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.o This .paper‘discusses some notions in deep case grammar, .

viewed in terms of some syntactic properties of Tagalog. -
Section 1 discusses the notion of focus in Tagklog grammar,

and:its relation to;the concept of deep case, Subjectivalization

and pasé.iw-riz‘et.ion”are dealt with in Section 2, _and.tfeﬁsforma-

tiomal: grammar and .deep case grammar are. cc‘)ﬁﬁared in the

way these theories derive the passive sentence, In Sect:.on 3

are presented some counterexamples to Fillmore s rules on

conjunction (and non—conju.nction) of case -marked NPs; soluti'ohs:
are offered. Sectmn 4 presents verbless -sentences in Tagalog

and speculates on how these sentences may be mcorporated in

a case gramma.r of ’I‘a.galog. In Sectmn 5 K :is suggested to

-} be a‘feature ‘of the verb, and ‘the:discission of :the syntax of

the verb bukas 'open'-in Section 6 _le_ads to a scqnsidseration.pf_._l_.

- ‘the.feature approach to case grammar,
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1, Focus iﬁ Tagalog .and the.Notion of Deep Case

Focus in Tagalog'l is a verb—n-oun phrase relationship.
From among the noun phrase complements of the verb; % 2 noun |
phrase is selected anci Imade tlhe foc;;.ls oflthe setﬂrﬁ.elnce, . and this
choice has ‘morphologicall. refié#es | First the selected NP gets
marked in the surface structure by the marker _g/s:. si before

personal ‘proper names and diig before all other nouns, 3’

‘Second,
the verb is inflected depending on the  case of the focused NP_"I'

For .exampley consider::

#ni21); Bumili ANG MAMA ng baril sa Escolta Kilapon para

buy man gun Escolta yesterday
iii.sa bata. : i : : L IETRTIEY R
boy,
'"The -MAN bought a gun at the Escolta yesterday for the
boy.

In (1) the agent noun mama man’ is in focus, and hence marked

by a g the verb is correspondmgly marked by’ the affus: -um- to
show that the complement NP in focus is the agent NP,
i SRCH S G R
(2) Bmlh ng mama ANG BARIL sa Escolta kahapon para
: -sa -bata, . . Beye
"I‘he man bought TH}?“;r GUN at the Escolta yesterday for
the boy.' e B . »

W

In (2) the -object noun baril 'gun' is in focus, and its marker in (1),
ng, is dropped in favor of "ang, This:focus relationship is also -

registered in the verb by the infixi-in-. Notice that mams in (2),
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not any more in :Eocus, it now marked by __g' mstead of g
(3) Binilhan ng marna ng bar:l.l ANG ESCOLT.A kahapon
~' .. .para‘sa bata,
'The man bought a gu.n .A’F LHE ESCOLTA yesterday
“ i for the boy,'s .
.(4)  Tbinili ng mama’ng baril sa Escolta Kahapon ANG BATA,
’The man bought a gun at the Escolta yesterda.y FOR
- THE BOY', :
The locatiVe noun Escolta is in focus in (3), its verbal affix - =
marker is the suffix -an, * The benefactivé noun bata 'boy' ‘in
(4) is in:focus, and this fact is marked in the verb by the
“prefix i-, Generally, any NP complement of the verb may bé

put in focus, either through the procesé illustrated above, which

I shall refer to (following Fillmore (1968)) as primary topicaliza-

tion (o:r su'b]ectxvalizatmn), or by secondary topma.hzatmn*

P s EE e R Gk

preposmg, clefung. There may be constramts ~on the typ___e of

focusmg process a noun phrase may undergo As an exa.mple,

Cipaes

the tJ.rne rnod:.f:er hag yesterday m (1-4) carmot be :[ocused_
through pr:.mary tDplCB.llZ&tl.Oﬂ (it has mo corre3pondmg verbal

affix marker) It may, however, undergo seconda.ry top:.cahza.-

hon through prepos:mg, as in the sentence Kaha.pon bum.il:. ang

mama ng bar:.l sa Escolta para sa ba.ta. 'Yesterday (Was when) )

the man bought a gun at the Escolta, for the boy. Ina simple
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sentence there is one and only one NP that may be put in
AL -e-_.'l—'_-i-rl.‘... 5 * e

focus:‘-”.t;}‘l.rough. prima'r& to.pic-éliz-ation.

