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2. ERAGATIVE MARKED
NOMINATIVE SYSTEMS
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Eastern Sudanic consists of three subbranches:

Northern Eastern Sudanic (Nubian, Taman, Nara,
Nyimang plus Afitti, Meroitic)

Central Eastern Sudanic (almost extinct; one

language left: Gaam (no case, vetb morphology
instead)

Southern Eastern Sudanic (IDaju, Temein plus
Keiga Jirtu no case, vetb morphology instead;
Nilotic and Surmic)
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Table 1. Dependent-marking in Nilo-Saharan

Language group

Constituent Order

Periph. Case* ProSu ProOb

Saharan

Maban

Fur

Kunama

Eastern Sudanic
Nubian
Tama
Nyimang

V-final
V-final
V-final
V-final

V-final
V-final
V-final

yes
yes
yes
yes

yes
yes
yes

yes
yes
yes
yes

yes

yes
no

yes
yes
no

yes

no
no

* Peripheral case: Dative, Instrument, Locative, Ablative, Genitive




Table 2. Case marking in Nilotic

Language group

Const. Order NOM/ERG

Postv, SU

Periph. Case* ProSu ProOb

Western Nilotic:
Anywa

Dinka

Piéiri

Shilluk

Luo

Eastern Nilotic:
Bari group
Lotuxo
Ongamo-Maa

Southern Nilotic:
Kalenjin
Datooga-Omotik

V2/0VS
V2

OvVS
V2/0VS
SVO

SVO
SVO
V-initial

V-initial
SVO

yes
yes
yes
yes
no

no
marginal

no
no




Table 3 Nominative/Ergative case markers in Surmic and Nilotic

Absolutive = Nominative/Ergative

Surmic:

Baale unmarked  -(j)e, -(j)i (sg)
-na (pl)

Tennet unmarked  -e (sg), -i (pl)
-a (pl)

Murle unmarked -£ (sg), -i (sg)

-a (pl)

Majang unmarked -

Nilotic;
Anywa* unmarked  -e,-(Ch
Pin nmarked tone, -g, -i

*Reh (1996) treats these suffixes as definiteness markers




m Drifting away from the DOM-system and,
mote generally, dependent marking at the
clausal level

m Development of head marking on the verb

s Development of Ergative and Marked
Nominative systems for postnominal
subjects
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Source:

Randal, Scott. 1998. A grammatical
sketch of Tennet. In Gerrit J.
Dimmendaal and Marco LLast (eds.),
Surmic Languages and Cultures, p. 219-

272. Cologne: Riidiger Koppe.




Some basic propetties:
m Essentially verb-initial

® Reduced case marking (compared to
Northern Eastern Sudanic languages;

Marked Nominative /Ergative,
Absolutive)

m Peripheral case marking restricted to
Oblique case marking




m Cross-reference marking on the verb (S,
A, O)

m Main clause: Marked Nominative
(for postverbal S, A)

m Absolutive (Accusative) formally
marked




m -[]/-i used with proper names occurring as
postverbal S, A

s -[] / -e used with other types of postverbal A
and S

= Dependent clause: Ergative-Absolutive
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Tennet (Surmic, Eastern Sudanic,
Nilo-Saharan)

I'he basic constituent order for intransitive clauses is VS, and the order for
transitive clauses 1s VAP ?

5
a-daah eer
PRF-die  goatNOM
"The goat died.’
\% A 4
a-kati Lokori-i meger
PRF-spear Lokori-NOM oribi
‘Lokori speared an oribi.’




v S OBL OBL

okko  Lokori-i Letéj-4a IGO0z

IPF:go Lokori-NOM Leteji-OBL tomorrow:OBL
"Lokori is going to Leteji tomorrow.’

W P A

d-dah-ha anét magiz

IPF-eat->15G 1SC  hunger:NOM

1 am hungry.” (lit. ‘Hunger is eating me.")

i Loddo cédz ecitd
FRF:enter Loudo:NOM house inside
‘Loudo entered the house.*

uk Loadd cééz-a ecitg
PRF.go Loudo:NOM house-OBL inside
‘Loudo went into the house.*

ave Loadd keét-a
be(somewhere) Loudo:NOM tree-OBL
'Loudo is under the tree.”

