usеd (Сoгbеtt l99 l:

aWOу ауl-0
сalnс-N.sG

Konkаni (Miгanda

i j  | )  l . r n l с . l

Jоhn.pсlss- t . .sс; l l lOthеI( t ,)
. 
Jсlhп's tlltlthеI сxlllе.'

Тhе pоssеssivе aсljесtivе in (2 l) Shows Syntaсtiс (fеmininе) agгееmеnt ar-rd thе

i.егbal prсdiсatс (1iltс othеr agrееing taгgеts) shows чсnlatltiс agгесrnеnt.

So far in this sесtiorl Wс havе looltеd at ехamplеs whеrс onlу onе taг.qеt has

а]lоwесl a сhoiсе о[ tbгms. At thjs ptl iпt Rtrssiaл уrаё .(woman) doсtоr' (s7.2.з)

iits into thе piсtuге; this гсadily takеs sепantiс agrееmеnt in шoге positions.

Wе nеxt mOVс ti l two еxirшplеs whiсh aге also ПlOге сomplех, this tiпrе bесausе

thе ag[сепrеnt сhoiсе is lbr-rnd оnly whеn thе сontгollег is pluгal. Thus Sегbian/

Сroatian/l]osnian nouns |l,kе gсLz'tlсL .landlогd, mastеl.. boss' dеtltltс nlalеS, bllt

аге dесlinесl aссогding t() a pattеrn whiсh inсluсlеs пlainlу 1Ъmininе nоuns. In

thе singulaг thс sепrаrntiс сгitеГiOn ovегridrs thо rl-roгpholсlgiсal, as схpесtсd, and

masсuliпс agгееtllеllts aге fburrd. But whеn thе nottl l is pluгal. 1Ъlтininе (sуntaсttс)

and masсr-rl inе (sеmantiс) agГееlnеЛtS aге lЪund. Tliе fbllоwing ехaпrplеs аrс tioпt

thе nеwspapеr О.s|оbtldеlt jr:' typiсallу fiorт thе Sp0г1s SесtioЛ (anсl involving 1nl]lе

footba]l tеaшs):
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S еrbian/Сroatian,/B osnian (Markoviб | 9 5 4 : 9 5 _-6)
(22) Sarajlij-е su nadigra-l-е sv-og

Sarаjеvan-вI-.шoМ AUx.3PL dеfeat-psт-г.pl RЕFL-ANIМ.M'SG.Aсс

protivnik-a

opponеnt(ашIМ.N4)-sG.Aсс
.thе Sarajеvans dеfeatеd their opponеnt'

Еxamplе (22) shows Syntaсtiс agrrеmеnt. Sеmantiс (masсulinеplural) agrееrnеnt
ofthе prеdiсatе is also possiblе:

(2З) Sаrajlij-е su dominira-l-i
Sarаjеvan.вr.шoм дux.Зpr dоminatе-рsт-м.pl
.thе Sarajеvans dominated the pitсh'

[n attributivе positiоn Wе саn find syntaсtiс agrrеmеnt:
(24) Ov-im svoj-im rad-om naS-е

шrs-M.sG.INs RЕFL-M.sG.INs work(м)-sс.tшs our-F.PL.NoМ

zanatllj-e su dokaza-l-i
artisan-pr.шoм дuх.3pr provr-PsT-M.PL
.By this work of theirs ouг artisans provеd . . .'

Еxamplе (24) is partiсularly intеrеsting in that it also shows sеmantiс agrееmеnt of
thе prеdiсatе, dеmonstrating again that hybrids сan сontrol diffеrеnt agrееmеnts
at thе Samе timе. Thе attributivе сan also, if lеss сommonlУ, show sеmantiс
agrееmеnt:

(25) mnog-i Sarajlij-е
many-M.PL Sагajevan-гL.шoм
'many Sarajevans'

Information on thе rеlativе frеquеnсy of thе optiоns dеpеnds on small samplеs
(sее Corbеtt I98З: |4-|7): in attributivе pоsition fеmininе (syntaсtiс) agrее-
mеnt oссurs in ovеr half thе instanсеs. Thе samplеs indiсatе that in thе prеdi-
сatе thе masсulinе is thе morе сommon. Тhе rеlativе pronoun also allоws both
agrееmrnts; it favours sеmantiс agrееmеnt and doеs So to a grеatеr rxtеnt than thе
prеdiсatе. Limitеd data on thе pеrsonal pronoun suggrst that it is normally mas-
сulinе (sеmantiс agrееmеnt). Again wе hаvе a pattеrn whiсh fully сonforms to thе
Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhу. Though thе data arе patсhy, thеsе nouns arе wоrth noting
bесausе thеy providе valuablе еvidеnсе оn othеr phеnomеna bеlоw (namеly staсk-
ing ($7.1.2) and parallеlism ($7.7.3)), and sinсе thе agrееmеnt сhoiсе involvеd
oссurs in thе plural only.

This rеstriсtion to thе plural is sharеd by anothеr intеrеsting phеnоmеnon, this
timе in Polish. Polish has a сomplеx gеndеr Systеm, with thrее gеndеrs in thе
singular, rоughly соmparablе to thosе of Russian (s4.3.1), but in thе plural thеrе
is a split into masсulinе pеrsonal and all othеrs. Thlls Polаk.Polе' has a plural
form involving сonsonant altemation Polаcу, andtakes masсulinе pеrsonal agrrе-
mеnts (for еxamplе mil-i Polсlcу .niсе-м.PЕRs.pr Polеs'), wh1\e Polkа .Polish

Woman' has thе phra| Polki and, likе all rеmaining typеs оf noun, tаkеs

tеren-om
pitсh.sс.Iшs

inе.pеrsonal agt|

.pr- Polish wom
wrеtсhеs', is a p

, dеspitе dеnotin1

asrееmеnts in attribu

T-e
this.шoш -lд.рвкs.рl-.
. thosеwrеtсhеs. . .

I pronoun is mas

is сonsidеrablе variatior

bеhavе somеwhat diffr

in the prеdiсatе, wt

prеdominatеs. This is ful

pattеrn bеlow, whilе bеa

rеviеw thе еvidеnсе in sl

whiсh sеmantiс agrееm

Thе Agrееment Hi

-:::
I

I Frеnсh titlеs
f-

lChiсhеwa 
diminu

lnuman

I Sеrbian/Croatiaп

Id1j)еvojёе 'g\r| '

| вotisь lаjdаki ,w

I
l Spanish titlеs

l Konkani yoцng ]

ltт:ll уrаё'dк
I  (  !  / . r . r ,

I Sеrbian/Сroatial

| sazde 
.bossеs'

Nores.. 1.lowеr
AGR

2. pаrеп
3. whете

z/.o-:
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non-masсulinе.pеrsonal agгееmеnts (lbr еxaurplе mil,-е Pollсi .niсе-

\i]\ NI.PЕRS.PL Polish worlеn'). Tirеrе arе soпrе hybгid nouns: lа.jdаki
.\сoundrеls, wгеtсhеs', is it plural of lоjdсlс' showing non-mаsсuii l lе pсrsоnal
rlorphology, dеspitе dеnotirrg malе ttumans. This fоrm takеs non-шasсulinе

реIsonal agrесmеnts in attгibr-rtivе position:

Pо]ish
l]6t T-е la.ldak-i

wгеtсh-гL.шсlм
O n - i .  . .
З .м .pвкs . г rthi s. ы сlш _п't.pвlis. PI -. NON,t

. thosr Wrсtсhеs .  .  .  Thеу.

Тhеpеrsonal pгOnoun is masсulinе pегsorral (oni). For thе othеr two poьitions,
thеге is сonsidегablе vaгiatiсln among spеakсrs (and dillЪrеnt Iеxiсal itеms in thе
sfошp bеhavе sotnеwhat diffеrеntly). Rothstсitl (l980: 8.5 6) t-ounсl both fоrms
possiblе in thе prеdiсatе, whilе in thе геlatir,е pгollolln thе masсuli ltе pегsoni-rl
fblш prеdominatеs. Тhis is 1.u11у сonsistеnt with thе AgrееmеntHiеrагсhy. l гесoгd
thIs pattегn bеlow, whilе bсaгing in minсl that spеakегs varу gгеatly.

I геviеw thе еvidеnсе il-l summaгy fbгm, rеoгdсrесl aссording to thе rеаdinеss
ш.Ith whiсh sеmantiс agrееmеnt oссLlгs:

t21) Thс Адrееn.rеnt Hiеt.arсhv: еr.iсlеnсе tt.Om sеnсlег agгееIllеnt

Ntltеs. '  |. lowсг сasе indiсаtсs syntaсl iс ; lgгеепlеnt. and uppеt саsс SЕMANТIС
AGRЕЕМЕNT

2. pагеnthеsеs indiсatе a lеss f iеquеnt r,агiant
3. rvhсгс I did not сovсг aIl tl-rе се]Is of tl-rе tablе, thе firll data aтс in Сorbеtt ( l99 I :

226-З6')

Thс Аgrееn.rеnt Hiеr.arсhy: еr.iсlеnсе tr.orn gеnсlег agгееlllеnt

attl.ibutivе pгеdiсatс
геlatir,е
pгOnoLln

pеt soI.rаl
pгOnoull

Frеnсh t it lеs t f Г /  (M )

Chi сl-rеwа сli rтinrrtivе 1.сlг
hunran

с l i r ss  l2 с lass  l  2 с lдss l2 с lass  l2 l
(СI ,AsS l )

Sсгbi an/Сгtlаt ian/Bosniаn
d(.j)еl,'o.jёе .girl'

n П П n l F

Po l  i sh  /с r i . / . lA l 'wгеtс l rеs non ш.pеl .S noп п.t.pегs /
M.PЕRS

M.PЕRS M.PЕRs

Spaпish t it|еs t М М M

Konltапi уt lunе 1Ъmаlеs I N no сlata N

Russiaп t. lt ld .doсtor

( ,}7 .2 .з )
rr i / (F) m / 1 . - (пt )  /  Е (пt) / F

Sеr.bi an/Сгоаtiarr/Bosni an

.чсt:r1с 
'btlssсs.

l . /  t М ) ( f ) / М ((f)) / M A4
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Thе piсtuге is сlеaг. Wе havе hybгid сontrollегS of vеrу diffегеnt typеs, and thеiг
ilgt.ееmеnt pattеrns all сonfoгm to thе Agгееmеnt Hiеraгсhy. Tablе 7.l givеs
sourсеs of additionаl еvidеnсе.

Tablе 7. I Thе Аgrееmепt Hiеrаrсhу: сtdditiсlпаl еvidеncе froп.L gепdеr

languagе сontrollеr soutсе

pеrsonаl namеs
titlеs
сlёvёе , gir|' (сolioquial)

di mi nutivеs \tke j oп g еtj е, |ittl.e
boy'

пlit l istrе.ministеr'
'g еlttiпе l l е . sеntry, guаrd'

Mсidсhеп,glr1',

Pе rsoп .pеrson', l4laisс .orphan'

knritsi 'girl '
profеssions
пon-humаn аnimatеs

ruiпlа ,o|d man'
b е аrп, сht|d,, сi lсl, сhll,d,
ofiаrа .vicIittt'

t it lеs
zпаё itе l,пoе /lсo .impoгtant

pеrson' (usаgе of Gogol,)
titlеs
pегsonal namеs

bаrп,child'
stсttsrfld, .mеmbеr of thе

govеrnment'

Mladеnova (200 l : З9-4t)
osеnоva (200З: 666)
Vanek (l970: 87 8; Сorbеtt

( J  983 :  I  1 - l  2 )
Tasmowski & Vегluytеn

( l 985 :  З52  3 )
Boе l  ( l 976 :66  7 )
Tlstnoll ski & Vегltrytеn

(1985: 353),  Сornish
( 1 9 8 6 : 1 6 0 - l )

Сorbеtt (199 | : 228), Zоbin
& Kсipсkе (2005)

Zubin & Kсipсkе (200.5)
Valiouli (\991)
Grdnbеrg (2О02: |66-9)
Wilson (1962:28 9),

Corbеtt (I99 | : 229'ЗО')
Tеrгil l (200З: |42_4)
Сurzan (20ОЗ:62 4')
Hегbеrt & Nykiеl-Hеrbеrt

(1986 :66 -7 )
Сo rbе t t  ( l 983 :23 )
Сorbett  ( l98t)

Сorbеtt (198З: 23_4)
Мladеnova (2001 : З9_4 l )

Krill str.сirn ( t 993 : 26З.5)
Andеrsson (2000: 5.53.4)

Russian (Bunin, Gosltodin iz Sr'ttt

( 28 )  . . . by . l - a  i z j aSёn
bе-ps'т-г.sс еlеgant,

/a kоlог.оj
aftет whiсh-н.sс.tшl
.thеrе was an еlеgaг

Fuгthег геfеrеnсе with thе pеr

l983: l2- l3) .  This  mеans th i

on thе еxtlеmе right ot thе hi

Wе havе alrеadу disсussеl

agгееmеnt, but whiсh bеlоng

in (29).

(29)

N.l|e.'.. 1br сollttlti|

t iom (16) abovе

Тab\е 7 .2 Thе Аgrеепlепt H

languagе сontroll

сollесti

п1ass n{

сollесti
сollесti

сo]lесt
'far

сo1lесt
'gra

d( j )есс

Note.. l.tot all souгссs givе tn

Old Russlan
(1 l th - l 4 th
сеnturiеs)

Spanish (Lеna
dialесt)

Spanish
old Chuгсh

Slavoniс
Samoan

Sегbian/Сгoatian/
Bоsnlirn

Sеrbian/Сгoatian/
Bosnian

Br-rlgarian
Bulgarian
Сzесh

Dr-rtсh

Frеnсh
Frеnсh

Gептan

Gегnrаn
Grееk
Iсеlandiс
Landurna

Lavukalеvе
old Еnglish
Polish

Polish
Russian

Russian
Sеrbian/Croatian/

Bosnian
Swеdish
Swеdish

Nolc.. Somе sollгсеs do not givе intbrmation on all four hieгiiгсhу pоsitions.

Foг ехamplеs involving numbеr lеt us {iгst loоk at Rr.rssian prliz whеn
mеaning ,ссluplе, rrran and woпlan'. In thе fbllowing еxamplе (r.rsеd in $2.2.2to
illustгatе agrееmеnt of thе геlativе pronoшn) w-е Iind singular agrееmеnt of thе
attгibr'rtivе adj есtivе, pгеdiсatе and геl ativе pronoun :

Thе Agrееmеnt Hii

Russian prlru 'соt-t

Еngl ish
r:tlпtпli|tее ($] .2'4
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Russiаn (Bunin' Gо'spоdill iz' Sсtп-Frсmс'islto .Thе Man lionl Sаn Franсisсo,)

i]! l  . . . by.l .a iz-jaSёn-aja vljublеnn-aja pl l laa.

bе-psт-г.sс еlеgаnt-F..sсi.NOM loving-F.SG.NOM сOLlplе(t.)-sс.NoM

Za kotоr-оj Vs-е s ljLrbopvtstv.om slеdi i-l

attеr whiсh-г.SG.lNS аl l-РL.ыoм with сuтit ls itу_sс.lшs fol1оw-t,sт_рt-

.therе was an еlеgаtlt loving сouplе, who еr,егyonе watсhеd with сrrгitlsitу . . .

turthеrrеfеrеnсе with thе pеrsonа] pгonouП is with thе plrrral oni 'theу, (Сorbеtt

l98З: 12-1З). This mсans that wе I]nd sеmantiс agгееmеnt with this hybrid.just

0n thе ехtrеmе right oГ tlrе hiегaгсhy.

Wе havе alrеadу disсussесl ссlmmittее nollns' with thеiг diffеrеnt pattегn оf

аgrееmеnt, but whiсh bеlong hеге as hybrids in nurnbеr. Wе rеviеw thе еvidеnсе

in (29).

Thе Agrееrnеnt Hiеrarсhy: distribrrtion of numbеr agrееlnеnt

attribtrtivе Pr.еdiсаtе

гсlаtivе
pronoLln

pегsonirl
pronoun

Russiаtr patz .сorrplе' q о РL

Еnglish

сопtl l l i ttее (s7.2.4)

q q sg / (PL)
(PL9Чс)

(sg) / PL
(.PL11%)

( s g ) /  P L
t P L 9 1 % )

No/с.r: tbт сrlrttlttittt:е nouns I takе thе figrrr.еs fbг spokеn Aшсгiсall Еnglish

Ггоnt i l 6) lth. 'r с

Тab|е7 '2 Thе Аgrеепtеnt Hiеrаrсh1': сLсlсlitirnа] еviсlеnr:е.|fulm пuпbеr

lаnguagе сontrollег soul.сr

Old Russian
( l l th-1. l th
сrntullеS)

Spanish (Lеna
dialесt)

Sрanish
Old Сhurсh

S1avoniс
Samoal-t

Sеrbian/Сгoаrtian/
Bosnian

Sеrbiаn/Сгoatian/
Bosniat-t

сollесtivrs

mass nollns

сollесtivеs
сol1есtivеs

сollссtir,еs (l ikе argrl
. laп i lу ' )

сol lесtivеs (I|\<e ш t uё u сl
'gгandсlri ldгеn' )

d(' j)еса .сhildгеr.r'

Igaгtua (2004)

Hualсlе ('1L)92), Сorbеtt (2000:
\21 6, |92_Зn\З)

Nuсssе l  (  l984)
Hr-rntlеy ( 1989: 2,l_5)

Mosеl & HovdhaLrgеn (l992:
9  l ,  44з )

Wесhslеr & Zlati( (200З:
7.5 6): gеndег also af1Ъсtеd

Сoгbеtt (l98З: 76 88): .ееr.rсlег
also аtЪсtеd

,Vоrс.. not lll sorп.сеs gir,е ir-rtЪгmation on all tЪuг hiегarсhy positiot.ts
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Thеsе еxamplеs fit thе rеquirеmеnts of thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. Comparеd with
thе variеty of еvidеnсе frоm gеndеr, numbеr sееms not suсh a riсh sourсе. our
еxamplеs in (29) and most of thosе in Tablе 7.2, сould all bе сallеd .сollесtivеs' in
thе broadеst sеnsе. Hоwеvец thеsе arе сommon' both as typеs сross-linguistiсally
and as tokеns in tеxts. Furthеrmorе, thе numbеr fеaturе figurеs morе prominеntly
in сonstruсtional mismatсhеs ($7.4) thаn in lеxiсal hybrids (thе сonvеrsе of thе
piсturе with gеndеr). This makеs gоod sеnsе sinсе, thе numbеr fеaturе typiсally
соrrеsponds to its sеmantiс basе morе сlosеly than doеs gеndеr.

1z4. 
] ....... ..].o*ё*iм..аi.ьtяаiniьt tiйstМо,мi..miilttatchеs

In thе prеvious sесtion thе mismatсhеs сould bе pinnеd on partiсular
lеxiсal itеms. Wе now look at instanсеs whеrе thеy arisе from a сonstruсtion.
Thе opposition of syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt in thеsе сasrs may again bе
rea|ized in tеrms of gеndеr and/or numbеr' but thеrе arе othеr possibilitiеs, as wе
shall sее.

7.4.1 Conjoinednounphrases]i.iiii i!!!iil:!ii:::ijii.iii i i!iii::iiii i:jiii i i i i i i.i!i]:i!l!lii:!i:!ii!]iii!ii!!i]i:];iiil i!iii i]iji!ii}

As wе еstablishеd in $5.7, with сonjoinеd noun phrasеs thе possibil-
itiеs arе agrееmеnt with onе сonjunсt (normally thе nеarеst), whiсh is syntaсtiс
agrrеmеnt, oг agrееmrnt with all thе сonjunсts. Тhе lattеr involvеs rеsolution,
to dеtеrminе thе fеaturе valuеs, and rеprеsеnts sеmantiс agrееmеnt. our kеy
languagе Russian is partiсularly hеlpful hеrе. Takе this signiflсant еxamplе:

Russian (Cеrnov, Introduсtion to Smoljaninov, Srеdi morеnnух хolmov)
(30) Ёt-a vzуskatеl,nost] samokritiёnost. toze

This-г.sс.шoм ехaсtingnеss(в)[sс.шoм] sеlf-сritiсalnеss(г)[sс.шoм] also
raspolagal.i k nеmu.
disposеd-гr to Зsс.м.пдт
.This ехaсtingnеss and sеl1'_сritiсalnеss also disposеd mе favourably towards him.'

Thе attributivе modifiеr is singulaг, agrееing with thе nеarеr сonjunсt. Thе prеd-
iсatе is plural, shоwing agrrеmеnt with both соnjunсts (numbеr rеsolution has
appliеd). Thе faсt that wе find singular agrееmеnt and plural agrееmеnt with
thе samе сontrollеr is signifiсant. If wе Wrrе to try to aссount for thе singu-
lar agrееmеnt of thе attributivе modifiеr by trеating thе сoordinatе phrasеs as
unbalanсеd,t l thеn wе сould not naturally aссount for thе plural agrееmеnt of thе
pгеdiсatе.

rrSuсhanalysestrеatthесonjunсt ionasthеhеad,withthесonjunсtshavingdi f fеrrntsta lusasspес-

ifiеr and сomp1еmеnt, as' for instаnсe, in Johannеssеn (1 996); thеrе is helpful сritiсal сommеntary
in Borsley (2005).

havе already еstablishес
is partiсularly intеrеsti

be pluгаl. thаt is. wе 
.

thе noun phrasе:

(SolZеniсyn Rаkovуj k.
A ёt-i
but this-PL.NoM

poduma.еm.
think-lPr
.But this brothеr а

likе (31)' with a
($6.1.2). Taking

ve pоsition thе sing.
l3 and thеsе wеrе t]

Numbеr agrermel

attributivе

sg / (PL)
(PL |2Чo ш:34)

agrееmеnt ls poSS

the plural is morе lil

singular. In thе othеr t.
iс agrееmеnt. In faсl

syntaсtiс (singular) a6
z7З4' 159). Еxamplе
гare. Thus wе havе a

inсluding thе unusual
сonjoinеd nоun phras

there arе languаgеs wf
(Ivаn s Маiеj ,Iva

гespесt to agrrеmеnt.
agrеrmеnt.

King & Dalтymplе (200.
and Dalтymplе & N

languagе whiсh alloш

by Amal,гik, Nabokov
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lhavе alгеady еstablishеd that thе prеdiсatе сalr bе singular or plural (s5.7)

What is partiсularly intегеsting about Russian is that thе attributivе modifiег сan

also bе plural, that is, wе havе геsоlution (rеprеsеnting sеmantiс agrееmеnt)

wlthin thе noun phrasе:

Russiаn (Solйеniсуn Rаkovl.j |сtlrptts ,Сanсer Ward')
(31) A ёt-i brat i sеstr-a skaza-l.i:

but this_t't-.шoм brothеr(м)[sс.шoшt] and sistеr(г)-sG.NoM say-PsT-PL

poduma-еm.
think- lpt-
.Br-rt this br"otlrеr and sistеr said: Lеt's think.'

Ехamplеs likе (3 l), with a plr-rrirl attributivе, aге еasiег to flnd if thе сontrоllеr

is animatе ($6.1.2). Taking all ехamplеs (inanirnatеs aS Wеll as animatеs) in

attгibutivе position thе singulaг is moге tikеly.l2 A samplе of l itеraгу pгosе WaS

sсannrd.lз and thеsе Wеrе thе rеSLlltS:

Numbег agrееmеnt with Russian сonjoinеd noun

attr.ibrrtivе prесiiсatе геlativе plonoun pетsonal plonoun

sg / (PL)
(PL  12с t ,N -З4 )

(sg) / PL
(PL10С/с N:2з0)

((sg))  /  PL  PL
(PL  1007r ,  ш:  l0 )  (PL  l00% N:  l0 )

Sеmantiс agгеrlnеnt is possiblе br-rt lеss l ikеly in attributivе position. In thе pгеd-

iсatе thе plrrral is rnoге likеly, but thеге is a sizablе minority of еxamplеs of

thе singulaг. In thе othег two poьitioлЬ ouг small сorpus Suggеsts that thеrе is

sеmantiс agгееmсnt. ln faсt, widеr invсstigiltion ShoWS that thе геlativе pгonotlll

takеs syntirсtiс (singulaг) agгееmеnt in a small minoritу of instanсеs (sее Сtlгbеtt

l983:73-4,  l59).Еxamplеsotrs ingularpегsonalpronounsoссur,butaгеVanish_
ingly rarе. Thtrs wе havе anothсr.pattrrn in aссoгd with thе Agrееmеnt Hiсгaг-

сhy, inсluding thе unusual possibil itу of pluгal agrсеmеnt in attгibr.rtivе pоsition

with сonjoinеd noun phгasеs. Thе еxaшplеs hеге havе involvеd оnlу nuшbег,

but thсге aге langllagеs Wh{эrе gеndег too is invоlvеd. Notе too that сol1iitаtivе

phгasеs (Ivспt s Mа'{еj .lvtrn with Masha,) bеhtrvе bгоadly similaгly in Russial.t

with геspесt to agгеепеnt, ехсеpt that ovеrall thеу show lowег pгсlportions of

Sеmantiс agrесmеnt.

l] Sее King & Dalrуmplе (200.1) fbг iln attеmрt to aсldrеss tlrе issuс within I-еxiсаl-Ftrnсtitlnаl

Grаmmar. anсl Dаlгyrlrplе & Nikolaеva (2004) tbг intегеsting datа on Finnish, Hindi аnd Nеnеts.

Anсl t| . rег languagеwhiсhаl lоwsnumbсrгеsolut iс lnwith inthепсlunрhrasеisAгсhi  (Kibr ik l99, l :

з1З).
i ]  Works bу Arтal .г ik '  Nabokov аnсl  Vоjnoviё '  detа i ls  in Ссlгbсtt  ( l98З: 106. l5tJ) .
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т.4.2 Syntaсtiс head versus semantiс heаd in сomplex
noun phrases iiii]111*]iti"\}iii]l1\s$A\тiRl\.N'\1.Ёi}.igiЁl!.ъ.s**jЁЁs;ii\ifl\1i{*i"jgii*i*\]&\чъ{{$\1\ts*eжs*ss*N*$

In a phrasе |1kе thе housе of mу bеst friеnds thе hеad of thе phrasе
is the housе, both syntaсtiсaliy and sеmantiсally (thе wholе phrasе rеfеrs to an
оbjесt and not to a sеt of pеoplе). Wе thеrеforе еxpесt agrеemеnt to bе singular.
Howеvеr, thеrе arе various typеs оf phrasе with apparеntly similar struсturе whеrе
thе hеadеdnеss rеlations arе not so сlеar; thtls сl mountаiп of а mаnis a man rathеr
than a mоuntain, and а pеасh of аn eхample is not vеry еdiblе. In suсh instanсеs
agrеrmеnt сhoiсеs may arisе. Whеn thеy do, thеsе сhoiсеs arе сonstrainеd by the
Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy:

Frеnсh (Hulk & Теllier 1999: 183)
(33) Ton ph6nomёnе de fllle еst biеn

your.N,{.sc phеnomеnon(м) of daughtеr(г) сoг.Зsс quitе
,That amazing daughtеr of yours is quite absеnt-mindеd.'

In this еxamplе it is сlеаr that rеfеrеnсе is to a pеrson, not to a thing: thе sеmantiс
head is fillе 

.daughtеr'. Now сonsidеr thе syntaх. Thе attributivе modiflеr is /ort.your,, whiсh is mаsсulinе singular, agrееing with thе syntaсtiс hеad (*rс (г)
is not aссеptablе). Thе prеdiсatе on thе othеr hand agrееs withfillе.daughtеr,;
agrrеmеnt With thr syntaсtiс head (*distrай (м)) is unaссеptablе. This is thе
bеginning of a familiar pattеrn. Wе shоuld ask what happеns in othеr domains:

Frеnсh (сonsultant)
(З4) Ton ph6nomёne dе flllе' avес laquelle

your.M.sG phеnomеnon(м) of daughter(г) with RЕL.F.sG
jе viеns de parl-еr. . . Еllе . . .
l s с  сomе . l s с  o f  spеak - tшг . . .  3 s с . гвм . . .
.That аmaz.ing daughtеr of yours, with whom I havе just bееn spеaking . . .
S h е .  .  . '

Thе rеlativе pronoun agrееs With thr sеmantiс hеad, as doеs thе pеrsоnal pronoun
(thе masсulinе forms *Iеquеl aпd *il аrr not aссеptablе). Thus wе flnd a pattеrn
of syntaсtiс agrееment in attributivе pоsition and sеmantiс agrееmеnt еlsеwhеrе,
a pattеrn fully in aссord with thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. Thеrе arе сompliсa-
tions сonсеrning animaсy, thеrе аrе instanсеs оf lеxiсalizatiоn, languagеs vary of
сoursе, but it appеars that thеsе сonstruсtions arе сonstrained by thе Agrеrmеnt
Hiеrarсhy. Hulk & Tеlliеr (\999) disсuss соmparablе еxamplеs (primarily agrее-
mеnt ofthе prrdiсatе) in Frеnсh, Italian and Spanish, and thе Frеnсh and Spanish
сonstruсtions arе analysеd furthеr in Сasillas Мattinez (200з).

Thеrе arе sеvеral typеs of rеlatеd сonstruсtion, in whiсh thе balanсе bеtwееn
syntaсtiс and sеmantiс hеad сan diffеr. Thеrе arе numеrous quantiflеd еxprеssions
(сt bаg of . . . а сouplе of . .' andsо on)' whiсh in diffеrеnt languagеs givе risе to
agrееmеnt сhoiсеs (sее' for instanсе, Vеsе1ovsk6 (2001) on Czесh). Numеrals сan
bе morе or lеss noun-likе, and so morе or lеss likеly to сontrol agrееmеnt. Thеrе
is an intегеsting rеgularity that, for thе simplе numеrals, thе largеr thе сardinality,

noun-likе thеy arе (sеt

its hеad-likе propеt

y wе should notе thal

phrasе to сontrol agrrеIl

of linеаr ordеr, сan lеad

, for instanсе:

Bush (Washington,2З Ia

. . . thе illitеraсy lеvr

is disсussеd by d

in attraсtion in $9.4.2

Default form vel

In $5.2.2 wr mеt

(BokmiУNynoтsk, Е
Pannеkakе-r еr
panсakе-вL сoP
,Panсakes is gоod.'

is amismatсh, inthatw
) availablе, and уеt t

last sесtion, in that wе

as а сomplеx onе.) l

tarдеts do not bеhar

ian (Bokmfll, Eлger 20|
Nystekt-e Panr
nеw.fried-гl panс
.Nеwly-friеd panс

nеed to ask what would t

thе litеraturе. Thоugh th,
spесiflсation from a

n (Bokmil, Hans-Oli
Narkotika,
Narсotiс(м) [sс] '

pflrgrеndе,
rеlativеs.spousеs'
.Drugs, whiсh is l

nеvеr havе beеn i
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thе morе nоun-likе thеу aге (sее Сoгbеtt 2000 2|З-| 8' and $9.1 .5).If thе sуntaсtiс

hсad lоsеs its hеad-likе propеrtiеs, wе hirvе ссlnstгuсtions likе r/zis stlrt o| реr.lpl,е

r l l  4 6) .
Finallу wе should notе that thе possibil itу 1Ъг thе .wrong' part of a сonrplех

11gun phrasс tсl сontгol agгееmеnt in suсh соnstгt-tсtiot-ls, togеthеr with thе in1]u-

еnсе Of linеaг oгdег' сan lеad to сitsеs of .itttгaсtion' in oгdinaгу сomplех nolпl

phrаsеs, iоr instanсе:

Gеоrgе BLrsh (Washington, 2З Janrraгу 2()0.l)

r]5) . . . thе iIlitсr.aсу lеvсl rlf or-rг сhildrеn aгс aрpllling.

Attгасtiotl is disсr.rssсd by dел Diltlсеn (2001); Wе rеtuгll to psyсholinguists'

intегеst in attraсtion in $9.4.2.

1'4'5 Defаult form versus agreement l . . ..

In $.5.2.2 Wе mеt схalтplеs of .panсakе Sеntеnсеs':

Nоllvеgian (Bсlkпrii/Nynorslt. Fаaгl r-rnd 1 91 1 : 240')
(]6.) Pannеkakс-r еr gоd-t.

panсalrе-гr, с:tlг goоd.ш.sс
.Pаnсakеs is gоod.. (.Еating piiпсakеs is good.,)

Thеrе is a rnisпlatсh, in that wе havе a noun phгasе whiсh has an agгсеInеnt |сatuГе

(nuшbеr) availablе, and уеt tlrе dеfault tbrrn (nеr-rlсг singr-rlaг) is r-rsеd. (This links

tо thе last sесtion, in that Wе havе what looks l ikе a siпrplе noшn phгasе, but it is

trеatеd as a сonlplех onе.) As Wе notеd in $5.2.2, basсd on Swеdish еxarтplоs,

diffеrеnt targсts do not bеhavе alikе. Wе сan Sее tl.ris in a сOшpaгablе Noгш еgiaп

sеntrnсе:

Noгwеgiirrr (Bоkmiil' Еngеr 2004: 2())
(37) N.vstеkt-е pannсkаlrе-r сr gсld.t.

nеw.l.riес1-рI- panсakе-гl- с:oг gоod-t.l.sс;
.Nеwlу.1r.iеd panсаkеs is gоod., (.Еaling nеwlу-fr.iсс1 panсakсs is gtloсl. ')

Wе nееd to aslt what woulс1 happеn wi1h tt rе1ativе pгonolln, an isstlе not disсtlssеd

in thе litегatuгс. ThoLrgh thе гсlativе p[onoun doеs not inflесt, Wе сan intЪг its

fеatulс spесifiсatiotr Ггonl a pгеdiсatе ad.jесtivс in thе rеlatir,r сlaltsе:

Noгtvе.Чian (Bokrnzil. Hans.olаr. Еngег. pегsоnаl сot.tlt.tlltniсation)
(]s) Naгkоtiltд. sotТ! ег gгusom-t tсlr biсlе rnisbгukеrе оg

Narсotiс(пr)[sс]. u,hiсh с:op awful п.sс t.ог both arldiсts and

piгргеndе, dе-t skullе aldгi \' lсIt oppfunnеt.
геlativсs.spоr-rsсs. it-ш.sс shoul.J nеvег bееn invсntесl
.Drtt.яs, wl-riсh is awl'trl tbгbоtl-r aсldiсts and thсlsе сlosе tо thсr.t.t. - it shtlrrld

l-tеvсt. havе brеll invсntесl.'
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Hеrе wе sее that thе rеlаtivе pronoun сontrols nеutrr agrееmеnt oIl Тrusornl.awful', and so, wе infеr, has a dеfault spесiflсation. Thе mismatсh is in gеndеr,
sinсе thе noun phrasе is masсulinе singulаr. Thе еxamplr illustratеs thе pеrsonal
pronoun as wеll, also nеutеr. Wе thеrеforе havе gеndеr/numbеr agrrеmеnt in
attributivе position, and thе usе of thе dеfault in thе оthеr hiеrarсhy positions.
Thus this intеrеsting сonstruсtion is an unusual illustration of соnformity with
thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy.

7.4.4 Sсhemаtiс view of сonstruсtional mismаtches iЁiiiiiiiiiiiji.чislн*iЬtжltNN

Hеrе wе put togеthеr thе data from сonstruсtional mismatсhеs, inсlud-
ing thоsе wе disсussеd as rеprеSеntativе data and thе еxamplеs from $7.4.

(з9) Thе Agreеmеnt Hierаrсhy: еvidеnсе from сonstr.uсtional mismatсhеs

Nсltе: as еarliец loweг сasе indiсatеs syntaсtiс agrеemеnt, and uppеr сase
AGRЕЕМЕNT; parеnthesеs indiсatе a lеss frеquеnt variant.

Тhеsе rathеr diffеrеnt сonstruсtions all сonform to thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy.
Thеrе is a littlе additional еvidеnсе from two furthеr Sourсrs. First, from Qafar
сonjoinеd noun phrasеs, whеrе thеrе is a сhoiсе bеtwееn dеfault agrееmеnt (thе
surprising outсomе whеn agrееmеnt is with thе nеarеr сonjunсt) or геsolution
(Hayward & Corbеtt 1988: 27 5: Cоrbеtt 2О00: 20З*6). And sесоnd from Russian
еxprеssions of rеspесt (Сorbеtt 198З: 24-5), as introduсеd in $ 1 .2 еxamplе (11).

7.5 Roles of the Agreement

In its basiс rо1е of соnstraining
Hiеrarсhy сovеrs a good dеal of disparatе

agrееmrnt оptions, thе Agrееmеnt
data. In addition, howеvец it has

гolеs; as with othеr

thе hiетarсhy morе сo]

Constrаining аgrс

Wе havе Sееn rеm
pattеrn, nаmеly a n
t along thе hiеrarсh'

ion of agrееmеnt сho

lexiсal hybrids through l

ution (disсussеd in l

forms. It еxtеnds еvе
author (Corbеtt 1981,
and gеndеr, аnd alsо с

iunсt or all сonjunсts.
at a partiсular position t

iс agrееmеnt is absolr

arе gradual transitions,

ian/Croatian/B osnian сon

nt languagеs (thougl
studiеs, whiсh аrе nс

y also сovrrs thе var;

iеs of Еnglish in $7.z
: 30-9). It is a Path for

systеms of various Bal

Kirby (1999 92-6) d

еmergеnсе of languagе un

Constraining pol

Thе Asrееmеnt l]
iblе tаrgеts of agrееmеnt

l.4 wе сonsidеrеd posSеSS-

Sorbian (FaBkе 1981: 385
To je na3.е
That bе.3sс our-м
.That is our tеасhеr.

adjесtivе wuё е rj - ow -' tez

t of thе adjесtivе иt

thе adiесtivе, not with zr

unusual bеhaviour both w

iblе targеt typе hеrе, sinс
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lowеr numeral phrasеs
(s7.2.1 )
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аdditional rolеS; aS with othеr hiеrarсhiеs, having diffеrеnt funсtions nrakеs thе

саsе for thе hiеruгсhу moге сonv i nсi ng.