_- The focus i.nﬂ:ection of t.‘ll.xe verb ;:e;\re:als__ thf.‘.&... case of the NP
ir:ll:.focusl (or, con;e.rsely.r, tlh-e. case of :the .-.NP‘fo b.e put in focus
-'_d_g;emﬁhes-.the inflection the werb will take), but it does not
;ive any élue-aé ::t.o the Jc.ase:furit::tionn of the other complements
of the:verb,  To:illustrate, -given the vé_rh hampas 'hit' .and
the nouns  higante -'giant', 'dragon', 'dinosor ‘'dinosaur’, and.
given a-context. in which each of these nouns may .end up as
either the ‘agent, -the object, ~or the instrument, we-may construct
the sentence

-(5): Hinampas ng higante ng. dinosor: ANG DRAGON,

: - 'The .giant hit THE DRAGON with. the.dinosaur, ' :*
b. 'The dmosaur hit THE DRAGON with the glant &

r'! T

where the verb affnc -in- tells us tha.t wh:.chever noun is marked by

L) fxly C e P By i o
] & Bl

the tOplC marker g m th1s case dragon, that noun is

| - 0 R
Ob_]ect1ve It does not however, gwe any clue as to the case |

T :'_jf( s

of the nouns Iugante and d1nosor (exce’;;t ‘that fhey are not
Objectwe) Slrnllarly, in (6) the a,ff:x ip-... - g—marked
noun” as’ Instrumental and e affuc -um- in (7) rnarks the

e poam et
add Bilads

g marked noun as Agenhve "but both afflxes aré sﬂent “about

T St iy

s
TE

the c;.éses of the other NPs
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.{6) ~Ipinanghampas ng dinosor sa higante ANG DRAGON,
'The dinosaur hit the giant with (the use of) THE = .
‘DRA‘GON.’[ F e LA it % ¥ E F AeIha Bk

(7) Humampas ‘ng higante 'sa° pariamsgitan ng dinosor ANG
DRAGON, o . ) g o el
'THE DRAGON hit a giant with (the use of) the dinosaur, '
‘How “may the casé’ funétién ‘of out-of-focus ‘NPs 'Be:'dei".é':i‘-mi:rfé'd?
One ‘way is through foun markers, " In {(6) ng in ng'diticsor makKes

dinosor Agentive; sa in sa higante makes higante Objective, =~

The phrase sa pamamagitan in (7) mikes the rioun foi'foiring it

Instrumental; ‘It is not," however, this‘easy all the time., In
many instances, the case function '6f out-of-focus NPs, 'iiSﬂ:illi&'
marked by ng or:sa, is ambiguous. For example, in (5) the
nouns dinosor and higante are ambigudus-as to case: “both can’
function as either Agentive or Instrifmental, > ikl

Briefly, then, 'casi'é:il_'s a deep 'sf;';-ﬁctt_x‘;-ge V-NP féfétionsﬁip,
and focus is a surface st;'ﬁ;:ture .IV—NP‘-';e'Ié.tibn'ship. 6 There are
as many cases 'as there are j'serfm:-i.htic:‘arlfflj'i-ha':sed ‘V-l\fﬁ"‘:’reié't'idz'iShiijé
. the ‘language- distinguishes, “but there afé'I"Bhly'ﬁvc; dimensions of
focus: 4 Focus and =Focus. ' ‘Any’case-marked NP ma.y be pnt
.in focus, but only those with/corresponding’ Verbal ‘affixes may
undergo primary topicalization, 7 R o ST
2,.5- On S_iubje"i::ti.-\lralizlation'-l a.'pd I:’-as-'s'ivi.z'eit'ioﬁi