(36)  J-vir-t-u niga
PRE-run-PL-2PL ZPL:NOM
“You(pl) ran.’ ) _

(37) d-rah-t-u niga ZOOn-u i ning .
PRE-beat-PL-2PL  2PL:NOM [riend-2PL AM ZPL:GEN
“You(pl) beat your(pl) friend.’

(38) u-ruh-t-ung neegeé igeta
PRF-beat-PL->2PL 3PL:NOM 2PL
‘Thevy beat you(pl).’




Table 3. A and P marking suffixes on the verb

‘A’ Argument
15G 1PL 25C




(73a)

(73b)

k-a-tangit annd kween-a
1-PRF-sleep 1SG:NOM mat-OBL
‘I slept on the sleeping-mat.’
k-a-tangu-0i anna kween
1-PRF-sleep-OR 1SG:NOM mat
‘I slept-on the sleeping-mat.’

k-a-kat-a anns taang illi-w-a
1-PRF-spear-1SG 1SG:NOM cow spear-EP-OBL
‘I speared the cow with a spear.’

k-a-kat-0i annaza illa
1-PRF-spear-OR 1SG:NOM spear
'l speared-with the spear.’

J-vir enné rok orog Lo
PRF-run 3SG:NOM up:to village LOCPRT
‘He ran (going) to the village.’

1-vir-a enné orog Lo
PRF-run-VEN 3SG:NOM village LOCPRT
‘He ran (coming) to the village.’




u-tiny Lokali-i  azj-t

PRF-wash Lokuli hand-pPL

‘Lokuli washed his hands.’

u-tuny-yé Lokuli-i

PRF-wash-ANTP Lokuli-NOM

‘Lokuli washed.” (object may be anything, except himself)

(92a)  k-i-cin-a anng Lokuli balwaz
|-PRF-see-1SG 1SGINOM Lokuli yesterday
1 saw Lokuli yesterday.’

(92b) nganni annd k-i-<cin  Lokuli balwaz
not ISG:NOM 1-SBJ-see Lokuli yesterday
1didn’t see Lokuli yesterday.’




wala-i 1-Kiva
thhen crow-PNOM IPF-come
And then Crow came.’

Lokuli nénée Ci a-ruh Loham
Lokuli the:one aAm IPF-beat Loham

‘Lokuli is the one who 15 beatmg Loham.’

i-Kiya eet-i cl ngool balwaz
PRF-come man-NOM AM:new crippled yesterday
‘A man who is crippled came yesterday.’

i-Kiya eet-i wa ngooli balwaz
PRF-come man-NOM AM:old crippled yesterday
‘"The man who is crippled came yesterday.’




(19 orong Loword Kk Lohamed~ 4z
want Lowor-NOM spearSUBI  Loham-NOM bull:ABS
Lowor wants Oham to spear he bl

g Lvg Lohm ik
wan! Lowor-NOM Loham:ABS come:SUBJ
‘Lowor wants Loham o come’




m The cognitive status of the referent(s) in the discourse must be
active (in the sense of Chafe 1987) when head marking on the
verb occurs by way of suffixation (instead of a peripheral-

marking strategy with Oblique case; 1.¢e. it is the current focus of
consciousness), accessible (1.e. it 1s textually, situationally or
inferentially available) or inactive (involving the hearer’s long-
term memory)

The peripheral strategy (with case marking) occurs for phrases
whose cognitive status in the discourse 1s not active.

Chate, Wallace L. 1987. Cognitive constraints on information
flow. In Russell S. Tomlin (ed.), Coherenve and Gronnding in
Disconyse, pp. 21-52. Amsterdam and Philadelphia: John

Benj AMInS.
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Pari (Nilotic, Eastern Sudanic, Nilo-
Saharan)

Source:

Andersen, Torben. 1988. “Ergativity in Pari, a
Nilotic OVS language™. Lngna 75:289-324.