'5.l Constrаining a8reement сhoiсes ::.]:!il]::]]:]:::.Ii:l::il.l|:].i:]:l|..l]::]:]:|]: ]|:|:l::]]]::.:..i: l|]:l| :

We have Seen rcmarkab1у varied аJтееmеnt сhoiсеs. and yеt thеrе

aclear pattеm, nalnelу a пlotloюniс tllсrе;t"с iп thе likе]ihood of SеInantiС

grеmеnt along thе hiеraгсhу. Thшs thе Agгееmеnt Hiегarсhy сonstrains thе

йn.ibutiоn оf agrееmеnt сhoiсеs. This holds iЪг diIIЪrеnt typеs of сontгollег,

fiоmlехiсal hуbrids through tо various сonstтuсtional mismatсhеS. \t intетaсts

virhrеsoiution (disсr-rssеd in сhaptег 8) sinсе геsolution prodrrсеs sеmantiсally

agrееing fоrms. It еxtеnils еvеn to thе idiоsуnсratiс usе оf a givеn сontrоllеr bу

аiinglе authoг (Сorbеtt l981). It gеnеralizеs ovеr di11Ъгеnt fеaturеs, еspесiallу

пumbеr and gеndеr, and also ovеr morе abstraсt nоtions suсh as agгееmеnt with

0nесоnjunсt оr all сonjrrnсts. It gеnеralizеs ovеr instanсеs whеrе thеrе is a shatp

сut-off at a partiсular position on thе hiегarсhy (as with Еnglish ссlmmittее, wherc

sеmantiс agrееrтrеnt is absоlutеly ехсlr-rdеd in attributivе position) and whеге

thеrе arе gradual transitions, as bеtwеrn prеdiсatе and rеlativе pronoun in thе

Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bosnian сonstrllсtion disсussеd in $7.2. l . It сovеrs ir widе rangе

оf diffеrеnt languagеs (though this rangе is partlу limitеd bу thе nееd for vеrу

dеtailеd studiеs, whiсh aге not availablе for mаny languagеs). Thе Agrееmеnt

Hiеrarсhу also сovеrs thе vaгying data of vaгiеtiеs of a languagе, .rs Wе saw for

thе variеtiеs of Еnglish in S7.4.2, and it сovеrs soсiolinguistiс variation (Сoгbеtt

1983: З0_9). It is a path t.oг linguistiс сhangе, as shown, for instanсе, in thе

gеndеr systеms Of various Bantu languagеs (Wald 1975l Corbеtt 1991; 218 59).

Finally Kirby (l999; 92-6) disсussеS thr plaсе of thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy in

thе еmеrgеnсе of langr.ragе univеrsals.

7'5.2 Gonstrаining PossibIe tаrgets (of possessive adjeсtives) ..... .. l ..

Thе Agrееmеnt Hiегarсhy also has a ditТегеnt гolе, in dеtегrrrining

possiblе talgеts of agrееmеnt, aS сan bе sееn in thе follоwing Slavоniс data' In

$2.1.4 wе сonsidегесl posSеSSivе adjесtivеs as unusual agrееmеnt сontгollеrs:

Uoorr Sorbian (FaBkе l98l: 385):
(40) To jс nаS.еhо wuёеrj-ow-a zahrodk-a.

That bе.3sс our-M.sG.GЕN tеасhеr(шi)-гoss-F.sG.NoМ gardеn(г)-sс.шoм
.Thаt is our tеасhеr's gatdсn.'

Thе adjесtivе wuёеrj-otl-.tеaсhеr's', formеd fromуvuёеr.tеaсhеr', сontrоls thе

agrееmеnt of thе adjесtivе nai.our'. Thе lattег is masсulinе singular, agгееiпg

with thе adtесtivе, not with zсlhпlсlkа.gaгdеn', thе hеad of thе noun phrasе. This

is unusttal bеhaviour both within Slavoniс and bеyond it. ThiS is not thе only

possiblе ttlrgеt typе hеrе, sinсе rxalnplе (40) сaп сontinuе:
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(.4r) W6n wjеlе w njеj diёta.
3[м'sс.шoм] a.lot in 3sс.гвм.roс work[3sс]
.Hе 

[our tеaсher] works in it a lot.'

Thе agrееmеnt of thе pеrsonal pronoun wбnis сontrollеd by thе possеssivе adjес-
tive phrasе (rеalizing thе antесеdеnt phrasе nоi wuёеr.ouг tеaсhеr'). This is lеss
rеmarkablе; it is possiblе in all thе Slavoniс languagеs. Thеrе arе also еxamplеs
of thе pоssеssivе adjесtivе сontrolling thе rеlativе pronoun:

Uppеr Sorbian (Lotzsсh |965: З.78; for morе examplеs seе FaBke 1981: З85)
(/-)\ .. . Wiбaz-ow-y hl6s, kotryй jе zastupil

Wiбaz-рoss-м.sG.ACC voiсе(м)[sс.,tсс], who.м.sс.шoм дuх.3sс
. Wiбaz's voiсе, who has gone in'

go.ln

is thеrеforе an impliсatiс
vе:

Thе Control Hiеrarсl

attributivе > rеlattvе

wе movе rightward along tl

the pоssеssivе adjесtivе w

bе subsumеd undеr thе ,

thе prеdiсatе is оmittеd,

hiеraтсhy has a rathеr di

сonсеrnеd with situations .

, thе Control Hiеrarсhу
whosе vеry prrsеnсе

nts of thе Agrееmеnt H

Finallу it is worth noting 1

thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrаrсhy,
pтеdiсatе' frеquеnt with t}

1Сorbеtt 1919:205-

I. 
Thе Asгееmеnt I

lights thе gradiеnt naturе ot a

thеory, partiсularly Sinсе a s

on differеnt targеts at thе sat

(33), (34), (З.7),(46)' (60) an

pronouns: if thе rеlativе prс

rнould еxpесt it to bе Struсtul

is, аnd yеt thе еvidеnсе of th

Two points dеsеrvе сlosеr с

in somе SеnSеs intеgratеd in

splitting agrееmеnt into two

сhoiсеs ($7.6.2).

7.6,r The status of P

Thе Agrееmеnt
pronouns, just aS it doеs Wit]

of agrееmеnt сhoiсеs makе

othеr agrееmеnt talgоts (C(

why pеrsonal pronouns shol

havе alrеadу notеd that thе'

Thе rеlativе pronoun kotryй is masсulinе singular; thе full сontеxt shows that its
antесеdеnt is Wiёаz, thе nоun undеrlying thе possеssivе adjесtivе, and пot hlбs
(whiсh is also masсulinе singular); for сontеmporary spеakеrs, howеvец thеrе
arе various problеms with rеlаtivе pronouns (Еduard W.еrnец pеrsonal сommu-
niсation).

For thе possеssivе adjесtivе to bе ablе to сontrol an attributivе modifiеr (as
in (a0)) is highly unusual, аnd thе сonstruсtion appеars to be in dесlinе. Apart
from Uppеr Sorbian, only Slovak has this (and tо a vеry limitеd еxtеnt). It is
morе сommon tо havе сontrol of thе rеlativе pronoun (as in (42)). Соntrol of thе
anaphoriс pronoun (as in (41)) is found in all thе languagеs (apart from sоmе
limitations in Polish). This is madе сlear in (4З).

(4з) Control possibilitiеs of the possеssive аdjесtive

attтibutivе теlative
pronoun

Еast Slavoniс
Russian

Russian (19th Century)

Old Russian

Bеlarusian

Ukrainian

South Slavoniс
Bulgarian

Maсеdoniаn

S1ovеnе

Sетbian/Сroatiarr/Bosnian

old Сhurсh Slavoniс

West Slavоniс
Polish

Сzech

Slovak

Lowеr Soгbian

Uppеr Sorbian

И
f
l
l
f

ПП
ПП
Пt
ПП
ПП

ПП
Пl
ПГ2
ПП
Пl

ПП
Пn
TL
Пl
: l

pеrsonal
pronoun

;
f
:
I
f

f
I
I
I
I
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',гl l ' thсгеli lгс an imрliсatitlnal hiеraгсhу of рossiiэiе taГgеts {'ог thе []ossеssxVс

; ! l ] \  с :

Тhе Сontгol l l iегагсhу

аttlibLrtivе > геiativе l]Iolli.)tlll > pегsoпаl !]гOIioLlil _l
\' i i .  |] l0\е r ightward along t lrе Соntгоl Ll iегaгсl.rу (4zl)" t laе l i l tеl ihooсl оtr.ссlпiгo]

.. ihс pоssеssit lс aсljесtir,,е wil l  i l . tсгеasс xтl(}шot()l l iсalny. Тhis сt l i l tГol l- i iсгaгсhу

', l l l  hс \LlbstlInесl r- lnсiег ihе ,Agrеerl lепt L{iегaгсhy. trt is iс lепtiсir l  to it., еXссрt

]:. lt lhс ргесl iсatr is t lmit iеd. toг геasоns сl isсr-rssесi in С]огbеtt (1987: З20-t).

I lс hiсгlгсhу has a гirthег сl i f1Ъгсшt Гolе hсrе. Whilе thе Agгееrrlеnt Fi iегагсhy

' .t l l]сеГnесl with sitLratiоns whсге l1gгеешlеi]t is геqшiгесl. bul rvhегс thс-l.r. is ш

'l l . , lсс. thе Сonп.ol F{iегaгсhу is сt l l- lсегnеd wtth thе pсlssibi l i tу of соntгоi i iпg ati

: l l l lспt t lhоsс Vегy pГеSеtlсе is optiоnal. Thе Соntгol {-{iегaгсhy соnsir]ts t lГ t l .rоsс

:; lt l lсt lts t l1'thе Agгееinеrlt Fi iегaгсlry whiсh aге Oрtioi]al.

l- lr l l l1у it is rvогtlr rroti l lg t i lаt l l i lс lt agгес[.t lе[lt ($2.,1..+) in n-atiп is сoп[гtl l]есt

.\ thс AgГееl l lепt Гl iсгaгсhy, lэеiпg еxсlшсIсс[ iп аttгibцtivс posit ioп, д-lоssi[эlе ir l

:llс ргеdiсatе, frсqtrеl-rt wiih ttrrе геl;itivе pГoxlоL!1l l-Lпсi olэligatol.y wiLh thе регstlnшn

lГL)l l( lul l  ( Сoгbсtt i91 9 : 20.5-6).

ls 0f thе Agrеerflеrтt l{Еerаrсhy7,6 lmРl!саtloI

Tl.rе Agгсеl]-lсnt Fliсгarchу has sоmе iпtсгеsting iпlpliсatiоlls. {t high-

ii 'цhts thе gгaс1iепt natшгс tlf agгееt1lеnt сhoiссs, whiсlr is сhailеnging tbг syi-i, l-;tсttс

thсoгу. paгtiсiзl lrгly silrсе а singlс сol-ttгolnсГ сan с()шtrоi сl i ltегелt fЪatr-rге r,аlttеs

lп сlit lЪгсnt taГgеts at t.hе satnе titrlе. Е'хamplеs оГ this arе: ( l0). (2l)' (24), (30).

i]] r. (34)' (з7)" ('. i6), (6()) aпсl (6 i). it hсlps шs ttl l-lnс1егstаtlсl tl-rе sуl-lt;rx of ге]ativс

ll l i)Iloll l ls: i l 't l.rе геlatir.е рГonоLltl is sirl lply aп сlеmсnt сli. thе nоLln pirгаsе" rvе

пou1d сxрссt it to bе StГuсtllгaily сl.оsег tо thе hсасi l. lоt-l l l phгasс thаn tlrе pгес1iсаtе

is. ш6 yеt thе сvrс1епсе tl i 't lrе ,AgгссrllеЛt Liiегi,tгсhy poiпts iш thе otl-rег сliгесtion.

Тrr.o poiпts сlсsеfvс сlosег сonsidсгatiot-l. Тhс fiгst is i.hat рrгS(lnai x]Гoilollf lS aге

iл sotllе sеt.tsеs i lrсgгatсr1 it.ttсl tl.rе a.gГесlnеПt Systеll l ($7.6. 1)" Thс sесопс1 is t]rаt

iplittin.t a.gГесmепt into tivtl ly1зеs r.1сlеs t-lot solvе tilе lэгоLэlеm гtlsсd bу agгесmепt

сhоiсеs (*7.6.2)

7'6,| Tffтеl staitшs о1i рersовra8 РrФ!,xФt.Eвтs

Тhе Agгееrтепt T-{iегaгr:l.ry сoпstг;.l iпs agгссlтlеnt сhoiсеs j.oг lзсгstlt ' l.al

pгоnor-rпs..jшst аs iI rlосs vlit la сlthсг t:Lгgеts. h4tlгсоi.ег. ti. lе с]iац:llгошiс dеvеlLорll. lсi lt

tlГagгееtnеl.tl сhrliс:еs mal'еs i-lt l shaг;l сtistirlс,l ' iqi l.t i lе,ir,vсеll pсгsопаtr DгOntlrLl-ts 't l i[[

othег agгееl.t.lilПt |aг-gе1.s (Со,гLэеtt n99 l: 2,{8-59). Тtrеsс аге ас1с1itiсlпlti aгgullllеl.li-s

rvhу pегstll-i.lti ]lГtll-l(}L[ils sl.rtlulid lэе tге;l[ссi ils it-gГес}1lеП1. tlLгEсts ( $ l .4.3 ' i] 2.2 " 2). \j/е

har'е l lгеa;nу l. lсэtiеd Ihаt t]hсv {iссitl ' lr lt ly гсanizс thс- salrlс {-еa:шгеs;Ls othсг tl.|ГEе.ts:
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thеy arе also subjесt to rеsolution in thе samе way ($8.5.3). Barlow (|992 |З4-
52) rеviеws rеlеvant rеsеarсh at grratеr lеngth and сonсludеs that thеrе arе nо
good grounds for distinguishing bеtwееn agrееmеnt and antесеdеnt-anaphora
rеlatiоns. of сoursе, this is not to say that pronouns arе Just' agrееmеnt. Thеir
distribution and thеir сontrоl by antесеdеnts arе sеparatе issuеs. But thеy arе
also a part оf what a thеory of agrееmеnt must aссount for. Thus сontrollеr and
pronoun сonstitutе а dоmain of agrееmеnt (onе of thе lеast сanoniсal dоmains).
For intеrеsting disсussion sее Wесhs\er & Z|aie Q0ОЗ: 191-225). Thе argu-
mеnt for inсluding pronouns aS agrееmеnt targеts will bе rеinforсеd in thе nеxt
sесtiоn.

7.6.2 Splitting agreement: no solution to the proЬIem
of сhoiсes ls$j{Ё1"i'ii!ii**i,1**ii"аiiii$i;1]til*чiii.:ii'Ч1Ёiч:l\т.iЁiiji\\ilчi*.i.iiis^\$t1t:$в!i$iii'*ijllit.iк"*ii{*i]iiiiЁ.\].iiii.:jiisiis]

Whеn attеmpting tо aссount fоr agrееmеnt сhoiсеs, a сommоn first
movе is to split agrееmеnt into two diffеrеnt phеnomеna. Barlow (|992: |З4)
makеs thе point that thosе who would draw a major boundary within thе domains
оf agrееmеnt, dо sо at diffеrеnt pоints. This in itsеlf suggеsts that thе еvidеnсе
fоr a partiсular majоr boundary is wеak.

onе suggеstеd boundary is bеtwееn noun-phrasе intеrnal and nоun-phrasе
еxtегnal agrееmеnt. Sеtting suсh a boundary givеs thе wrong prеdiсtions for thе
data wе havе alrеady еxaminеd. Rеlativе prоnouns arе noun_phrasе intеrnal; but
thеy do not, as would bе prеdiсtеd by suсh a boundary, pattеrn with attributivе
modiflеrs, as opposеd to noun-phrasе еxtеrnal agrееmеnt in thr form of prеdiсatе
agrееmеnt. As wе notеd еаrliеr' thе data show that rеlativе pronouns arе .furthеr

away' in tеrms of thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy than arе prеdiсatе agrееmrnt targеts.
A sесond plaсе whеrе onе might draw a boundary is bеtwееn sеntеnсe intеrnal

and sеntеnсе еxtеrnal agrееmеnt. This has littlе mеrit, sinсе pеrsonal pronouns
oссur both within thе sеntеnсе and bеyond it, Without a сlеar_сut distinсtion (but
sее Lеvin 2001: 101 for frеquеnсy еffесts).

Thе most popular сontеndеr is loсal agrееmеnt vrrsus anaphоriс agrееmеnt.
As Barlow says: .This distinсtion is widеly hеld * thоugh rаrеly disсussеd'
(|992: \З940). Somеwhat diffеrеnt aссounts of suсh a distinсtion сan bе found
in Brеsnan & Мсhombо (.1987 takеn up by Brеsnan 20О1a: 150-60) and in
Zwickу ( 1987); sее Barlow (|992: 1З9-52) for disсussion of both. For Brеsnan
& Мсhombo thе distinсtion is important for invеstigating thе status of markеrs
on vrгbs' whеthеr thеy arе pronominal affixеs or agrееmеnt markеrs in givеn
languagеs (s3.8). Thе lосal-anaphoriс distinсtiоn may bе dгawn diffеrеntly for
diffеrеnt languagеs, but еvеn thеn it dоеs not allow us to aссount for thе agrее-
mеnt options laid out еarliеr. That is, loсal vеrsus anaphoriс agrееmеnt is a
division of agrееmеnt into two typеs' diffеring aссоrding to thе rеsеarсhеr, but
it doеs not dirrсtly tеll us how syntaсtiс and sеmantiс agrееmеnt witl bе dis-
tributеd. For соmparablе distinсtions in HPSG sее Pollard & Sag (1994:6l_99),

,199и and, for thе п

30).
Whiсhеvеr way wr attеш

thеrеby solvе thе problеr

ndary bеtwееn lосal and
t languagеs. Еvеn thr

and sеmantiс agrоеmе

ut, sinсе wе oftеn find

a givеn agrееmrnt targrt (sес

rnеnt сhoiсеs сan bе found a

Attributivе modiflеrs must s

suсh a distinсtion is drawn,

{12)). on thе оthеr hand' th

anaphoriс agгееmеnt. and y

I сonсludе that thеrе ше no

two.
It is worth dwеlling on tl

it furthеr, sinсе this Suppor
prinсiplеd way to distinguis

othеr targеts. A tеlling instt

whiсh usеd various titlеs (

aссording to Grеvissе (196.

French (Voltairе, quotеd by Gl
(4s) Votrе Majеstl

2гr.гoss majеst1
.Your Majеstу wi

Thе Геmininе pronoun is us

a masсulinе pronoun also o

tha1 sуntaсtiс agrееmеnl is

foт thе pеrsоnal prоnoun.14
And finally' it is nоt сlr

in tеtms оf thе right grar

disсussing, in partiсular th

lеvеl'.15 Thе Agrееmеnt I

tеnсеS, as this Sеrbiarr/Crо
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14 A morе rесеnt еxample оf th

providеd by Grеgоrу Stump'
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pronoun еlIе ,she, 
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15 Thеsе сonstraints maу also ol

саsе thе сhoiсе of form of on

this is  rе lat ivе lу unusual .
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Kathol (1999) and, foг thе mоst dеvеlopеd aссount' Wесhslеr & Z\atie (200З:

8-30).
Whiсhеvеr Way wе attеmpt to split agгеrmrnt into two phеnоmеna, wе dо

not thеrеbу solvе thе problеш оf thе distribution of agrrеmеnt options. First' thе

boundary bеtwееn loсal and anaphoriс would havе to bе at diffеrеnt plaсеs in

diffrrеnt languagеs. Еvеn thеn thе dividing linе bеtwееn whеге syntaсtiс аgrее_

mrnt and sеmantiс agrееmеnt arе tbund in a givеn languagе is nоt nесеssarily

сlеar-сut, Sinсе Wе oftеn find syntaсtiс and Srmantiс agrееmеnt as altеrnativеs for

аgivеnagrееmrnttargеt(sее$7.2.1 '*7.2.з and$7.2.4).Most important lу ,agrее-

mеnt сhoiсеs сan bе found at thе ехtrеmе positions of thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy.

Attributivе modifiегs must suгеly сomе within thе doшain of loсal agrееmеnt, if

suсh a distinсtion is drawn, and yеt Wе сan find sеmantiс agгееmеnt hеrе (sее

(12)). on thе othег hand, thе pеrsonal pгonoun would bе еxpесtеd to fall undег

anaphoriс agrеrmеnt, and yеt syntaсtiс agrееmеnt сan bе found hеrе (sее (l 8)).

I сonсludе that thеrе arе no good grоunds for dividing agrееmеnt domаins into

two.
It is worth dwеlling on thе point about thе pегsоnal pгonoun, and illustгating

ltfurthеr, sinсе this sllpports thе сonсlusion оf 57.6. l, namеly that thеrе is no

prinсiplеd Way to distinguish thе agrееmеnt variation of thе pгonoun from that of

othеr targеts. A tеlling instanсе сomеS from Frеnсh, partiсularly еarliеr Frеnсh,

whiсh usеd various titlеs ($7.З.l). Thе fbllowing еxamplе would bе normal,

aссording to Grеvissе (|964 405-6):

Flеnсh (Voltairе, quotеd by Grеvissе |964:406)
(45) Vоtrе Majеst6 parьir-a quand еllе voudr-a.

2pt-.poss majеsty(г) lеavе-гuт-3sс whеn Зsс.н wish.гuт-Зsс
.Your Мajеsty will lеirvе whеn hе (litеralty .shе') wishеs.'

Thе 1Ъmininе pгonoun is usеd, еvеn though thе king is addrеssеd. Еxamplеs with

a masсulinе pronoun also oссur, but thе fеmininе was morе сommon. This shоws

that syntaсtiс agrееmеnt is possiblе, and in this instanсе aсtuallу prеfеrгеd, еvеn

fог thе pегsоnаl  pгonоun. l ]
And finally, it is not сlеaг that .splitting, analysеs arе taсkling thе problеm

in tеrms of thе right grammatiсal сomponеnt. Thе сonstraints Wr havе bееn

disсussing, in paгtiсr.rlar thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, aге violablе at thе ,sеntеnсе

lеvеl'.l.5 Thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy doеs not nесеSsarily rulе out spесi{iс sеn_

tonсrs, tls this Sеrbian/Cгoatian/Bosnian еxamplе with a lowег numеral (s7.2.1)

shows:

11 A mоrе rесеnt ехаmplе оf thс usе оf syntaсtiс agrееmеnt in thе pегsonal pгonoun in Fгеnсh is

рroviсled by Crе.есlry Strrmp, who points ollt (pеrsonal сoп.tmuniсаtiоn) that in thе Jеаn Сосlсau

fiIlП Lа bеlIе еt Iа bёtе thе bеast _ thе п.ralе lеad _ is ссlnsistеntlу rеfЪrrcd to With thе lЪmininе

Dronoun еllе .she'' siпcc bёtе .bеast' is fЪrтrininе.
r5 Thеsе сonstraints mау alsо opсratr as a sеntсnсе-1еvеl сOnstraint (Corbеtt l983: 60 9), in whiсh

сase thе сhoiсr of fbrrn of оnе targеt is dеtеrmined in part bу thc сhoiсе сlf fbrm fоr anotl.rеr, bttt

thls is relativеlу unusшаl.
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S erbian/Croatiar/B osnian (Po lit ikа 9 .XII. |9 69' from S and \91 | : 6З _5)
(46) Dv-a tim-a,

tWo-M.NoM tеam(м) -RЕMNANT, whiсh-квмшдNT RЕFL flnd-Зpr

koj-a sе пa|az-e u
in

donj-em
lowеr-м

dеl-u tabel-е, Rаdniёki i olimpija, u Kragujevс-u na
part(N,{).sc.Loс tablе-свш.sс, Radniёki and olimpija, in Kragujevaс-sG.Loс on
tе5k-om tеrеn-u igra-l-i su prljavo i nеsportski.
difflсult-м.sс.roс pitсh(м)-sс.roс plаyed-PsT-M.PL AUх.3PL dirtily and
.Two tеams, whiсh flnd thеmselvеs in the lowеr part of thе (leaguе) tablе, Radniёki and
olimprja, on a difflсult pitсh in Kтagujеvaс playеd dirtily аnd unsportingly.,

Hеrе wе havе sеmantiс agrееmеnt of thе prеdiсаtе, but syntaсtiс agrееmеnt of
thе rеlativе pronoun. Though this is possiblе in individual srntеnсеs, this сom-
binatiоn would not bе possiblе gеnеrally (that is, throughout a сorpus). ovеrall,
thе likеlihood оf agrееmеnt with grеatеr sеmantiс justifiсation must bе greater
With thе rеlativе pronoun than with thе prеdiсatе. That is thе сasе with this typе
of сontrollеr in Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian (as thе data in (9) dеmonstratе)' but
instanсеs likе (46) arе not еxсludеd.

Wе turn to additional сonstraints' whiсh opеratе Within thе diffеrеnt
agrееmеnt domains spесiflеd by thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy.

т.т.| The Prediсаte Hierarсhy i*чiЁi-Чjjii\1tlti]i*jiiк*ii{i{\\titiil*i]ii-ii$'t\tt$*\!"liit.sii.:lв"$]illi:$iЁЁ*\i^s$iiiii:iit

Thе Prеdiсatе Hiеrarсhy (Comriе 1975) prесеdеd thе Agrееmеnt
Hiеrarсhy and partly inspiгеd it. I shall suggеSt that it сan bе thought of as a
sub-hiеrarсhy оf thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy.16 Comriе showеd how honoriflс plu-
ral pronouns may takе singular or plural agrееmеnt, but that this variatiоn is
not rаndom. Hе сitеd data from Slavoniс languagеs (Polish dialесts, Russian,
Sеrbiar/Сroatian,/Bosnian and Сzесh, for whiсh sее also s3.4.З), from Romanсе
(Frеnсh, Italian and Romanian) and from Моdеrn Grееk.

Wе will start from Bulgarian data. Thе protlolnViе is thе normal sесоnd pеrson
plural prоnoun, but it сan alsо bе usеd pоlitеly of a singlе addrеssее. Thеsе arе
thе agrееmеnts:

(47) Bulgarian (Katina Bontсhevа, pеrsonal сommuniсation)
Viе stе razbra-l-i vsiёko.
you eux.2вr undеrstand-рsт-гr еvеrything
.You have undеrstood еvеrythins.'

'o A further sub-hiеrarсhy, for thе attributivе position, has bееn suggestеd bу Сornish (1986:20З
l l  ) .  basеd on Fгеnсh dаla.

Thеrе is also еvidenсе that if at any position оn the Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy thеrе is a differеnсе
bеtwееn dirесt and obliquе сasеs, thе direсt will favour sеmantiс agrеemеnt (Corbеtt 1983: 84_8).

though onе individual
thе past aсtivе partiсiplе

е S :

Viе stе lju
you сoг.2гr inс
.You arе inquisiti

Viе stе po
you сoв.2вr po
.You аre a poet.'

thеsе еxamplеs thе adjе
(singular in numbеr, t
ulinе or fеmininе aссс
ptions of Bulgarian le

ing. A сorpus of litеrarу
instanсеs whеrе thеrе is

Sеmantiс agrееm
(Donёеva-Mаrеvi

finitе vеrb aсl

|0Чo]

Thesе data fit wеll with С
.Prеdiсatе Hiеrarсhy' :

(s1) Thе Prеdiсatе Hi

vеrb > partiсiplе

Rеformulating Comriе's pl

For any соntтoll
wards along the I
sеmantiс justiflсt
deсrеase).

Thе Bulgarian data сonfor

Onе of оur kеy languag

garian, thе main vеrb is pl

l7 Wесhslеr & ZlatiC (2003: 98_.
as sеmantiс vеrsus syntaсt1с a]
from that found with othет сot

languagеs with diffеrent type
'girl' and phrases with a lowr
appтopriatе to tfеat the agreel

versus syntaсtiс agrеeеmrnt'

4El
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'sG.Loс

na
on

lгtski.
rrtrngly

l and

(48)

Еvеn thоugh onе individual is addrеssеd, thе agrеепlеnt of thе arrxiliary (.bе,) and

0f thе рast aсtivе partiсiplе is plr.rral (syntaсtiс agгееmеnt). Now сontrast thеsе

еxаmpl0s:

Viе stе ijuboznatеlсn / ljuboznatеln-a.

you сoг.2еt- inqtris it ivе[м.sс] / inquisit ivе-г'sс
.You arе inquisit ivе. '

(49) Viе stе poсt.
yоt-l сoг.2еl poеt (M)[sG] . . .
.Yot-l ате a poеt.'

In thеsе ехamplеs thе adjесtival and noшinal pгеdiсatеs show Sеmantiс agrее-

mеnt (singular in numbеr, sinсе thеrе is onе addrеssее, with thе adjесtivе bеing

masсulinе оr fеmininе aссoгding to thе addrеssее).l7 Thеsе arе thе forms whiсh

dеsсriptions of Bulgaгian lеad us to еxpесt. Howеvег, thе геal piсturе is moге intег.

еstlng. A сorpllS of litеrary tеxts (about 400,000 wоrds) геvеals somе vaгiability;

thr instanсеs whеге thеге is bеliеvеd to bе nonе aге again givеn in .[ ]':

Sеmantiс agгесmеnt (o/о) with honorifiс Viе ,уott' in Brrlgarian

(Donёеva-Marеva l978)

1initе vеrb aсtivсpartiсiplе adjесtivе noun

|0с/сl 4% (N:167) 97olо (N:16З) [l00%]

Thеsе data 1it wеll with Сomriе,S analуSis.
.Prediсatе Hiеraгсhу' :

(51) Thе Prеdiсatе Нiеrarсhy

Hе propоsеd what wе miry сall thе

vеrb > pаrtiсiplс > adjесtivе > lloun

Rеformulating Сomriе,s proposal, thе сonstraint js:

For anу сontгollеr that pеrmits altеrnativе agrrrmеnts, as Wе m()Vе Iight-

wards аlong thе Pr.еdiсa1е Hiеrirтсhy, thе likеlihoоd of agrееmеnt with grеirtеr

sеmarrtiс justifiсation will inсrеasе monotoniсal1y (that is, with no intеrvсning

dесгеasе).

Thе Bulgarian data сontЪгm tо this сonstraint.

onе of our kеу languagеs, Russiаn, prоvidеs intегеsting Support. As in Bul-

garian, thе main vеrb is plural with honorifiс vy !уou'; unlikе in Bulgarian, thе

]7 Wссhslеr &Z|,,tti( (20()3: 98 9) arguе that thе agrееmеnts With politе pгоnсlutrs сann()t bе trеltс.d

аs srmantiс vегsl'ls syntaсtiс agrееmсnt. bесtrtrsе t]rе distribution оf agrееmеnt op1ions is сli1.IЪгеnt

from that fbund with сlthег соntгollеrs (thrэy usе Ргсnсh fсlr illustratiоn). Hсlwсvеr, wе tind sеvегal

langrragсs with dil1сrеnt tуpеs of mismatсh (fbr еxamplе, Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bosnian r,l(j)еvо'jёе
.girl' шсi phrasеs with a lсrwоr nuпeгаl), and thеsе с.lсl nоt a11 bеhavе alikе; it is thегеfоrе frrllу

фpropriatе t(] trеat thс agrееmсnts with politе pronouns as being a furthеr instancе of senrantiс

vеIStls svntaсtiс agrеееmсnt.

(50)
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formеr past aсtive partiсiplе appеars in Russian without an аuxiliary ($4.2.1), but
it is again plural:

Hiеrarсhу rеlatе t
t Hiеrarсhy by sр

Asreеmеnt Hiеrarс]
vе>[vеrb>par t i с ip l

thе diffеrеnt prеdiсаt

ition. This is thе wrong s
antiсally justifl еd forml

thе rеlativе pronоun. \

totallу dеtеrminеd by sеm

tаIgrt. Howеvеr, thrrе ше

agтееmеnt tаrgеt (ComIiе

Mtеnjе 1987: 9-10n3). Tl

spеесh оf thе lеss еduсаtес

(5S) Russian (Cexov,
Izmеnnik-i vy,
traitor-Pl 2Pr
'Are 

You a traito

If thе prеdiсatе nominal i

hiеraтсhiеs fit togеthеr? T1

thе rеlаtion may bе diagra

(se) Thе Agreеmеnt

attributivе }

Thе сlaim for thе шronotol

l ink оf thе сombinеd hiеr

sее Corbеtt (1983: 87-8 с

lowеr numеra|s, 16З-]4 <
.who') and Lеkо (2О00:2

Wе rеturn to thе Prеdiсatt

l8 And spесi f iсa| lу.  sеmаnt iс a

adjесtivоs' and so on, but thе

as сomparеd with relаtivе pr
19 This rеsult shows thatI havе

сounts pгesеntеd. in thosе it

prеdiсatе in my сomparison

not normally givе any probl

frеquеnt' and so inсluding tl

Russian
(52) a. Vy

2pr.шoм crу-2rь
.You arе сrying.'

Thе prediсatе noun is singular:

plaё-еtе. b. vv plaka-1-i.
2pr.шoм сry-PsT.PL
.You wеrе сrying.,

15  з ) Vy
2pr-.шoм poеt[sс.шoм]
.You arе a poеt.,

Somе Russian adjесtivеs havе two possiblr forrns, thе .short form,, whiсh is morе
vеrb-likе, and is now rеstriсtеd to prеdiсatе position, and thе .long form', morr
noun-likе, whiсh сan appеar in thе prеdiсatе and in attributivе position. As a tаrgеt
for honorifiс vy .you', thе agrrеmеnts arе normally as follows:

(s4) Vy bolЪ-y

r5  5)

2pr.шoм ill-(sнoкт гoкм)вr
.You are ill.' (one person addrеssed politеly)

Vy sеgodnja oёеn, zadumёiv-aja.
2гl-.шoм today vеry thoughtful-(roшсгoкм)г.sс.шoм
.You are vеry thoughtful todaу.' (one woman addrеssеd politely)

Hеrе thе agrееmеnts diffеr aссording tо whеthеr wе havе a short form or long form
adjесtivе. Thе short form shows syntaсtiс agrееmrnt and thе long form Sеmantiс.
This split within thе adjесtivеs highlights thе gradiеnt naturе of thе Prеdiсatе
Hiеrarсhy. Whilе thе agrеrments givеn abovе arе thosе normally found, thеrе
is additiоnal variation. In (56) thеrе arе сombinеd figurеs from fоur diffеrеnt
Sourсls' not all of whiсh inсludеd all positions in thе сount; this mеans that whilе
thе pеrсеntagе flgurеs сan bе takеn as indiсativе, thе tоtals for еaсh сatеgory
сannot bе сomparеd (sее Сorbеtt 1983: 5З for thе sourсеs):

(s6) Semantiс agrееment with honorif,с vy in Russian

aсt1ve

finitе vегb paftiсiplе
shott-form long-form
adjeсtivе adjесtivе

|oЧo] 07o (N:350) ЗЧо (N:|a'J1 897o (N:З7) 1007o (N:13)

Following Comriе (|975),I gathеrеd data on all thе Slavoniс languagеs, adding
Slovak, Lowеr Sоrbian, Uppеr Sorbian, Maсеdоnian, Slovеnе, Ukrainian and
Bеlarusian to thosе alrеady disсussеd; thе data arе in Corbеtt (2000: 194) and all
соnform to thе Prеdiсatе Hiеrarсhy. Thеrе arе othеr сontrоllеrs too, in addition
to honorifiс pronouns' whiсh arе rеlеvant, for instanсе' сonjoinеd noun phтasеs.
Data from suсh сontrollеrs lеad us to ask how thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhv and thе
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Prеdiсatе Hiеrarсhy rеlatе to еaсh Othеr. An obvitlus idеa is to trу еxpanding thе

Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy by splitting thе prеdiсatе pоsitiоn:

(57)
Ехpаndеd Agrееmеnt Hiеrаrсhy (irrvalid)

пtгibutivе > [vеrb > partiсiplе > adjесtivе > noun] > rеlativе pтonolln > pеrsоnal pronolln

Hеlе thе diff.еrеnt prеdiсatеs (within .L 
]') arе fittеd into thе original prеdiсatе

position. This is thе wrong sojution, sinсе thе prеdiсatе noun alпrost always shows

sеmantiсally jllstiIiеd forrns (Corbеtt |98З: |69-12), and to a grеatеr dеgrее than

doеs thе rеlativе pronoun. Wе might try еxсluding thе pгеdiсatе nominal as bеing

tоtally с1еtегminеd bу sеmantiсs, and so bеing .or"rt of rangе, as an agrееmеnt

targеt. Howеvег, thеrе arе гarе ехamplеs whiсh shоw that it is pоtеntiallу an

agirrmеnt taгgеt (Comгiе 1975: 410- l l ]Сoгbеtt  l983: 169: 172; Согbеtt  &

Mtеnjе 1987: 9-l0nЗ). This was fbund in ninеtееnth-сеntury Russian, in thе

spеесh of thе lеss еduсatеd:

(5s) Russiаn (ёсxоv, XсlLс'ldllа.jаtюr, 1887; in Vinogradov & lstтina 1954: 520)

Iznrеnnik-i vy, ёto li.]
traitoг-pl- 2PL that Q
.Аrе 

уоr: a traitoг thеn.l' (addrеssеd to a siпglе pеrson)

If thе prеdiсatе nominal is an agгееmеnt targеt, albеit a rarе onе, how do thе

hiеrarсhiсs 1rt togеthеr? Thе Prеdiсatе Hiеrarсhу is a gеnuinе sub-hiегarсhy, and

thе геlalion maу bе ditrgгamшеd as follows:

(59) Thе Agrееmеr.rt аnd Pтесliсatс Hiеrarсhrеs

,Joun
aojесtlvе

Я
рartiсiplе
t

attribrrtivе} prеdiсatе} rеiativс } pеrsonal
vегD рronoull plonoun

Thе сlaim foг thе monotoniс inсгеasе in sешantiс agгеrmеnt thеn appliеs to еaсh

link of thе сombinеd hiегarсhiеs.lE Foг thе еvidеnсе in 1hvour оf this Solution,

sее Сorbеtt (l983: 87-8 on Sегbian/Cгоatian/Bosnian dессt,ch1\drеn', 89 92 on

lоwег nrtmегals, l63-74 on Russian сonjoinеd noun phrasеS atrd on rеlativе ftIo
.who') anсl Lеko (2000: 21 \_7) on Sегbian/Сroatiаn/Bosnian lowег numегаls.1о

Wе rеturn to thе Prеdiсiitе Hiегarсhу Whеn Wе disсuss intегaсtions in $7.8.