‘One important syntactic processs in case grammar is subject-
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ivalization. - Let us chstmguzsh two. types of sub_]ectwahzatmn
The first 1nv01ves the ormssmn of a constltuent that occﬁpzes a
higher rank in the subject selection hierarchy. -Fillmore's
_E,i__l;_bj.le..cti,val_;gation rule (Fillmore 1968, p. 33)-3;1:3- up a ‘subject
- selection hierarchy: Agentive (A), Instrumental (I), ‘Objective (O).
Let me paraphrase the rule, as follows: ' If there is A then A
becomes the subje_q‘_t (]ust in case A is not 'downgraded',” more:. .
on downgrading later); if there is no A then I becomes the
subject just in case there is:I and I is not downgraded; if theré -
is no A and neither is.there I then the choice falls on:O; . For’
example, in (9), where the agent phrase of (8) has been omitted,
I becomes. the. subject, -and. in (10), where both-A and I have been
omitted, O becomes the subject. . - : e

.(8),. Peter (A) opemed.the door (O) with the key (I).

" (9) The key (I) opened the door (O).

. (10) The door,.(Q) opened, o st easle

Let us .call this type. of subjectivalization sub-by-deletion:

The, second type, -which we shall refer-t6 as .sub-by-relegation,
involgg:s not the omission .of constituents higher in subject selection
rank, but their relegation to.some 'minor' syntactic role, Compare
(9) with (11) and (10) with (12).

(11) The key (I) was.used by -Peter (A):to:iopen the door (O)..

(12 The door (O) was opened by Peter (A) with the key (I).

;5 GO R S e
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In (9) the Agentive by Peter is deleted, but in (11) it is
downgraded and relegated to the role of verb modifier; in
both sentences the Instrumental the key":_i.s_ m:lade':j-the subject,

In (12) the NPs by Peter and with the key have been deleted,

and in (12) they are downglx.'adeld; in both sentences the object
phrase the door has been raised as the surfé.(;e ‘subject. The
crucial difference, however, between these_._.__,tw.? types of:. sub-
jectivalization is that sub-by-deletion requires no change in _.tl;!;a
verb form, while sub-rby-relega_t-ion requires such a change, . .-
from ‘active' to 'passive'; - The subjectivalization of non-agent
NPs, coupled with the retention of the active form of the: verb,
as in (9-10), i e.;: sub by-—deletzon, has the effect of the
subject NP partakmg some. Agentwe meaning. Thus in (9) we
get the idea that key does not merely funct:.on as an mstrumen’c
by which the action open is accomplished, _l?v%'g_,t_:ha.t._.i_i_:-_, by itseli,
somehow accomplished the act; and in (10) the door through 1ts
own 'force' opened itself. Hence, to.(9).and (10) no Agentive
phrase may be:added,

(9')  *The key. opened the door by Peter..
(10') *The door opened by Peter,

Su'b by-—delehon, however, does not work in Tagalog

P e
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Consider the following sentences:
(13) Nagbukas' SI PEDRO (A) ng pinto (O) sa pamama-
gitan ng susi (I),
" "PETER -opened .a ‘door ‘with the key, '

(14) - *Nagbukis ANG SUSI (I) ng pinto (0). '@
'THE KEY opened a door. '

(15) *Nagbukas ANG PINTO (O).
o 'THE DOOR opened.'  *

The vérb form nagbukas ' 'opened' suggests very strongly an
Agentive role for the surface subject, a semantic role not' '
played by the”subjéct NPs ang susi 'the key' and dng pinto
'the’ 'door",’ henceii‘the ungrammaticality of (14-15) " A'ichangeos
of verb form results in grammatical construction,

(14') - Ipinangbukas ANG SUSI (1) ng pinto (O).
~ 'The KEY was used to open a door,'

15%) ~ Nabuksan ANG PINTO (0).
: '"THE DOOR was opened.'