= Some basic properties:

® OVA and SV




® Only postverbal A is inflected for case; preverbal A
(as well as S) or O (regardless of its position) is not
inflected for case; hence: Absolutive marking for
these positions and functions

m Ergative-Absolutive distinction (no peripheral case
marking left)

® Head marking on the vetb (as an alternative to
expression by way of adpositional phrases)




m Cross-reference marking on the verb
(S, A)

m Main clause: Marked Nominative
(for pestverbal S; A)

= Postverbal (but not prevetbal A, or S for that
matter) marked for case; hence (split)
ergativity

= No peripheral case marking




m -[|/-Iand -[] / -e as Ergative case markers
(distribution is phonologically conditioned)

m Ergative case also expressed by way of tonal
inflection (phonolegically conditioned). This

is the common pattern elsewhere 1n Nilotic
(with the exception of Anywa, which is
closely related to Pari).




Absolutive Ergative

TIn -1 ‘spear’
leep EEDP-] ‘tongue’
kid-i ‘stone’
win-5 in-& ‘bird’
j6ob-i joob-1 ‘buffalo’
pal-& al-¢ ‘*knives’

(4) a. dhaagd an&sthd
woman:ABS TAM:laugh
"The woman laughed’
b. dhaagd ayaan b1
woman:ABS TAM:insult Ubur-ERG
“Ubur insulted the woman’




4.4, Man-pananiaens fas

The faci that Lthe completive prefia - and the verbal fdverk are mutoally
enclusive asd bl neither of themn cor cooccor with a Focused constituenl
sugpests thal they are themeelves Focus markers. This hyputhesis @ comge-
tible with ather fzcts aboal thar distribulion

¥erbs with the completive prefix d- conmed oovcar wilh & time adverh
referming Lo the future, cg S “lomorrow’. Conversely, verbs withoul asy
iense-aspect prefix can cocecur wilh & lisne adverb relerming to i past cg.
dweiare "wiesberiday”, ag in the fofllowing sentence

171) dhdags 1Em - ki N3 @waart
waman make+ M+ AP-SUF PREP whai yestasday
What did the woman da yesterdoy™

Thus the compleive prefic oo refers specthoably e the pasi, while none
campletive verk forms sro indifferent with rezpect 1o tempaoral relenence
Hence, ol d- i5 n fooss marker, Uhen pasl ose of camplesve aspect o
mnheremitly fecused m PR

This alsa holds for cepative clawses. The negative eguivabent of §@ s a
special ausibiary werb kil ~ & CF the following pairs of affinmative asd

negalive clamses, of which (7273 ars imeassivve and (T41-{75] ransitive:

(Tra} dhaagd d-rin -3
wienkn C-nen 4+ CF-SUF
“The weman ran”

(72k) dhaagi kS rin -3
woman MEG+C orun + CTF-SUF
“The woman dd ne run,’

(Ha) ibdr & kwkied ki cihed
Whaur C-sizal + CF 4+ A P-5UF FREP goals
‘Uhur stale goais”

IT3ah dbir ki kwil-& ks dick
Ubur MEG+C sicnl + CF & aP-ELIF PEET goats
Uhaer did nol skeal poats”

|Tda] dhicy 2-kwal dbdre-i
paw  C-st=al hur-ERG
“Libear sicke (e cow”’

[T4h) dhicg kO kwil dburr-i
caw  MEG-+C sleal Lbur+ ERG
"Ubar did nar s3] the cow.”
{T5a) a-kwhl-4
C-sseal-158
‘[ slale it.”
173k1 k24 kweal-z
MWEG +C-15 steal-51UF
I did mat sszal in”

The rmgutive equivalents of affiemative noocompietive clausss, on the oihs:
hand, use the pepation bdd, wihether chey have a Focused constituent, as in
{79 or noet, asin {3677

(Tna) chiagh rig -3
wuman ren+ CESLUF
"The womar will nan.”

L R T R
waman MEC ran + CF-5UF
"The woman will nat ren,

{TTa) obir kwad-d ki diek
Ligur sngal = CF = AP-ELF PREP prais
‘Uhur is geang 10 sleal goaks.!

(07h) O bad kwiatd ki dick
Ubur NEG steal + CF 4+ AP-SUF PREP goats
“Ubwr is no pong 1o stoal goals.'