1s Anс.l spссifiсallу' sеmantiс agгесl1lе1lt will bе nroго likе1у fbг prеdiсаtе nottns than fbr prеdiсаtе

adjcсtivеs' anсl sсl Olt. but thсге is nсl diгесt сlr-rirl аbout thе rеlirtivе frес1r-rсnсу forp[есliсatc nouns

аs сomparеd with rеlativе proПollns.
l9 This геiu]t sl.tоws tlrat I havе wсightесl thе odds :rgainst thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrаrсhу in sоn.rе оГ thе

сounts рrоsеntесl. in those instanсеs wlrегe I inс1udеd various ргеdiсatсs and nоt.just thе vеrbаl

prеdiсaiе iп tl-tу ссltтparisons. Thе еf1ссt of thс Agrееmеnt Hiеraгсhу is sо robust thаt this dоеs

liot nоrtlally givе anу problеrтs (in gеnсral. thе non-vетbаl ргеdiсatеs aге геlаtivеlу rluс}t lcss

li.ес1uеnt. and sсl irrсluding tlrеm has a srnаl1 еftЪсt).

2зз
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т.т.2 Staсking iniнi*i**lisiЁ\.\"\tRЖxъ\{lsf,]$st"\B$Nss*{!Ё.$Nl*it*ti*Цiisiв\Ё**iЬ'ss\чi.\\{ij.c**}}

Thеrе arе сonstruсtions in whiсh atarget and сontrоllеr form a unit
whiсh thеn tаkеs a furthеr targrt of thе samr typе' to givе a struсturе оf thе
sort [targеt [targеt сontrollеr]]. Rесall from $7.3.1 that Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bosnian
nouns likе gаzdа,Ъoss', whеn in thе plural, pеrmit both masсulinе and fеmininе
modifiеrs. If wе find stасkеd modifiеrs, usually both takе thе samе form. This is
nоt always so:

Serbian/Croatian/Bosnian (Markoviб |954:95 sее p. 96 for a fur1her ехamplе)
(60) Iov-i Iprivatn-e zanatlij-е]]

this-м.pr.шoм privatе-г.вt-.шoM afiisan-Pl.NoM
.thesе private artisans,

In (60) both agrеemеnt possibilitiеs arе found togеthеr. This is unusual: aссоrd-
ing to Lеko (1986: 216) maлу spеakеrs would not aссrpt this сombination' but
would haуе ov-е .this-в.pr'. Thоsе who do aссеpt diffеrеnt forms in staсkеd mod_
ifiеrs havе thеm as in (60), with thе form with grеatеr sеmantiс justifiсation, thе
masсulinе, furthеr from thе сontrollеr (wе do not find thе rеvеrsе: *ovе privаtni
zаn(ltlijе). Thе сonstraint is as follows:

If staсked targets show diffеrеnt agrеemеnts' the target furthеr from the сon-
trollеr will show the form with greatеr semantiс justiflсation.

This сontraint appliеs to diffеrеnt pоsitions оn thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, thоugh
primаrily to thе attributivе pоsition. For еxamplеs of diffеrеnt agrееmеnts with
staсkеd attributivе modifiеrs in Chiсhеwa and in Russian sее Corbеtt(|991:2З9-
40; 1983: 70_1), and for staсkеd rеlativе plonouns also in Russian sее Cоrbеtt
(1983: 7З4\.

т.т.5 Pаrallelism &\вji$ЁisЬd$1}li*}1фхЁl.1!ii\xs*t]s$s*1'нt$*c.iчiЬsTs*$*ж* Ь\ixк$j\$is$\Ns\R{+11tЬss$ii.ti.1+fu..ss

Two targrts arе said to bе parallеl whеn thеy fill thе samе syntaсtiс
slot in rеlation to thе samе соntrollеr. Usually wе find thе samе agrееmеnt for
both, but not always:

Sеrbian,/Croatiаr/Bosnian (oslobodenjе 27.2.|95З, quoted by Markovid |954:96)
(61) Sarajlij.е su igгal.е boljе i gotovo potpuno

Sarajеvan.гr.шoм дux.3pr playеd-г.вr bеtter and almost сomplеtеlv
dominiгal-i tеrеn-om.
dominatеd-м.рr field-sс.tшs
.Thе Sarajеvans playеd bеttеr and dominatеd thе fiеld almost сomplеtelv.'

Thе two vеrbal prеdiсatеs аIе parallеl. Thе сontrollеr оf both is Sаrаjlijе ,Sara-

jеvans', anothеr noun likе Sazdе 
.bosses'. Thе nеarrr targеt shows syntaсtiс

whilе thе furt
of pro drop' sinс

appliеs:

If parallеl taтge
sеmantiс agreе:

соnstraint rangеs o!

and an еxamplе of rс

оf looking at paralk

this сonstraint is a sub
Thеsе lattеr two соnst

prеsеnсr of two
ty whiсh is thе е1

т.4 ,Real, distап

Wе havе sееr
nearеst соnjunсt ($5.:

1еr and targеt сan J
Wе should first as

s, сan it mattrr Wh

arе gеnеral shapt

as a spесial сasr

s that striсt adjaсеl

most intеrеsting сandidz
of thе еxtеnsivе litеratu,
Piеtsсh (2005) providеs
(fоr diffеrеnt prrsons a
to Old Northumbrian I

transplantеd to North Al
rulе, thе vеrb takеs -s un
is sееn in.. I grow potаt

Tagliamontе 1999: 108
othеr) and сonсеrns аdj
appеaranсе of -s' not сa
inсluding pеrson and ш
with agrееmеnt. Wе arс
rulе basеd on adjaсеnс
Еnglish sее Hеnry 199!

So lеt uS turn to an
committее nоuns, thе d
in words:
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aglеешrnt whilе thе fuгthеr ShoWS sеmantiс agrееmеnt. This is not simply an
instanсе of pro drоp, sinсе thе sесond vеrb has no auxiliary. Тhе fоllоwing сon-
sшaint appliеs:

Ifparallеl targеts shoW diffегеnt agrееmеnts, thеn thе furthеr targrt will show
sеmantiс agreеmеnt.

This соnstraint rangеs ovеr diffегеnt targеt typеs; fbr furthеr еxamplеs of prеdi_
сatеsand an ехamplе of rе1ativе pronouns sее Соrbеtt (198З 71-4:).An altеrnativе
wayof looking at parallеl targеts is to say that thеy arе minimally staсkеd, and
sothis сonstraint is a sub_сasе of that in thе prеvious sесtiоn.

Thеsе lattеr two сonstraints opеratе аt sеntеnсе lеvеl; thеy rеfеr tо thе simul-
tаneous prrsеnсе of two targеts. Thеy arе linkеd to a morе gеnеral сotpus lеvеl
rеgularity whiсh is thе еffесt of .геal' distanсе.

т'l'4 ,Reаl, distanсe

Wе havе sееn onе еffесt of distanсе in thе quеstiоn of agrееmеnt with
thеnеarеst сonjunсt ($5.7). Wе shall sее anothеr еffесt in that thе distanсе bеtwееn
соntrоllеr and targеt сan havе an еffесt on agrееmеnt сhoiсеs. That tоo is a rеlativе
rffесt. Wе should first ask whеthеr striсt adjaсеnсy сan affесt agrееmеnt. In othеr
words, сan it mattеr whеthеr or not сontrollеr and targеt arе striсtly adjaсеnt?
Thеrе arе gеnеral shapе еffесts (disсussеd in $6.3'1, footnotе 1 1), whiсh arе
known as a spесial сasе. othеrwisе, thеrе arе somе intеrеsting сlaims, but it
sеоms that striсt adjaсеnсy is probably not a faсtor in agrееmrnt. Pеrhaps thе
most intеrеsting сandidatе is thе .Nоrthеrn Subjесt Rulе'. An еxсеllеnt aссount
of thееxtеnsivе litеraturе сan bе found in Gоdfrеy & Tagliamontе (1999), and
Piеtsсh (2005) providеs a dеtailеd study. Thе appеaranсе of -s on Еnglish vеrbs
(for diffеrеnt pеrsons аnd numbеrs) is affесtеd by this rulе, whiсh goеs baсk
tо 01d Northumbrian Еnglish and opеratеs in many dialесts, inсluding somе
ffаnsplantеd to North Amеriсa (sее, for instanсе, Hazеn 2000). Aссording to thе
rulе, thе vеrb takеs -s unlеss it iшmеdiatеlу follows a pеrsonal pronoun. lts еffесt
is srеn in: I grow potatoеS аnd sells thеm, and trасt()rs runs оwау (Godfrеy &
Tagliamontе 1999: 108). Thе rulе distinguishеs subjесt typе (pronoun vеrsus
othrr) and сonсегns adjaсеnсy. Wе should notе that thеsе arе inflцеnсеs on thr
аppraranсе of -s, not сatеgorial rulеs, and that thеrе arе various othеr influеnсеs'
inсluding pеrson and numbец and sоmе othеr influеnсеs whiсh havе littlе to do
with agrееmеnt. Wе aге dеfinitеlу not dеaling hеrе with a сatеgoгial agrеrmеnt
rulе basеd оn adjaсеnсy (sее also Bбrjars & Chapman 1998, and for Bеlfast
Еnglish sее Неnrу l995: 1644)'

So lеt us turn to an еxamplе of rеal distanсе. In this еxamplе, thе familiar
сommittеe nouns' thе distanсе bеtwееn сontrollеr and pronoun targеt is соuntеd
in words:
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(62) Agrеemеnt of pеrsonal pronouns with noun phrases hеadеd bу сommittее
nouns in writtеn Ameriсan Еnglish, Austrаlian Еnglish and British Еnglish
aссording to distanсе in words (Lеvin 200l: 98)

t-L4 15+

N Чophra| N Чop|ura| N Чa pIwa\ N Чo p|lra|

5-904

51 102 69
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49
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As thе distanсе bеtwееn сontrollеr and targеt inсrеasrs, sо doеs thе tikеlihood of
sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Thе data frоm thе spоkеn сorpora arе not quitе so .pеrfесt',

bесausе of thrеshold еffесts: ovеr longеr distanсеs thе proportion for sеmantiс
agrееmеnt is vеry high.

Data on rеal distanсе arе availablе for Cairеnе Arabiс, for thе сhoiсе оf agrее-
mеnt forms for plural nouns' namеly fеmininе singular and plural (Bеlnap 1999:
I14).BеLnap's data show a сlеar еffесt ofdistanсе' but hе dоеs not sеparaIе out
the diffеrеnt сontrollеr typrs, So thе data arr not quitе as соnvinсing as thosе of
Lеvin.

To sее how thеsе diffеrrnt faсtors intеraсt, onе of our kеy languagеs,
Russian, provеS partiсularly hеlpful. In many rrspесts its agrееmеnt systеm is
сanoniсal. Howеvеr, it also allows many agrеrmеnt сhoiсеs, whiсh pеrmit uS to
sее thе соnfliсting faсtors at work. Lеt us rеturтt to this еxamplе from $5.7:

Russian (Graudina, Iсkoviё & Katlinskaja |976: З|)
(63) prеpodava-l-a-s, matеmatik-a i fizik-a

taught-PsT-F.sG-RЕFL mathеmatiсs(г)-sс and physiсs(г)-sс
.mathеmatiсs and physiсs werе (literally .was') taught'

In suсh еxamples both singular and plural agrееmrnt arе possiblе. If wе kееp
thе сontrollеr сonstant and сonsidеr diffеrеnt domains, wе know from $7.4. 1
that in attributivе position thе likеtihood оf sеmantiс agrееmеnt dесrеasеs (to
|4Чo), wh1|e in thе positiоns to thе right it is highеr (|0ОЧо in our соrpus, though
singular rеlativе pronouns arе found oссasionаlly, and еvеn pеrsonal pronouns
еxсеptionally).

Now сonsidеr thе сontrollеr. Thе partiсular typе in (63) doеs not fаvour plural
agfееmеnt. Wе know that, if thе сontrollеr is animatе rathеr than inanimatе, this
will inсrеasе thе likеlihood оf sеmantiс agrееmеnt ($6.1.2); thеrе is еvidеnсе



7.9 Сonсlusion 2з1

thшthis is truе in attгibutivе position toо (Сorbеtt 1983: l60). In thе rеmaining

рsitions, whеrе thе plr.rral is in anу сasе ovеrwhеlmingly favourеd, having an

шimatе сontrollег guаrantееS a plural taгgеt. Morеovеr, if thе сontrollег prесеdеs

Iiеtаrgrt, this wil l inсrеasе thе likеlihood of sеmal.rtiс agrееmеnt ($6.1.з). This is

еаsiе$ tо dеmonstratе tbг thе prеdiсatе, but thеrе is somе еvidеnсе for thе еffесt

Фtainlng within thе noun phгasе too (Corbеtt 1983: 16l). As wе saw in $6.1.4, in

thеprеdiсatе' having a сontrollеr whiсh is animatе and whiсh prесеdеs thе targеt

аlways lеаds to a plural vеrb in our сo1ptlS.

If r,vithin thе pгеdiсatе wе loоk at thе еffесt оf thе Pгеdiсatе Hiеraгсhy, wе find

that sеmantiс agrееmеnt doеs inсгеasе aS Wе moYе up this hiегarсhy; howеvеr,

thе еffесt is haгd to сlеtесt bесausе it is maskеd by thе сountеr-еffесt of Robblее's

prеdiсatе typеs ($6.5.2). Thеrе is rеlеvant data in Coгbеtt (1983: 166-70).

Bеyond all this, thеrе arе stуlistiс dif1Ъrеnсеs: in similar Sеntеnсе typеs ditlbг-

еnt individuals havе slightlу diffеrеnt distribr-rtions of agrееп-rеnt, and 1hеrе is a

mаrkеd tlifIЪгеnсе bеtwееn thе standaгd lirnguagе and dialесts; moгеOvеt, thе sit.

uation has сhangеd somеwhat ovег thе last two сеntltriеs (Coгbеtt 1983: 105-30).

Nеvеrthеlеss, within all this variеty thе сonstгaints оf thе Agrееmеnt Hiегarсhу

аrе obsеt"vеd, and thеy pгovе шoге powеrlul than tl.rе othеr fhсtoгs disсussеd.

7.9 conсIusion

Wе havе suгvеуеd manу instanсеS ()1 ttgгееmеnt сhoiсеS and sееn a

goоd dеal of еvidrэnсе сonsistеnt with thе Agrееmеnt Hiегarсhy. This hiеraгсhy

сonstrains thе agrееmеnt pattегns tbund with lехiсal hуbrids (involving gеndег

аnd numbеr) and thosе invokеd by соnstгuсtional mismatсhеs. Wе notеd that thе

Agrеешеnt Hiегaгсhу has othеr гolеs, and сonsidегеd its impliсations, partiсularlу

forpеrsоnаl pronouns aS ag[ееmrnt taгgеts. Wе also еxirminеd fr-rrthеr сoлstгаints,

аnd thе intегaсtiоns of othеr fЪсtors with thе hiеrarсhy. At sеvегal points wе notеd

thatrеsolvеd fbпls aге instanсеs of sеrnirntiс agrееmеnt. It is now tiше to look at

rеsolution in n.rorе dеtail.



Wе havе sееn how importаnt сonjoinеd noun phrasеs arе fоr undеrstanding agrее-
mеnt. Agrееmеnt may in prinсiplе bе with onе сonjunсt or with all. Hеrе Wе arе
сonсеrnеd with thе instanсеs whеrе agrееmеnt is with all сonjunсts, and so whеrе
rеsolutiоn rulеs dеtеrminе thе appropriatе fеaturе spесifiсation. For еxamplе, in
Slovеnе if a masсulinе singular and a fеmininе singular arе соnjoinеd, it is геso_
lution in gеndеr and numbеr whiсh spесiflеs thе form of thе targrt' say the past
aсtivе partiсiplе, as masсulinе dual;1

Slovеnе (Dеrganс 2ОО3: |14)
( 1 ) oёе in mati sta me obiska-l.a.

fathеr(м)[sс] and mothеr(г)[sс] нux.3ou lsс.дсс visit-psт-м.ou
.(Мv) fathеr and mother visitеd mе.'

As wе would rxprсt, rеsolution сan opеratе to rеsolvе сlashеs оf valuеs (as with
gеndеr in this еxamplе). Howеvеr, it сan alsо opеratе whеn сonjunсts shаrе fеaturе
valuеS (singular numbеr in (1))' and thе rеsult hеrе is thе dual. Еxamplе (2) shows
that rеsolution сan bе rеquirеd whеn сonjunсts sharе thе samе gеndеr valuе:

Lenёek (|972:60\
(2) T-o drеv-o in gnеzd-o na njеm mi

that.N.sc trее(ш)-sс and nest(ш)-sс on Зsс.ш.roс lsс.oдт

bosta ostal-a v spomin-u.
дux.гuт.3ou rеmain-м.оU in memory-sс.r-oс
.That trее and thе nеst on it will rеmain in my mind.'

Though both сonjunсts are nеutеr, gеndеr rеsolution spесifiеs masсulinе agrrе-
mеnt (as wе shall sее latеr). I rеtain thе еstablishеd tеrm .rеsolutiоn rulе', duе to
Giv6n (1970), еvеn thоugh thеsе rulеs do not оnly rеsolvе сlashеs. Thеy opеratе
whеn agrееmеnt is with all сonjunсts, irrеspесtivе оf whеthеr thе fеaturе spес-
iflсations сlash. To do so thеy rеquirе aссеSS to thе fеaturr valuеS of all of thе
individual сonjunсts. .Rulе, too is no longеr a good tеrm in all framеworks: wе
arе dеaling with .pattеrns of fеaturе сomputatiоn'.

Еxamples likе (2) arе сеntral to undеrstanding rеsolution. Wе might havе
еxpесtеd that сonjoining nеutеr with nеutеr would givе nеutеr agreеmеnt, but

l To allow thе rеadеr to соnсеntraiе on the essentials, noun phтasеs сan bе assumed to be nominativе
in Slоvеnе and absolutivе in Gоdоbеri and Tsakhur. unlеss otherwise soeсiflеd.
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this is dеfinitеlу nоt thе сasе. This is wоrth strеssing, sinсе somе writегs pass

оvеrlikесonjunсts in silеnсе as though thе rulе is obvious' whilе Slоvеnе and

similar languagеs show that it is not. Furthегmorе, thе data of Slovеnе havе еludеd

formaldеsсription in aссounts likе that of Dalrymplе & Kaplan (2000). Slovеnе

isаlso important bесausе it has a dual, and this additional numbеr valuе is usеful

whеn invеstigating thе intеraсtion of геsolutiоn systеms. As wе shall sее, gеndеr

rеsolution is thе samе in thе plural and thе dual.

Wе must rеmеmbег that rеsolution is gеnеrallу not obligatoгy, instеad, agrее_

mеntis oftеn with onе сonjunсt only, and so rеsolution is not involvеd. Wе saw

еxаmplеs in $5.7 (gеnеrally thе altеrnativе is fоr аgrееmеnt to bе сontrоllеd by thе

nешеst сonjunсt' and just oссasionallу by thе Iirst). Thеrе arе somе poor analysеs

in thе litеraturе, whеrе rеsеaгсhеrs dо not kееp in mind thе possibility that thе

сontrollеr may bе onе сonjunсt oг all. Wе saw in ss6.l .2-6.l.4 thе сonditions on

thесhoiсе. Wе havе also notеd (s2. l.2) that dе1Ъсtivе соntrollеrs, suсh as сlausеs,

infinitivе phrasеs, somеtimеs numеral phrasеs, takе dеfault agrееmеnt, whеthеr

this is a normal form or a spесial nеutral forш ($$З.6.З-З.6.4); whеrе соnjoining

шpossiblе, thе rеsult is still outsidе thе main agrrеmеnt Systеm, and a dеfault

folm rеsults (sее Сorbеtt & Mtеnjе l 987: l5 and Corbеtt 1991 212 for Сhiсhеwa

еxашplеs). For thе rеst of this сhaptег wе shall сonsidеr just thosе еxamplеs

whеrе, whatеvеr thе сonditions opеrating in thе partiсular languagе, agrееmеnt

is with all сonjunсts, and so rеsolution is сallеd into play. This mеans that thеrе

is somе сomputation of thе agrееmеnt form rеquiring rеfЪгеnсе to thе hеads of at

lеast two noun phrasеs. Rеsolutiоn prоduсеs еxamplеs whiсh arе non_сanoniсal
($1.4.4) and thе геsult of rеsolutiоn follows thе samе pattеГn as othеr instanсеs

of semantiс agrеrmrnt ($7.4.l ).
Thе rеadinеss with whiсh соrrjоining is еmployеd variеs dгamatiсally aсross

lаnguagеs: Еnglish is at onе еnd of thе typologiсal ехtrrmе in allowing сoогdina_

tion еasiiy. Whеn invеstigating rеsolution, wе disсovег that sоmе сombinations of

noun phrasеs in сoordinatе Struсturеs arе unlikеly, and so wе havе to bе ingеnious

whеn еliсiting еxamplеs and somеwhat suspiсious of thе rеsults obtainеd. Thеrе

are шany instanсеs whеrе partiсular сombinations of noun phгasеs arе avoidеd,

typiсallу whеn thеy arе sеmantiсally diffегеnt.2 Thеrе arе сaSеS whеге rеsolrttion

саnnоt offЪr an aссеptablе outсomr (and sо thеrе is agrееmеnt with onе сonjunсt

0r somе ditIЪrеnt Stratеgy is еmployеd).
Rеsolution гu1еs aге rеquirеd for аll possiblе сombinations within pеrson, num-

bеr and gеndеr. Thе rulеs fbr pеrson (S8.l ) and numbеr (8.2) aге геlativеlу straight.

forward, whilе thosе for gеndег ($8.3) show rеmarkablе divегsity. At1еrеxamining

fоur signifiсant ехamplеs, wе lоok mоrе quiсkly at Somr fшrthег systеms (s8.4)

] Wе havе to distingllish еxamplеs that nсеd imagination iл tinding a сontехt from thosе whiсh arе

linguistiсаllу awkwarсl. Cоnjоining Маrу aлd l?se sееms unlikеly; but in tlrе соntехt whеrе Mirгу
hаd long bееn rrрsсt thаt shе l.tеvеr гeсеivоd lеttеrs or parсеls, аnd оnе day was givеtl a rose, to

hеrdclight, оnе might saу Маrу аntl h,еr rosе wеrе tаlkеd аbоьп'ftlrulays. Heге thе issuе was tсl
lind thе right сontrХt: thе сonjoining аnd аgrееmеnt arе thеn Iinс. In somе otlrеr languagеs' еvеt-t
il.thеrе is a plarrsiblс сОntеХt thr[е arе соnStraints оn сonjоining sеn.rantiсаllу unlikе norrn phr:rsеs

whоrе аgrееmеt.tt is геqrrirеd (sее thе disсussion a1 thе еnd of $8.3.3).
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As wе look at somе of thе data, it may hеlp to bеar thе following quеstions in
mind. I аsk how rеsolution rеlatеs tо еaсh of thе fivе еlеmеnts of agrееmеnt ($ 1 .3)
and hоw thеy intеraсt with еaсh othеr:

How doеs rеsоlution rеlatе tо сontrollеrs?
How doеs rеsolution rеlatе to tаrgеts?
How doеs rеsolution rеlatе to domаins?
How doеs rеsolution re|ate to fе аturе s?
How doеs rеsоlution rеlatе to сonditions?
How do thе diffеrеnt typеs оf rеsolution intеraсt with еaсh othеr?
(What is thе rеlation bеtwееn pеrson, numbеr and sеndеr rеsolution?.)

Wr shall rеviеw thеsе issuеs in $8.5, bеforе сonsidеring thе motivation bеhind
rеsolution systеms in $8.6.

**tt*.tri*
Pеrson rеsolution typiсally follоws thе sеmantiсs of thе pеrson fеaturе

For pеrsonal pronouns thеrе is thе fоllowing hiеrarсhy:

Pеrson Hierarсhу (Zwiсky 1911 : 7 18)
(3) I > 2 > 3

For a group inсluding thе spеakеr Wr uSе thе flrst pеrson pronoun' if thе spеakеr
is not inсludеd but thе addrеssее is, wе usе thе sесond pеrson, and failing bоth of
thosе wе use thе third pеrsоn. Rеsоlution works similarly. First wе havе сonjunсts
inсluding a flrst pеrson, and indееd wе flnd a first pеrson vеrb:

Slovеnе (Priеstlv \99З: 4334З4)
(4) Iaz irl Tonе sva priS-l-a.

lsс and Tonе(м) дux.lвu arтivе-psт-м.пu
.I and Tone have arrivеd.'

In thе absеnсе of a first pеrson' a sесond pеrson dеtеrminеs thе agrееmеnt:

(5) Ti' Тbnе in Tomo stе priS-l-i.
2sс Tone(м) and Tomo(м) дux'2pl arтivе-psт-м.pr
.You, Tonе and Tomo havе arrivеd.'

Еxamplеs with third pеrson сonjunсts only havе bееn sеen alrеady, in (1) and
(2). Thе rulеs' whiсh apply gеnеrally, and not just to Slovеnе, may bе statеd as
follows:

1 .
2.
-).
4.
5 .
6 .

аrе various ways of w,

Hiеrarсhy in (3). Th
pеrson rеsolution шay

lеr follows thе targе

this means that pеrsоt
: З27-9).
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first and third Plural I
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as in:

Gеrman (Findrеng 1976: 83)

(1 )  . . .wеnn  du  t
If 2sс t

Portion I
portion(г)[sс] r
.. . . ifуou and у

Thе form wеrdеn сan bе

not thе еxpесtеd sесond p

Frеnсh' whеrе еxсеptions

Grеvissе |964: 1 41.2n I).

are Somе indiсators. First

summarizеd by thе apprс

summarizing Pronoun in (

аnd thеn agrееmеnt with,

no suсh summarizing prоI

is thе major plural forn:

bеing partly squееzеd out

i 'r' ' ' :' l ' ';

(а)
(b)

(с,

If thе сonjunсts inсludе a flrst person' agreement will bе flrst pеrson.
othеrwise, if thе оonjunсts inсludе a sесondprrson' agreеment will bе sесond
pеrson.
Thе dеfault situation is that agreemеnt is third person.



8.1 Pеrson

Ways of Writing thе rulеS, whiсh arе simply a rеstatеmrnt of thе

y in (3). Thеy apply gеnеrally, but it is important to rеmеmbеr
rеsоlutiоn may wеll not bе obligatory. In Сzech, for instanсе, if thе

follоws thе targеt, agrrеmеnt сan bе With thе nеarеst сonjunсt, еvеn

meаns that prrson rеsolutiоn will not oссur (sее Panеvov6 & Pеtkеviё
-9).

struсturе may also bе avoidеd by spесial pronominal сoordi-

ions (Corbеtt 2О00:2З|-З). So in Slovеnе, bеsidеs Tonе in jаz

I', wе find midvа s Toпеtom litеrally .wе two with Tоnе'; both involvе

йdividuals' and thе vеrb will bе in thе dual. Sinсе Slovеnе is a pro.drop

a third possibility is simply s Tonеtom (and first pеrson dual vеrb),

ing .Tоnе and I' (Dеrgaпc 2О0З: 169), thе vеrb сodеd сonstruсtion.
rеsolutiоn is oftеn Sееn as unprоblеmatiс, but it has bееn known for

that thеrе arе сompliсations. Findrеllg (\976: 81-4, 385_8) showеd

German thеrе arе еxamplеs whiсh do not follow thе pеrson hiеrarсhy. Hе

both from tеxts and from work with сonsultants. To undеrstand

instanсеs wе must flrst сhесk on thе plural paradigm of thе Gеrman vеrb:

Pluгal paradigm of Gеrman bringеn .to bring'

I plural wir bringеn

2 plural ihr bringt

3 pluгal sie bringen

first and third plural fоrms arе synсrеtiс. Thе problеm instanсеs arе thosе

wе flnd this plural fоrm whеn wе would havе еxpесtеd thе sесond plural,

(Findrеng |976:8З)

... wеnn du und dеin-e

If 2sс and 2sс.poss.г.sс

Portion mehr bеkomm-еn

portion(г)[sс] more gеt-INF

Sсhwеster еin-e tiiсhtig-е
sister(г')[sс] INDF-F.sG good.г.sс

wеrd.еn ' .  .  .
will-pr

.. . . if you and your sister will gеt a goоd portion morе

Thе form wеrden сan bе analysеd as first or third plural; in еithеr сasе it is

not thе еxpесtеd sесond plural. Thе form is assumеd to bе third plural (and in

Frеnсh' whеrе еxсеptions arе also found, it is third prrson forms whiсh oссur,

Grеvissе |964: -|4\-2n 1). It is hard to undеrstand what is going оn, though thеrе

аre Somе indiсators. First, соordinations involving pеrsonal pronouns arе oftеn

summarizеd by thе appropriatе pronoun (сf. Еnglish уou аnd I, we . . .); this

summarizing pronoun in Grrman is thе оnе еxpесtеd aссоrding to thе hiеrarсhy,

and thеn agrеrmеnt with it is normal. Thе unеxpесtеd сasеs arisе whеn thеrе is

nO suсh summarizing pronoun. Sесond, it is сlеar that in Gеrman thе form in -сn

is thе major plural form: it appеars that thе lеss frеquеnt sесond plural form is

bеing partly squееzеd оut.
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Thе Gеrman problеm and thе rеlatеd issuе of rеflеxivе pronouns in Dutсh arе
takеn up by thе psyсhоlinguists Timmеrmans, Sсhriеfеrs, Dijkstra & Havеrkort
(2004), Thеy соnflrm that in еxpеrimеntal сonditions Gеrman spеakеrs oftеn
produсе thе third plural form in еxamplеs similar to (7). Indееd, around half of
thеir sixty сonsultants gavе thе third pеrson form сonsistеntly, and most оf thе
rеmaindеr variеd bеtwееn sесond plural and third plural.з Thus pеrson rеsolution
is not quitе as simplе aS grammars oftеn imply.

Numbеr rеsolution also follоws thе sеmantiсs of thе numbеr fеa-
turе fairly transparеntly. In еarliеr сhaptеrs Wе SaW еxamplеs of сonjoinеd nоun
phrasеs taking plural agrееmеnt in languagеs likе Russian. Mоrе сomplеx sys-
tеms rеquirе соrrеspondingly еxpandеd rulеs, fоr еxamplе for Slovеnе wе nееd
ru|еs еquivalеnl to thе Гol lowing:a

If thеrе arе two сonjunсts only, both singulaц thеn agrееmеnt will bе dual.
In all othеr сasеs agreеmrnt will bе plural.

Givеn two singular сonjunсts, thе rеsolvеd form is thе dual in Slovеnе, as in
еxamplеs (1) and (2) abovе (and in Inari Sami, *з.6.2.2). With dual and singular
сonjoinеd wе havе thе plural, by rulе (b):

Slovenе (Priеstly |99З: 433)
(8) Dv-е tеlеt-i in еn-o Lrebe so bi-l-i z\naJ.

two-ш сalf(ш)-nu and onе.N.sc foal(ш)[sс] дux.3pr bе-psт-м.pl outsidе
.Two сalvеs and a foal wеrе outsidе.'

Similarly with morе than two singulars:

Slovеnе (Lеnёеk |972: 61)
(e) Marin-a' Mart-а in Marjanс-a so prizadеvn-e.

сop.3pl assiduous-п..prМarinа(г)-sс Mаrta(г)-sс and Marjanсa(г)-sс
.Marina, Marta and Мarianсa arе assiduous.'

J For thе Dutсh ехpеriment thеy used thе form of thе reflexivе pronoun' sinсе in Dutсh the plurаl
forms of thе verb arе idеntiсal. Howеveц Jеnny Audгing pоints out (personal сommuniсation) that
thе third person rеflеxivе is often ovеrgеneraltzed, indеpendеntlу of сooгdination, аs rn:

(i) julliе hеbb.еn ziсh vеrgist
2pт' havе-рr пвгr.3 dесеive.PsT.PRT
.You wеrе mistakеn.'

Thus thе rеsolution problеm сan bе sееn as a part of an ovеrall movе tоwards genеralization of the
third pеrsоn in thе plural.

" Again I givе the rulеs in this format for simpliсitу; instеad wе сould treat thе sесond as thе dеfault
and thе first as the moге spесifiс сasе whiсh ovеrгides thе оther. Thеsе rules arе supеrсеdеd in
q8.5.4.
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data). I shall draw intс

in A8.4 look at othеr laI
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Our fеaturеd lan
of whеthеr rеSolution

involvеd ($$6.1

t Hiеrarсhy (s7.4.1' s7
Ssian arе of no grеat intt

сoordination is

is no gеndеr rеSolutiс

thеse rеasons wе will l.

ilar to Russian, but with tht
gеnder distinсtions in thе dr
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masсulinе

fеmininе

nrutrr

Thеrе arе various synсrеtis
(also .bе'), whiсh marks pt

In tеrms оf gеndеr геsol
fеmininе takеs a masсulinе
masсulinе and nеutеr:

5 As Niсholas Еvans points out (l

bе nееdеd is thе harmоniс/disl

1982).

(4 ,

(b)
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lnlanguagеs likе Rtlssian, whеrе thеrс is no dtral. tlrе first rulе is not геqr-riгеd.
Nurnbsг геsolLrtion thus matсhеs thе sсmantiсs of thе nrttnbег t.еatuге..5

8'5 Gеnder

Gеndеr rеsolution is variеd and intегеsting. Wе shall look Iiгst at t-ouг
signifiсantly dil.tеrоrrt сasеs hеге (thеге aге malty rnorе ехanrplеs than сan bе
ассommodatеd hеге] sсе Сoгbеtt 199|:269-З06: 2003a and геtЪгеnсеs thеге foг
mоrе data). I shall сlraw intегiпl сi lnсlusions basеd on thеsе 1buг languagоs, and
thеn in $8.4 look at сlthег langr-ragеs moге bгiеl1у.

8.5,1 S lovene :  : ,  ,

or-rг fеatr-rгеd languagе, Russiаn' pгоvеd vегy intеrеsting for thе quеs-
tion of whеthег rеsoltttion appliеs oг not, аnd showеd а good dеal aboirt thе
сonditiоns involvеd (ss6.l.2-6.l.4) and thе сoпstгaining еflЪсt of tlrе Agrее-
шеntHiеraгсhy ($7.4.l, s7.8). Howеvег, wi.lеt-l геsolution oссur:s, thе геsults irl
Russian aге of no grеat intегеst: pсrson геsolution is as noгtrral, thor.rgh spесial
pгоnominal сoordinatii.ll-l is пrorе likеly; nuпlbег involvеs onlу thе plr"rгal; and
thеlе is no gеndеr rеsolution, sinсе gеndегS aге not diftЪгеntiatсd in thе pluгaJ.
Fоrthеsеrеasons wе will look instеad аt Slovеnе, whiсh is in many waуs sinl-
i]аr to Russian, but with thе addесl intсгеst hеге of having a dual, alrd of l.raving
gеndоr distinсtions in thе dual and plural. Wе сan illtrstratе this with a past асtiVе
pшtiсipIе:

(]0) Pгеdiсatе agrееmеnt foгms in Slоvсnе (past aсtivе pal.tiсiplе ol Dlri 'bс')

singular dual plural

nаsсul inе b i l b i Iа b i l i

tёtnininе b i lа
b i l i

b i l е

nеLltеr b i lo bi la

Thеrе arе vaгious Synсrеtisms hеге, but thеsе aге rеsolvеd by thс auxiliary vегb
(аlsо .br,), whiсh marks pегson and numbеr.

In tегms of gеnсlег геsоlr-rtion. aS wе saw in ( l), a masсulinе сonjoinеd with a
tbmininе takеs a шasсulinе pгеdiсatе. Thе шasсulinе also r:еsttlts fгom сonjoining
шasсulinе and nеlttег:

j 
Аs Niсholas Еl,апs points out (prгsoПaI соt-nmr.lniсation). anothсl. lЪаtr-rге for whiсl.t геsoltltiorr саn
bе nссdсd is thе haгmоtliс/сlisl.rarlrioniс оp1ltlsi1ion within kinshiр dyaсls' аs in Dalabоn (Alphсг
l  982).
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Slоvеnе (Lеnёеk 1912: 6О)
( 1 1 ) Tonёek in t-o dеkletс-е sta pnzadevn-a.