The Verb form' ininangbukds’in (14') suggests an Instrumental
rolé for the subject NP, a seraantic-syntactic ‘fequirement:
satisfied ‘by the subj&ét ‘NP ang susi. The verb form mnzbBuksan
in (15') suggests an Qhjective role_ for the subject NP, a
requirement met by the!'subject NP ang pinto; :The subject
NPs in (lfl'~15‘_) do not suggest a;ny ‘i.%;e.ntivé-rrlx_eaning at a}}; the

verbs in both sentences, however, imply an Agentive participant.
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Thus, to:(14'-15') we may correctly add Agentive phrases: * "
“i(14%t).. Ipinangbukds ANG SUSI (I) ng pinto (O) ni Pedro (A).
rThe key was used to open the door by Peter '

T L il R

{15'") Na.buksa.n ANG PINTO (O) ni Pedro (A)
=u7lupe el The déor was' opened by’ “Peter, ' o

Sentences {14"-15') ‘are in ‘fact instances of ‘sub-by-relegation (with
some NPs optionaily deleted), =

b B R o resuie egel U Smiadn ma dife gie
Sub-by-relegation is related to the-sd-called NP downgrading

zule (Fillmore; "OSU ‘simimer 1970 class léctire): ~ if a noun
phrase destined to be the subject is'rot made the subject. then

CERe e Ve

it is downgraddd; its:case marker stays. A ébﬁii&ieﬁ&eniaf;r”' B

.._\_ .

-process is NP 'pfomotion', whére the NP selected to take the

placé! of-the’downgraded NP is promoted, For examp}.e, ‘consider

the scase coffiguration: = - 0 - Sl iy
S =

noby WA iPdpertt T @ s t e book
If the:ragernt NP by Peéter, Péter,  which iz :iﬁor_ﬁauy%de_etined' to be -

the surface subject, is not selected to assume the position of
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surfacessubject, its.case is not 'meutralized', i.e., the
_;preposﬁ:mn stays, a.nd another NP, in this case. the book, is
promolted as the subJect givmg the .sentence ‘The book was
bought by Peter'l _'I‘hiS =particu1_a.r_-.pr_oces-s .;-.is cé:f I'course qquiva-
:lept to. the passive transformation in transformational grammar,
It seems to me that there is no ,a priori reason why a
_.jnoun phra.seshould be given.a special destiny in surface
structure, :In.Tagalog, all NPs with -verbal “focus markers have
equal opportunity to be selected as the surface subject, and  the
selection of one over another depends, Presumably,. on.the .
mental se“t of the speaker: whichever NP ihe,._\qighes-tq:empha_.s_i_ze
.,8ets to be the surface subject. Consider again Sentences (1-4).
The presence of an A does not in any way. make it the logical
choice for subject., Or consider the sentence

(16) Nagbukas SI PEDRO ng pinto-sa. p&mamag:.tan ng

susi para sa _hatar
'PE’I‘ER dﬁened a door with the key for the boy,'

If the subgect NP 51 Pedro is omitted, " any one of the other
NPs may be made the surface subject: ..

(17) . Binuksan ANd- PINTO sa pamamagita~, ng susi

para sa bata,

/THE DOOR. was opened with (the use of) the key -
for the 'boy
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(18)...: "Ipinangbukas: hg pinto: ANGI'SUSI pdra sa ‘bata,
‘THE KEY was used to open the door for the boy

sl cbode : ri" L

(19) Iblnukas ANG BA'IA ng pmto sa pamamag1tan ng
susi, o
'‘THE BOY wa:s opened a door for w1th (the use oi
whriagesthe key, | Sl o - e
.. The equivalence ‘of passivization and sub-by-relegation =
(when O is‘inade the surficé subjéct) leads us t6 consider
arrelated '‘problem;’ Is passivization ‘simply a form of pru'nary
topicalization?:+If ‘e take! the view that'the selection of the
object NP ‘as the surfaceé’ subject (with {ﬁé”Et’;rfé'sb’é?ﬁd{ﬁé}:' t:h'é.n'gé‘:
of the verb:form) is a ‘transformation;”'the’ so0-Called passivé =~
¢ransformation) theniiby this Same tiken, SHetahatl Bive 8 7 &
regard any NP:selection to fill the surface: subject slot, Crith
correspanding. charige in the verb form, as' a' passive transforma-
tion, . Thus,  ini Tagalog, there shall ‘be roti'only"one" passive
transformation, but as many as the numbé&ridf Casdimarked
NPs capable -of being promoted:as the'surface gubjéct.” Thus,
in addition to;thenobjett passive transformation; thére isa " 7
locative PT, a benefactive PT, an instrumental PT, source PT,
goal PT, path PT, causative PT, and possibly a few more. This