ITha) dhign kwal-i uhirrsi
e sbeal-FOD Ubur-BRG
‘Libear sfnde (B poi

UTED) divien bad  kwala ibirr-i
cow MEG siepl-FOC Ubur-ERG
‘i i e stzal the oow '

Mg obar kwidl-i dhies
Ubur stzal- FO oow
“Ubwr stale she con”

(78b) dhir béd  kwal-i  -dhicg
Llpar NEG sleal-FOC cnw
Whaar did mal steal tae cow,’




(73a) dbur a-kwal-0 ki diek
Ubur C-steal+ CF+ AP-SUF PREP goats
‘Ubur stole goats.”

(73b) ubur kil kwal-0 ki dick
Ubur NEG+C steal + CF+ AP-SUF PREP gouts

‘Ubur did not steal goals.
(74a) dhigy a-kwal uburr-1

cow C-steal Ubur-ERG

*Ubur stole the cow.




Source:

Reh, Mechthild. 1996. Amywa I_angnage:

Description and Internal Reconstruotions. Cologne:

Rudiger Koppe.




S :
{TEERY
A

[CLausE-TvPE LEXICALLY RENDERED ARGUMENTS  Total
(a) transitive {‘)'+ A -::-rﬂ}r'A .Dnl'jf{i} T

: e TI..

none ik

NP-initial 28% (18) | 5% (3) | 48% (31) | 19% (12) | 100% (64) |
verb-initial 6% (4) . 49% (32) | 45% (29) | 100% (65)

Total (tr. clauses) | 17% (22) 2% (3) | 49% (63) | 32% (41) | 100% (129) |

(b) intransitive S S not 8
NP-initial 53% (123) | 47% (110) 100% (297)
verb-initial 41% (6772 | 59% (98) 100% (230) |

Total (itr. clauses) | 48% (190) | 52% (208) 100% (393}'




= Note that Reh (1996) treats the postverbal A-
marker as a definiteness marker, rather than
an ergative case marker. This analysis seems

unwarranted, because the same definiteness
marker should alse occur on S or O — but 1t
does not. Moreover, why is it impossible to
use the “definiteness” matker for preverbal
A? Also, historically, this is not the Nilotic
definiteness marker.




m Extensive investigation of texts with respect
to frequency of constituent otder and

corresponding morphosyntactic strategies.




Dinka (Western Nilotic, Eastern
Sudanic, Nilo-Saharan)

Source:

Andersen, Totben. 1991. Subject and topic in
Dinka. Studies in Language15(2): 265-294.

m Topic first language (vetb-initial or vetrb-
second)

= Postverbal S and A (both inflected for case):
Marked Nominative




= Head marking on the verb, but Dinka still
has some Locative case marking left

m *Cross-reference marking on the verb (S, A)




1. SVO versus OVS (next to SV): always a preverbal NP in declarative clauses

(1) ek d-hj

wWomin b come

“The woman 1s coming’

a. ik d-thar méth
woman b beat child
méth  a-théet tiik
child o beat:x1s woman
“The woman is beating the child’
ik a-cé béen
WOMan BeF  COME:N
“The woman has come’

rik a-cé méth thdar
woman orr child beat:ss

meéth d-cfi ik thiar
child orosts woman beat:se
“The woman has beaten the child’

riik g-ce dom  puinr ¢ puur
woman o fiecld cultivate:sr prer hoe
“The woman has cultivated the field with a hoe”

dhiok d-cé tiim  véep widar l3om
boy prr wood cut:xf river side
“The boy has cut the wood at the river’




dhiok d-moc ldy

boy  pshoot amimal

leiv d-mooc dhirk
ammal o shoot:xts boy

‘The boy is shooting the animal’
kudc d-cé thisk cdam
lecopard prr goat cal:nrF

thisk a@-cii  kudc cdam
goat oppr:NTs leopard:Gen eat:ns
“The leopard has eaten the goat”

l-.rer}b (or auxiliary) marked for number (coindexed with NP preceding V or
ux):




mire a-huetl wiy
nuin nosteal cow
“The man 1s r-.l:-:-.llinp the cow

revar - Kual wiéy
mem  feci "hli..hl! LI
“The men are stealing the cow’

wi'ny at-Koi'vl FHI b
cow  psteabsoes manea s
The man is -.1|.‘;|t|l'|lu the com’