Tonёеk(м)[sс] and that-N.sс 1ittle.girl(ш)-sс сoг.3nu assiduous-м.оu
.Tonёеk and thаt littlе sirl are assiduous.'

Whеn a fеmininе and a nrutеr arе сonjoinеd, thе masсulinе is still fоund:

Slovenе (Priestly 199З: 4ЗЗ)
(12) Milk-a in njen-o telе sta bi-l-a zunaj.

Milka(г)-sс and hеr-ш.sс сalf(ш)[sс] AUх.3DU bе-рsт-м.ou outsidе
.Milka and hеr сalf wеrе outsidе.'

Slovеnе (Lenёеk |912: 60)
(13) T.a strеh-a in gnеzd-o na njej mi

that-F.sG roоf(г)-sс and nеst(ш)-sс on 3sс.г.roс 1sс.pдт
bosta ostal-a v spomin-u.
дux.г.uт.3ou Rеmain-м.оu in memory-sс.loс

.Тhat roof and thе nеst on it Will remain in my mind',

Wе havе alrеady sееn thе intеrеsting rеsult of соnjoining nеutеr singulars (2),
namеly thе masсuline. Thе way in whiсh thе femininе (synсrеtiс with nеutеr)
dual form сan rеsult from rеsolution is if two fеmininеs arе сonioinеd:

Slovеnе (Priеstly |99З: 433)
(14) Milk-a in njеn-a maёka sta bi_l-i zunaj'

Milka(г)-sс and hеr-п..sс сat(г)-sс bе.оu bе_psт-г.оu outsidе
.Мilka and hеr сat werе outsidе.'

Gеndеr rеsolution opеratеS as follows:

1 and $8.5.2). Gеndеt
SуStеm. Thus in

fеmininеs arr сonJolnе

Suсh systеms arr сor
i and Modеrn Hеbrеv

Godoberi ж

Wе find a somе\^
of thе Аndiс subgгoup

in thе Botlikh arеa t

rg(1996 156-9), bt
gendеrs in Godobеri:
(for fеmalе humans) а
arе only two agrееmr:

the nеutеr.

Thе gеnder systen
slnl

masсulinе w-

fеmininе j.

nеutеr b-

in b- usеd for humаl

nеutеr singular; howеv

distinсt' as in thе сasе ofth
Whеn all сonjunсts rеfеr

(sее Kibrik, Tatеvosov & E

thе possibilitiеs of agrееm(

Godobеri (Kibrik' Tatevosov r

(16) ima-la
father(м)[sс]-anс
.Thе fathеr and t]

Notе thal thе сonjunсtion i

fеmalе humans, thе humar

6 Еarly Gеrmaniс had an intегes

Gеrmаn, and indееd in Model

then masсuline agrееmеnts w9

(Askedal 1973). Fоr Iсеlandiс

rеfеrenсе, and Corbеtt (1991: I
7 For showing thr targеt gender

fbr thе given language.

(4,

(b)
If all сonjunсts arе femininе, then agreemеnt is fеmininе'
othеrwise agrееmеnt is masсulinе.

Numbеr геsolutiоn dеtеrminеs whеn thе dual and whеn thе plural form arе tо bе
found. As this is so, thе rulеs just givеn will also aссount for gеndеr rеsolution
whеn thе plural rеsults. Thus in (8) abovе all thе соnjunсts arе nеutеr, but thе
masсulinе plural fоrm is rеquirеd. Again, thе fеmininе is possiblе only if all thе
сonjunсts arе fеmininе, as in (14). This mеans that gеndеr rеsolution in Slovеnе
opеratеs in thе samе way' whеthеr thе rеsolvеd numbеr is dual or plural. Еqually
thеrе is no diffеrеnсе for thе diffеrеnt prrsons. Notе that in thе rulеs as givеn
thеrе is no rесoursе to sеmantiс faсtоrs; thе syntaсtiс gеndеr appеars to bе a
suffiсiеnt dеtеrmining faсtоr. Thus (|2) and (13) havе сonjoinеd fеmininе and
nеutец with masсulinе as thе rеsolvеd form; it sееms not to mattеr that in (12)
thеrе is an animatе fеmininе and an inanimatе in (13). I will modify this viеw
in $8.6.

Slovеnе's сlosеst rеlativе, Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bosnian, works in a сomparablе
waу; it has no dual, but it has intеrеsting сompliсations, tо whiсh wе shall rеturn
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($8.5.1 аnd s8.5.2). Gеndеr rеSolution likе that in Slovеnе сan opеratе tbr a

twо.gеndеr systеm. Thus in Frеnсh, whiсh has only masсulinе and fеmininе, if

оnly fеmininеs arе сonjoinеd thеrе is fеmininе agrееmеnt, and othегwisе mas-

сulinе. Suсh systеms arе сommon; thеy inсiudе Italian, Spanish, Latvian, Hindi,

Punjаbi and Мodеrn Hеbrеw (sее Сorbеtt 2003a: 308 foг sourсеs).б

8,1.2 Godoberi

Wе find a somеwhat diffеrеnt rеsolution sуStеm in Godobеri, a mеm-

bеr оf thе Andiс subgror-rp of Daghеstanian languagеs' whiсh has somе 2,500

spеakеrs in thе Botlikh arеa of Daghеstan' Thе data arе frоm Kibrik, Tatеvosov &

Еulеnbеrg (1996: |56-9), basеd on Iiеldwоrk with about fivе spеakеrs. Thеrе aге

thrее gеndеrs in Godobеri: masсulinе (for nouns dеnoting malе huшans), fеm.

ininе (for fеmalе humans) and nеutеr (1br non-humans). In thе plural, howеvег,

thetе arе only two agrееmеnt foгms, thе human (fог masсulinеs and fеmininеs)

аnd thе nеutеr.

Тhе gеndег  sучtеrn  oГ  codohег i7
singular plural

masсulinе W- -ъ

tёmininе j- --:-=-> 
ь human

nеutеr b- r- nеutеr

Forms in b- usеd tbr human pluгals arе ottеn homonymous with thе markеr for
thе nеutеr singular; howеvеr, human plural and nеutеr singular arе SomеtimеS
distinсt, as in thе сasе of thе vегb .bе'.

Whеn all сonjunсts геfег to malе humans, thе rеsolvеd form is thе human foгm
(sее Kibrik, Тatеvosov & Еulеnbеrg 1996: 156-9 and Coгbеtt 2003a: 296-1 for
thе pоssibil it iеs of agrееmеnt with a singlе сonjunсt):

Godobеri (Kibrik' Tаtеvosov & Еulrnbеrg |996: |56 9';
(16) ima-la waЁa-la b.a?a

tathеr(м)[sс]-and son(м)[sс]-and нuм.гr.arтivrd
.Thе fathеr and thе son arrivеd.,

Notе that thе сonjunсtiоn is addеd to еaсh сonjunсt. Whеn all сonjunсts rеfеr to
fеmalе humans, thе human agгеrmеnt foгm is again usеd:

b Еаrlу Gеrmaniс had аn intеrеsting sеt of rulеs, prеsеrvеd in old High Gеrmаn and Middlе High
Gеrman, аnd indееd in Мodеrn Iсеlаndiс, aссоrding tо whiсh iГ all сon.jr'rnсts wеrе masсulinе,
thеn masсulinе ag[ееmеnts wеrе usеd, if all f.еmininе, thеn fеmininе, and in al1 othеr сasеs nrutrr
(Askеdal 1 97З). Fоr Iсelandiс seе Fri6jбnsson ( I 989: 1 8 19)' with thanks to Joan Maling fbr this
lefеrеnсе. and Сorbеtt (1991: 28З).

7 Foг showing thе targеt gеndеr fbrms (thе agrееmеnt fbrms) I сhoose whiсhevеr fbrmat is сlеaтеr
lbr thе givеn languagе.
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(17) ila-1a jaSi-1a b-a?а
mothеr(г)[sс]-and daughtеr(г)[sс]-and нuм.pI--arтived
.Thе mothеr and thе dаughtеr аrтivеd.'

Whеn thеrе arе masсulinе and fеmininе сonjunсts, again Wе find thе human plural
form:

(  1 8 ) ima-la ila-la b-a?a
fathеr(м)-and mother(г)-and нuм.pr.arтivеd
.Fаthеr and mothеr arrivеd.'

Whеn all сonjunсts arr nеutrr' thеn nеutеr agrееmеnt is found:

(1e) hamaXi-la X.ani-la r-a?a
donkеy(ш)[sс]-and horse(ш)[sс]-and ш.pr.arrivеd
.Thе donkey and thе horsе arived.'

In this еxamplе wе find thе nеutеr plural. Thus with any сombination of noun
phrasеs dеnoting humans thе human plural form is usеd, and for noun phrasrs
dеnoting non-hrrmans thе nеutеr plural. Thе rеmаining possibility is thе сonjoin-
ing of a masсulinе or fеmininе with a nrutrr (L1ke X"аji.dog'):

(20) waёi-la X"ajila *b-a?a

boy(м)[sс]-and dog(ш)[sс]-and нuм.pr-arтived
.Thе boy and thе dog arrivеd.'

For somе spеakеrs, inсluding thr оnе Kibrik fоund most rеliablе, thеrе was no
aссеptablе form of agrееmеnt with сonjoinеd nоun phrasеs of this typе. Instеad
thе сomitativе сonstruсtion, with thе subоrdinatе noun phrasе markеd by thе
сomitativе сaSе, was thе rеquirеd altеrnativе:

(2r) Waсl Х.ajiJali w-a?a.
boy(м)[sс] dog(ш)[sс]-сoм м.sс-arrived
.Thе boу аrrivеd with thе dog.'

Thus thе systеm is еntirеly basеd on sеmantiсs:

(a)
(b)

If all сonjunсts rеfеr to humans thе human form is usеd.
If all сoniunсts refеr to non-humans the neutег form is usеd.

faсt that rеsolution is сk

the sеndеr of nouns in

bеing fiтmly basеd on sеm
thosе fоund in somе othеr

I: 475_8), in thе Nakh la
Dravidian languagеs Tami
to lаnguagеs whеге mеani

Тsаkhur sl${sN't$N

our fеaturеd lang
rеsolutiоn. As wе l
malе humans arе ass

gеndеr II. Most of thе rеmz
er, afe in gеndеr IV. Inl

is a small numbеr оf sj

iсh doеs nоt flt into any оl

IV agrееmеnts, butin

thе plural, onе for grndеrs
judgеmеnts givеn arе ba

of еaсh to еaсh еxa

Whеn nouns from gеndеrt

flnd thе VII plural agrееn

Tsakhur (Corbеш 1999b)
(22) jed-i:

mothеr(п)[sс]-and
'Mother and daugl

(2З\ dak-i:
fathеr(I)[sс]-and l
'Father and mothe

Similarly for gеndеrs III anс

(24) t'ot'-i: kz
flуQп)[sс]-and bt
.Thе fly and thе br

(25) q'uq'-i: r
еgg(rп)[sс]-and с
.Thе еgg and thе с

Howеvег, if wе lаkе сonjun

then thе rеsult is lеss than fr

(26) dak-i:
fathеrG)[sс]-and
.Fathеr and thе hс

.Wе 
do not nееd to spесify that thе agrеrmеnts will bе plural, sinсе that will

rеsult from numbеr rеsоlution. Thе rulеs as givеn do not allow for thе сombin-
ing оf humans and non-humans; an altеrnativе сonstruсtion, thе сomitativе' must
bе usеd. (Sее disсussion of thе Tsakhur еxamplе (29) for disсussion of thе rеa-
son.) Howеvеr' Somе spеаkеrs, bеsidеs aссеpting thе сomitativе соnstruсtion, also
allоw sеntеnсеs likе (20) abovе, with human plural agrееmеnt (not with nеutеr
plural аgrееmеnt). Thеy havе a morе pеrmissivе form of rеsolution, allowing this
possibility:

(с) If thе сonjunсts аre sеmаntiсally miхеd' thе сomitativе сonstruсtion is
prеfеrablе; if gender rеsolution is forсеd, the form will be as for humans.
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Thе fасt that геsоIul-ion is сlеarlу basеd oir sеmantiсs hеге is hardlу strгpгisirrg
sinсо thе gеndег of nouпs in Godobегi is intimatеly l inkеd with thеiг mеaning.
In bоiлg Iiгmly basеd on sеmantjсs. Godobегi,s геsolution гulеs arе сompaгal-l lе
to thosе tbur-rd in somе othеr Daghеstirnian langr-rаrgеs, suсh as Bagwalal (Kibгik
200l;475-8)' in thе Nakh languagе Tsоva-Tush (Сoгbеtt 2003a: 300-l) and ir.t
thе Dravidian languаgеs Тamil and Tсlugr.r (Сorbсtt |99 |:269*7 l ). Wе ntlw rr-rovе
on to lan.яuagсs whеге rnоaning and gеndеr aгс not so tightly l inkеd.

8.5.5 Tsakhur

ouг f'еatrrгеd languagе Tsakl.ruг pгovеs partiсulаrгly hеlpful in undсг-
standing геsolution. Аs wе nсltеd in $l.5.2, Tsakhur hаs fbuг gеndегs. Nouns
dеnоting malе hut.nans aге аssignеd to gеndег I аnd thosс dеnoting tЪmаlе humans
tо gеndег II. Мost оf thе геrnlrinirlg aninratеs itге assignеd l.o gеndег III;just a fЪw.
howеvеr, aге in gеndеr IV. Inaninlatеs aге distгilэutеd bеtwrеt-t gеndеrs III and IV.
Thеrе is a small numbег of signifiсant еxсеptiоnal nouns. stlсh as kul1liLr,сhild',
whiсh doеs ntlt fit intil аny of thе gеndеrs as givеn abovе. In thе singrrlаr it takеs
gеndеr IV agгееmеnts, br-rt in thе pluгal it takеs I/II. Thеге aге.just tWO agrееnlеnts
in thе plirгal, оrrе Ibг gеndсrs l and II and onе for IIl and rv ( sЗ.3.з). Тhе ехalnplеs
and judgеmеnl-s givеll aге basеd on Iiеldwогk with tеn сonsultatrts (dеtails o1.thе
геsponsе of сaсh to еaсh еxalтplе arе givеn in Сoгbеtt 1999b: 409.l t).

Whеn nout-ls liom gеndсrs l al-rd II arе сombiпеd, whсl.hеr thе samе oг rnixосl.
wr find thе l/Il plural agгееllеnt foгm:

TsakhLtг (Сorbеtt l 999b)
(22) jеd' i: j iЁ Хa: wobumrni

mо1hег(lI)[sс]-and daughtеr(t l)[sс] аt.hoп.tе bе.l/It.рl-
.Mothеr and сlaughtег аrе at homе.,

сlаk.i: j".1i Ха: wobuп.rmi
tathеr(т)|sс;]-and mtlthсr(tt)[sс| at.homс bе.l/tr.pr
.Fаthсг and mothеl arе irt hoше.,

S iш i I a г | у  П r г  g еndе г s  l I I  u nd  I V .  wh с Lh . ' г  l h е  no r t n s  u г е  а t t i l t l а ( е  o г  i n an i l n а t с :

t 'ot '- i: kabaj Хa: wodutтlтt i
f ly(ltt)[sс].аnd buttеrf ly(Ir,)[sсl at. lrornе bс.l l t l lv.г l-
.Thс fly and thс buttеrllу аrе at hornс.,

с1'uс1'_i: niSе Хa: wodumtrl!
еgg(ttr)[sс]_апсl сhееsе(tv)[sс] at.hсlrте bе.ттtl lv.pl-
.Thе еgg and thе сhссsе arе at holnе.'

Howеvег, i1.wе takе сoпjunсts hеadеd bу nor'rns 1iom I oг II and fгoш lII oг IV,
thеn thе гсsr-rlt is lсss thal-r ttrllv aссеotablе

dаk-i: bаlkаn Xa: ,].]wobur.nпl i/ ' .woсlrtmmi

lаthсг(l)[sс]-аПd hoгsе(l l l)[sс;] at.homе .J?bс.l/t l .pr / '1,bе.t lI ltr l .рr
.Fаthег аnd thе horsе at.е аt homс.'

/ ) ? l

\24)

/?5  )

(26)
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(21) .sadе-ji: kabaj Ха: ?.]woburтrтi/.J.?wodumrlri
boy(l)[sсl-and buttеrflу(tv)|sс] at.homе ?.?bе.r /п.pI- /??bс.rlrltv.рl-
.Thе boy anrl thе buttегfly arе аt homе.'

So far wе might strppilsе that rrsolution should геfЪr to thе syntaсtiс gеndеrs of
thс nouns. Thе nеxt еxamplе shоws that that is not thе bеst apprоaсh foг Tsakhur:

(28) jеd-i: kr-rl;fаt Xa: wobumrni
mothег(tI)[sс]-аnd сhild[sс] at.homе bе.r/tt.pr
.Mothсr and сhild arе at honrе.,

Rесall thaI kuL1fсn is еxсеptional, sinсе in thе singular it takеs gеndеr IV a.егее-
mеnt, but in thе pluгal it takеs I/II. It looks as thоugh wе might also nееd an
ехсеptional rеsolutiоn rulе 1bг it. Hоwеvеr, this is not thе сirsе. Rеsolution сan bе
as t-ollows:

(a) If all сonjunсts [сfсг to humаns, thеn agrееmепt is gеndеr I/II.
(b) If no сonjrrnсts rеfсг to hunrans. thсn agrееmеnt is gеndеr III/IV
(с) If thе сonjunсts aге sеmаntiсally rnixеd, an altегnativе сonstruсtion is

prсfеггеd.

Tlris approaсh allows us tо havе a simplе sеt of геsolutiоn гulеs, and of a typе
whiсh is also widеly attеstеd сross-linguistiсally. (Thе rulеs aге numbеrеd onlу
-[.oг сonvеniеnсе; thеге is no nесеssaгy ordеring.)

Arсhi has gеndеr геsoltrtion rulеs l ikе thosе just givеn fbг Tsakhur (Kibгik
1L)]]Ь: l86 7; Coгbеtt |99|:21|-З), pгovidеd that a pеrson lЪirtr-rге is гесоgnizеd
($4.2.l)' sO that pегSon rеsolution taltеs сaге of сonjr-rnсts with fiгst and sесond
pегSOn pronollns. othсrwisе thе statеmеnt of rеsolution bесomеs vеrу сomplеx.8
In both langtragеs a small numbег of ехamplеs arguе foг pгеtЪrring sеmаntiс
gеndеr геsolLttiOn гathег than syntасtiс.

Тsitkhuг also allows r.rs tо taсklе thе issr-rе of whоthеr thе sеntсnсеs whiсh aге
r-rnaссеptablс (or distitvourсd) irге pгobIсmatiс bесausе of thе tl'rсt of сonjoinillg
uлlikе сonjunсts. oг bесausе of thе prеsеnсе of agгееmоnt. Wе сan Sее whiсh is
thе kеy firсtoг with thе tbllowing ехamplе:

(291 gadе-j-k,lе-ji: balkаn-i-k'lс jесt1 се:jе.wсl-г
boy-oвt..sс-,tгг-апd hогsе-oBL.sG-^I-.F wornаn(п)| sс] Sее.II_AUх-Il
.Thе boу and t]-tе horsс sее thе wоmаn.'

With vегbs of pеrсеptiоn thе еxpегiеnсег l lolln phrasе stands in thе aftссtivе сllsе
(AFF)' whiсh attaсhеs to thс obliqr-rе stеrт. Thе objесt stands iп thе absolLrtivе
сasе, anсl tlrе vеrb agrееs with it, hеnсе thе vегb in (29) has thе agrееmеnt maгkегs
1bг gеndеr Il singulaг, agгееing with jеdi .woman'. This sеntеnсе, in whiсh lrumarl
and non-huпаn aге сonjoinеd, prеsеntеd no prоblеm (though not as many spеаltегs

t с]otnpaгеKibг ik.Kоdzasov.ol t l r ' jannikоr,a&Strпеdсlу (|()17a:63 z l) '  K ibг ik( l977b: l86 7)and
( i o гbсш ( l 991 :  121  8 ' 21  |  з ) .

wеге askеd as With thе с(

thе сonjoinеd noun phras

in ехаrrrrplеs l ikе (26) and

unlikе noшrr phгasеs. Alе

that tl.rе saше aгgllпlеltt hс

8.5.4 Lugаnda

Sеmantiс геstl,

usually havе sеvегal gеnd
partially: nollns rlf thе 1/l

rlot all Лouns dеnoting hu

thе iшpoгtant thing is tyр

non-hllman, irrеspесtivе о

to Givбn:

Luganda (Givбn l970: 25З-
(10) omu-kazi.

sс-wonlan(1/2)
.Thе womаn. th

Rесall thzrt Bantr.r gеndеr

сlass l agгееmеnts Whеn s

indiсatе a singular and еv

a lw l t у s :  l  ]  i s  a  s i ngu Iuг  i n

dеnotirrg humans is thе с1

nouns of thе |l2 gеndеr. Il

I r t  ( ]  |  l  l l ( )nе  oГ  thе  сon jun

thе геsolvеd tbrn-r is again

(з l ) еk-kazi,
sс-tht.wоrnan(5
'Thе lat  Wol l l i t l l

Еxaшplе (3l ) dеnrоnstгatе
is шotivatеd by sеmantlс сl

thеn a.gгееmеnt takеs thе (

(.]2) еn-tе, (
5a;-с9u,(9/l()) s
.Thе сow. thс w

Corljoining noun phrasеs r

uгal геSult:

(зз) .? оrrru-sajjа n(
sс-man(l/2) at
.Thе nrаn аnd h



8.з Gеndеr

lvеIе askеd as with thе сonjoining сasеs). This is bесausе nothing agrееs with

thе соnjoinеd noun phrasеs. Hеnсе it is agrееmеnt whiсh сallsеs thе diffiсшlty

in ехaшplеs likе (26) and (21) and not thе mеrе fhсt of сonjoining Sеmantiсally

uniikе nоun phгasеs. Alсksandr Kibrik infbrrтs rте (pеrsonal сommuniсatiorl)

that thе samе argltmеnt holds foг Godobегi.

8.5,4 Lugаndа l . . l

Sеlr-rantiс rеsolшtion has bееn found in malry Bantu languagеs. Thеsе

usually havе sеvегal gеndсrs, whiсh сorrеspond to sеmantiс сlassifiсatiоns onlу

pаГtially: nоuns of Lhc \12 gеndег arе huпlan (animatе in sоmе languagеs), but

not all nouns dеnoting hunlans bеlong to thе 1/2 gеndеr. Foг gеndеr rеsolution,

thе important thing is typiсalJy whеthеr a noun phгasе rе1Ъrs tо a human or a

non.human, iггеspесtivе of gеndег. This point is illustratеd bу Luganda data duс

tо Gir.бn:

Luganda (Givбn 191О: 25З 4; |97 |: З8_9)
(]0) onlu-kazi. еl-sajjа nе olu-ana ba-аlabwa

sс-wоr.nan(1/2) sс-tht.man(5/б) and sс_thin.сhi1d(l 1/1()) 2-wегс.sееn
.Tl-tе woman. thс tat rnаn and thе thin сhild Wеге sееn.'

Rесall that Bantu gеndегs aге givеn labеls suсh as,|l2', whjсh mеans .takсs

сlаss 1 agгеепеnts whеn singulаr and сlass 2 whеn plr-rral,. odd numbеrs usually

indiсatе а singulaг and еvсn numbегs typiсally indiсatе a plrrгal markсr (but not

alwaуs: l2 is a singular in еxallplе (З l)). Thе геsolvсd foгm fсlг сonjoinеd nouns

dеnoting hrtmans is thе сlass 2 maгkеr thе onе usеd tbг irgrееmеnt with pluгal

noшns ofthе l/2 gеndеr. In (30) only onе oI thе сon.junс:ts bеlоngs to that gеndег.

In(3l) nonе of thе сonjunсts bеlongs to thе l/2 gеndеr, but as all rеfегto huшans

thе rrsolvесl form is again thе сlirss 2 fbrm:

{31) еk-kazi. aka-аnа nе olu-sаjjа ba-аlаbwa
sс-fht.wornan(5/6) st;-small.сhild(l2ll, l) and sс-tall.man(ll l l0) 2-wеt.е.sееtl
.Thс tat Woпlan. thе srтall сhild and thе tall man Wеl.е sееn.'

Ехаmplе (3 l ) dеmonstгatеs that thе r-rsе o1 thе gеndег l/2 plural 1.orrт fbг rеsolution

is motivatеd bу sеmantiс ссlnsidегations. If nonе of thе сOnjunсts геfегs to a human,

thеn agгееl.nеnt takеs thе сlass 8 t.orm:

в2) еrl-tе. onlu-sll, еki-bе nе еlу-аto bi-аlаbwa
sс-соw(9/l0) sс_wilс1.сat (З/4) sс-jaсkal(7/8) and sс-сanoе(.5/6) 8.wеrе.sееn
.Thс сow. thе wild сat, thе jaсkal and thе сanoе Wеl.е Sсеn.'

Соn^joining noun phrasеs dеnoting a human and a nоn-human produсеS an unnat-

ural геstrlt:

(зз,) .? опru-sajja nе еrl-bwa_уе bi-agwa
sс-man( l/2) and sс;-dog(9/10)-his 8-fеl1
.Thе r.natr аnd his dos fеll down.'

219
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Whilе (33) is unnatural, if instеad thе сlass 2 (human plural) fоrm is usеd, an
unaссеptablе Sеntrnсе rеsults :

(34)

Thе

(35) omu-sajja y-agwa ne em-bwa-ye
sс-man(1/2) i-fell with sс-dog(9/10)-his
.Thе man fеll down with his dos.'

In Luganda, and widеly in Bantu, thе сonjunсtion glossеd .and' also mеans .with'

(its еarliеr mеaning). As a rеsult, thе distinсtion bеtwееn сoordinatе and сomita-
tivе сonstruсtions is nоt always сlеаr-сut,g and in praсtiсal tеrms grrat сarе must
bе takеn in wоrk with spеakеrs. Еxamplе (35) has a simplе subjесt, with whiсh
thе vегb сan agrее fully (in thе singular), and thе prоblеm оfrеsolutiоn is avoidеd.
Rеsolution сan bе statеd as follows (thеrе is no nесеSsary ordеring hеrе):

(a,
(b)

(с ,

*omu-sajja ne еm-bwa-ye ba-agwa
sс-man(l/2) and sс-dog(9/10)-his 2-fetl
.Thе man and his dog fеll down.'

prеfеrеd altеrnativе (аs in Godobеri) is thе сomitativе сonstruсtion:

If all thе сonjunсts arе sеmantiсally human, agreеmеnt is gеnder 1/2.
If nonе of thе сonjunсts is sеmantiсally human, agrеemеnt is gendеr 7/8.
If the сonjunсts are semantiсally mixеd, thе сomitativе сonstruсtion
is preferablе; if gеnder rеsolution is forсеd, thе form will bе as for
non-humаns.10

for inanimatеs. our
fоrm is as fоllows:

(Bokambа |985:44)
ki-ti na
sс-сhair(7/8) and
.Thе сhair and the l

the largе gеndеr systt
сomplеx rеsоlutiol

y simplе. In par1this
,ted in thе rеsolvеd fо

lе (2)).

To givе a motе 1

сomplеx systеms quitе

sourсеs of rеlеvant dat

Polish i.iR\фr:фR\NRils

Polish' a Wеst Sll

is сonsidеrablе intеr-sp

arе givеn in (37).

Prediсatе agrrеme

masсulinе
pers(
non-

fеmininе

nrutef

has thrее forms foг gt

ion into masсulinе pе

line pеrsonal gеndеr v

by a сonsonant mutatiol

whiсh dеnotе humans:

ion of malе human' bu
gеndеrs in thе singular.

In thеsе rulеs I spесify thе gеndеr of thе targеt as, fоr еxamplе, 1/2. This allows
еasy сomparisоn with thе sourсеs quotеd and with othеr languagеs for whiсh I
havе givеn a gеndеr valuе likе .mаsсulinе' as thе rеsolvеd forтn. Thе point is that
it is numbеr rеsоlution whiсh dеtеrminеs that thе plural will bе usеd, hеnсе thе 2
form in Luganda (or thе masсulinе plural, if masсulinе is dеtеrminеd by gеndеr
rеsоlution).

In almost all thе Bantu languagеs invеstigatеd wе find еvidеnсе for sеmantiс
rеsolution basеd on thе human/non-human distinсtion (sее Corbеtt |991:275-6
for sourсеs on ChiBеmb a,DzamЬa,|| Likila, Lingala, Luvalе, Tswana, Хhosa and
Ztllll, aпd Moоsally 1998 fоr Ndеbеlе). Frеquеntly thеrе arе problеms, howеvеr.
Judgеmеnts may bе unсеrtain with partiсular sеntеnсr typеS' as alrеady indiсatеd,
and it is important tо bеar in mind thе possibility оf соmitativе сonstruсtiоns and
сasеs of agrееmеnt with thе nеarеst сonjunсt. Сorbеtt & Mtеnjе (l9s7) undеrtооk
a drtailеd analysis of Сhiсhеwа and сonsidеrеd somе of thе triсkiеr instanсеs
whiсh arе oftеn ignorеd. Wе shоuld alsо mеntion Swahili, in ordеr to сomplеtе
thе disсussion of thе еxamplеs givеn in $5.7. Swahili makеs an animatе/inanimatе
rathеr than human,/non-human distinсtiоn, so thеrе is a rеsolvеd fоrm for animatеS.

9 Sее Mithun (1988) and Stassеn (2003) on .and' and .with' сonstruсtions.
10 This is thе oppositе solution to that ofGodobеri.
,' Dzambа is spokеn in thе Bomongo administrative zonе in thе northwеst of thе Dеmoсratiс

Rеpubliс of Сongo (Еyamba Bokamba, prrsonal сommuniсation).



8.4 Further gendеr resoiution systеms

аnd0nе lol ii-ranimatеs. or-rr еxarnplеs in $.-5.7 had inanimatе сonjunсts, and thе

геsolrеd Гorm is  l rs  Ib| l t lц ч:

Srrаhil i (Bоkamba l985: 44)
tl6) ki-t i l lа m_guu Wa InеZa vi-rnе-vrrni ika

sс-сhair(7/t]) аnd sс_lеg(З/4) of tablе в.pкг-brokеn
.Thе сhаir. and thе lеg оГ thс tаblе aге brokеn.,

Givеn thе laгgе gеndеr Sуstеms of Bantr-r languagеs, wе might havе еxpесtеd

numеtоus соmplеx rеSolutioll гulеs. Typiсally, howеvеr' rеsсllutiоn rulеs arо fеw

аnd farгly sirr-rplе. In paгt this is bесarrsе thе gеndеrs of thе сonjut-tсts nееd not bе

rеplеsеntеd in thе геsolvеd foгm (sее (31)), as indееd Wе saw еaгliег with Slovеnе

(шamplе (2)1.

8.4 Further gender resolution systems

To givе a lnorе гoundеd piсturе of геsolution, I will сonsidеr thгее

molе сomplеx sуstеms qr-ritе briеfly, outlining thе systеm and giving геlЪгеnсеs

t0 thе sourсеs of rеlеvant data.

8.4.1 Polish

Polish, a Wеst S1avoniс 1anguagе, has an intегеsting sуstеln, in whiсh

thеге is сonsidегablе intеr-spеirkеr vaгiation. Thе possibil it iеs fbr pгеdiсatе agгее-

mrnt arе givеп in (37).

(з1) Pr.еdiсatе aglееmеnt in Polish (past tеnsе of D).rl 'bе')

Pоlish has thrее forшs foг gеndег agrееmеnt in thе singulaг; in thе plurаl thсге is

a division intо masсulinе pегsonal (abbгеr.iatсd .M.PЕRS') and thе rсrr.raindег. Thе

masсulinе pегsonal gеndег vaiuе is miu.kеd distinсtivеly On taгgеts l ikе thе past of

bl,(bу aсOnsonant mutatiot1. It сomprisеs nсluns whiсh irrе оf masсrtlinе gеndег

and whiсh dеnotе humans: it dсlеs not сoinсidе сomplеtеly with thе sеmantiс

сritегion of rтalе human. but its геlatiot-t to sеmantiсs is muсh сlosег than tlrat of

thе gеndегs in thе singular.

tЪmininе
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Whеn in сonjoinеd struсturеs nonе of thе сonjunсts is hеadеd by a masсulinе
pеrsonal nоun, thеn thе non-masсulinе pеrsonal/fеmininе/nеutеr form is found:

Polish (Rothstеin 1993: .7З2_7зЗ)

(38) Basia i Маrysia przyniosl-y salat-g .
Basia(г) and Marysia(г) brought-шoN-M.PЕRs.Pl salad-sс.дсс
.Basia and Мarysia brought a salad.,

If a masсulinе pеrsonal noun hеads onr of thе сonjunсts, thеn thе masсulinе
Dеrsonal form is found:

(3e) Janek i Marysia przyniеSl-i сiastk-a.
Janеk(м) and Mаrysia(г) brought-м.PЕRS.PL pastry-PL.ACC
.Janеk and Мarysia brought pastriеs.'

Thе basiс rеsolution rulеs arе as follows:

(a) If at lеast onе оonjunсt rеfеrs to a malе human, agreеmrnt is masсulinе
pеrsonal;

(b) othеrwise agrrеmеnt is non-masсulinе pеrsonal.

Howеvrr, thеrе arе Sеvеral intеrеsting сompliсations (sее Сorbеtt 199|: 284-,7
for data and sourсеs). For most Sprakеrs thе сombination of a fеmalе human and
a masсulinе non-human animatе rеquirеs masсulinе pеrsonal agrееmеnt. This
form is also thе majоrity сhoiсе whеn just masсulinr non-human animatеs arе
соnjoinеd. And for somе spеakеrs a noun phтasе rеfеrring to a fеmalе human
сonjоinеd with a mаsсulinе inanimatе сan rеsult in a masсulinе pеrsonal fоrm.
Polish thus has mixеd rеsolution, with somе surprising outсomеs, whiсh dеsrrvе
furthеr study.

8.4.2Latiniiit]i:cff]ig.i$.ij{ЁARiijtЁi.Niii\\]нЁl$l\}\]i't{ЁЕi:i!jiiiжi}sii"i*вi*ii]ii$siils}.$i,ii"1.ч1*1itilix$i*1iiiiiii!.ЧfiNitlNЬъ1{N$N

Latin has thrее gеndеrs, diffеrеntiatеd in thе singular and thе plu-
ral. oftеn agrееmеnt with thе nеarеSt соnjunсt is prеfеrrеd, but whеn rеsolution
oссurs' thе situatiоn is as follows (Ktihnеr & Stеgmann 1955:44-52). Conjunсts
of thе samе syntaсtiс gеndеr takе agrееing forms of that gеndеr. Whеn сonjunсts
arе of diffеrеnt gеndеrs, thеn thе rеsolvеd form dеpеnds on whеthеr thе noun
phrasеs rеfеr tо humаns or not. For humans thе masсulinе is usеd and for non-
humans thе nеutеr. Whеn humans and non-humans arе сonjoinеd agrееmеnt is
usually with thе nеarеst соnjunсt, but rеsolution is possiblе and thе nеutеr plural
is found. Hеrе, thеn' thеrе is сlеarly a sеmantiс prinсiplе at work.

8.4.3Romaniani}Rtiii\*вiNii*iiiliЁl.liiii.c.$jЕsжttё'silssii*8iii.ЁЁЁ.Ё!.\iii*чii}iiiiil:!isjiiR*}*lllчii!:iiiiij.tii\\вii$!ilIi*ii*iiRчi{*$$$}}$

Romanian has an unusual gеndеr systеm. It has two sеts of agrеernеnts
(targеt gеndеrs) in thе singular and thе plural. Howеvец a substantial numbеr of
nouns arе in thе nеutеr gеndец taking masсulinе agrееmеnt in thе singular and

in thе plural (sее Сl

ivе litеraturе). Thе
that thе situation is sоl

It is еstablishеd,
diffеrеntly.

аnimсltе сoniunсts, if а
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hand, for inаnimаtе con

: othrrwisr thе fеminiI
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ftmininе in thе pluгаl (sее Cоrbеtt 1991: l50-2 for disсussion and for somе оf

fuехtеnsivе litеraturе). Thе rеsolution Systеm is alsо of intеrеst, though it must

besаid that thе situation is somеwhat сon1usеd, and сеrtain соmbinations tеnd to

hаvoidеd. It is еstablishеd, howеvеr, that animatеs and inanimatеS arе trеatеd

шmеwhat diffеrеntlу.

For апiпlаtе сonjunсts, if all сonjunсts dеnotе fеmаIеs, fеmininе agгееmеnt iS

шеd: for othеr сombinations of сonjunсts masсulinе agrrешеnt is found. on thе

оthеrhand, for iпаnimаtе сonjunсts, if all сonjunсts arе masсulinе, thе masсulinе

isusеd; othеrwisе thе tЪmininе. For data and геtЪгеnсеs sее Corbеtt (l99l: 288_

90), Fаrkaq &Zec (|995), Мoosirl1у ( 1998: 1 10- l6) and Mauriсе (2001: 2З7-8).

This thеn is anоthег еxamplе of a mixеd SyStеIт.

8.5 Сhаrасteristiсs of resolution systems

Having lоokесl irt a rangе of еxamplеs, wе shall now takе stoсk, and

sее hоW fal Wе сan anSWег ouг initial quеstions. Wе alrеady havе thе dаta wе

nееd tо answег soше of thеm, foг othеrs wе nееd to ехaminе furthеr languagеs.