is not to say that there cannot be these many passive transforma-

tions, Given the fact that there can be a passive transformation,
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there is ‘no reason why it should be limited to one type of

tré;s_Ior;na;ifo.n..d 'Ifhe pefi;:inexlzt argﬁm;e.l-'llt is ‘-;r.hetiu.er the cons-

tructior'lr.- | ”

(s(subj -NI.PL:Age.nt). + (pred\} ﬁP:dﬁject)S) isll fo Be .fégarded as

more basic than a construction whose subject_,N,P_is not Agentive,

It seems ‘that the semantic basis for this point of view is

doubtful.- I have no syntactic reason for so f?eaﬁng the passive

transformation in ,accounting for Tagalog. sentences other.thaq___g”__

the ‘methodological consideration that. with such a treatment, i:_'_f}_e

process .of subject.selection is considexably simplified, That

is, in deriving :a sentence whose surfage subject is an NP

which:is not Agentive, the grammar does not output an

- unnecessary intermediate tree where the agent phrase sits on

the node dedp.cible (from the phrase marker configuration) as

the 'subject-ofl. position, ... . i, . e IO
To explain.further:, In English, given (20),. the deep

structure representation .of the sentence 'I}:g:., boy bought the

.book': . -
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(20) S

- the boy AR " bays- = a0 .+ :the boo
and -given'(21), thé surfacé phrase marker of the sentence 'The
book was bought by the boy':

22 B ) s T s Beep Hlam

v 1

the boo ' aédﬁ;t b%y

we are forced, in deriving (21) from (20), to posit a transforma-
tion.that flips the NPs around, This is because in transforma-
tional : grammar. the grammatical relations 'subject-of'~and -'object-
of', because- configurationally determined, have-fixed positions
in. the initial, phrase marker, . If, however, we posit an underlying
representation. whose major‘_;vgonstimgnts- are order-free, -:suchl-laS,
for. examgle,: what, might result from Bach (1968), Fillmore ~(1968),

and McCawley's - (1970) rewrite.rule S ---) £(x"),. which: gives:-the
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representation :
(22) /T\
f Xl s e xn

then, to account for a sentence like 'The book was bought by
the boy', we may simply saﬁr ‘that there is a pror::ess of surface
subject selection which selects  and raises as the  surface subject
any one of the NP complements, Such 'a rulé will cover . all
instances of primary topicalizations (or all 'passive' transforma-

tions), Thus, given case structure (23):

the sentence 'The book was bought by ‘thé boy' may be said to have
been-directly derived from case structuré’ (23) i:h;&'.au'gh' a

process of surface subject selection that ‘selects the  objett” g
book:.as: the surface subject. -In’this way, ‘we thr ow "'ai'iw:ré,'f‘tlie“' A

phrase marker that shows the agent phrase '6ccupying the"’s‘lfﬁjééiﬁ:'_’a

slot,: a. plirase inarker that is really not essential to the =
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derivation of 'passive' sentences, Thus, passivization is
viewed to be one of the many subprocesses belonging to the
genera1 proﬁes_s _of. subjectivalization. This view also renders
unnecessary the positing of an NP dc;\;vngr-ading rule, .
3. On NP Conjunction ana Compound Ca.ses

Fillmore (1968) writes that there cannot be instanceé of
unconjoined. representatives of one particular case in a simplex
sentence. Thus (24) is all right

(24)  The hammer and the chisel broke the window,
sinc_é ‘the two _I_gsf.n}me_zntal NPs a__rg__cg?j.g@ned.  But (25) is not
acceptable,

(25)..._ - *The hammer broke the windq_v_v_ with the chisel. ?
There are, however, constructions in Tagalog where two
unconjoined NPs have the same case.