<3k ahete Knieol T
coms e stealises maniag s

“The man s stealing the cows’

* Pre-verbal S, preverbal O, and postverbal O (as well as noun (phrase) in
isolation share one case form: Absolutive (not marked in interlinear glossing) ;
postverbal S has GENitive case (marked by way of tone; identical to pattern
found on possessor in N N construction)




* Pre-verbal constituent (whether ‘O’, or S) can be represented by zero,
postverbal constituent cannot be manifested as zero (is expressed on verb)
Postverbal pronominal O also requires overt pronoun

(37) &

a-cial méth
pcall child
‘He/She is calling the child’

da- izl méth
p:pe call child
“They are calling the child’

d-ca 3ol Hik
p call:nts woman
“The woman is calling him/her’

da- cadal  riik
p:pt call:nts woman
“The woman is calling them’

(40)

al

a-cadal
ncall:ls
‘I am calling him/her’

du- caaal
nipe call:ls
‘I am calling them’

a-ciol

n call:2s

“You are calling him/her’
da- ¢332l

p:re call:2s

*You are calling them’




* Is postverbal S really a “demoted” subject: does not occur clause-finally
(unlike adverbials); it has to be specified; there is a separate ‘by-phrase’

(45) . mibhdor geviip 'y mudrical
Mabor  p beatieas rree Marialzors
b mdhoor g-viup mdrigal
Mabor o beat:ses Marial o s

¢. mdrigal a-viap maboéor
Marial o beat Mabor
‘Marial is beating Mabor’

The post-verbal S is the real (surface and underlying subject). The pre-verbal
constituent carries no particular grammatical relation by virtue of its position
or form. In semantic terms it could be an agent, patient, possessor, instrument
place, goal, source, time). Andersen calls them circumstantial topics

The structure of Dinka (and closely related languages) is similar to that of
Philippine language.




m Pari; Anywa and Dinka all belong to Western
Nilotic. In some Eastern and Southern Nilotic
languages, head marking on the verb has been

taken to an extreme. Compare Nandi (Southern
Nilotic):

kil li.kal It-cil linel lecil n-al lanel le lullun

lal lakwEEt
INE.greet-DAT:DAT-VEN:VEN  child:ABS

‘to pass greetings for the child to him/her as

one moves towards the speaker’




m ILoss of case in Nilotic (or Surmic)

languages once postverbal S or A as
constituent order is lost. SVO (< *OVS,;
*VSO/*VOS) is generalized, as in Luo

(Western Nilotic), Bari (Eastern Nilotic) etc.




Some preliminary conclusions

® Changes in case-marking strategies tevolve around
the conceptualization of definiteness and animacy
roles, but also the thetic/categorical distinction, as
shown by the DOM system

B Gradual shift within the Eastern Sudanic branch
from dependent-marking systems towards head-
marking systems at the clausal level (also for
peripheral semantic roles)




s The universally rare Marked Nominative

(Nominative-Absolutive) system probably
goes back te an earlier Ergative-Absolutive

system

m Extending Dixon’s typology: Nominative-
Absolutive as a transition

Dixon, R. M. W. 1994. Ergatviy. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press




The missing link for Dixon‘s dichotomy between Nominative-Accusative and Ergative-
Absolutive (extending the typology):

Nominative-
Accusative

Nominative-
Absolutive

Eroative-
Absolutive




m Marked nominative (Nominative-
Absolutive) systems are also found in, for
example, Omeotic (Afroasiatic) languages,
e.g. Benchnon. Compate:

s Rapold, Christian J. 2006. Towards a
Grammar of Benchnon. PhDD dissertation,
ILeiden University.




= But given the fact that Marked Nominative
in Nilo-Saharan is associated with
postverbal A and S, whereas Omotic
languages like Benchnon are verb-final, and
given lack of areal contact ot influence

otherwise, this constellation probably is due
to independent developments. But:

Why is ergativity so tare and unstable in
northeastern Africal?