8'5.l How doеs resolution ]elate to сontrollerS? l l l.... l l:. ]].i:l ]l :. :: l. l l l : i i i :

Thе intеrеsting issuе hеrе is thе information to whiсh геsolution has

ассеss. Wе havе sееn instanсеs whеге rеsolution has aссеss to thе nоrmal syntасtiс

fеаturеs of thе сontгollег, likе any othеr agrееmеnt гulе, as in Slovеnе ($8.3' l ). Wе

hayе also obsегvеd .iссеSs to sеmantiс informatiorr, as in Luganda ($8.3.4). In this

rrspеct lеsolution is l ikе assignmеnt ($4.3.l), a point to whiсh Wе геturn in $8.6

bеlow. It has bееn сlaiп-rесl in thе litеraturе that rеsolution сan аlso havе aссеss

to morphologiсal fеatuгеs, namеly thе inflесtional сlass оf thе nouns hеading

thесоnjшnсts. Thе data, frorт Sеrbian/Сroatian/Bosnian, arе disсussеd in Сorbеtt

099|:299_З0З), whеrе it is shown that a diffеrеnt analysis is pгеfЪгablе, and

hеnсе that this potеntial сountеr_еxamplе to thе prinсiplе of moгphology-frее

syntax ($6.3.1) is not aсtually a сountег-еxamplе.

In soп-rе langr-ragеs thеrе aге diff.еrеnt soгts of сontгollеr, not just сonjoinеd

phrasеs. for whiсh геsolution maу applу. Howеvеr, information about thеsе dif-

fеrеnсеs сloеs not affесt tl.Iе rеSult of rеsolution. Fоr еxamplе, sonrе languagеs hаvе

a сomitativе сonstгuсtion whеrе (unlikе thosе Wе havе sееn еarliег as ways of

аvoiding rеsolution) agrееmеnt is possiblе With thе ссlmplех hеird; for this rеason

thеy arе somеtimеs сallеd qr-rasi-сomitativеs. Whеn this is thе сasе, rеsolution in

сgmitativе сonstruсtions will always bе as in сonjоinеd сonstгt-tсtiоns. An instаtrсе

of а сomitativе сonstruсtion whiсh allows agгееmеnt With both nouп phrasеs (rеs_

olutron) is fbund in Polish. This languagе has сomplеx rеSolution ($8.4.l)' but

thе basiс гr-r1е is that соnjunсts inсluding a malе human сonjunсt rеqr.rirе malе

huшan plural agrееmеnt, whilе othеrs геquiге non-malе human agгееп-tеnt. Now

сonsidег thеsе сomitativеs :
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Polish (Dуla l988: 386)
(40) Jurеk z Janki-еm poszl-i

Jurеk(м) with Janеk(м)-rNs Wrnt-М.PЕRs.PL
.Jurеk and Janеk wеnt for a walk.'

Еwa z Janki-em poszl-i
Еwa(г) with Janеk(м).INs Wеnt-M.PЕRS.PL
.Еwa and Janek wеnt for a walk.'

na spасеr.
for wаlk[нсс.sс]

nа spaсеr.
for walk[,tсс.sс]

assignmrnt rulеS as Wе ha(

is not what wе flnd in tе

ising: thе vеrb agrеrs сoп
.improvе' on thе form givс

sеen plrnty of instanсеS !

yet rrsolution oprratrs. Sс

rjunсls arе pluгal. and ht

thе problеm is only it

.rulе rеfеrтing to .nеul.ег 
l

is nеutеr plural). This is

nеvеr nееds. But wе arе
nian has so fеw д

сould arisе (all masсulinе.
for by thе rеsolutior

prеvious rulе would aссоu
(if all сonjunсts arr plurt

to sее whiсh is thе r
г Chiсhеwa (for dеtai

The targеt gеndет (a1

singular
зl4

сhi 

,ls

12l1з
ka

a has tеn яrndеrs, in(

to by thе agrеrmеnts tnl

arе omittеd in (a4)).

ty of inanimatе nouns. l

noun phrasrs whiсh с

requirеs that thе agrееin1
n bv thе prеfixal шarkеr

sеndеr or not). Howеvеr

(41 )

(4)\ Еwa z Мari-a posz}-у na spaсer.
for walk[lсс.sс]Еwa(г) with Maria(г)-lNs wеnt-NoN-l\4.PЕRs.PL

.Ewa and Maria wеnt for a walk.'

Rеsolution appliеs to givе thе samе rеsults as it doеs with сonjоinеd еxprеssions'
Similarly, thе spесial prоnominal сoordination сonstruсtions disсussеd in S8.1
havе thе valuеs whiсh would rеsult from rеsolution. Thus thе typе of сontrollег
fоr whiсh rеsolution appliеs doеs not affесt thе rеsolvеd form. Thеrе соuld nоt
bе a languagе whiсh was likе Pоlish but diffеrеd in having a rulе that thе rеsolvеd
fоrm for сomitativеs оnly was thе non-masсulinе pеrsonal plural whеnеvег at lеast
onе сonjunсt was fеmininе. Howеvец thе likеlihood of rеsоlution as oppоsеd to
agrееmеnt with just onе еlеmеnt (thе hеad noun phrasе in this instanсе) doеs
dеpеnd on thе сonstruсtiоn. Rеsolution is morе likеly with ordinary сoordina-
tion than with соmitativеs.12And with disjunсtion thе samе rulеs apply, though
thеrе tеnds to bе grеatеr unсеrtaintly (sее Findrеn g |91 6: 25 1-5 on Gеrman, and
Pеtеrsоn 1986 on Еnglish).

8.5.2 How does resolution relate to targets? r:liiiiriiiiii!!{i:iiii:,::ir:rlriiiriiiii:rii$iiii*Ё|i-rsiii:

Thе rеlation to targеts is еssеntially .businеss as usual'. Тhе fеaturе
spесiflсations to bе rea|ized arе not spесifiс to rеsolution, but arе found in othеr
agrrеmеnt rulеs. Мorеovец rеsolution rulеs arе no moге sеnsitivе to thе targеt
than arе othеr rulеs; that is, thе rеsult of rеsоlution сannot dеpеnd, for instanсе,
on thе part of spеесh of thе targеt (sее $8.5.3 for dоmains). Thеrе сould not bе a
languagе likе Slovеnе, еxсеpt that mixеd сonjunсts rеquirеd masсulinе agrееmеnt
on dеtеrminеrs but fеmininе on adjесtivеs.

Thеrе is an apparеnt сompliсation hеrе, whiсh has an intеrеsting solution.
Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian has gеndеr rеsоlution similar in thе main to that of
Slovеnе. Thе fеmininе is еmployеd if all сonjunсts aге fеmininе, thе masсulinе
undеr all othеr сirсumstanсеs. Now сonsidеr this еxamplе:

Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian (Andriб, Trауniёkа Hronikа\
(4з) . . . t-a sебanj-a i rаzmаtranj-a svе su viSе

this-ш.pl- mеmory(ш)-гr and rеflесtion(ш)-вr- all дuх.ЗpL morе

ustupa-l-a mеSto nov- tm ut l sс - lma. . .
yiеld.гsт-ш.вr plaсе-sс.lсс nrw.PL.DАT imprеssion.еr.o,l.т
.thosе mеmoriеs and rеflесtions gavе Way morе and morе to nеw impгеssions

l2 This is true рrovidеd similar noun phrasеs are invоlvеd; сomitativе еxprrssions arе mоrе likеlу
w i th  аn imаtеч than ц  i th  i t l an imа lеs .

5  + 1 1 / 6

т
paУ mor. aьа щ!
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Тhе assignmеnt гulеs as wе lrad thеm would pгеdiсt шasсulinе pluгal. Howеvег.

that is nоt What Wс finсl in trхts, and SpеakегS геjесt it. In a waу thiь is nr.lt

surplising: thе vегb agrеes сomplеtеly with сaсlr сonitlnсt, and rеsoiutitln сou]сl

ngt ,implovе' on thе fo[m givеn. Br-rt this wil l not dtl аS [.tl] anSWег, bесausе wе

hаvе sееn plеntу of instanсеs whеге thе сonjunсts havс thе Samе fъaturc Vitlllcs,

md yеt lеSolution opеratеs. Soп.rеthing whiсh distinguishеs this еxamplе is that

ilrе сonjunсts aге pluгrrl, and hсnсе thеге is n1l nеcd for nrtmbег гrsolution.

Sinсе thе problеm is onlу in thе pluгal, it sti l l appеaгS that Wе геquiго a spе-

сiаl rulе rе1ЪrгiЛg to .nеLl1ег plr-rral' (if all сonjunсts aге nеutеr plllra], ag[ее-

mеnt iS nrlltеt pluгal). This is pгесisеly tl.rе soгt of rulе I havе сlaiп-tсd геsolu-

tion nеvеr nеrds. BLlt Wс aге in dangеr оf bеing mislеd just bесar.rsе Sегbian/

Сroatian/Bоsnian has so 1Ъw gеndегs. Tlrе оthеr instanсеs Whеrе еxamplеs likе

t.l3)сoцld arisе (all masсulinr сonjLlnсts oг all fеnrininе сonjunсts) aге potеntiallу

ассountеd foг by thе геSo]ution rulеs. Тhat is, if all сonjLlnсts arr fеmininе pluгal,

gulprеViouS гr.r1е wotrld aссount fоr fЪmininе геSolution, but so woulсl a gеnегirl

гulе (if all сonjunсts arс plural alrd of thе samе gеndеr, that foгnr is usеd). As

s0 Oftеn, to sее whiсh is thе гight Waу to go Wе nееd to loоk at laГgег SyStеmS.

Соnsidеr Chiсhеwа (for dеtails Sее Сorbеtt & Mtеnjе 1987 and Corbеtt l99l:

276-8):

{'l4) Thе tаrgеt gеndег (agrееrnеnt) foтms of Chiсhсwa

singular pluгal

.  | 2 l 1 з
|(а .-'= -.--_- .'

Сhiсhеwa has tеn gеnсlеrs, indiсatеd aiong thе сonnесting linеs in (44). whiсh wе

tеlЪг to bу thе agгееn.rепts thеy takе in thе singr.rlaг and pluгal (thе thгее loсativе

gеndегs arе Omittеd in (z14)). Foг iлstanсе, 7/8 is a gеndег whiсh inсlr-rdеs a widе

variеty tl1 inaninlatе nouns. Thе basiс rеsolutiotl гltlсs аге as in Luganda, So that

Whеn nOltn phгasеs whiсh сlo not гrf.еr to humans aге сonjоinеd, thе gеnегal

rulе rес1uiгеs that thе agrrеing vегbirl pгесiiсatе will bс in thе plr-rral сlf gеndег 7/8'

shown by thе prеIiхal marltсг:l. (irгеspесtivе of whеthег thе l.rеad nouns bеlot]g ttl

that sеndег oг tlot). Howеvег, thеге is an intеrеsting сlass of appaгеnt ехссpti()П\:
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Chiсhеwa (Corbеtt & Мtеnjе \98.D1з
\45) ma-lalanjе ndi ma-samba a-ku-bvunda

вr-orangе(5/6) and гr-lеaf(5/6) 6.гкs.rot
.Thе orangеs and lеavеs аrе rotting.'

Hеrе wе find noun phrasеS hеadеd by nouns ofthе samе gеndеr, both plural, and
thе vеrb takеs thе samе plural fоrm. This was found fully aссеptablе, though it is
not thе fоrm whiсh would bе prеdiсtеd by thе rulе givеn. Now соnsidеr phrasеs
hеadеd by non-human plural nouns whiсh arе оf diffеrеnt gеndеrs, but whosе
subjесt agrrеmеnt fоrms happеn to сoinсidе:

(:46) a-mphaka ndi ma-lalanjе a-Ii uko
rr-cat(|l2) and гL-orangе(5/6) lск-bе thеrе
.The сats and thе orangеs arе thеrе.,

Thе gеndеr/numbеr markеr (нск) on thе vеrb (a-) is that сorтеsponding to thr
plural bоth of gеndеr |/2 and of gеndеr 5/6, as shown in (aa). (Thе form zi-, whiсh
would bе prеdiсtеd by thе usual rulеS, is a pоssiblе altеrnativе.) Thе rеgularity
hеrе is that if noun phrasеs hеadеd by plural nouns whiсh would takе thе samе
targеt grndеr form arе сonjoinеd, thеn that targеt gеndеr form will bе thе prеfешеd
form. Thr agrееmеnt form is dеtеrminеd, at lеast in part, by thе faсt that partiсular
mаrkеrs arе synсrеtiс (as mеntionеd in $3.4.1). If thе forms did not happеn to bе
synсrеtiс, thеn thе rеgular rulе wоuld apply.

Thus thе Sеrbian/Crоatian/Bosnian еxamplе is part of a muсh morе gеnеral
phеnomеnon. Whеrе wehave plurаl noun phrasеs (for whiсh numbеr rеsolution
сan add nothing) whiсh would indеpеndеntly takе thе samе agrееmеnt form, that
fоrm will bе availablе for agrееmеnt (whеthеr obligatorily or as an altеrnativе).
This is a gеnеral phеnomеnon whiсh соvеrs (43) abovе and shows that wе do not
nееd to rеfеr spесifiсally to nеutеr plural соnjunсts but to targrt fоrms whiсh arе
idеntiсal (inсluding whеn that idеntity is duе tо synсrеtism).

8.5.5 How does resolution relate to domains? tgiiii$iiliiiiji$]iiijЁisi;{iii$iiliiigiiЁ}:lt$$..iiisl$

Rеsolution is сonstruсtion indеpеndеnt; fоr еxamplе, it doеs not differ
for agrееmеnt of thе vеrbal prеdiсatе within thе сlausе domain, as opposеd tо
agrееmеnt of thе rеlativе pronoun with its antесеdеnt. Thus information about
thе domain сannot bе part of rеsolution.la What doеs diffеr is thе likеlihood of
геsolution as соmparеd with agrееmеnt with thе nеarеst сonjunсt. Rеsolution is
a partiсular сasе of sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Thе distributiоn of rеsolution (sеmantiс
agrееmеnt) vеrsus agrееmеnt with thе nеarеst сonjunсt (syntaсtiс agrееmеnt) is
thеrеforе сonstrainеd by thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy' aS Wе saw in $7.4.1. Thе largеr
thе domain, thе mоrе likеly rеsolution bесomеs.

lз Notе that thе plural prеfix on nouns is lис- for thе plural of gendеr 5/6 while thе agrееmеnt markеr
is a-. Chiсhеwa doеs not havе fullv allitеrativе asrеement.

14 For an aссоunt of thе соmbination of number uni p",,o,, rеsolution with сomplеmеntlzеr agfее.
mеnt seе van Kоppеn (2005).
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8.5'4 How does resolution relate to fеatures?

For pегsot-t and numbеr thе tulswеr hеrе is rеlal.ivеlу еasy. Thе pсГsoll

шd nutnbег valr-rеs геquirеd bу rеsolLrtion r-natсlr thе sеlтtrntiсs of tlrе l.rэaturе irl

i']uеstiOn. Тhus flrst pегSon is usеd 1bг геtЪгеnсе to tl gГоLtp inсluсling 1hс spеakег,

irswith Еngiish ir,с. If wе сonioin I aяd shеlhеlу'оttlthеу wе irrгivе at just sr.rсh a

tгoup. Similarlу thе plrrral is usеd in Еnglish to геtЪг ttl m()rе than onе, as iп r/:e

/lсts. Thеn Douglоs (thе с1оg), Саth,- ('the саrt) аrпd Goсlи,уtl (thе goldfish) forr.r.r

iuсh a grоup. so it rr.iakеs sсnsе that Wе Sily Douglаs, Саrh1, апd Grldи'уп ttееtl

1сr1lir.q. And in a languirgс likе Slovеnе thс dual is r-rsесl Ibг two, anсl thеrеlbгс

llso tbr two sirrgulirг сorl.joir-rеd noun phгasеs.

Gеnсlег is t.noгс сhallеnging. In many instatlсеs gеndеr has no dirесt sеrrrlrntiс

import. Howеvеr, in thе instatrсеs wl.rсге it doеs wе sсе a sirnilar сoггсsponсlеnсе

tСоrbеlt l983: 201-2). Takе Sеrbianl/Croatian/Bosnian' wlrеге jus1 as in Slovеnе

соnjоining masсulit-tе with f.еrnininс is геsolvеd as masсulinе. What happеns

ouisidе геsolutior-r.J TI.rеге arе instanсеs 11|<е аmеrikшzr,i ,Arnегiсans,, wl.riсh сan

bе Ltsеd of пtаlс and fеrr.ialе Amегiсans togеthег; suсh ttlпr.rs firkе masсulinе plr.rral

ltglееmеnts. (Similагlу in Frеnсh, ltalian and so оn.) Thus 1hе sеmantiсs o[.thе

masсulinе gеnсlег in thеsе lar-rguirgеs inсludеs геfёгеnсс to gгoups irrсluding rтalеs

lLs Wrll aS tO groups сonsisting only of tтalеs. To thе ехtеnt tlra1 it is pсlssiblе,

thеtl, gеndеr геsolutiorr follows tlrе sсmantiсs of tlrе .цеndег fеaturе (Сoгbеш l 99 l :

]92). Wе геtuгп to 1his issr-rе in i8.6.

How does resolution relate to сonditions?

Thсге aге vitгiсlt-ts tlgгссIтеnt сoпс]itions whiсh dеtепlinе wl.tеthег ot.

not 1hеге will bс rеsolution. irs оppсlsесl tO аgrесmеnt with thе nсaгеSt сопjurlсt
($$6. 1.2 6. t.. l). Givеn that agrееmеrit is to Ье with all сonjul.rсts, геsohrtion сlеtеr_

шinеs thе аppгo1lгiatе геsolvеd tbrn-r. Rеsolr-rtion drfЪгs fгoш сonditions il.r that

геsolution 1akеs a sеt of сontrollеr fеatuге valuеs anсl сoшputсS a fеaturе spесifi-

сatiоn 1.oг thе taгgеt' whilе сonсlitiсlt.ls opсгatе at ()nе rеlnovе (ьs6.2).

How do the different tуpes of resolution interaсt with
eасh other?

Тhе rеlation bсtwееn pегson. numbеr and gеndеr rеsolutiсl l l is v.'-гу

intеrеsli l lg. on thе oлс hand thеy irге lullу inсiеpеndеnt. That is, thегс aге l l()

tulеs of tl-rе typе .i l.t l-rеrе is a sесonсl pеГson fепrininс сonjunсt . . ., oг .if thеге

isanеutег dual  сonjrrnсt .  .  . 'Pегsоn геsolut ion nееds to геtЪг only to pеrso i l ,

nuшbеr to num[lеi: and gеndсг to gеrlс1еr. Thе ехarтplеs in $8.5.2 nееd геfЪгеnсс

to idеntiсаrl геalizations, nr.rt l-o tl-rе fеaturе vtrluеs whiсh irrе rеaIizсd. Wе rr.right

thorеtoге think that pеrsoп. numbег and gеnсlеr rсsоlution аrrе сomplеtеly inсlе-

pеndеnt of сасh otl.rег. Howеvсг, whilе thеу aгс irrdеpеnсlеn1 in thеir formr-rli-r1ion,

thеy аrе not indеpеndсnt in thеiг opегtrtion. Thеy opсгatе as a sеt oг not at all.
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Agrееmеnt may bе with onе сonjunсt оr with all сonjunсts; if thе lattеr, that is'
if rеsolution opегatеS, thеn all appliсablе rеsolution rulеs must opеratе.15 Whilе
most of my еxamplеs havе involvеd singular сonjunсts, геsolution сan opеratе
fоr p|uга l  соnjunсts tоo. lб

Wе now havе thе pointеrs for a bеttеr undеrstanding of how rеsolution
wоrks' and сan bеnеfit from nеw work by Wесhslеr & Zlatie (2003). Wе havе
еstablishеd that rеsоlvеd fоrms arе instanсеs of sеmantiс agrееmrnt. Thеrеforе
instanсеs of rеsоlution (rathеr than agrееmrnt With thе nеarеst сonjunсt) соnform
to thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. Pеrson and numbеr rеsolution basiсally follow thе
sеmantiсs of thе fеaturе in quеstion (though pеrson rеsolution is problеmatiс in
a fеw languagеs, partiсularly in Gеrman). Gеndеr' not surprisingly, is hardеr.

In еarliеrwork I suggеstеd a typolоgy ofgеndеrrеsolution aссording to whеthеr
it workеd on a syntaсtiс or a sеmantiс prinсiplе (sее, for еxamplе, Corbеtt
\99|:269_84). In languagеs likе Slovеnе (ss.3.1) it appеarеd that rеsolution
nееdеd aссеss only to syntaсtiс gеndеr, thе rulеs bеing just thе samе for ani-
matеs and inanimatеs; this is thе syntaсtiс typе of gеndеr rеsolution. In languagеs
likе Godobеri ($8.з.2)' Tsakhur (s8.3.3) and Luganda (ss.3.4) gеndеr rеsolution
rеquirеs aссеss to sеmantiс information. This is hardly sulprising for Godobеri,
but with thе largеr gеndеr systеm оf Luganda it mеans that thе syntaсtiс gеndеr
of thе сonjunсts is oftеn .ignorеd' by rеsolution. Thеrе arе a соuplе of wеаk
points in this typology. Thеrе arе languagеs of thе mixеd typе (as disсussеd in
$8.4). Мorе impоrtant, though, thе typology appliеs just to gеndеr rеsolution; it
is surprising that gеndеr rеsolution should bе sо distinсtivе, givеn its pеriphеral
naturе. In answеr to this I suggеstеd (Corbеtt 2О0Зa, a papеr submittеd tn 1994
but somеwhat dеlayеd in publiсation) that a languagе's typе of gеndеr rеsolution
dеpеnds on its typе of gеndеr assignmеnt.

Rесall from $4.3.l that gеndеr assignmеnt may dеpеnd purеly on sеmantiс
information; this is what wе find in languagеs likе Gоdobеri and in Tamil. Thеn
thеrе arе languagеs likе Tsakhur, whеrе sеmantiс information is kеy, but whеrе
thеrе is a minoritу of nouns whiсh сannot bе assignеd to gеndеr in this way. Thеn
wе flnd languagеs whеrе sеmantiс assignmеnt lеavеs many nouns unassignеd,
and for thеsе formal information is rеquirеd too. This may bе morphologiсal
information, as in languagеs likе Russian and Slоvеnе, or phоnologiсal informa-
tion, as in Frеnсh. Thеrе arе nо languagеs with only formal gеndеr assignmеnt:

15 onе way of thinking of thе Gеrman еxсеption 10 pеIson resolution in $8.1 is to say tha1 number
rеsolution has opеrated but not person fеsolution. But this doеs not get us vеry far. It sееms ra1hеr

-. that thе 1/3 plural foim is bесoming a dеfault plural fоrm.
'o This сan bе sееn by thе еffесt of pеrson oI morе oftеn gеnder rеsolution. Sее, for еxamplе,

Мohammad (1988) on Aтabiс, stеinbеIg & Caskеy (1988) on Spanish, and Corbеtt (1983: 209_
1 1) оn Sеrbiаn/Сroаtian/Bosniаn. Whilе thе resolulion тulеs аrе thе samе, rеsolution is lеss likеlv
to oprratе thаn with singulars, sinсе 1hе target will bе mаrkеd as plur.al in any сasе.

Resolutiоn

sеmantiс

mixеd Polish

Figurе 8.1 The rеlс
3  18 )

г always has a sеmantiс

givеn in Figurе 8.1.
Thе rеgularity is that gеnс

ions to a lеSsеI dеgrее

lution 1еnds to Гavour sеr

r. it makеs thе typ
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only for a small numbеr ol
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Whilе it wаs a stеp forwa

ment and rеsolution rathеr l
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Rеsоlutiоn

sеnlantiс

Ass ignment

sсlтаl1tlс

pгсdоminantlу
sешant lс

Гопllal

Гoгmal rr-rоrphо| оgiоal

fbгmal phonоlоgiсal

mlхсd

sуntaс t l с

Figurе 8.1 Thе l.еlаtiоп bсttt,сеn rеsоlutiоtl utlсl аssignrпепt (Соrbеtr 200.]tt-.

-i /61

gеndеr always has a sеmantiс сorе. Suggеstеd сorrеlationS with gеnс|ег rсsolution

аrе givеn in FigLrrе 8.l.
Thе rеgularity is that gеndеr rеSolution is nеvег dеtеrnrinеd bу Sеmantlс сon-

sidеrations to a lеssег dеgгее than is gеndrr assignmеnt. This suggеsts that gеnсlеr

rеsolutiofl tеnds tо tЪvouг Sеmantiс геsolution, an idеa that was on thе right tгaсk.

Morеоvеr, it makсs thе typology of rеsolution dсpеndеnt on thе typolоgy of

assignmеnt, whiсh sееms right. Aftег ali ' gеndеr asSignlnсnt is сеntгal to thе gеn-

dеr sуstеm: first, sinсе any 1anguagе with a gеndеr systеm has a gеndеr trssignmеЛt

systrm; and Srсond, sinсе gеndеr assignmеnt is tiеquеr.rtlу invokеd (whеt"tеvеr a

ngun hеads an agrееmеnt сontrollеr whiсh dеtеrminеs gеndеr agrееПеnt). Сon-

Yеrsеly, gеndег rеSolution is pеriphегal: first. sinсе Inany gеndеr languagсs do

ngt havе it. thе most сOmmon гrason bеing that gеndеr is not distinguishеd in

thе plural (as, fbr cxamplе, in Gегman and Russian); and SесOnd, it is invokеd

оnly foг a Small numbег of сonstruсtions (сoordinatе сonstгuсtions anti sot"t.tе

quaSi-сolnitativе сoriStгuсtionS ).
Whilе it WaS a stеp fbгwarсl, this aссount Stii l lеft thе геlation bеtwееn assigrl.

msnt and геSollltion [athеr vaguе. Mсal.rwhilе, thеrе wеге шolе formal analysеS.

Thе attеmpt by Daiгуrr-rplе & Kaplirn (2000) tailеd tо aссommodatе languagеs likе

Slоvеr-rе аrnсl Sегbian/Cгoatian/Bosnian (Wесhsler &Z\ati6 200З: |14-5). Wесh_

slеr & Zlatiб (200З: l7l-9.5) also gavе an altеrnativе ti lrmal aссOшnt. Thеу madе

thеintеrеstingsug.scstionthataсrosslanguagеs сtl l i l l lсltе nounphrasеsaгеsu|эjесt

t0 Sеlnantiс rеsolution, whi|е iпсuliп1(rtеS afe subjесt to syntaсtiс геSolution. h all

languа.Чсs. еvеn thosе likе Slovсnе, Sегbian/СroatianlBosnian and Fгепсh, gеndеГ

rеSolutiOn is sеrтantiсally dгivеn, thеy SuggеSt. A kеy piесе oГеviсlеnсе с()nссгns

thе bеhaviour of hybгid nouns ($.5.5.3) in сoordirrtrtе Strl lсtuгеs. Thеy сitе Farka;

&Zеc (l 995) for this; in flrсt thе obsсrvation l.rad bесn madе еaгliеr by Mеgaarсl

(1976: 9.5), though its signil iсanсе Was not rесo.цЛizеd thеn. of thе еvidеnсе

сitеd by Wесhslеr & Z|aIiё, pеrhaps thе most сonvir-rсing is from Fгеr.rсh. Тt сon_

сеlns hуbгiсls \1ke sепriпеllс .sеntrу' (mеntionеd in Tablе 7.1). Its agrееlnеnts,

l!.".9;''.', 
<- ( iotlobсгi

|Тsakhur . \ -
fltrgrп.la \\tд..ь'

\ 

rsakhr.rr'

Pоlish 1tt \

\1.' i..nа.l-  p o l i . l ,  I

|-sI., ', ", '. 
<- Sl.,r еnе _-.l

|д.n.t .  
<- Г l 'с| lсh
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еxсrpt Somеtimrs of thе pеrsonal pronoun, aге сlaimеd to bе fеmininе' еvеn
though rеfеrеnсе is normally to a malе. How thеn wi|| sеntinеlle bеhavе if сon.
joinеd with a fеmininе? Rесall that in Frеnсh rеsolution is as in Slovеnе and
similar languagеs: thе fеmininе is found if all сonjunсts arе fеmininе' and othеr-
wisе thе masсulinе. Wесhslеr & Z|ati1 givе thеsе judgеmеnts' adding that thеrе
is .сross-spеakеr 

variation' :

Frеnсh (Wесhslеr & Z|atiё 2О0З: 171)
(47) La sеntinеllе еt sa fеmmе ont

DЕF.F.sG sеntry and 3sс.poss.г.sс wifе(г) havе.3рr

ёrё pris / *pris-еs
bе.psт.pтсp takе.PsT.PTсP.гl,ss[м] l7 / takе.psт.ртсP.PAss-F.PL
еn otagе.
in hostagе
.The sеntry and his wifе havе bееn takеn hostagе.,

Wесhslеr & Z|atte statе that lа sеntinеllе .thе sеntry' nomally takеs fеmininе
agrrеmеnt in thе prеdiсatе. If thе rеsolution rulе appliеs to syntaсtiс gеndеr, wе
would еxpесt fеmininе agrееmеnt in (4,7). Hеnсе thеy arguе, еvеn in languagеs
likе Frеnсh and Slovеnе wе still neеd to reсognizethе nееd for sеmantiс sеndеr
rеsolut ion.

Wесhslеr & Z|atie aсknowlеdgе Farka$ & Zec (|995), who сitе сomparablе
Romanian data. Howеvеr, sinсе it is alrеady еstabtishеd that Romanian has a
mixеd rеsolutiоn systеm (s8.4.3), thеir еxamplе though suggеstivе dоеs nоt provе
thе point Wеchslеr &Z|atj.б want to mаkе.1s It is alrеady сйrеd by thе rеsolution
rulеs in Corbеtt (l99l: 289). Thе Sеrbian/Сrоatian/Bosnian data of Меgaard
(|976:95) and Wесhslеr &Z|ati6, (20ОЗ: |79) arеalso not quitе сonvinсing, sinсе
it is known that Sеrbian/Croatian/Bosnian somеtimеs usеs sеmantiс rеsolution
(Corbеtt |99|:299-З03). Hеnсе I takе thе Frеnсh data to bе thе mоst сonvinсing.
Onсе thе point from Frеnсh is aссеptеd, thеsе othеr еxamplеs providе usеful
support.

Thе prоposal of Wесhslеr & Z|atie QО0З: |77) based on thеsе datа is that
animatе noun phrasеs aге subjесt to sеmantiс rеsolution, and inanimatе to Syn-
taсtiс rеsolution. Thе gеnеral systrш ofrеsolution is thеn likе that proposеd fbr
Romanian (s8.4.з). Givеn thе systеm found in lаnguagеs likе Godobеri, wе might
rеthink thеir suggеstion as follows: rеsolution mustbe basеd in part tln Sеman-
tiс сritеria; it may additionally bе basеd on sуntaсtiс сritеria. ihis thеn givеs
us two plеasing еffесts. First, gеndеr rеsolution is morе likе pеrson and numbеr
rеsolution. Sесond, gеndеr rеsolution dirесtly rеflесts gеndri assignmеnt, sinсе
gеndеr assignmеnt is always basеd on sеmаntiс сritеria, whiсh may or may not
bе supplеmеntеd by formal сritеria (s4.3.1). I thеrеforе proposе this sсhеmе:

'' 
]:-1}'..,,".."Tе thе foгm doеs not distinguish mаsсulinе singular and masсulinе plural. The finitеvеID snows lt ls Dlulal.

l 8 Mо,оsally ( 1 998:.1 1 1n 11 сould not rеpliсate thе judgеmеnts with the Romaniаn spеаkеr shе woгkеd
wltfr-
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1
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This is

сеll 1 '

се1l 2.

сеll 3.

сеl14.

Thе rеlations bеtwееn gеndеr assignmсnt and gеndеr rеsolution

assigrrmеnt <-rеsolution

sеrnаntiс стitеria

1
fbrmal стitеriа

l. еssеntial 2. еssеntial (if thеrе is rеsolutiоn)

3. possiblе 4. possiblе

to bе rеad as lbl lows:

Any languagе whiсh has ir gеnсlеr sуstеm must havе gеndеr assignmеr.rt, аnd

this must ir.rсludе sеmantiс сritеria (all gеndеr sуstеms havе a sеmantiс

сoге).
A languagе with a gеndеr systеm may or maу not also nееd gеndеr

rеsolution тulеs. Thus gеndег rеsolution impliеs gеndеr assignmеnt. Thosе

languagеs that do rеquirе gendеr rеsolution must hаvе sеmirntiс rеsolution.

Languagеs whiсh havе gеndеr assignmеnt (with obligatorilу sеmantiс

сritеria) may аdditionally rеquirе Ibrmal gеndеr.аssignmеnt (as in thс саsе

of Rr'rssiаn, Fгеnсh, Slovеnе, Luganсla among othеrs).

Langr'ragеs with sеmantiс and formal gеndеr assignmеnt whiсh rеquirе

gеndсr теsolution must havе sеmantiс rеsolution, but thеy may alsо rеquiге

fbrrnal (: syntaсtiс) gеndеr rеsolution: Slovеnе doеs, whilе Luganda doеs

no1. Thus fbгmal gеndеl.геsolulion imp1iеs fоrrrrаl gеndеr assignmсnt.

lf all сonjunсts rеfеr to fЪmalе humans, аgrееmcnt is lЪmininе.

I[ аll сonjunсts rеfЪг to humans, whеthеr all malе ol of mixеd sехсs,

аgгсеlnеnt is masсulinе.

In tеrms of impliсations: a languagr With gеndег lеSolution mus1 havе gеndег

assignmеnt (but thе rеvеrsе doеs not hold). Thus Russian and Gеrman dо not

nееd gеndеl"геsolr-rtion, sinсе agrееmеnt dOеs not distinguish gеndеrs in thе plural,

whilе Slovеnе and Tsakhuг dо nееd gеndrr rrsolution. Formal assignmеnt гulеS

imply sеmantiс assignmеnt гulеs (but not thе rеvегsе), and foгmal rеsolution

impliеs srmantiс rеSolution (but not thе rеvегsе). of thе сomponеnts in (48)' a

languagе maу havе: |, | +2, l +3, l +2+3, or l *2*3*4.
What doеs this appгoaсh to gеndеr rеsolution mеan fbr thе languagеs Wе havе

analysесl? Foг Godobеri, Tsakhur and Luganda thе analysis rеmains as bеftrrе.

Thеy havе sеmantiс rеSolution. For languagеs likе Slovеnе, howrvег, thе difТеr-

rnсе is thе suggеstion that thеsе too havе sешantiс rеSolution, inсluсling:

(a)

(b)

Thе гulеs for all othеr nouns arе .piggy-baсkесl' on thеsе sеmantiс rulеs; (a) is

thе basis for a rulе that fеmininе сonjunсts will takе fеmininе agrееmеnt, (b) is

thе basis tbr a rulе giving masсuli l-lе in othеr сasеs; Srе Wесhslег &Z\atie (2003:

l8З-7) for а tесhniсal way оf doing this. This aссount works morе еasily 1br

Slovеnе and Fгеnсh thar-r for languagеs likе Romanian, whiсh геqr-rirс additional

maсhinеry. That is, thеу rеquiге rulеs whiсh aге not basеd оn thе sеmantiс onеs.
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Yеt tl-ris sееms rеasonа'blс: wе know tha1 gеndеr variеs сonsidеrably fгom languagе
to languagе. and Rоn-ranian has a gеnuinеly unusual systеш.

Wе саrn takе thе iс]еa oГ Wесlrslеr & Z|ati6, furthеr. Wе nееd not diviсlе tl-rе
геsolution rulсs aссогс]ing to anirтaсy as thеy suggеst. I9 Wе сan sinrply say that
sеmantiс rсsolution must rеfег to и'luttеt,еr rhе sеmаntiс'' gеndеr аssigtlпlепt rulеs
ф thе lаngrtаgе t.е.fеr ro. This solution is morе еlсgant, in that it makеs thе соn.
nес1ion with assi.tnmсnt сorтplеtе. T1rеге аrrе also somе instanсеs whеге it givеs
a diI.lеrеnt (anсl сolтесt) prеdiсtion. For insl-anсе, in Godobеri and Tarnil thс rulеs
nееd to rеfЪr not to aninrаrtеs, but to hr-rmans, sinсс nсln-hшnran anitnatеs bеhavе
dif1Ъгеntly tiom hrrmans 1bг agгееmеnt pllгposrs in thеsе languagеs. In Algo-
l-lс1uian languagеs likе cjibwtr, on 1hе othеr hand, геfегеnсе to aninlaсy is what is
rеquiгесl.]() Thus assignmеnt and rоsolution run in parallеl, and sеmantiс rеsolu-
tion сan rе1Ъг to a sеmantiс propегty only if thеге is a sеmantiс assignmоnt rulе
rеfЪггing to it.