(26) Ipinangpinta ni Pedro ang pulang pinsel sa pamama-
gitan ng kanyang kaliwang kamay, '
Lit: 'Peter painted with the red brush with (the
use of) his left hand, ' . =

In(26) the unconjoined NPs ang pﬁlang pinsel 'the red brush' and

sa pamamagitan ng kanyang kaliwang kamay 'with (the use of)

his left hand’ are both -I-nstrumental.. Likewise, consider:

(27) Ibili mo n'g.ai ako Eafa lang _a-s_a'. akiﬁg anak ng 'g'a-rhot-.
Lit, : 'Buy for me for my child medicine, '
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where ako: ‘me'‘and para lang sa aking anak 'for my child'.are ;.
Benefactive, .. And:
(28) Sa silid pinagkainan ni Pedro ang mesa. 9a 4,
J_.it. .: 'In ..he room (was where) Peter ate on the
i table, M owmo aiita st mUEEIER Y AT
where sa silid 'in the room! and ang mesa "the table' are Liocative.
- Double uniconjoined cases such as the above are possible in
Tagalog on account of the two ways by which an NP is marked for:
case in the surface structure, i.e. ,-f:depending as to whether it is

in focus or not. In '(26) ang pulang pinsel is in focus and the

other Instrumental, sa pamamagitan ng kanyang kaliwang kamay,’

is out of focus, In (27) ako is in focus and the other Benefactive,

paraflahg'gﬁ aking anak; is out of focus. In (28) ang mesa is

in focus and sa silid is"out of foeus, 10
In a footnote, Fillmore- (1968, fn 16, p. 21) explains that -
“whenever more -’tﬁar_l one "f:asé form é.ppje.a_'a;.-s- in 'the-?s"‘u_;l'rfacé '
structure of the 'Sa.l-':.c*l.:é:‘”"séh'tenf':.éj, thenmorefhajn oné:- deep structure
case is 1nv01ved or the sentence is complex © In the- ;:as oi
(26 28) the f1rst p0551b111ty is ou.t since it is very clear that
in the sgn§§nces thg 't\frg:NPs contrast_%d hafe the samé case i

function. There is promise in the other alternative. It
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is possible that one of the NPs the NP thaj:_,_ is. out of fOCUg’
belongs to a differerq:_lsgntem:é}'poséibly the matrix sentence.

The justification :Eor this analysis will require the extension of
the Lakoffian analysis that adverbs of time and place are higher
predicatgs (Lakoff 1970), to include not only these two constituents
but alsa.:tB.enéfaéti\fre; 'Z_I"._I-astrumental, and Locative pﬁra-ses as

well, among others, Thus (26-28) would have the following

underlying structures, in case grammar terms:

(26)

sa pamamagitan ng
kanyang kaliwang
kamay

pinta Pedro ang pulang
pinsel
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para lang sa aking
" anak :

|

bili mo garmot ako

(28)

L‘do'_/ Pedro S sa silid

kain Pedro mesa
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Relatedito.this.discussion is: another rule on' case,conjunction,
as follows: only instances: of the same: case may.be ._-.cor;jgin%gih.l,;_._;
withi-a’isingle verb (Fillmore 1968, p, .21).: ‘Henge, the ungram-
rn.at1ca.11ty of (29) - . ” o

(29) ‘ -Peter L%ﬁd the key opened the door
Once canieasily.think of‘'a context. wwhere two NPs: represeénting
differernt cases,: such'-as (29), may be correctly conjoined, . :If
five “men -and five keys:with’varying: colors wére-th¥éwn. in a.. i+ -
prison cell and the prison warden,: who:loves; tormenting his W gr
prisohers, "says; 'There isi‘one and cnly: one ‘combination:of man..
and ‘key that:will :-lead you'to the: mess. hall';s aiwithess of. the . .7
proceedings may rightly reportss. = "iv gl oL il o io s

20 i{30) i :8i:Pedro-at.ang: pulang susi ang:nakapagbukas . ng. . i,

pinto,

mye il Ldts o 'Peter- and the. red key. were the.ones who

were able to open the door.'
Or simply: 'Peter and the red key opened the door;