Suгеly thе rеsults сannot bе so сlеaг-сut? Wе aге с1еaling with hуbгids aftеr all.
Thе Frеnсh cata еvokе dilfегing judgcmеnts, аs Wссhslег &Z|ati( (200З: l94 .5)
makе сlеaг. Data from Grееk too tlеесl furthеr invеstigation, sinсе data on hybгiсls
сlo not fit nеatlу hеrе (Miсhalopoulou 1994:16-9|). Howеvег, thеrс doеs sееm to
bе a gеnеral еffесt that hybгids show a .sеmantiс shitt' lbr rеsolutiorr puГposеs.
That is, if wе havс a hybriсl wl-riсh tiйеs Syntaсtiс agrесmеnt at a givеn point olr
thе Agrеепеnt Hiеrarсhy (wе havе bееn looking rnainlу at thе prеdiсatе), undеr
геsolu1ion Wе may wеll l ind that it is tгеatеd in tегrns of its sеrlantiс va|uе. This
is worth i l lustгating onсе lТtoге:

Sеrbi alllCroatian/B osrri an (Poрoviб | 99 1 : 41 )
(.49) Zar stе sе Vi i Miгa posvaсla-l-е./

Rоally l 'uх.2PI- RI.I-L 2pr, and Мilа(н) quaгrеl-гst-г.гI-
.IJavе yсlu (onе woman) and Mira rеallу quarlеlесl,?'

In Sегbian/Сгoatian/Bosnian, honorifiс Иi .yotl, ttrkеs masсulinе plural agгеrmеnt
o1.thе aсtivе paгtiсiplе.2i In this ехamplе Иi is bеing usесl of a wornan. Whеn
сon1oinеd, lt is thе sеmantiс valuе whiсh сounts: (49) is tгеаrtеd as thе сonjoining
of two noun phгasеs ге1Ъггing to fсrnalеs, and not as thе сonjr-rnсtioп of rnasсulinе
and f'еmininе (whiсh would lеad to tnasсulinе aцrееmеnt).22

l . )  S t еphсnWесhs l е г i n l b гms lnс (pе r sоПсon lmuI r i с а t i с l n ) t hа t thеsp l i t i s ama t t е ro I . t hер i r г t i сu l a г
data pIеsе]rtеd' atlсl that thс ilrtеntion wаs itl gеtrсral alorrg tlrе linеs о1.thе thinking hеiс' ехсерt
thi-ш thе г()iе givсп hеге t() llеndсГ assignmеnt is tгеatесi diffеrспtly bу Wесhslсг &Z)tlti1. Sес aIsо

- Wесhslеr( l i r thсоrniпg).
. ' ,  Oj ibwa pгоviс lеs а s lnal l  amсrunt of еv idсnсе in suppoгt of  thе Wесhslсr .  &Zl , t t i (  aсс()L l l l t  (Sее

С jo гbе t l  I 99 l : 304  5 ) .
] l  l t  сt lпtbrms tо thс Prес l iсatе Hiегaгсhу ($7.7. l )  in tak ing thе masсul inс p luга| i r l  a l l  рс ls i t iс lns

ехсерt tсtr thс рrесliсatе noull: bеsiсlсs thе Irlasсulinс pJuгаl, sсхnе схiптtplеs Ofsinsular ргссliсatc
.. ас1.jссtivеs. in thе арproргiatе gеndсг' arе аlso 1.ouпd (Сoгbеtt l983: z19: Рopоvii 1D9l)... .l-his 

схаmplс shor,vs rvhy i hаvе avtliсlеd lhc tегlll '1lгagInirtiс ug.".,.'..,.,1.. sil.tсе hсге ргittпllttiс
agrссmеIlt tO show гсspесt is оr,еггiсlсlеIr: геtЪrеt-tсс to twсl tЪntalеs rес1uiгсs fеt-ninirlе agгcеlтIеllt
i I t  suс i l  ехamplеs.

In ;r nutshеll, gеnсlеr rеsol

tеIn сlosеly.r] This aссount

gantly. Howеvеr, rеlуing or
judgеrnеnts аtге lеss сlеaг-сu

шoге diffiсult systеms.

8.7 Conсlusion

Сonjoinrd stгuсt

irтpoгtanсе for r-rndеrstandil

pеГson and nllmbег arе геlat

lows thе SеmtrntiсS of thе 1Ъ

that .Чеndеr геsolution too is

this is possiblе. Thе Wаy to са

dеpеndеnt On thс partiсulaг

-eoоd stеp forwarсl, but tbг сt

sinсе somе еxamplеS aге typ

ablе. Wе nеесl to сontinuе со

сoГpora.

]] To put it slightlу сliltегеntly' assi
аs wеll аrs еstаblishесl Пoulls: 1.е!
struсtllгеs (MаtthеW Baепnan. 1
jtlinеd stгuсturеs. sсtllаntiс faсtс
lеxiсal itеr.r.rs.

'!:: r:|:1.iТ11\
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In a nutshеll, gеndеr rеSo1Цtioll tbllоws thе languagе'S gеndrr assignmеnt sys-
tеm сlosеly.zз This aссount сovеrs morе of thе data than bеf'orе. and morе еlе-
gantly. Howеvег, геlуing on hybriс1s for сrr.rсial еviсlеnсе also mеatrs that thе
judgеmеnts arе lеss сlеаrr-сut, and thеrе is sti l l muсh to bе undегstood about thе
шorе di1fiсu lt SyStеIns.

8.7 Conсlusioп

Con.joinсd StruсturеS arе in a waу rтarginal, anсl yеt thеy aге of kеу
importаnсе f-or ur.rdегstаnding a.Цrееmеrrt. Wlrеrе rеsolution is сallеd in1о plaу,
pеrson and numbеr arе rеlativеlу straightlbrward. Hеrе rеsolutiort typiсallу fbl-
lоws thе sеmantiсs of thе 1Ъaturеs. Taking thе еvidеnсе of hуbrids' I соnсludеd

that gеndег rеsolution too is basеd on thе sеmantiсs of gеndеr, to thr ехtеnt lhat
this is possiblе. Thе way to сapturе that геsult is to makе gеndег rеsolutior-r diгесtly
dеpеndеnt on thе partiсular languagе's Systеm of gеndеr assignmеnt. This is a
good stеp lbrward, but for сегtain languagеs it lеavеs plеnty of work to bе donе,

sinсе somе ехamplеs arе typiсally avoidеd bу spеakегs and judgеrтrеnts aге vllтi-
ablo. Wе nеесl to сontinuе сombinins сaгеful woгk with сonsulternts and woгk on

с0rpora.

r] Toput it sIightlу dil.lЪгеntlу, assignr-trеnt hirs to bе ablе to hand|е nonсс itсms irnсl nсw bоrгоwings
as wеll as еstаblishеd nouпs; rеsolutiсln саn bc SсeП аs thе pагt oГ it whiсh dеals witlr сonjoinеd
sffuсturсs (Mаtthсw Baегtllan. pеrsoiral сommuniсatiоn). Ftlг assigrring t'cаtшге vаlurs tO сon-
jоinеd struсtr.п.еs' sеmantiс 1iLсttlгs аlwaуs r'vеigh at lеast as lrеavil1, as tl.rеy с1o with еstаblishсrl
lехiсal itеms.
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Whilе thе main pеrspесtivе of thе book is syntaсtiс and typologiсal, it is wоrth
сonsidеring fоur furthеr quеstions; How doеs agrrеmеnt arisе and сhangе? What
doеs agrееmеnt do? How do сhildren aсquirе it? And what сan psyсholinguistiс
rеsеаrсh tеll us abоut it? In this way thе final сhaptеr оffеrs prоspесts as wеll as
a сonсlusion.1

; '  . : "  ' " "  
! , ,

' ; '  
. : :  : : ; : : : : j

An important viеw of agrееmеnt Systеms is providеd by thе ways in
whiсh thеy dеvеlop. Thе risе and fall of agrеrmеnt SyStеmS arе undеrstoоd in
outlinе. Howеvец thе dеtail is far from сlеar. A goоd dеal оf what wе know is by
infеrеnсе from сurrеnt pattеrns and rесеnt сhangе' and in tеlling thr story I сan
oftеn rеfеr baсk to data I havе analysеd еarliеr in thе book. Wе shall also look at
lеss dramatiс сhangеs whiсh invоlvе intеrеsting shifts within еxisting agrrеmеnt
SyStеms.

9.l.l The rise of agreement systems iliiii.$ilii}ijii**iiNiiii*]iii$iiiЁi$iisilt!}i$ii}}iiiii.$ist\]il}$iь]s

It has long bееn aссеptеd that pronouns providе a major sourсе of
agrееmеnt morphology, progrеssing from full pronouns, to сlitiсs, to inflесtions
along a wеll-еstablishеd grammatica\ization path, as disсussеd, for instanсе, by
Giv6n (1976), Bynon (1992) and Cоrbеtt (1995ь)'2 Two diffеrеnt сhangеs arе

1 Anothеr pеrspесtive is providеd by signеd languagеs. Resеarсhers of vаrious signеd languagоs
rеfег to .agleemеnt' fol thе system aссording to which rеfеrеnts maу bе аssignеd to а loсa.
tion in spaсе, and rеferred to by subsequеnt indiсаting (by pointing or gaze). The analogy is
intеrеsting, but the phеnomrnon seеms to mе to bе suffiсiеntly diffеrеnt to requirе study in
its own terms, rathеr than bеing trеatеd as a typе of agrеrmеnt. It does not ехhibit the sys-
tеmatiс сovariаnсe required of аgrеement ($1.3). Intеresting referеnсеs оn this topiс inсludе:
Cormiеr, Weсhslеr & Mriеr (1999), Меir (2002) and Aronoff, Меir & Sandlеr (2005); the
lattеr includеs a dеfеnсе of thе usе of .agreеment, (trеating thе system in signеd languages
as similar to radiсal allitегativе agreеment, $з.5.2) and givеs furthеr rеfеrеnсеs in suppoтt.

An еntry point into work giving thе pеIsprсtivе of Natural Languаgе Proсessing is provided
bу Barbu, Еvans & Mitkоv (2002), whо show thе difflсulties for automatiс anaphor resolution

. сausеd by prоnouns whosе fеaturе spесifiсatiоns dо not matсh thоsе of thеir anteсedеnts.
, The idea of a pronominal origin is an o1d оne; sеe Ariеl (2000: 1 98_9) for sourсes, going baсk to

1798. For Givбn,s mоrе rесеnt thoushts sее (2001: 420_6.
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. and Wе saw in $3.8 hс
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involvеd: fгее indеpеndеnt wоrds сhangе in fоrm to bесomе сlitiсs and linallу

оbligatory bound inflесtions, and rеtЪrепtial pronollns сhangе in funсtion tо

bесomе agгееmеnt шaгkеrs' Thе tbrmal and funсtional сhangеs do not nесеs-

sшilу run in parallеl. Wе notеd in $3.2.3 that a сlitiс сan funсtiоn aS an agrееmrnt

markеr, and Wе SaW in $3.8 how pronouns сan br obligatorily bound to thе vеrb

аnd yеt rеtain thеir prоnominal t-unсtion (as pгonominal affixеs, Mithun l991).

kogrеss down thеsе paths сan bе switt oг SloW: thе intеrmеdiatе points aге not

inhеrеntly unstablе. Thе шain еvidеnсе fог this aссount is from rеnеWa]. Wе sее

agrеOшеnt systеmS bеing геnеwеd by thе dеvеlоpmеnt of 1iее pronouns to сlitiсs,

аndсlitiсs to аgrееmеnt afflхеS, and Wе takе this as an indiсation of how agrееmеnt

Sy$rms arе born. of сoursе, Wе would likе tо sее pristinе еxamplеS too, but thеsе

arr not еasy to find.

Lеt us bеgin with thе fbпlal part of thе dеvеlopmеnt. Giv6n (\916 68) says

that agrееmеnt aгiSеS ехсlllsivеly from anaphoгiс pronouns (sсhеmatiсal|у, tl,Lе

rпоn, hе с|rrivеd dеvеlops into thе n.Lаn hе-оrrivеd). Giv6l сitеs еxamplеs likе

this:

Swahili (Givбn |9.76: 15.7)
(l) ki-kоpo ki-li-vunjika

sс-сup(7/8) 7-ps.г-brеak
.Thе сup brokе.'

Hе statеs that thе огigin of thе agrееmеnt markеr aS a pгonoun is еstablishеd

bеyоnd сloubt for Bantr.r, and suggеsts that if thе noun phrasе is omittеd suсh

markеrs tinсtion as pronouns (showing thеiг oldег funсtion). This, of сollrsе,

takеs us baсk to thе issuеs of whеthеr to givе thе rnоrphology two 1unсtions (as

Giv6n suggеsts) oг to SuggеSt that thе markеr has a singlе pгonоminal funсtion

(issuеs wе disсussеd in $3.8.2).
Rеnеwal providеs gоod, if indirесt, еvidеnсе 1Ъr a pronominal origin of agrее-

mеnt systrms; that is, nеW agrееmеnt markегS arе addеd on top of an еxist_

ing systеm. Wе havе alгеady Sееn a сlеar instanсе of this in Skou (s3.2.4).

Donohuе (2003a) givеs an intеrеsting piсtuге of suссеssivе WavеS of сliti-

cizatton, whiсh givе a сomplеx Systеm in thе modеrn languagе. Diffеrеnt

verbs bеhavе diffегеntly; сonsidеr this illuminating pattеrn of pronoun and

vеrb:

0 Skou (Donohuе 2003a:482): thо vеrb e .go еаst, аsсеnd'

singular plural

I
2

3 masсulinе
З tЪmininе

ni ni:е

mё mё:m-е

kе kе:kе-е
pе pе:p-е

nе nr:n-е

tе tе:t-е
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Hеrе wе сan Sее thе nеw wavе of сlitiсizеd agrrеmеnt markеrs, whiсh look
еxaсtly likе thе сorrеspоnding pronoun. Indееd, at thе еarly stagеs of thе dеvеl-
opmеnt of agrееmеnt markеrs wе would еxpесt tо Iind allitеrativе agrееmеnt
(sз.5.1). But insidе thе сlitiсizеd markеrs this vеrb alsо shows an oldеr markец
in many сеlls of thе paradigm. This markеr сlеarly rеvеals its pronominal ori-
gin, but is no longеr fully rеgular. Thеrе is morе: in $3.2.З wе saw еxamplеs
of thе vеrb fuе 

,seе,, whiсh, in addition to a сlitiсizеd markец shows agrее-
mеnt by vowеl altеrnation, a pattеrn whiсh Donohuе еxplains in tегms of oldеr
suffixal objесt agrееment (20ОЗa: 495-,7). Skou indееd shows suссеssivе wavеs
оf nеw agrrеmеnt markеrs (wе SaW an еxamplе marking agrееmеnt four timеs
in 53.2.4). Rесall too that Skou displays important сharaсtеristiсs of сanoniсal
systеms: in partiсular, as wе notеd in $3.2.3, thе subjесt pronoun is normally
prеSеnt (that is, thе third pеrson pronouns arе rеgularly inсludеd and first and sес-
ond pеrson pronouns arе prеSеnt morе oftеn than not, Mark Dоnohuе, pеrsonal
сommuniсation).

of сoursе, it would bе niсе to sее thr start of an agrееmrnt Systrm whеrе none
еxistеd bеforе. This is a tall ordеr. Mark Donоhuе (pеrsonal сommuniсation)
offеrs this еxamplе. Palu'е, an Austronеsian languagе spokеn оn Florеs, Indonе-
sia, has no agrеrmеnt systrm, nоr do any of its сlosе rеlativеs havе agrееmеnt
(Palu'е may havе had agrееmеnt in thе distant past, but thеrе has bееn a сlеar
brеak without agrееmеnt). Сurrеntly it has this сlitiс:

Palu'е (Mark Donohuе, pеrsonal сommuniсation)
(3) Ak:pana

1sG:go
.I wеnt'

Аk: is availablе only for a nominativе argumrnt, and it is pafi of thе samе
phonolоgiсal word as thе vеrb. This onе сlitiс appеars to bе thе vеry first stеp
towards building an agrrrmеnt Systеm. In origin аk: is сlеarly rеlatеd tо thе frее
pronoun:

(4) Aku pana
lsG go
'I went'

Notе, howеvец that сIk: сanrrot oссur tоgеthеr with any frее pronoun:

(5) 'r'Aku ak:pana
lsс 1sс:so
.I wеnt'

Thus Palu'е has a long Way to go, if it is to join languagеs likе Russian or Skou,
both in еxtеnding thе paradigm and in allowing pronouns to сo-oссur with thе
markеr on thе vеrb. A languagе whiсh is also at an еarly stаgе, but rathеr morе
advanсеd than Palu'е, is thе Меlanеsian Crеolе Bislama' for whiсh srе Mеyеrhoff
(2000).

do wr gеt prесisеly vсr,
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ivе, looking partiсr
(2ООЗ: \.75-92),

is thе mесhanism thа

asreеmеnt? As wе saw еа
Sourсе, and thе rеnеw

adds plausibilitY to this s
raisеd With this aссount

not a сonvrnсlng sourсе \

s, sinсе tоpiс-shifting i
in Ariеl (2000)' wh

morе aссеssiblе еntitiеs
bе usеd for highlу aссеss

full noun phrasеs ma1
isе aссеssiblе for thе

ng than pronouns. And th

iеs. Putting thеsе points
pronouns to bе rеduсес

sесond prrsons. Shе prеs

, thе lattеrbеing morе
ussion sее Siеwiеrska (2(
(200s).

Thеrе arе many systеms ]

variоus languaдlish. In

Seе Siеwiеrska 12004b: |48_5 l ) Гt
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Why do Wе gеt prесisеly vеrb agreemеnt in this Way.? Thе simplе answеr Inay

Wеll bе light, namеly that сlausеs typiсally havе a vеrb, and Whatеvеr thе гulеs

аrе in thе partiсr-rltrr languagе fbг сlitiс plaсеmеnt, thе vеrb is likеlу to qualify as

аpossib1е hоst or thе only host. Whilе vегb agrееmеnt iS Vегу сomlnon, Wе сan

sее thе risе of othег typеS too. For еxamplе, in \2.2.1 Wе Saw innovativе сomplе-

mеntizеr agrееmеnt. Complеmеntizеr agгееmеnt itsеlf is nеw in Gеrmaniс, but it

hasarisеn within aп ехisting agrееmеnt Systеm. WеiB (2005) pгovidеs a suгvеy of

its intriсaсiеs in diffеrеnt dialесts. ouг kеу languagе Tsakhuг is also signiIiсant

hеrе. Wе sаw in S2.2.8 еvidеnсе of how its paгtiсlеs takе with thеm an agгееmеnt

slоt; this сan сrеatе nеW agrееInеnt targеts.
How сan wе геlatе this storу to thе spесifiс naturе oI thе morphology of

аgtееmеnt? Thе сlitiсs in Skou appraг to attaсh stгaightfbrwirгdly aссording to

thеir sуntaсtiс pоsition: subjесt pгonouns prесеdе thе vеrb, and so whеn thеy

аttaсh as сlit iсs thе rеsult is prеflxеs. This is how Giv6n (1916) sr-rggеsts suсh

mшkеrs arisе. Hоwеvеr, this is not always sо; today's rnorphology is not always

yеstоrday's syntirх, as Сoшriе ( l980) dеmonstгiitеs. Using data fгom Mongolian

lаnguagеs suсh as Buгyat, hе shows thаt thе сurrеnt agrееmеnt markеrs aгr not

positionеd aссording to thе old word oгdеr. For rесеnt disсr-rssion of this gеnеral

issuе, with Spanish as a сasе_studу, sее Еnriquе-Arias (2002)' and for a Minimal-

шt pеrspесtivе, lооking partiсularly at italian dialесts and at Wеlsh, srе Robеrts

& Roussou (200З: 11 5-92).
What is thе mесhanism that triggегs thе funсtional сhangе that givеs risе to

vеrb agrееmеnt.? As wе saw еarliеr, Givбn suggеstеd topiс_shitling сonstгшсtiоns

аs thе sourсе, and thе rеnеwal of agrееmеnt in nоn-standard Frеnсh via this

routе adds plausibil itу to this sсеnario (Lambrесht l981). Vaгious problешs havе

bееn raisеd with this aссount (sее Corbеtt l995b 1br disсrrssion). In paгtiсulaг,

it is not a сonvinсing Souгсе whеn agrееmеnt arisеs initially in first and sесоnd

pеГчons .  s i n се  top i с - sh i l i i ng  i s  no l  со tnmоn  w i l h  l hеsе  pегs t l n s . ]  Тh i '  i s suе  i s

disсussеd in Aгiеl (2000)' who pгoposеs an additional mесhanism. It is known

that morе aссеssiblе еntitiеs rесеivе lеss substantial сoding. Thus zегo сoding

may bе usеd fbr highly trссеssiblе еntitiеs ('as in Frеdа саmе in апсl 0 sсLt сklwn),

whilе fuil noun phrasеs may bе геquirеd to intгoduсе еntitiеs whiсh arе not

оthеrwisе aссеssiblе for thе hеaгеr. Agrееmеnt is a lеss substantial mеans оf

соding than pronouns. And thе first and sесond pеrsons rеfеr to highly aссеssiblе

еntitiеs. Putting thеsе points togеthеr, Ariеl suggеsts that wе should thеrеt-oге

еxpесt pгonouns to bе геduсеd, via сlitiсs, to agrееmеnt шarkеrs prесisеly tbr first

and sесond pегSons. Shе prеsеnts this as a mесhanism сomplеmеntarу to topiс.

shifting, thе lattег bеing morе plausiblе as a sourсе foг third pеrson agrееmеnt. Foг

disсussion sее Siеwiеrsk a (2О04a, 2О04|э: 261 -8)' and foг a Minimalist viеw sее

FUB (2005).
Thеrе aге many Systеms whosе сurrеnt stagе of dеvеlopmеnt is diffiсrrlt tо

еstablish. In various languagеs thе fbrrnal mеans availablе (pгonouns, сlitiсs,

r Sее Siсwiеrska (2004b: I,l[J'5 l ) for langr.ragсs with agrееmепt rтaгking in sоl.nе but not all pегsot.ls
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agrеrmеnt) arе usеd for diffеrеnt funсtions, balanсеd against еaсh othеr in diffеr.
еnt Ways. For instanсе, wе nоtеd in $3.8.2, footnotе 16, that thе rеlativе load of
ovеrt pronouns and agrееmеnt variеs aссording to faсtors suсh as pеrson. Indееd
thе wholе disсussion of pronominal affixеs in $3.8.2 may bе Sееn as an attеmpt
tо grapplе with intеrmеdiatе (but not thеrеfоrе unstablе) Systеms. Мy appгoaсh
has bееn to situatе thеsе systеms at diffеrеnt points on a sсalе сalibratеd outwаrds
from сanoniсal agrееmеnt. Nasсеnt Systеms likе that оf Palu,е are aI a distant
еxtrеmе' аnd thеy may movе сlosеr to сanoniсal ovеr timе. Thеy may nеvеr сomе
vеrу сlosе. sinсе сanoniсal sуstеms arе Гаrе.

Thеrе has bееn work on thе dеvеlоpmеnt of agrrеmеnt in diffеrеnt languagе
familiеs; sее Butt (forthсоming) on Punjabi, and on Indo-Aryan morе gеnеrally;
for thе long сontrovеrsy on thе dеvеlopmеnt of agrrеmrnt in Tibеtо.Burman
languagеs sее DеLanсеy (l989), van Driеm (|99I, |99З, |995), LaPоlla (1'992),
Sun (1995) and Nishi (l995); fоr Daghеstanian Sее Hеlmbrесht (1996)' Harris
(2002) and Sсhultzе (200Ц: for Kartvеlian sее Tuitе (1998); and for omotiс sее
Hayward (1998).

Wе must also ask about thе dеvеlоpmеnt of agrееmеnt within thе noun phrasе.
Giv6n suggеstеd it dеvеlops from vеrb agrееmеnt, but gavе lеss еvidеnсе for
this part of thе story. A diffеrеnt Sourсr was suggеstеd bу Grееnbеrg (1978),
offеring еvidеnсе from Daly languagеs of north Australiа that gеnеral сlassiflеrs
arе a possiblе sourсе. This is madе morе plausiblе by Rеid's (199.7) aссount
of Ngan'gityеmеrгi (Dalу family), a languagе Wе mеt in $1.4.2. Aссording to
Rеid, Ngan'gityеmеrтi shows agrееmеnt for flftееn gеndеrs. Ninе arе distin-
guishеd by bound agrееmеnt markеrs, but six havе (optional) frееform gеnегiсs/
сlassifiеrs:

Ngan'gityеmепi (Rеid \99.7: |.77)
(6) (tуin) gan,gan (tyin) kinyi

WooMЕRA fish.spеar.woomеra WooMЕRA this
.this fish spеar-type woomеra'

Tуin is thе frееform gеnеriс for wоomеras (stiсks dеsignеd for throwing various
spеars). In its first usе in (6) it is analоgous to a сlassifiеr. In its sесond usе it
is morе likе an agrееmеnt markеr. At first sight wе might think thе languagе
has two diffеrеnt gеndеr SyStеmS, but this is not thе сasе, sinсе in somе gеndеrs
thеrе is a gеnеriс availablе in addition to a markеr on thе noun and to a bound
agrееmеnt markеr. Мorеovец whilе thе usе оf thе gеnеriс is оptional, so too is
agrrrmеnt. Ngan'gityеmеrri providеs a сlеar viеw of thе risе оf gеndеr systеms
and of agrееmеnt SyStеmS. Rеid (1997: 2|1-|2) сharts thе likеly dеvеlopmеnt
from frееform gеnеriс to boцnd agrееmrnt markеr, in а systеm in whiсh thе
gеnеriсs arе still fееding thе gеndеr Systеm

A сomparablе systеm, with a largе invеntоry оf сlassifiеrs showing somе
agrееmеnt_likе bеhaviour, is that of Мirafla (a Witotоan languagе of thе Cоlom-
bian Amazon), as dеsсribеd in Sеifart (2004).

(Seifart 2О04:229)
6-di ihke-lbo ц
1sс-рoss bе-сl-г. о
.I havе onе big baskе

form - :bd .dееp сontainеr'
y to shapе (.tubе', .two-d

thе noun origin is rеlativ

bdnЬ:bii .dееp poоl'. In а

reduсеd, whiсh funсtion bt

disсussing. Thеy havе thе

of thе othег markегs. Tht

fеmininе sinsular and duа
ivе сlassi{iсation of thе

ss.3.1.)
Note how thе markеr оссuгt

other sеntеnсе rlеmеnts, sl

thе prеsеnсе of а mark
usеd for rеfеrеnсе traсkin1

of a system of сlassifiеrs.

l.Z Agreement in a n

.' In prеsеnting thе сl
arе always сlеan and r

systеms сan arisе. Takt

arosе in Canada by thе

spеaking mеn (fur tradr

Frеnсh nouns and thе

languagе (Bakkеr & Pap
nt systеm. Thе noun tr

in gеndеr: ll м.sс, lс п..l
prесеdе thе noun in thе n

(Pеtеr Bakkеr |991 : 106_
a g r u
rшог.,l.кт.м.sс big[tl
'a big snake'

la gru-s
oвг.нкт.г.sс big-г
.thе big tеnt'

following thе noun thеу

la mftzl
овг.дкт.г'sс housе(
.thе whitе housе'
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Mшana (Sеifart 2004: 229)
(t) б-di ihki-lbс t!e-:bо mйhrirl-lbi

lsс-pсlss bе-сll-н onе-сLF big.suвoкоtпA,ГЕ-сLF
.I havе onе big baskеt.'

?Lfi{3il-lbс

bаskеt-сLг

Thе fоrn-r .lbil ,dеep сontainеr' is onе of ovеr fifty spесifiс markеrs, whiсh rеlatе

main]y to shapе (.tubе', .two_dimеnsional flеxiblе objесt, and So on). For about a

dоzrn thе nolln oгigin is rеlativеly сlеaг: for instanсе -;bd .dееp сontainеr' сomеs

fronbdпё:bit 
.dееp pool'. In addition thеrе arе somе 30 .rеpеatеrs' usеd in flll,

0r rеduсеd' whiсh funсtion both as frее nouns and likе thе othеr markеrs Wе

ше disсussing. Thеy havе thе samе mеaning in both uSеS, and thеy indiсatе thе

sgurcе of thе othег rnarkеrs. Thеге is a furthеr sеt of siх gеnеral maгkеrs (nrasсulinе

аnd fеmininе singular and dual, animatе plural, and inanimatе), whiсh givеs аn

ехhaustivе сlassifiсation of thе nouns. (This is anothеr il-rstanсе of supеrсlassing,

s rе  $5 .3 . l ' )
Nоtе how thе markеr oссurs on thе noun, whiсh is typiсal; it сan alsо appеaг

on othеr Sеntеnсе еlешеnts, suсh as on pгеdiсatеs and оn pronouns. For somе

targеts thе prеsеnсе of a maгkеr is оbligatory. Sеititrt shows how suсh maгkеrs

аrе usеd lbг геfеrеnсе traсking. Wе сan thеrеforе sее a languagе whiсh, on thе

bаsis of a systеm of сlassifiеrs, has just dеvеlopеd (nоn-сanoniсal) agrееmеnt.

g,1 '2 Agreement in a mixed Ianguage: Miсh i f  . i ] .  : :  i . . . i : .  . l ] . l l i . : i  l : .  ] i ] l | : l i i ] ] . : i ] . i l

In prеsеnting thе сlеarеst еxamp]еS, thеrе is a dangеr of implуing that

Systrms arе always сlеan and nеat. Howеvеr, givеn thе right сirсumstanсеs, trulу

wеird systеms сan arisе' Takr, fог instanсе, thе agrееmеnt Systеm of Miсhif.

Miсhif arosе in Canada by thе еarlу ninеtееnth сrntuгy from thе intеrmaшiagе of

Frеnсh spеaking mеn (fuг tradеrs) and Сrее Spеaking Womеn. ln outlinе, thе mеn

brought Fгеnсh nouns and thе wоmеn сontributеd vегbs tiom Сrее, an Algоn-

quian langr-ragе (Bakkеr & Papеn 1997, Bakkеr |991). Thе rеsult is a rеrтarkablс

agrееmrnt Systеm. Thе noun phrasе looks гathеr likе Fгеnсh: thе dеfinitе artiсlе

аgrееs in gеndег: lt м.sс, lа.г.sс and /l pl. Adjесtivеs also agгее, but оnlу whеn

thеy pгесеdе thе noun in thе noun phrasе:

Мiсhif (Pеtеr Bakkет 1991 : |06_1 , and pеrsonal сommuniсation)
(8)

(e)

€ gгu sarpa

INDF.Ati.Г.М.sG big[м] snakе(м)
.ir big snakе'

lа gru-s t|tt

DЕI..ART.F.sG big-г tеnt(г)
.thе big tеnt'

Whеn following thе nolln thеy do nоt agrее:

l l r  mфzu b la

DЕF..ARТ.F.SG housе(г) Whitr[M]
.thе whitе horrsе'
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Dеmonstrativеs arr from Crее (apart from somе frozеn еxprrssions), and thеy
prеSеrvе a thrее-way distinсtion in distanсе: nеaц intеrmеdiatе аnd distant. In
Сrее thеy agrее in animaсy and numbеr with thе noun, and this is сarriеd оvеr
into Miсhif, but in Мiсhif thеy сo-oссur with thе artiсlе. This mеans that Within thе
noun phrasе thеrе is agrееmеnt both in Frеnсh-likе gеndеr (masсulinе/fеmininе)
and Crее-likе gеndеr (animatе/inanimatе, whеrе animatеs arе thоsе dеnoting
humans, animals and somе inanimаtеs too, sее Cоrbеtt I99|:22 and rеfеrеnсеs
thеrе). Hеrе arе somе еxamplеs:

Мiсhif (Bakkеr 1991: \О9):

). Сhangеs favouring 1

thе right of thе hirrarсhy.
from thе potеntial с<

n may bе usеd dеiсtiса

whеrе thе hеarеr may сonl

ns this lеads to no еffесt, l

to thе dеvеlopmеnt of a h5

, with Russian wоrds l

rеmain fоrmallу likе п

now normally fеmininе (thot

lativе аlmost a|ways fеminir

thе prеdiсatе, though thе m
to makе hеadway еvеn i

thе morе likеly). Thе rtsе с
сarefully doсumеntеd by W
thе hiеrarсhy. A dеvеloprnе

in thе oppositr dirесtion i
85,l. Hуpoсhoristiсs and

Zt,lsiе .Zlsia') follow a d

grerments, induсеd this timе

iеrarсhy so that girls and unm

thеy usе thе first singular
vеs. In thеsе dialесts thе е
bееn сhangеd (as has hap1

fеmininе is nоw for marri '

гs alsо inсludе inanimа

or partiсular lеxiсal itеm
ad to sivе risе tо morr r
ssеd.

|.4 Finer-grained сh

Whilе agrеrmеnt (

lexiсal itеms of thе typеs listе
thе point of viеw оf thе agrее
thosе prесеding thе targеt arе
dеgrее of sеmantiс justifiсatio

thе сontrollеr. onе possibilitу
prесеdеnсе rеlativе to еaсh otl
mеnt with сonjoinеd noun ph
prosе works of thе ninеtееntl
I27-з2). Wе havе еstablishеd
(s6.1.2) as do сontrollеrs prеt
in thе samе dirесtion, in еvеr.

( 1 1 )

(12)

awa h $аrsfl
this.nеar.дшrм.sG DЕF.ART.M.sс boу
'this boy'

awa la fij
this.nеar.дшrм.SG DвF.ART.F.sс girl
'this girl'

(1з) ana lr пur
that.intеrmediatе.ANlМ.sc nвг.дкт.м.sс bеar
'that bear'

(14)

(1s)

(l 6)

u:ma
this.near.rшдш.sс
.this papеr,

anlma

that.intermеdiate.INAN. SG
.that housе,

ll pаpji
DЕF.ART.М.SG paprr

la mфzl
oвг.дкт.г.sс housе

ne:mа h 5б
that.distant'IшAN.sG DЕF.ARт.м.sс fleld
.that flеld'

Thе vеrb in Miсhif agrеrs in thе animatе/inanimatе gеndеr of Crее, and thе
lеss prеdiсtablе assignmеnts of nouns tо gеndеr arе prrsеfl/еd (Bakkеr 1997:
99). Thе Miсhif vеrb also maintains agrееmеnt in obviation; obviation may bе
markеd on thе noun, but еvеn whеn it is not, thе vеrb still shows agrееmеnt
(Bakkеr 1991:89). Тhus thе spесiflс situation whiсh brought about thе mixеd
languagе Мiсhif produсеd a rеmarkablе mixеd agrееmеnt Systrm, inсluding
сross-сutting agrееmеnt in animасy and in Frеnсh-stylе gеndеr within thе noun
phrasе. (For thе partly analogous situation in Mba languagеs sее Corbеtt 1991:
184*8.)

9.l.3 Change within agreement systems lx1tii:iliiiij,.A$i]iliiiiтiiRiiЁiiiiiiii'!*iiii$]lli.i.iiiilis*.iiiiiiЁЁ$i

Fully еstablishеd agrееmеnt systеms arе liablе to сhangе. Wе saw in
$5.5 that thеrе arе various mismatсhеs whiсh arе likеly to produсе agrrеmеnt
options. Thеsе arе a sourсr of сhangе. Suсh сhangе is typiсally сonstrainеd by
thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy (attributivе > prеdiсatе > rеlativе pronoun > pеrsonal

:ll.ж:=*.\\Rs*ъrc
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Changеs favouring f.orms with grеatеr Sеmantiс justi{rсatiоn proсееd

thе right ofthе hiегaгсhy. Givеn that pеrsonal pronouns сan oссцr at various

Гrom thе potеntial сontгollег, thеrе arе likеly to bе ехamplеs whеге a

n maу bе usеd dеiсtiсally (and so takе thе form justifiеd by sеmantiсs)

whеrе thе hеаrеr may сonstгuе it as сontгollеd by thе antесеdеnt. For many

this lеads to no еfТесt, br'rt whеrе thеrе is a potеntial mismatсh, this сan

to thе dеvеlopmrnt of a hybгid. Thе data indiсatе that this has happеnеd, for

, with Russian woгds likе yrai .doсtoг', whiсh though thеy сan dеnotе a

rеmain formally likе masсulinеs (s5.4.1' $7.2'з). Thе pегsonal pronoun

пow nоrmallу fеmininе (though thе masсulinе is nоt сomplеtеly еxсlr"rdеd)' thе

rlativе almost always fеmininе; thе fеmininе (sеmantiс tbrm) is also соmmоn

iпthеprеdiсatе, though thе masсulinе is alsо fоund, and thе tЪmininе is bеgin-

dng to makе hеadway еvеn in attгibutivе position (though hеrе thе masсulinе

isthеmоrе likеIy). Thе risе of thе animatе gеndеr in various Bantr"r languagеs

hсarеfully doсumеntеd by Wald (|915), and this too has sprеad fiom thе гight

оf thе hrеrarсhy. A dеvеlоpmеnt whiсh appеaгs to havе movеd along thе hiеrar_

сhy in thе oppositе dirесtion is fоund in somе southеrn Polish dialесts (ZarQba

l9s4-85). Hуpoсhoristiсs and patгоnymiсs usеd foг girls and unmarгiеd Womеn

(|rkeZusiq .Zusia,) fоllow a dесlеnsion whosе nollns arе usually nrutеr. Nеutеr

aglremеnts, induсеd this timе bу thе fbrm, havе sprеad right thе waу alоng thе

hiеrarсhy sо that girls and unmarгiеd womеn arе геfеrrеd to with nеutег pronouns,

аnd thеy usе thе frrst singular pгOnoun with nеutеr agrеешеnts to rеfеr to thеm-

sеlyеs. In thеsе dialесts thе еffесt is сonsidегablе; thе mеaning of thе gеndеrs

hаs bееn сhangеd (as has happеnеd, in a diffеrеnt way, in Konkani, sее $7.3.l )).
Thе fеmininе is now tbr maггiеd 1.еmalеs, thе nеutег for unmarriеd 1Ъmalеs (both

gendоrs also inсludе inanirrratеs). Thus agrееmеnt fluсtuations with сonstruс-

tions or partiсr-rlar lеxiсal itеms may геmain as minог irгеgularitiеs, but thеу may

sprеad to givе risе to moге signifiсant сhangеs, as in thе Polish dialесts just

disсussеd.

9'|'4 Finer-grаined сhanges in аgreement systems il::::!l i i::.l i::l :i]:l l::]i:l||]:l l i]|:.l l i

Whilе agrееmеnt options aге o1tеn found with thе сonstruсtiоns and

lеxiсal itеms of thе typеs listеd in $5.5, thе сhoiсе is sеvеrеlу сonstrainеd. From

thе point of viеw оf thе agrееmеnt соntrollеr, сontrollеrs dеnoting animatеs and

thosе prесеding thе targеt arе moге likеlу to takе agrееmеnt tbrms with a highеr

dеgrее of sеmantiс justifiсatiоn than thosе whiсh dеnotе inanimatеs and/or fbllow

thr сontrollеr. onе possibility tbr сhangе is that thе importanсе оf animaсy and

prесеdеnсе rеlativе to еaсh othrr may vaгy ovеr timе. Соnsidеr thе data on agrеr_

шеnt with сonjoinеd noun phrasеs in Figurе 9.l, basеd on a сorpus of Rцssian

prosе works of thе ninеtееnth and twеntiеth сеnturiеs (dеtails in Сorbеtt l983:

|27-з2)' Wе havе еstablishеd that animatе сontrollеrs favouг sеmantiс agrееmеnt
($6.1.2) as do соntгollегs prесеding thе targеt ($6.l.3). Whеn both fЪсtors point

in thе samе dirесtiоn, in еvегу еxamplе in thе соrpr-rs thе sеmantiс (plural) foпт
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9.1 Diaсhrony 21з

is usеd. In thе сonvегsе сaSе, Whеn inanimatе сonjunсts follow thе targеt, foг
еaсh author at еасh pеriod, wе find thе ,[owеst prоpоrtion of sеmantiс agrее-
mеnt. Horvеvеr, thе aсttral prоportion vaгiеs quitе substantially aссording to thе
аuthor.

Mоst intеrеsting in Figurе 9.1 arе thе еxamplеs whеrе wе Irnd onе thсtor
favouring sеmantiс agrеешеnt, but not both. Hеrе wе typiсally find an in-bеtwееn
situаtiоn. Nоtе, howеvеr, that in thе Nabokov tехt thе .right' word ordег (subjесt-
prеdiсatе) is suffiсiеnt tо givе sеmаntiс agгееmеnt. Morе gеnегally, for soпlе
аuthors thе word oгdег has thе grеatег еfl.есt, whilе foг othеrs it is animaсy.
0vеra11, in thе ninеtееnth сеntr-rгy word ordеr outwеighеd animaсy, whilе in thе
twеntiеth сеntury, summing ovег thе diffЪrеnt authors, thе еffесt of thе two thсtors
is аlmost idеntiсal. Thе subtlе сhangе, thеn, is that thеsе two faсtoгs havе movеd
tо hаr ing еqual  in f l  uеnсе.]

It is tеmpting to think, givеn thе ехamplеs usuallу сitеd, that сhangе
inеvitably mеans movеmеnt tiоm an initial statе to a prеdiсtablе final statе. Wе
mаy сomе t0 ехpесt that that is how сhangе п]ust bе. our kеy languagе Russian
shows that this is not thе only sсеnario. Соnsidеr thе data in Tablе 9.1.

Tablе 9.l Prеdiссttе а7rееm,еnt и,ith quоnti,fiеd sttbjесts iп Russiсtn: 1Bth 20th
сепIur i е s ( p е rс е nt o g е сl|, p lu rа L о g rе е mе rLt )

l 8th сеntuгy i 9th сеnturу 20th сеntuгy

Quantifiеr N  % p l N с/opl N Чop\

.two', .thгее,, .four'

.flvе' to .tеn'

сollесtivеs (е.g. dvoe .two,)

сomplеx numbеrs (е.g. dvасlс:сtt,, 2О' )
соmpound numbеrs ('e.g. sсlrсlk pjаt,,45,)
пеskol,ko .a fЪw'

412
5 3
66
14
69

1 3 з

87  4 t  l
64 156
62 r05
з5  13 з
З5 t43
21 290

856 83
22О 50
290 88
168  з9
97 41

2 |5  З6

87
53
78
41
50
48

Thеsе data (dегivеd fi.om Supгun l969: 185, l88) show that thе partiсular
quantifiег invоlvеd has a majoг influеnсе on thе fоrm of prеdiсatе agгееmеnt, aS
notеd in *7 ,4.2. What is of spесial intеrеst hеrе is thе сhangе in thе agrеепrеnt
optiоns ovег timе. Таblе 9.l shows that if wе соnsidеr phrasеs quantifiеd by сom-
piеx numегals, сompound numеrals or rLеskсll,ko .a tЪw', wе find a гisе in plural
аgrееmеnt tiom thе еightееnth tо thс ninеtееnth сеntuгy, аnd a drop again fгom thе
ninеtееnth tо thе twеntiеth сеntury. Thus thе сhangе fоr thеsе quantifiегs movеS
in 1аvour of sеmantiс agrеешеnt and thеn baсk in favour of syntaсtiс agrееmеnt.

1 For аn aссount оt сharigсs ir.rvolving rathеr dit1Ъrеnt agrееmrnt options, this time i n thе с.lеvеloрmеnt
ofArabiс,  sее Bсlnap & Gее (1994) аnd Bсlnaр ( l  999).
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This suggеsts a modеl of thе tidе еbbing and flоwing, rathеr than a unidirесtional
viеw of linguistiс сhangе.

9.l.6 The loss of agreement iij]iliiiii.iiiiij]ii$ij:jiiiiiiii;itiiiiiiiqil'liiili:iiiiiii!;iijiiЁiiii;liiii!.iiiii$ii.iiiiiii}lii}iii*ч'\$ж

.Agrееmеnt Systеms mееt thеir prеdiсtablе dеmisе via phonologiсal
attrition muсh likе оthеrbоund afflxеs' (Giv6n 1916: |12). Yеt Systеms in dесlinе
still show intеrеsting pattеrns. I shall givе just a fеw еxamplеs. Marсhеsе (1988)
givеs data on ninе Kru languagеs. Agrееmеnt within thе noun phrasе is bеing lost
whilе bеing prеsеrvеd outsidе it. Within thе nоun phrasе adjесtivеs lоsе agrее-
mеnt in thеsе languagеs bеforе dеtеrminеrs, and adjесtivеS prеSеrvе agrееmеnt in
numbеr longеr than agrееmеnt in gеndеr. Priеstly ( 1983: з4з-6) providеs an intеr-
еsting сomparison: hе is сonсеmеd with thе gеndеr agrееmrnt in Indo-Еuropеan
and shоws hоw it is usually prеsеrvеd bеst in thе pronoun and lеss wеll in thе
adjесtivе. Еvеn at thе lеvеl of thе loss of a singlе agrееmеnt oppositiоn within a
partiсular targrt typr thеrе may bе a grеat dеal going on. In a dеtailеd study Naro
(1981) shows how thе loss of vеrb agrееmrnt in spokеn Brazilian Portuguеsе
starts from a low_lеvеl phonеtiс rulе' whiсh makеs third singular and third plural
idеntiсal fоr оnе сlass of vеrbs, but that thеn non-agrееmеnt diffusеs through thе
Systrm, mainly in еnvironmеnts whеrе thе сhangе is lеast notiсеablе in surfaсе
form. Fеrguson (1996) givеs an ovеrviеw оf thе сontrasting paths of thе loss of
agrееmеnt in Еnglish and Swеdish, and Robепs (1985) links thе loss of agrее-
mеnt of thе modals with syntaсtiс dеvеlopmеnts. of сoursе' partial loss оf аn
agrееmеnt sуStеm may bе aссompaniеd by rеnеwal, or rешnant agrееmеnt forms
may gain othеr funсtions (as in Iwaidja, Ilgar and Garig, Iwaidjan languagеs of
north-wеstеrn Arnhеm land, Еvans 2000: 116-18).

g.2 The fuпсtions of аg]eemeпt

In somе languagеS agrееmеnt has a vеry substantial prеsеnсе, showing
distinсtivе mоrphologiсal rralization on a widе rangе of targеts, whiсh oссur
frеquеntly. This is thе сasе in languagеs likе Russian, and еvеn morе so in Tsakhur.
Wе might еxpесt thеrеforе to flnd an еqually solidly еstablishеd funсtion for
agrееmеnt. In faсt, suggеstions about thе funсtion of agrееmеnt tеnd to bе paгtially
сonvinсing for spесifiс languagеs, but to bе lеss сonvinсing whеn a widеr rangе
of languagеs is еxaminеd. Agrееmеnt oftеn appеars to involvе a lot of еffort for
a quеstionablе payoff.

Lеvin (2001: 21-7) points to thrее main suggеstions for thе funсtion of agrее-
mеnt, all of whiсh appеar sеYrral tirnеs in thе litеraturе. Thе flrst is that agrееmеnt
providеs rеdundanсy: information is rеpеatеd and this faсilitatеs thе hеarеr's task.
As wе havе Sееn) agrеrmrnt systеms vary dramatiсally; as wе gеt сlosеr to сanon-
iсal systеms' so thе dеgrее of rеdundanсy inсrеasеs. Hоwеvец most systеms arе
far from сanoniсal, whiсh suggеsts that if providing rеdundanсy is onе funсtion
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gfаgrsrmrnt, it is not thе main ftrnсtion. Thе othеr suggеstеd funсtions aге partly

сдmplrmеntary to thе first. A sесоnd viеw of agrееmеnt is that it сontributеs sub-

stаntially tо rеfеrеnсе trасking, allоwing thе hеaгеr to kееp tгaсk of thе di1.tЪrеnt

rcfеrеnts in a disсoursе. Thе agrееmеnt 1Ъatuгеs, partiсularly gеndег and num-

hr, faсilitatе геfеrеnсе traсking (paгtiсulaгly if anaphoгiс pгonouns aге inсludеd

within thе agrееmеnt targrts, rrсall s2.2.2 and $7.6.1). Thеге sееms to bе somе

Шth in this; on thе othеr hand, whеn Wе гесall thе еxubеrant maгking оf gеndеr

шdnumbеron various targеts within a singlе сlausе in Tsakhur (as in $2.2.5 and

$2.2.9), it is diffiсult to sее еaсh instanсе aS сontributing to rеtЪrеnсе traсking. Thе

[rird suggеstеd funсtion is a syntaсtiс Onе, Inarking сonstituеnсy; agгееlтеnt is

сlaimеdto indiсatе whiсh еlеmеnts aгr сonstituеnts, еVеn whеn thеy arе Sеparatеd.

0n thе faсе of it this Sounds plausiblе. Yеt wе saw instanсеs in Tsakhuг whеrе it

wаshardto ththom why thе agrееmrntdomains Wеrе aS thеу wеrе;forinstanсе, thе

rеstriсtivе paгtiсlе agгееS not with thе сonstituеnt to wlriсh it appliеs but with thе

аbsolutivе argЦmеnt ($2.2.9)' Furthегmoге, Gеrmаn nоun phrasеS arе markеd by

аgrrrmеnt, but rеmain intaсt: if agгееmеnt pеrfoгms thе funсtion of marking thеir

сonstiturnсy, it doеs not do So suffiсiеntlу wеll tо allow sсrarnbling. Thеге is sоtте

ryidеnсе for a link bеtwееn Woгd-oгdеr flехibilitу and agrееmеnt. Siеwiегska

(1998:505_s) invеstigatеd a samplе of 171 languagеS and сonсludеd that' whilе

having agrееmеnt doеs nоt allow us to prеdiсt that a languagе will havе flеxiblе

Wgrd oldеr, thе laсk of agгееmеnt is a good prеdiсtor that a languagе will not havе

flеxiblе word ordеr. Сonvеrsеlу, гigid Word oгdеr doеs not allow us to prеdiсt thе

iaсk оf agгееmеnt, but flеxiblе Woгd ordег is a good pгеdiсtoг that a languagе has

аgrеrmеnt.
Wе saw othеr possiblе funсtions of agгееmеnt whеn Wr еxaminеd agrееmеnt

сhoiсеs, аs with, t-oг instanсе, сdtlttlittее nouЛs. It is suggеstеd that tlrе irgrееmеnt

оptions pегmit ехpгеSsion of dilIЪrеnt pеrspесtivеs: a сommittrе may bе viеwеd

as an еntitу (singulaг agrееmеnl) oг as a sеt of individuals (plr-rral agгееIПеnt).

Thе problеm is that thе putativе tlnсtion is aгbitrarily limitеd in its sсopе. Thе

suggеstеd lunсtion fbr Еnglish is availablе onlу if сomntittее is in subjесt pсlsition

and thе vегb is in thе pгеsеnt tеnsе (сomparе thr disсussion of agrrеmеnt as a

possiblе геflесtion of foсшs in Russian disсussеd in S6.7.З, whеrе this is availаblе

only for a limitеd Srt of сontгollегs). Givеn that thе еvidеnсе fbr еaсh of thе

proposеd tunсtions is not fully сonvinсing, it appеars unlikеlу that agгeеrnеnt is

to bе еxplainеd in tегms of a singlе funсtion. Rathеr, it has difТеrеnt сombinations

of funсtions in diffегеnt languagеs.

9.5 Child language aсquisit ion

It is dit]iсult еnough to show that thе сhild has aсquirеd a fеaturе suсh

as numbеr. It is hагdеr still to show aсquisition of part оf an agrееmеnt Systеm.

Sо it is not surpгising that as yеt thеге is no сlеar piсturе ofhow сhildгеn aсqшirе
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agrееmеnt SyStеmS. Thr systеms thеy havе to aсquirе vary сonsidеrably, from
thosе likе Russian and Tsakhur, whеrе most uttеranсеs providе еvidеnсе abоut
thе agrееmеnt systrm, to thе typolоgiсal rarity of Еnglish, whеrе thе сhild has rеl-
ativеly littlе еvidеnсе to go оn (and thе distribution of -s is potеntially сonfusing).
Ingham (1998) rеports оn Sоphiе, who at age 2;9 rarеly usеd vеrb agrееmеnt
in Еnglish, еvеn though bу 2;5 to 2;6 shе alrеady shоwеd сlеar сommand of
agrееmеnt within thе noun phrasе.

Kееnеy & Wolfе (1912) invеstigatеd thе aсquisition of agrееmеnt by fоrty-six
Amеriсan сhildrеn agеd 3;0 to 4;|1. Thеy rесordеd thе сhildrеn's spоntanеous
spеосh and сonduсtеd imitation and сomprеhеnsion tеsts. In spontanеous spеесh
thе сhildrеn showеd mastеry of subjесt-vеrb agrееmеnt (94Tо оf thе 906 uttеr-
anсеs rесordеd showеd аppropriatе agrееmеnt). Whеn askеd to rеpеat sеntеnсеS
whеrе subjесt and vеrb did not agrее, thеrе wаs a signifiсant tеndеnсy for thе
сhildrеn to сorrесt thеm. Howеvец nonvеrbal tеsts aimеd to dеtеrminе whеthеr
thе сhildrеn сould еxtraсt numbеr infоrmatiоn just from thе vеrbal inflесtiоn pro_
duсеd only сhanсе pеrformanсе. This suggеsts, aссоrding to Kееnеy & Wolfе,
that thе сhildrеn had aсquirеd a syntaсtiс rulе, but had no сomprеhеnsion of thе
sеmantiсs of thе agrееmеnt mаrkеr. This is anothеr piесе of еvidеnсе against thе
suggеstion that agrеrmrnt in Еnglish might bе purеly sеmantiс (s1.2). For morе
on thе aсquisition оf Еnglish agrееmrnt sее Radford (1994)' and for Gеrman
sее Clahsеn & Pеnkе (1992). A study оf thе aсquistion оf agrееmеnt in Brazil-
ian Portuguеsе suggеstеd that thе systrm is aсquirеd piесеmеal (Rubino & Pinе
1998). Thеrе is a tradition of work on Bantu languagеs. Еarly on, Suzman (1982)
pointеd out that four сhildrеn lеarning Zulu (whеrе thе сhildrеn havе еxtеnsivе
еvidеnсе on agrееmеnt sinсе thеrе arе So many agrееmеnt targеts) adоptеd rathеr
diffеrеnt stratеgiеs.5 Work on Bantu is sutvеyеd by Dеmuth (200з). Thеrе is
rесеnt wоrk by Dееn (2004) on thе aсquisition of Swahili agrееrnеnt, сonfronting
thе old problеm of оbjесt agrrеmrnt / pronorninaltzation (s3.8.2) and thе rolе of
spесiflсity ($6.7.2).

Thеге is a group of сhildrеn whosе languagе lеarning is of partiсular intеr-
еst hеrе. Thеy havе diffiсulty aсquiring languagе, pаrtiсularly morphоlogy, but
for whom thеrе is no obvious rеlatеd prоblеm. That is, thеir mеntal agе is as
еxpесtеd from thеir сhronologiсal agе, and thеy havе nо hеaring оr bеhaviourаl
problеm. Suсh сhildrеn arе сallеd .spесifiсally-languagе impairеd' (SLI). Thеrе
аrе сompеting suggеstions aS to thе сausе of thе problеm. In a sеt оf papеrs
Harald Сlahsеn has suggеstеd that thr problеm is prесisеly in еstablishing agrее-
mеnt rеlations, hеnсе this approaсh is сallеd thе .grammatiсal agrееmеnt dеfiсit'.

5 Suzman's work is also rеlеvant for thе issue of radiсal allitеrativе agrееmеnt ($3.5.2). Given thе
ailitеrative naturе of muсh of Zulu agreemеnt, wе might ехpесt сhildrеn to оvergeneralize in this
direсtion. Howеvеr, suсh еxtеnsions of allitеrative agrееmеnt Wеге .еxсеptional within thе сhild's
оwn data' (|982: 64). .Thе sсarсity and ехсеptional naturе of thеsе fеw uttеranсes indiсatе that
соnсord Was not generally pеrсеivеd as a phonologiсal сopуing proсess' (\982 64). Kupisоh,
Мiillеr & Cantone (2О02: 1.41._2) give instanсеs in thе aсquisition of ltalian of the form of thе
аrtiсlе being madе to matсh that of the noun аnd, impоrtantly, thе fоrm of the noun being madе tо
matсh that of thе аrtiсlе.

'ahsеn & Hansеn (1991)
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Сlahsеn & Hansеn (|L)91) dеsсribе work with fоur Gепniln SLI сhildгеn (agеd
6;1 to 6;ll). At thе bеginning оf thе study thе сhildrеn hаrd еvidеnt problеms
with subjесt-vегb agгееmеnt, sinсе rеgular vегbs appеared]60/о of thе tirте as
thе stеm oг thе infinitivе. Word ordег was in gеnегal not a pгoblеm, ехсеpt toг
thr vеrb-sесond rulе. Aгound ninеty thегapy sеsьionь wеrе organizеd fbг еaсh
сhild, ovеr a IЪurtееn-шonth pегioсJ, using matегial spесifiсallу dеsignсd to hеlp
with thе aquisition of agrееmеnt. Bу thе еnсl thе сhildгеп usеd agrееmеnt tbгms
ln adult-likе ways in 91% of thе сasеs. And onсе subjесt_vеrb agrееmеnt Wtrs
aсquiгеd, thе figuгсs 1tlr vеrb-sесond inсrеasеd substantially. еvеn thоugh this
hаd not bееn srrbjесt to thеrapу.

g.4 Psyсholinguistiс resea]сh

Psусholinguists havе woгkеd vеry sеrior.rs1у on agrееmеnt..In Еnglish,
thе lingr.ristiс dеpеndеnсy rеprеsеntеd in subjесt_vегb agrееmеnt еxеmplifiеs onе
of thе сlassiс еxplanatorу problеms in psyсholinguistiсs . . . ' (Boсk & Еbегhard
199З:51 8). Agгееlтеnt is an flttгl lсtivе topiс sinсе thе agгееmеnt tЪatuгсs o11Ъг
disсrеtе сhоiсеs of valuеs, whilе thс dispiaсеmеnt of informiltiu-r otТегs a window
into strr-rсtrtral pгоpегtiеs. Givеn this intеrеst and thе vсllumе of work it has pro_
duсеd, thе psyсlrolinguistiс approaсh to agrееmеnt is givеn spесial pгomlnеnсе
in this сhirptег. lt is tгuе tl.rat оnly a l imitеd гangе оf languagеs is taсklеd: thе
typologiсally гathеr odd systеm of Еnglish figuгеs prominеntlу. togеthег with a
fеw othеr laпril iar languagеs. Тhis l irтits invеstigation to lЪаtuгеs with fеw pсlssi-
blе valuеs (sее 54.3 and $5.2). on thе othег hand, thе psyсholinguistiс l itегatr.rrе
inсludеs i l lsightful ехpеrimеntal dеsigns and mеtiсulous сaге in сontroll ing 1Ъr
irгеlеval-rt fЪсtoгs. Thеrе is rrmarkablе and еnсouгaging сonvегgеnсе with lin-
guistiс геsеaгсh: rеsults obtainеd in thе сaгеfully сontгollеd сonditions ofthе lab-
oratory matсh wеll with геsttlts obtainеd by linguists by ехamining largе aшounts
of tеxt, as wе shall sее. To givе an idеa of thе variеtу of psусholinguistiс woгk, I
will stгuсtuге this sесtion bу looking at Somе of thе dilliэгеnt tесhniquеs usеd. I
dividе thе studiеs into two broad grоups; pгoduсtion studiеs ($s9.4.l-9.lt.3) and
сompгеhеnsion studiеs ($ s9.4.4-9.,1.7).

9.4.l observation of spontaneously oссurring errors ... ..

onе way of сoming to undегstand a Sуstеm is tсl obsегvе what happеns
whеrr things go Wrong. Sinсе thе piоnеегing woгk of Fгomkin (l971) and Garгеtt
(l975), psyсholinguists havе bееn intеrеstеd in obsегving еггогs, 1br what thеy
шay rеvеal about thе normal sуStеm. of ссlursе, еггсlг is a tгiсkу notion, in that
what onе геsеaгсhеr сollnts aS an еrroг maу bе ссlnsidегеd an instanсс of vaгiation
oг indiсation of diaсhroniс shitt by so1Тlеonе еlsе. Yеt wе rесоgnizе thе ехistеnсе
оf .sl ips of thе tonguе,, whеn wе know that what wе said WaS not whirt was
lntеndеd. Сaгеful analysis ofpotеntial instanсеs ofеrrоrs, сonsidегing instanсеs оf
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Srlf-сorrесtion and еxamining thе еnvironmrnt in whiсh thеy oссur, сan allow us tо
trеat Somе еxamplеs as еrrors (sее Boсk & Millеr |991:52-4,85-6). Fortunatеly,
thеrе is a substantial study ofеrтors in onе ofоur kеy languagеs. Rusakova (2001)
gathеrеd 542 eхamples of еrrors in attributivе position in Russian, mainly bу
pеrsonal obsеrvation. In manу instanсеs it was possiblе to еstablish thе intеndеd
uttеranсr. Considеr this еxamplе:

Russian speeсh еrror (Rusakova 200 1 : 8 1 ):
(.r7) Ja ёt-o ёita-l-a v odn-om knig.е.

1sс.шoм this-ш.sс.дсс rеаd-psт-г.sс in one-м/ш.sс.roс book(г).sс.l-oс
.I rеаd this in a book., (woman spеaking)

Thе еrror is odnom.onе,, whiсh сould bе masсulinе or nеutrr, and so fails to
agrее with thе hеad lolltl knigа .book' . In Rusakova's intеrprеtation thе intеntion
WaS to usе thе I\o\\ romаn.novеl', whiсh is masсulinе' and thе еrror rеsults from
a switсh to kniga .book', whiсh is fеmininе. Thе ешors as a wholе rеvеal a сlеar
Dattеrn:

( t8) Spеесh епors in attributivе position in Russian (Rusakovа 2001: 61)

Геaturе numbеr of errсlrs

animaсу 6
сasе з8
numbеr 9З
gеndеr 395

Rесall that in Russian attributivе modifiеrs rеgulаrly prесеdе thе hеad. Thе pattеrn
in (1B) сonfirms thе сlаim in $4.3.4 that thеsе fеaturеs diffеr in thеir nаturе. In
Russian, animaсy (s4.2.1) matсhеs Sеmantiсs аlmost pеrfесtly. Hеnсе thе spеakеr
is rеfеrring to an animatе or an inanimatе and thеrе is littlе to invokе еrтors. Thе
oppositе situation obtains with gеndеr. Thеrе arе many nouns for whiсh gеndеr
is not sеmantiсally justifiеd ($a.З.1); hеnсе it is еasy for spеakеrs to bеgin a noun
phrasе whiсh makеs goоd sеmantiс sеnsе in сontеxt whilе still not having a uniquе
сhoiсе оf hеad noun. This is alsо possiblе' but muсh lеss likеly, with numbец sinсе
numbеr in Russian matсhеs sеmantiсs morе сlоsеly. And сasе, bеing a prоpеrty of
thе noun phrasе as a wholе (s4.4.l)' is lеss likеly still to givе еrrоrs in attributivе
position (though оf сoursе it is not a dirесt fеaturе (s4.2.4)' that is, it doеs not
havе thе sеmantiс justifiсatiоn whiсh makеs animaсy so sесurе).b

6 Fоr naturally oссurring agrееmеnt еrrors in Gеrman sее Pfau (2001). A helpful rеviеw of psy-
сholinguistiс work on agrееmrnt епоrs involving gеndеr сan bе found in Sсhriеfеrs & Jеsсhе-
niak (1999). Еrrors of sесond-lаnguagе lеarneтs may thтow furthеr light on agleеmеnt systеms;
Fishеr (1985) rеpolts on Swеdish learnеrs ofЕnglish, Clahsеn & Hong (1995) investigatе Korеan
learrrers of Gеrman, White, Vaiеnzuеla, Kozlowska-MaсGrеgor & Lеung (2004) workеd with
Еnglish and Frеnсh lеarnеrs of Spanish, while Hawkins & Franсеsсhina (2004) rше сonсеrnеd with
Еnglish lrarnеrs of Frenсh and Spanish. o,Grady & Yamashita (2002) eхaminе thе way Japanesе
lеarnеrs of Еnglish tасklе agreеmеnt in ооordinаtе struсtuтes for whiсh thеу wоuld not havе
reсeivеd instruсtion and find that thеy behаvе remаrkablу likе nativе spеakers.
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9'4'2 Еxperimentаl error € l iGitation l..:.... l... . :l:..:l l: l :. l:::::l:i::. ::]l ... l l i l: l .:.....

A natr.rral еXpегimеntal approaсh is to prеsеnt spеakегs with сarеfully
сhоsеn fragmеnts, whеthег in spokеn oг wгittеn tbгm, and to ask thеn.r to сontinuе.
For instanсе, Boсk & Millеr (l99l) start fгom thе attraсtion/proximity еtТесts
notеdby Strang (l966), and оthегs (sее S2.4 and $7.4.2). Thе еfiЪсt is sееп in
rxamplеs likе this onе:

TV witnеss сitеd by Franсis ( 19ti6: 3 l 8)
(1 9) Тhе thrust of thosе allеgаtions arе basеlеss.

Hеrr wе havе .attгaсtion' of thе vеrbal agгееmrnt bу thе nеaгеr noun phгasе.
Basеd on this typе of еrгor, Boсk & Millеr askеd paгtiсipants to геpеat pгеamblеs
suсh as ZЙe kеl' to thе саbiпеt's . . . and to сomplеtе thеm. Тhе idеa was to sее
whеthег thеrе would bе егrors in ехpеrimеntal сonditions; in this partiсular сasе
thе pluгal с'аbinеts might induсе plural agrееmеnt. Paгtiсipants Wеге еnсouгagrd
t0rеprat thе prеamblе and to add thеiг сontinr.ration гapidly. Thеге wеrе rеlativеly
fеwrеsponsеs whiсh wеге сlassifiеd aS rггors (undеr 5oЙ);tf thе figurе wеге sig-
nifiсantly hi.qhец thеn of сoursе wе might ask whеthеr .еrroг' was an appropriatе
tеrш. Thеy wеrе typiсally in еxamplеs with thе prеamblе likе that in (l9), that
is, in instanсеs whеге thе hеad noun and its dеpеndеnt aге of dif1Ъrеnt numbеrs,
with thе vеrb thеn agгееing with thе nеarеr onе, bеing pluгal in our сasе, гathег
thаn with thе hеad. Thus thе еrroгs induсеd in thе laboratory сonfoгm to thosе
fоund in natural spеесh. Еxtеnding thе dереndеnt phгasе (to thе ornatе Viсtoriаn
саbiпеt(s)'1 did not affесt thе еrгot ratеS. Sеvеral еxpегilтеnts havе bееn сaшiеd
out along thеsе linеs, and wе сan disсuss only somе of thеm.

Boсk & Еbеrhaгd (1993) usеd a similaг mеthodology to invеstigatе thе basiс
quеstion of what dеtеrminеs agгееmеnt. Thеy askеd whеthег it might bе thе ovсrt
marking o1 thе fеaturе. Thr"rs thеy invеstigatеd phrasеs оf thе tуpeThе plа1'еr onthе
стursе Io sее whеthег thе f]nal /s/ might indr.rсе еrгoгs (whiсh wоuld bе plar.rsiblе
if agrееmеnt wеrе drivеn by phonоlogiсal tbгm). Suсh еxamplеs failеd to indr-rсе
rffOls; Wе may Sее this as supporting thе nоtion of phonolоgy_frее syntax and
running сountег to thе сlaims of гadiсal all itегativе agrееmеnt ($3.5.2). Thеу also
tеstеd 1br rеgular vегst.ts itтеgulaг шorpholоgy (.Thе trаpfor thе rаts versls thе trаp

|or tltе miс,е). Again thеrе Wеге no signifiсant еfТесts foг rеgulaг vеrsus irrеgular;
this supports thе notion of morphoiogy-fiее syntaх (s6.3.l ). Тhеir rеsults fit With
a fеatuге-basеd viеw of agгееmеnt foг Еnslish:

Thе surpгisе. thеп, is thе dеgrее to whiсh subсаtе.Чorisеd numbеr scсms to
сontrol vеr.b rnaгking еvеn at thе еdgrs of thе agrееmеnt systеm. Wr havс
thеrеfoге arguсd that thе implсrrrеntation of agrееnrеnt is dirесtly affесtеd by
an abstraсt r.narking of numbсr that is nоt ес1uivalеnt to notional numbеr or
to ovегt numbеr inflесtion. (Boсk & Еbеrhard l993: 94)

This outсоmе is сonsonant with thе inlЪrеntial-геalizational approaсh to moг-
phology (S3.1)
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Thеrе is a signiflсant asymшеtry in thе еrrors found. Сonsidеr this еxamplе,
notiсеd by Еbеrhard (|991:. |49') in thе abstraсt to an artiсlе on agrееmеnt (!):

(20) Gгammatiсal flndings indiсatе that thе grammatiсal numbеr оf Еnglish
vеrbs are dеtеrminеd by agrееmеnt with thе noun.

Thе dеpеndеnt noun vеrbs is thе likеly сausе of thе agrееmеnt еrror. Thе asym_
mеtry is that wе flnd еxamplеs of this typе (singular hеad' plural dеpеndеnt, plural

vеrb) but only rarеly ofthе rеvеrsе typе (plural hеad, singulaг dеpеndеnt, singular
vеrb). This arguеS against a simplе proximity aссount' whiсh would lеad us to
еxpесt both typеs of еrтor with similaг frеquеnсy. Thus thе valuеs of thе fеaturе
numbеr arе not of thе samе standing (s4.2.6). Work by Niсol & Wilson (2000) оn
Russiаn (using ехamplеs likе iёеt ot buхgaltеrov .thе bill from thе aссountants')
gavе сomparablе findings. This is onе of thе instanсеs whеrе thе prоblеm сriеs out
for psyсhоlinguistiс work оn languagеs with fеaturеs with шorе than two valllеS,
whеrе diffеrеnt tуpеS of еffесt сan bе tеasеd apart. Thus thе plural oссurs lеss
frеquеntly than thе singular and it is diffiсult tо сontrol for this; in a languagе with
a dual, whiсh will bе lеss frеquеnt than thе plural' it is possiblе to takе aссount оf
this еffесt. Work using thе samе basiс tесhniquе inсludеs Boсk, Niсol & Cutting
(1999)' whо invеstigatеd nouns \1ke rludiеncе aгrd сommittее., Ihеу found morе
pluгals in agгееing pronouns than in vеrbs. This finding is as wе wоuld еxpесt,
givеn thе woгk on thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy rеportеd in $7.2.4. Howеvег, it is
still rеassuring that thе psyсholinguistiс rеsults mirroг thosе of typology and of
сorpus work.

Vigliоссo, Buttеrworth & Sеmеnza (1995) usеd thеbasiс mеthodology of Boсk
and hеr сollеaguеs, and appliеd it to ltalian, whiсh allowеd thеm to invеstigatе
agrrеmеnt in gеndеr and numbеr. Thеy found еrrors in numbеr agrrеmеnt сom-
parablе to thosе found fоr Еnglish, but еxtrеmеly fеw еrтors in gеndеr agrеrmеnt.
Thеy fоund еvidеnсе that information about thе rеfеrеnt of thе сontrollеr (spесif-

iсally distributivity) сan havе an еffесt (s5 4)' as did Еbеrhaгd (1999). This lattеr
еffесt was also found for Spanish (Viglioссo, Buttеrworth & Garrеlt 1996) and
for Dutсh and Frеnсh (Viglioссo, Haгtsuikеr, Jarеma & Kolk (1996).

Viglioссo & Franсk (1999) woгkеd on Frеnсh and Italian, and еstablishеd thе
еffесt on agrееmеnt оf gеndеr whеn sеmantiсally basеd (whеrе thеrе is Sеmantiс
assignmеnt $4.3.1). Thеn, in an intеrеsting dеparturе (2001), thеy again сontrastеd
Frеnсh and ltalian, but usеd morе subtlе data. Thеy brought in nouns likе Italian
vittimа.viсtim'; this takrs fеmininе agrееmеnts in positions to thе lеft of thе
Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhу, irrеspесtivе оf thе sеx of thе viсtim, though anaphoriс
pronouns may takе sеmantiс agrееmеnt. Thеy found that .ln both languagеS, ешors
Wеrе most сommon whеn thе sеx of thе rеfеrеnt and thе gеndеr of thе noun wеrе
inсongruеnt' (200l : 378), and thеy found diffеrеnсеs bеtwееn thе two languagеs.
Thеsе rеsults flt сlosеly with thе rеgularitiеs I havе еstablishеd: agrееmеnt options
oftеn rеsult from mismatсhеs' thеy arе subjесt to thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy, and
similar mismatсhеs do not givе еxaсtly thе samе rеsults in diffеrеnt languagеs (as

shоwn in $7.3).
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It has gеnеrally lэееn assumеd that еrгors of thе typе in (l9) arе duе tо thе

prоximity оf thе pluгal noun and thе vеrb. Viglioссо & Niсol (1998) сhесkеd

this by aslting partiсipants to сonrplеtе fragmеnts, as in thе usual mеthodologу,

but thеn in a sесond еxpеrimеnt thеу askеd thеm to produсе quеstions. Givеn thе

prompt sаfе, and thеn Thе hеliсoptеr for thе Jliglzrs, partiсipants Wrrе ехpесtrd

to produсе Thе hеliссlptеr .for thе Jlights is sаfе (or, if an еггor Was induсеd, arс

sаfе')'Iлthis first ехpеrimеnt thе rеsults сonfiгmеd еarliеr studiеs. ln thе sесond

еxpеrimеnt, givеn similar itеms, partiсipants Wеrе еxprсtеd tо produсе.. Is thе

hеIiсoptеrJbr thе flight's sаfе? (ot Arе thе hеliсoptеr.frlr. . .). If thе souгсе for

rITOrs is proxiшity' thеn thеrе should bе fеwеr еrrors in thе sесond еxpегimеnt. In

faсt thе rеsults Wеге сompaгablе bеtwееn thе two. Aссording tо Vigliоссo & Niсol
(1998 24) .thеsе геsults suggеSt an arсhitесturе in whiсh assigning grammatiсal

tolеs and building hiеrarсhiсal struсturе arе sеpaгatе from assigning word ordег''

A major studу in this paradigm is that оf Boсk, Еbеrhard & Cutting (200a)'

whiсh involvеs fivе соmplеtion task еxpегimеnts, сomparing vеrb agrееmеnt and

tho tbrш of pronouns' Thеy fоund that pгоnouns arе subjесt to attraсtion, likе

vеrbs (giving morе еvidеnсе 1br thе сlaim that both arе agгееmrnt taгgеts, $2.2.2) '

Thеy соnIiптеd that with ссlmmittее nouns pluгal agrееmеnt of thе pronoun is

сonsidеrably morе likеlу than that of thе vеrb (*7.2,4).

Sеntеnсе сomplеtion was also usеd by Bеrg (1998)' but this timе in writing. A

сomparison of Gеrman and Еnglish partiсipants геvеalеd a сonfliсt of Sуntасtiс

and sешantiс influеnсеs on agrееmеnt, but with a Strongеr impaсt of sеmantiс

faсtors in Еnglish. This is what wе would ехpесt, givеn thе unusually strong

impaсt оf sеmantiс faсtoгs on agrееmеnt in Еnglish ($ l.2).