I
i i

Notice that the context makes: clear that Peter. is ~Agentive and

keyiis: Instrumental. .. But such an elaborate. context: isn't .. :
necessary. Conaider: T
(31) Nasu'a ng rumaragasang hangm at ng durnadam'bang
il : mga tzo.ang halamanan.., ‘., .. : v
'The raging wind (I, or Force‘?) a.nd the stampedmg
men (A) ruined the .garden.'. - :

i
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“““Dougherty (1970) questions the same rule,-and gives.as
countér-examples ‘the following: s enterices,-

(32)" John (A) and. Mary (O) ‘gave a book and were :given. .
a book , respectively,

(33) John (A) and Mary (O) hit Bill a.nd were h1t 'by B111 L
reapectwely : - T

‘(34)° “'Both the key and:the. locksmith- opened the.door,

(35)  'Neither the key nor the locksmith opened the door... ..
Notice that Fillthore's rule requires that -conjunction be with a .
single ‘'verb,: "It 'is not clear that the use: of ;gave .and were given

in "(32)"and hit ‘dand- were hit in (33). satisfies. this requirements.. .

The crucial point in th&se sentences and-in {34-35) lies in the. . .

distinction between phrasal and sentence- c—onju_nqtion. Itxs

clear that'these sentences are instances- of sentence conjunction,

(32) may be" said to have been' derived frem'-{'BiJ')’:‘._é.nd (34) from
(32')" Johr'gave ‘a book and Mary was given aibook,

(35') " ‘The 'key opéhed the door and the locksmith: -opened .
the door,

But (30) taken in the context prov:ded can only. be construed -

as an 1nstance of phrasal conJuncnon 11"--'Notice- that, within

the context provided, one ‘cannot say .’
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2r(30)¢7 % Peter ‘opened the door and“the key opened the door;
This pointvistgtch eélearer if we use Tagalog sentences. ' Thus,
while “we 'can “say (30)“and (36), we may not say (37). - FEF A

:0%(30) 17 81.-Pedro ‘at- ang pulang susi-ang nakapagbukas ng’
pinto,

(36) " “Si Pedro nng :nakapngbulnan ng .pint.o.

(37) *Ang susi ang nakapagbukas ng pinl;o.' 11,
This clearly suggests that (30) could not .have been derivle'fi. from
a conjunction of (36) and (37) since (37-)-_;:15-unacc'ep?nble. éentence

(30') is unaccepta'ble because we know from the context that

Peter and the kev dld not 1ndividually‘ and 'separately' .open

the door. In (34) on the other hand, there is a reading that
suggests that the -d¢tion performied by @E is 'se‘parat'e’-

from the action performed by .the locksmitlx In fact (34) does
not necessarily imply that 1t was the locksma.th who used the key
to open the door (someone m1ght have used ‘the key to uniock
the door, and tne locksn'nth thereafter alrrn.red Iz:md pushed the

door open).

4'. On Deep Cases and Verbless Sentences

There are sentence constructwns in Taga.log of the form

S/NP—{— NP/ the so-called verbless sentences, In general there
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are two.types .of verbless sentences.: :The more. common: ones
are.-called equational sentences (ES); such.as illustrated:in - -
(38-39). The less common, but by no . means uncommon, we i .
shall. refer to, :; for lack of a better term,. as- s;,rnply the second
type of verbless sentences, or VIUZ, 111ustra,ted in (40 43)
(38)  Doktor si 15;3_(1“1,; o
doctor - Peter, . i,
'Peter is a doctor. '
" 39) st Pedro ang tao,

+.'Peter was.the man, ' :
Tt was Peter who was the man. '

S I3 mtresss ceeld p " R e e
(40) Para {kay Peter (B) ang 11bro,
PO sa ‘bata:-(B). -
'For {Peter ' the book i
Sen  ur Tpeseed the bOY} ' L 5
(41)... .{Kay .Peter (B; Genitive) } - angalibra-ly el tsaad
a bata (B, G)
macy 18 'Peter's . -.the bogk. !
‘The boy s