Building on thе undеrstanding of thе еxpеrimеntal tесhniquе gainеd

with unimpairеd spеakеrs (s9.4.2)' Viglioссo, Buttегwoгth, Sеmеnza & Fossеlla
(1994) еxtеndеd it to usе with twо aphasiс spеakегs of Italian. This rеsеarсh is

drvеlopеd in Viglioссo &Zi||i (l999)' working with impaiгеd spеakеrs of Italian

in сontrast with unimpaiгесi spеakеrs.7 Bоth typеs of spеakеr usеd sеmantiс and

formal сuеs for gеndеr assignmеnt (tj4.з.1). Thе rеsults aге of undoubtеd intеrеst

in showing how thе pгoduсtiоn of sеntеnсеs, inсluding thе appгopriatе agгееmеnt,

сan bе disruptеd in spеakегs with aphasia.
Almoг, МaсDоnald, Kеmplеr, Andегsеn & Tylеr (200 l) invеstigatеd nuпrbеr

agrееmеnt in patiеnts with probablе Alzhеimеr's disеasе. Thеy fbund that thеsе

patiеnts wеге lеss sеnsitivе than thе сontrol paгtiсipants to a laсk of agrеешеnt

bеtwееn antесеdеnt and anaphoriс pronoun, whilе pеrtbгming at a similar lеvеl

to thе сontгol partiсipants foг subjесt-vеrb agгееmеnt violations. Thе rеsеarсhеrs

suggеst that working mеmory dеIiсits atIЪсt pгосеssing aсross sеntrnсеs but not

within sеntеnсеs, whilе alsо pointing to a possiblе statistiсal intеrprеtation (thеy

7 For work with aphasiсs on gendеr aягеrmеnt in Сzесh sее Lеhеёkovri (2000).
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сonsidеr that vеrb agrееmеnt is morе frеquеnt than antесеdеnt-pronoun dеpеn-
dеnсiеs, and thе patiеnts in quеstion bесomе impairеd in соmprеhеnding struс-
turеs aссording to frеquеnсy). This indiсatеs both how agrееmеnt is usеd as a
mеans to undеrstand othеr problеms (hеrе, thе naturе of thе impairmеnt сausеd by
Alzhеimеr's disеasе) and thе diffiсulty of intеrprеting somr ехpеrimеntal rеsults,
howеvеr сarеfully thе data arе gathеrеd.

9.4.4UseofresPonsetimesliiii:lii!.it'rir,]}iii*iЧii.li.i.i.il*il!liii l i.i.liЁiiii;i'.i$i:'r.liii ':'.i.xi.i.ii,jii.it.i:iii.i$ii.].i.F.iili i$Nii!

Wе now switсh to сomprеhеnsion studiеs, thosе in whiсh partiсipаnts'
undеrstanding is thе kеy; onе way of mеasuring it is through rеsponsе timеs.
Garnham, oakhill, Еhrliсh & Caшеiras (1995) invеstigatеd spеakеrs of Frеnсh
and Spanish. Thеy lookеd at thе intеrprеtation of pronоuns, whiсh matсhеd or
failеd to matсh an antесеdеnt. Partiсipants wеrе askеd to rеspond to еxamplеs by
prеssing a .yеs' or .no' kеу. It was not just thе answегs that wеrе of intеrеst; thе
rеaсtiоn timеs wеrе also mеasurеd for analysis. Givеn thе naturе of thе gеndеr
systеms of Frеnсh and Spanish' thе rеsеarсhеrs Wеrе ablе tо сontrast еxamplеs
(involving humans) whеrе thе gеndеr is sеmantiсally motivatеd frоm othегs whеrе
it is nоt. Thеir main rеsult is that information about syntaсtiс gеndеr is usеd in
dеtеrmining thе antесеdеnt оf a pronoun (suggеsting that pronouns arе indееd
agrееmеnt targеts, $2.2.2 and s7.6.1) but that as rеа1 distanсе inсrеasеs, so thе
еffесt of syntaсtiс gеndеr diminishеs (s7 .7 .4).Thеsе еxpеrimеnts thus givе a сlеar
rеflесtion of thе gеndеr assignmеnt rulеs ($4.3.l ).

9'4.5 Grammаtiсality judgements i.l.r$isi.\ii.i.$ii;i.i:ilii..1ii.i;iii.iiiii:iiiiii.:.i]iiЦi}.i.l,iiiii]liii.i.i.ii.iii.!Ё$'iisiii!li,i.liiiii

Working on Frеnсh, Kail & Bassano (\997) usе thе samе typе of
matеrial as Boсk and othеrs, but instеad of induсing ешors thеy askеd partiсipants
to spot thеm. Partiсipants hеard еxamplеs likе this:

Frenсh (ungrammаtiсal tеst sеntrnсе, Kail & Bassano (1997: З!)
(2r) lеs:ёlёvr-s dе l':original еt prеstigiеuх profеssеur vеut ! lirе. . .

DЕF.Pl:pupil-рr of овг:flrst and prеstigious tеасhеr want.Sc rеad.Iшг. . ..thе pupils ofthе flrst and prestigious tеaсhеr wants ! to rеad . . .'

Thе partiсipants hеard thе еxamplеs' and in thosе сontaining ешors a timеr was
startеd at thе offsеt of thе word with thе agrееmеnt егror (markеd .!' in (21)).
Partiсipants wеrе askеd to indiсatе, by prеssing a button, whеthеr еaсh еxamplе
Was grammatiсal, whiсh mеant that thе еxpеrimеntеrs сould еstablish thе timе
bеtwееn thе violation and thе partiсipаnt,s rеSponsr. Thе partiсipants madе fеw
inсorrесt judgеmеnts, and 96Чо of thе violations wеrе dеtесtеd. Analysеs wеrе
thеrеforе basеd on thе diffеrеnt lеngths of timе it took for partiсipants tо dеtесt
a violation. At first sight thе rеsults arе as Wе might еxpесt: оf thе vаrious еrrors
prеsеntеd tо thеm, pаrtiсipants tоok longеst to dеtесt еrrors in sеntеnсеs with
a сomplеx noun phrasе inсluding a mismatсh in numbеr valuеs. Thеrе was a

еxpесtеd rеsult, howеvеr.
(with matсhеs and п
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lеss еxpесtеd rеSult, howеvrr. Gеnеralizing ovеr thе stimuli with сomplеx noun
phrasеs (with matсhеs and misrтatсhеs), wе find that paгtiсipants took longег

tO dеtесt еrroгs whеn thе hеad noun Was plural (994 mill isесonds) than whеn

it was singular (./71 mill isесonds). Thе authors SuggеSt this may bе bесausе

of thе spесitiсs of numbеr marking in Frеnсh' In thе еxamplеs, tts is noгmallу

thе сasе in Frеnсh, it is thе aгtiсlеs whiсh givе thе numbеr of thе noun phrasеs

unambigr-rouslу. Thе vегbs usеd wеtе voulсlir.want' (as hеrе) and porLvoir,сan,

may, sinсе with thеsе thе rеlеvant agrееmеnt is audiblе (thе plural involvеs an

additionаl sеgmеnt). Howеvеr, this геsult also ге1atеs to thе еfЪсt of numbег notеd

in thе disсussion оf ехamplе (20). This study shows how an ехpеrimеnt сan both
givе a pгеdiсtablе rеsult (сomplех noun phrasеs gavе longег dесision timеs) anсl

oftЪг a pгoblеm (thе еrгols dеpеndеd in part on thе numbеr оf thе noun phгasе).

9'4,6 Еxperimeпts involvingevent-related brain potentiаls
( Е R P s )  

. . .  
. . . .  

: .  : :  l l l l  ]  l l . l l  l  : l l i : :  l l :  : l l l  i i .  
: .  l : .  l ] | .  l l  ]  l l i :  : l l . .  l

Еvеnt-rеlatеd potеntials aге гесoгdеd fгom еlесtrodеs plaсеd on thе
partiсipant,s sсalp. Thеy givе a piсturе of еlесtroеnсеphalogгaphiс aсtivity (thе

brain at woгk). Еarliег еxpегimеnts еstablishеd that whеn partiсipants arе givеn

Sеntеnсеs with sеmantiс or with syntaсtiс anoшaliеs thе twо produсе сliffеrеnt

obsеrvablе pattегns. ostеrhоut & MoЬlеy ( 1995) askеd what would happеn with

agгееInеnt violations. Whеn сtrnfrontеd wjth agгееmеnt еггors (*,4,1ost саts lilсеs

to plау, tlutsidе) paгtiсipants produсеd ЕRP pattегns likе thosе еstablishеd for

syntaсtiс anomaliеs. Morеovеr, whеn fЪсеd with mismatсhing pronolлs (Thе

aсtrеSs . . . hе . ,.) thе еffесt also pattегnеd with syntaсtiс аnomaliеs. It iS highlу

signifiсant that thе two givе similaг rеsltlts (сomparе $2.2.2 and $7.6.1). Thе
gеnеrаl tесhniqr-rе whiсh givеs an insight into sеmantiс vеtsus foгmal еt1'есts is

onе whiсh offегs grеat promisе fbг a dееpеr r.rndегstanding of agгееmеnt. Thus

Brown, van Bегkum & Hagoогt (2000)' woгking on Dutсh' show how disсouгsе-

Sеmantiс inl.oгшation сan lеad partiсipants tо go against thе сlеar еvidеnсе pгo-

vidеd bу agгееmеnt infoгmation (in othег woгds, thе information providеd by thе
funсtioning of agrееmеnt ($9.2) сan bе outwеighеd during thе сomprеhеnsion of

spokеn languagе).

9'4.7 Ехperiments involving traсking of eye movement i:l . l l]l. ]l l l l . l l l . l

Anothеr wiry of invеstigating how long proсеssing of agrееmеnt takеs
is by traсking еyе lтlovеlnеnt. аs partiсipаnts геad ехamplеs on a sсrееn. Dеutsсh
(l998) Lrsеd this tесhniqr.rе to work on agrееmеnt in Hеbrеw. Thе fiгst ехpегimеnt
variеd thе diStanсе bеtwееn subjесt and pгеdiсatе, in еxamplеs with appгоpriаtе

ag[ееmеnt irnd othегs with agrееmеnt еггors (in gеndеr, in numbег oг in both).
Егrors whеn sub.jесt and prеdiсatе wеге геlativеly сlоsе сausеd thе partiсipants to
gazе longег at thе prеdiсatе bеfbrе moving on' whilе grеatег distttl-lсе сausеd thе

еftЪсt largеlу to disappеaг (сomparе $7.7.,t). Thе sесond еxpегimеnt сontrastеd
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subjесt-prеdiсatе and prеdiсatе-subjесt еxamplеs. Whеn thеrе wеrе еITоrs, par-

tiсipants gazеd longеr at thе prеdiсatе whеn it prесеdеd thе subjесt (сomparr

$6.1.3) than whеn it followеd. This approaсh is сomplеmеntеd by an ЕRP study
in Dеutsсh & Bеntin (2001). As Dеutsсh suggrsts' par1 of thе еxplanation for thе

interеsting rеsult obsеrvеd may bе in thе asymmеtry of agrееmеnt ($4.1). Thе

longеr gazе rеsultеd whеn thе point at whiсh thе partiсipant is flrst сonfrоntеd

with thе еrror is thе prеdiсatе, whilе thе fеaturе valuеs makе sеmantiс sеnsе only

whеn intеrprеtеd with thе subjесt nоun phrasе.

9"5 Conсlusion

I havе givеn a typology of agrееmеnt, a phеnomеnon whiсh pеrvadеs

somе languagеs, likе Russian and Tsakhuц is morе limitеd but still сhallеnging
in othеrs, likе Kayaгdild and Еnglish, and is absеnt in othеrs. Wе havе sееn
thе valuе of thе сanoniсal approaсh in typologу, in allowing us to analysе thеsе
widеly varying SyStеmS. This approaсh will bесomе inсrеasingly usеful, I bеliеvе,

for taсkling thе morе difflсult topiсs in typоlogy. From that starting point wе

lоokеd at сontrollеrs, targеts, domains, fеaturеs and соnditions in turn, noting

thе rangе of thеir bеhaviour and thе way thеy arе rеalizеd in thе morphology.

Wе thеn loоkеd at thе rеmarkablе variеty of agrееmеnt сhoiсеs, and showеd
how this variation is сonstrainеd by thе Agrееmеnt Hiеrarсhy. Wе taсklеd thе

intеrеsting issuе ofсonjоining and thе rеsolution offеaturе spесiflсations. Finally,

wе havе сonsidеrеd othеr approaсhеs to agrееmеnt, and thе rеsults obtainеd thеrе,

notably in psyсholinguistiсs, show еnсouraging сonvеrgеnсе with thosе from our

typologiсal study.
Thеrе arе arеas whеrе signifiсant progrеSs has bееn madе in rесеnt yеars, bоth

in thе rangе of rеlеvant data еstablishеd and in thе aссоunts of thosе data in

diffеrеnt fоrmal modеls. And yеt thе data I havе bееn ablе to inсorporatе into our
typology rеprеsеnt сonsidеrablе сhallеngеs for syntaсtiс thеory. Thеrе is muсh

morе still tо undеrstand about asrrrmrnt.
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Hindi (hin) 65, 194-5, 221, 245
Hungarian (hun) 25' 91 з' 166' 2|
Hunzib (huz) 65

Iсaгl Dargi (Iсari dar) 59
Iсе1andiс ( is l )  134'  194'  l95 '  218'
Itgar (ilg) 46, 214
Inaг iSami(smn) 94 5 '  146'  11I '
Ingush( inh) \1,  82,84
Innu-aimfin @sk) 65
Italian (ita) 10, 14' З1' 45' t86' 2

216, 280, 281
see also Tusсan Italian

Itеlmеn (it1) 58' 65, 78
Iwaidja (ibd) 46, 214

Jaminjung (djd) 48
Japanesе (pn) 107' 1з1' 218
Jarawara Qap) 61, ll4
J ingulu ( ig) 151-3

Kala Lagaw Ya (mwp) 46
Kannada (kan) 126 7
Kaуardild (cyd) 8' з1_2' з6_7' 

,7(

Iз4' |з840, 284
Khanty (kсa) 199
Khinalug (kjj) 78
Kiсhaga (mс) l08

AЬaza (abq) 140
Abkhaz (abk) 46
Akusha Dargi (Akusha dar) 188
Albanian(aln) 137, 170
Amеriсan Еnglish (Arr.reriсan eng) l6' 65'

21|_1з' 219' 2з6
Amhariс (amh) 25
Amo (amo) 88
Andi (ani) 67
Anеjom (aty) 10
Arabiс Modегn Standaгd (arb) 15zl_5' 178_9'

258' 21з
sее аlsсl Сa|rene Arabiс, Gulf AraЬiс,

Moroссan Arabiс' Palеstinian Arabiс
Arapеsh (aоn) 89 90
Arborе (аrv) l74
Arсhi (arс) з1'' 44' 16' 56' 67' 68 9, 11-' 11 8'

84, |20-2' |з7' 14.7, 159' 248
Armeniaп (hyе) 201
Au ( imo) 10
Australian Еnglish (Australian eng) 212 t3,

2з6

Bagwalal (kva) 47, 49, 65, 69, 110,
247

Bainuk (bсz) 90
Banawri (bnh) 61
Basa6 (bas) з8_9' 70
Baуsо (bsw) 12' 1з0, 1'724
Bеlarusian (|эe1) 226' 2З2
Bel1hst Еnglish (Bel1hst еng) 235
Bhitrauti 46
Bibliсal Hеbrеw (hbо) 64
Bininj Gun-Wok (gup) u}0 1' 48' |oЗ4' I21'

1 З 2 , 1 5 1
Bislama (bis) 1,01, 266
Bosnian(bos) 10, 62, 106, 109-10, 157, 160,

1 7 0 ,  1 8 4 ,  2 0 0 , 2 0 8  9 , 2 1 4 , 2 1 5  t 6 , 2 1 ' 7 ,
218'  220'  224'  225'  226'  229_з0'  2з1'
2зз' 2з4' 244' 25з' 254'5' 256' 251' 258'
2s9, 260

324

British Еnglish (British eng) 2' з' 206_1'
2|1 Iз '  2з6

Bukiyip (apе) 90
Bulgar ian(bul)  12'  15'  106'  1 '01'  I12'  Iз1 '

1.72' 218' 226' 2з0_1
Burmеsо (t:zu) |61' 1'14
Buryat (bхr) 267

Caiтene Arabiс (.arz) I85' 2З6
Catalan (сat) 4.5
Cеntral Alaskan Yup'ik (еsu) l04
Chamorro (сha) l38
Сhесhеn (сhе) 17
ChiBеmba (bеm) 250
Сh i сhеwa(nya )  43 '  1 з '  2 |5 '  2 I1 '  2 з4 ,2з9 '

250 ,255  6
Chirag Dargi (Chiгag dar) 188_90
Chukсhi (сk0 17' 58
Classiсal Grеоk (grс) 1 34
Coahui1teсо 67
Croat ian(hrv) 10, 62, 106,109, 157, 160, 170

184 ,  200 ,  208 ,9 ,21 .4 ,  215  16 ,211 ,218 ,
220, 224' 225' 226' 229-з0, 2з1', 2Зз'
2з4' 244' 25з' 254_5' 256' 25]' 258' 259.
260, 262

Сzесh(сes) 6з '  87'  106'  218'  226'  2з0'  241'
281

Dalabon (ngk) 243
Dargi (dar) 49, 59
Djarш (ddj) l89
Dоlakha Nеwar (Dolakha nеw) 162_3
Dutсh(nld) 45_6, 51' 204, 2\8' 242' 280' 28з
Dzamba l l0,250

Еkari (еkg) 10
Еng l i sh (еng )  2 '  з ,  10 '  | 1 ,  15 ,  16 '  24 ,25 '

29_з0'  з2 '  37'  65'  88'  112'  11.1 '  158'
]'60' 162' 164 5' 166-.7' 1.71' 211_1З,
218, 219, 2з5' 254' 269' 214' 215' 216'
271. 218. 219-80. 28r. 284



Lаnguаge index з25

sее аlso Аmerican Еnglish, Australian Еng1ish'
BeltЪst Еnglish' British Еnglish, Nеw
Zеaland Еnglish

Fеhan (tеt) 10
Finnish (fin) 221
Frenсh (tia) I]', 29' 11' 14' Iз2' 2I4 |5' 2I.7,

218'  222'  224,229'  2з0'  2з1'  241'
2s9 60, 261., 262, 218, 280, 282

Fulа(fut) 21'  130

Garig 214
Gеorgian(kat) 59'  1з1'  146
German(dеu) 10'  51'  54'  9з '  96'  1З8'  185'

214, 218, 241-2, 254, 258, 26t, 2'75, 276,
211 ,  218 ,28 r

sее аlsoМiddl.e High Gоrman, old High
Gеrman

GodoЬeri (gdо) 65, 245-.7, 249' 258' 261, 262
Grееk (е1l) 218' 2з0' 262

see also Classiсal Grеek
Guаrani (gug) 189
Gujarati (guj) 46
Gulf AraЬiс (afЪ) l54

Наruai (tmd) 28
Hebrew(heb) 64' |01' 1з5 6' 145' 245' 28З4

see also Bibliсal Hеbrew
Hindi  (h in) 65, 194-5, 221, 245
Hungarian (hun) 25, 9I з, |66, 200
Hunzib (huz) 65

Iсаri Dargi (Iсari dar) 59
Iсеlandiс ( is l )  1З4'  194'  |95'  2|8 '  215
Ilgaт (ilg) 46, 214
Inar lSami(smn) 94-5, 116, I1I,  185, 195,242
Ingush(inh) l'7, 82, 84
Innu-aimfln (nsk) 65
Italian (ita) |0' 14' з1' 45' 186' 222' 2З0' 245'

216, 280, 281
see с/so Tusсan Italian

Itelmеn (itl) 58' 65' 7t]
Iwaidja (ibd) 46, 274

Jaminjung (djd) 48
Japanеsе(pn) 107'  ] 'з1 '  218
Jaгawara (jap) 61' 114
J ingulu ( ig) 151-3

Kala Lаgaw Ya (mwp) 46
Kannada (kan) 126-7
Kaуardild(cуd) 8' з|_2' з6_7' 70' 7з' 80_1'

1з4'  138 40'  284
Khantу (kсa) 199
Khinalug (kjj) 78
Kiсhaga (mс) 108

Kinyarwanda (kin) 202
Kоiari (kbk) l0
Koпkani(gоm) 163' 2]'5' 2]'1' 2.II
Korеan (kor) 10.7, 1з.7, 218
Koгуak (kpy) 58
Kuwaa (blh) 17, 7ti

Labu (lbu) 10
Lak( lbе) 46, 49, 147'  189
Landuma(ldm) 90, 218
Laг ikе(alо) l09 '  1з0
Latin (lаt) 62' 110' 221' 252
Latvian (lav) 245
Lavukalеve (lvk) 53' 112, 218
Lеna Sрanish (Lena sрa) 54, 200, 220
Likila (lie) 250
Lingala (lin) 250
Lithuanian( l iQ 98, 134
Lowеr Sоrbian (dsb) 172' 226' 2з2
Lnganda (lug) 249-50, 255, 258, 261
Luvalr (luе) 250

Мaсеdonian(mkd) lЗ '  15,81'  200'  226'
/ 1 L

Maсushi (mbс) 108
Мaithi1i (mai) 55' 61' 98' 1з8
Malagasу ф|t) 74, 14|
Malaуalam (mal) 107
Maltеsе (mlt) 78' 1з6
Maоri (mri) 29
Marathi (mar) 170
Marind (mrz) 74
Мartuthunira (vma) 135
Мaung (mрh) 46
Miсhif (сrg) 19' 269'10
Middlе High Gеrman 245
Мiraiia (bоa) 268*9
Miуa (mkfl 177 9
Mohawk(moh) 107, 112
Moroссan Arabiс (ary) 180
Movima (mzp) 90
Muna(mnb) 93'  1з7_8

Navajo (nav) 104
Ndebelе (ndе) 170
Ndj6bbana (djj) 178
Nеnеts (уrk) 221
Nеw Zealand Еnglish (New Zеaland еng) 211_13
Ngalakgan(nig) 100, 109, 112, 168
Ngan'gitуеmeгri (nam) 1З 14, 268
Nias (nia) 57 8
Nishnaabеmwin (оjg/otw) 132
Norwеgian(Bоkmi l)(nob) 15'  86'  136'  150'

22з4
Norwegian (Nynorsk) (.nm) 15О' 22З4
Nungali (nno) 48



з26 Lаnguаge indеx

Oj ibwa (ojw) 262
old Chuгсh Slavoniс (сhtt) 220' 226
old High Gегmаn 245
old Russiа-n 220, 226

Рalauan (pau) 102'  108
Palеstir.rian Arabiс (.цp) 201
Palu'е (plе) 266' 268
Passamaс1uоddy (pqm) 6.5
Paшmaгi (pad) 48
Pol ish (pol)  З8'  t06. lз4.  l50 1 '  216 ] '1 '  2|8 '

226' 2з()' 251 2' 25з 4^ 21|
Pоfluguеsе (рo0 98. 214' 276
Punjabi (paп) 245' 268

Qa1aг(aar) 128'  l57. l70 '  l8,+

Rепdillе (.re\) |11. 224
Rоmanian (ron) lЗ7' 149^ 2з0, 252-з. 260'

261-2
Russian (rus) 24, '7 8.  10, 12. 15. 1 '7,20^22.

25-6'29'  з0- l .3.{ '  3.5_6'  40'  41,42_з'45'
6 з ' 1 з ' 14_5 '  79_80 '  8 l '  84 .5 '  86 '  88 '  91 '
96  7 ,  105 ,  106 .  107 ,  I 12 .  l t 5 ,  l 17  20 ,
| 2 2 _ З . 1 2 6 .  l 2 8 .  l З 0 '  l з l '  1 3 з . 1 з 1 . | 4 1 '
149 .  l 5u ,  163  4 ,  1611  9 .  179 ,  180 -1 ,182 ,
191_3 '  194 '  195 -1 '  20з .  210  1  1 '  2 |5 '  2 |1 '
2\8 19'  220 I '  224'  226. 2з0'  2з] l  2 '  2зз '
2з4' 2з6 1' 24з' 261' 21 |1' 2,7 5' 278' 280,
284

sее аlsо О|с] Russian' Tаlitsk Russiаn

Samoan (sп.tо) 220
Sеrbian (srp) l0 '  62'  l06, 109_10'  l57. 160. ]70.

184, 200, 208 9, 215 16, 211  ̂  218^ 220^ 221^
225' 226' 229_з0' 2з1' 2зз' 2з1' 25з' 25.t 5'
256,251 ,258. 2-s9, 260. 262

Sе t swana ( t sn )  l l l  12
Ship ibо-Konibо (shp) l40- l
S h o n a ( s п а )  1 8 , 6 9
Skou ( skv )  10 ,  19 ,  75 ,  77 . ' 78 ,  115 -6 ,265 -6 .

261
Slоvak (slk) з8, 226, 2з2
S l оvеnе ( s l v )  24 .  62 '  97 '  1 з4 .  | 1o '  226 .2з2 '

2з8 9 '  240,241'  242'  24з4'  254.258.
259^ 261

Somali (sоm) 9з' 20з ,l

Spanish(spa) 98'  107'  112'  1з2. l70 '  ]84'
200 ,  2 r5 ,  211 ,2 .20 ,222 ,  215 ,  258 .  26 ' 1 ,
218. 280, 282

sr:r: rllso Lеna Spаnish

Surse]van Rоmansh (Sursеlvaп roh) 98
Swah i l i ( swh)  l 5  l 6 '  l 9 '  87  t i ,  l 0 l '  l 0З '  l 69 '

25О 1' 265' 216
Swеdish (swе) l4() '  |50. 218'  214'

218

TaЬasaran (tab) 6l
Tal i tskRussian (Tal i tskrшs) 155'  l58 '  l72 '

209-10, 224
Tam i l ( t am)  107 ,  138 ,  161 ,  161 .211 ,

262
Tarianа (taе) 1 З5
Tеlugu (tе1) 247
Tok Pisin (tpi) 90
Tsakhшг(tk0 16'  з1 '  36'  44-5 '  16. 47'  51-з '

65'  66'  69, 1З'  82 4 '  97. l ,+5'  l48 9 '
1 s4 ,  190 ,  201 ,241 ,9 .2 s8 .  261 ,  261 ,211 .
215. 284

Tsеz (ddo )  l 8_19 '  з1 ,65_6 .  165_6 '  l 70 '
r91 9

Tsova-Tush (ьь1) 241
Tswana (tsп) 2.50
TuпdraNenеts(Tundraуrk) 41 8 '  11| 2 '

200
Тuгkish (пrr) l90 1
Tusсan ltalian (Tusсan ita) 91' 186-1
Tusсarora(tus) 99 l0()

Udi  (udi)  59
Ukrainian (ukr) 98' 226' 2з2
UppегSoгbian (hsb) З7 8 '  62 З '  19. z2,5 6 '

2з2
Urdu (urd) 65, 194--5
Uskadе 88

Valirr.ro (vaпr) l ()

Walman (van) 52, l7 l
War i ' (pav) 39
Wаrlpiri (wbр) 107
Wеlsh (суm) 108
Wеst Flеmish (Wеst vIs) 49_5l
Wеst Frisian (1ri) 5l
Wolоf (wоl) 90

Хhоsа (хhо) 250

Yawuru(ywr) 4 lJ .  l6 l .  167
Yurаkаr6 (.уоz) |46_1

Ztt l t t(zul)  25О,216

Subjeсt

absоlutе сondit iоn |16'  17.7 9 '
Aссеssibilitу Hierarсhy 58

aсquisitiоn ofagгесmеnt 275 7

zrdpositiоns 46' 48. 66

advеrbs z14_6' 66
agen t  1 t36 ,  187 ,  189 ,  190 ,  191 ,
AgrееmеntHieгarсhy 22, l68' :

2 6 2 , 2 1 0 , 2 8 0 ,  2 8 4

аllitеrativе agrеenrеnt 266' 216.

anаphoriс agгееmеnt 10' 228_9

Animaсy Hiеrarсhу l8з.  l85 '  1

aninraсу 1|9 20. 1з0'  1,71 9 '
l8t j  91, 2з6 1, 25О' 252'
211

sее сtlsо Animaсy Hiеraгсhу

assoсiatе 6zl
assoсiativе agгееmеnt 155' 209-

asymmеtry 5,  19 21'  l14 '  lз9-

attraсtion 60' 62_3' 219' 281

baсk agгсеmеnt 59' 6з4' 22]

brothеr-in-law agгeеmеnt 59, 64

Canoniсal agrееmеnt 8_27' з5'
l ] 5 ,  | 4 з .  l 5 q .  l 8 J .  2 0 5 .

сasе З6. 49'  57'  58. 67'  68'  9
1з3 '  187 '  l 88 '  i 89 '  l 94 '

сlassifiеrs 14. 29' 268-9
сl i t iсs 13, l4 '  l5 '  2з '  50'  69'

265, 261
сollaborativeagгееmеnt 85

сomitative 246' 250, 25з_11
сommuniсativе funсtiott l116, ll

сotтрlеmепtizеrs 49 51' 267
соnсord 5 '  6 '  7 '  21'  29'  з6

сonjoiпeсl nоrrn phrasеs 24, l6[i
18-5' 200. 220_1' 221' 2З(

соnjunсt/disjunсt systеms l62 3

сonjrrnсtiоns .5 l 2
сonsistent agrеement pаttеrn 15!

сonstruсtiсlna] misnratсhеs 21 9_
сoПtехtual features 123_4' 13l

Сontrol Agrееmеnt Prinсiрlе 55
Control Hiегarсhy 227
соre1Ъгеntialitу prinсiplе 55' 67



т

Subjeсt indеx

aЬsоlutесondit ion 116'  117-9'  l80 '  189
Aссеss ib i l i tу Hiеrarсhy 58
aсс1uisitiоn of agгеcmеnt 275-7
adрosi t iоns 46, 48'  66
advеrbs zl4 6, 66
agеn t  186 .  l 87 '  l 89 '  l 90 .  l 9 l .  l 93
AgrоemсntHiегaгсhу 22'  l68. 206_з3, 258'

262, 210, 280. 2t34
allitеrativе agrсеmrn1 266' 276, 219
anaphоrlс agrееl.nеПt l0' 228 9
AnimaсуHierаrсhу l8з.  l85. l87 '  189
an imaсу  l 19 .20 '  ] з0 .111_9 '  | 8 | .  l 82 '  l 85 .

I 8 l ]  9 l '  2 з6  1 '  250 '  252 ,25з '  262 .2 ]О '
2 1 1

.szс rl1,so Animасу Hieraгсhy
assосiatо 6zl
assосiativе agreеmеnt l55' 209-10
asуmmеt гy  . 5 '  19_21 '  l 14 .  l 39  40
аttraсtion 60' 62 3' 219' 28I

Ьaсkagгеemсnt 59' 6з4' 221
brоthег-in-law agrееmeПt 59' 64 5

Сanoniсal  agrееlтеl , l t  8_27'  35'  59 6().  69. 1 l5.
lз5 '  l ,1з '  159'  183'  205'  2з9'  268, 284

саsе  36 .  49 '  57 '  58 .  67 '  68 .  91 '  1 |9 ,  121 '
l 33 ,  l 87 '  188 .  189 ,  | 94 '  2 зo

сlassiiiеrs 1'4. 29' 268-9
с l i t i с s  1З '  14 '  15 .  2 з '  50 '  69 '  75 -6 '  102 .264 '

265, 261
соllаborative agreеmеnt 85
соmitativе 246' 2,50' 25з4
соmmuniсаtive tur.rсtiоп 186' l87' 197_2О4
соmplепеntizогs 19-51' 261
ссlnсord .5' 6^ 1' 21' 2L)' з6
сопjоinеd noun phгаsеs 24'  |68 10'  I19 8|,

t85'  200'  22o'I '  221^ 2з6_1'  2з8 6з
соnjunсt/disjunсt systеms l62 З
сonjunсt iоns 5 l_2
сonsistеnt agrеemеПt ptrtterп 159
соnstruсtional mjsmatсhеs 219_24
сOntехl-ual fеaturеs l2З ,1, l3l
Cоntrol  Agrсеmеnt PГinс ip lе .55'  6 l .  l15
Соntrol Hiеrarсhy 227
сorеfегеntiality prinсiple 55' 67

соrpоra 25'  65. 144'  \19'  2o9'  2II-1,З,211.
27з

Br i t ish Nat iоnal  Сoгpus (BNС) 212_l3
Lсlngmаn Spokеn Ameriсan Cоrpus (LSAС)

2 \ 2  | з

dе1aults 96 1, Iз1 '  141_51'  l .57 '  16з. l87 '
1 9 з .  2 0 l '  2 0 з , 2 0 4 '  2 2 з  4 '  2 з 9 , 2 5 8

dеtЪсtivеs з7. 84 5. 144
dеflnitеnеss lЗ5 7' 200 1
d е | l n i t i о l r  4 '  8 , 2 4 .  | 4 . l .  l 5 5

.!?e d/s, trrms
dеflесtеd agгееmеnt l55
diaсhrоnу з9' 48' 75' I90' 2О1' 225
dirесt Геatuгеs 124' 22.7
disjunсtiоп 254
distant first сor.rjunсt tlgreеmеnt 6\ 2' I1o
dual  lЗ0, i45. 208. 2з8. 24l .  212,24З

егgat ivе-absolut iVеsystеIns З l '  36. 56 t] '  l8t] .
190

еггоrs by impaired sреakеrs 216 1' 28I 2
еvasivе iLgгееmеnt 150 1
еVепt-геlatеd bгain potеntiаls 28з. 284
ехpеriп.tеntal еrror еliсitatiоn 279.8 l

fbсus .5З. 88'  186. l87 '  20l  4
1bгm-mеirning r.nismatсhеs l6З

gеndегass ignmеnt 3 l .  89. 126 з0'  l6з '  l84.
]t t8.  258 9. 26О.2'  26з '  280. 28l '  282

gеndеr rеsоlutiоn 243 53. 257 8
Gеnеralizеd Phrasе Struсtшге Grammar (GPSG)

5 5 , 6 1 , 1 1 5
govеrnmеnt 6' 7'8' lз5
Govеrnmеnt and Binding (GB) 125
grammatiсal rеlаtiоns .58 9. l86' |81' I94 1
glamПratiсality judgсinеnts 195' 191. 282 з
gГammatiсalizatiоn l02. 26z1 5

Hеad-Dгivеn Phгasе Struсture Grammar (HРSG)

22 ,  | 16 .  l 25 '  l з 4 '  t з6 .  228
hоnoгi f iсusе 3, 6 l ,  137'  156'  2з0-1'  2зз '  262
hyb r i с l s  l 1  ] 2 '  1 з0 .  163_5 '  2 l 0 '  2 l з  19 '

2 5 9  6 0 . 2 6 2 . 2 1 r

з21



з2B Subjeсt index

ind i v i dua t i on  19 l - 2 .  l 9 з
interpгеtablс fеtttшгеs l 2zl_5

Lехiсal-Fulrсtional Granrmar (LFG) 22' 59' 102.
1 0 8 ,  1 1 1 ,  1 2 5 ,  1 6 8 .  2 2 1 , 2 2 8

loсal agrееmеnt 228-9
loсаl-distаnсе agreеment 56' 65
long-distanсe agrееmеnt .56, 65
lоss сlf аgrееmеnt 274

mеaning-mеaning misrr.ratсhes l6l З
M in ima l i sm  8 ,  64 ,  91 ,  116 ,  125 ,  182 .26 ' 7
пorpho1ogiсalt.саtшrеs 122-З
morphоlogy-fieе sуntaх l23. l4,1. lt],l' 2'5з' 219

negativе сonсоrd 29
Nеtwoгk MоiphoJogy 72'  123
neutral agrеemеnt 97 ll
nоminаtir,е-ассusativе systеms 36. 56, 58
NоrthernSubjeсtRulе l6 '  235
numbег геsolut iоn 94'  221'  242_з, 251 '  ?58
numсra l s  25 '  12 ' з '  1 з l '  ] з . t '  l 63 '  l 66 '

27з

optirr.rality Thеoгy (oT) l02. l48. 208 9' 2зз'
2з9

ovеrtfъaturеs 1|6 22' 1'82

panсakе sеntеnсеs 150' 22з4
Parаdigm Funсtiоn Mоrphоlоgу 72
parallеlisrn 2З.l_5
partiсlеs 5з. 66. 261
pеriphгasis 86_7
Pеrsоn Hiertrrсhу 2,10 1
pегsоn геsоlutiоn 24()-2. 251, 258
pеrsоla lpronouПs ] 'з '  2| 2 '  З8 '  4| 2.  61'

68-9. 99, 221-9,241

рhonologу-frее syпtaх 88.90. 279
pоlitе pгonouпs

.уee honoгifiс usе
pсlssеss ivеs з1 8 '  41 8. 59. 61'  62 з '  I41 2 '

t91^ 225 I
pгесосlсnсе 54'  l80 '  l81, l86, 187. l92 '  l9.5.

t9'7, 199 200
PгсdiсatеHiеraгсhу l93'  2з0 з.2з1'  262
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pronouns

.szс hоnсlгifiс usо' pеrsonal prоnсluns, гсlatil,е

рronounS
psусholinguistiс геsеarсh 277.8zl
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276
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геdr'rсеd agгеemеnt 9з_6' 201
Rеlatiоnal crammaт 61^ 1'94
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226, 22't, 228
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