E B i ey TR el
(42) {Na kay Peter (L) ang libro,
£ Nasa Sllld (L) R oars® AN LT B
'In the possessxon of Peter the book, '
. In_the room. o ¢ } ERE U T 8

(43) Pasa bayan (Directional) si Peter.
'Mov1ng/head1ng towards town Peter,'

ES and VISz are s1rm.1ar in tha.t both appear not to have a verb

'I‘hey dxffer in that the NP functmmng as the predlcate in VIS

exlublts a. clear ca.se functlon The NP functlomng as prechca.te
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in ES, as far as. case role is _concerned, is 'empty'.

* These .sentences pose. jtwo..,_._d:i:ff__icﬁlpieg to case grammar,
Firstly, since the verb is the foi:“a'l pomtm a case relationship
it seems hard to concei'\;é.:;:)_fl ’verbless' -_sen_tlénces in which at
least one of the NPs has a clear case function. - And secondly,
in the;.lhca&e:. of VIS, the NP that exhibii_:slaz_(:asg functions is the
NP functioning as (head) predicate, and the topic NP, for .
_-example, ang libro 'the book' in (40-43), is.likewise empty of
case meaning. B

_Lwo .approaches to these problems come to mind,.. The. .
first requires the substitution, in. place of V in Fillmore's;; :
phrase structure rule P. -r=) V(Gy.....Cp) of a category symbol
that ha.s,_;-.-a:g_opg,_.q;f its members, the class noun.. ;The other .-
approach involves the postulation.of a set, of abstract:verbs .-
that get partially or completely deleted in-derivation. '‘We shall
discuss these approaches, R

In support of the ._segond.,appf-(ﬁs.éh arethe n;erphérrzrl'xlé:s na(-)
.of nasa .and na kay in (42) and pa- of nasa in (43);. these:
morphemes. being considered-as remmnants. of the lexical items

naruruon.'there' .and papunta 'going, -moving towards'. Thus,

.. (42) and _(43) may well be .derived, . respectively from
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" |sa silid
'"There .. {in the:possession of ‘Peter:}. the -book.
in the room i

(42') . Na(ryruon) _{kay.;l:’ete.,r} ang Mbro,. =t

(43) Pa-(;}unta) sa bayan si Peter, - i
i 'Going ‘towards.-town Peter, ' .- - Tuwoi umisees o

"g’hf?r?-;_;f-h.‘f"- place adverb - naruruon and the goal directionzal verb::
pap un__ta._~hé;¢g_\l;hgen.,’t;;uncat;e_dj to na(-) and pa-, respectively. ' In
the case of (40) apd (41),- we have to say that the péstilated
underlying Benefactive and Genetive verbs ‘are not only truncated,
because there is no trace of left of these verbs in surface
S;tl't.}_ij:i_'lil_l-re,‘ but tl;at_._:_thgy get .completely deleted -in derivation,
yielding an gAP 4 NB/g..surface structure.

.To achieve some generality, this approach must account .

in the equational sentences. . There are two types of: ES i I %

Tagalog, ﬂIUStIAted by these senteneces: . % v A
B TR e S N ——

"Peter is a doctor, '

(39) Si Pedro ang tao.
_ _{;3_;,}yg§£:;Peter who was the man, "

The first _(_3,8)';';._3___§ern_bles the English' construction S—'/NP-} CQPULA+ NP,
except that the Tagalog equivalent has mo copula that links the "
two  NBEs. The. second type (39) is similar to the English ¢left !

sentence. There is.no evidence . .in view that in equatiohal Sentences,
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the-‘copulative verb is deleted’” ‘Predicatidn, '6r équation,:in’
Tagalog simply requires that the predicate be ‘preposed to-the”
topic NP, It seems that to account for these sentences:"d_ﬁd“-"'"-'
others‘-"-kv;ﬂ; noovert _ﬁ}gr}_{er of 'efen- a t-f_‘?ge ‘of the verb'in

terins“of ‘deletion is to'assume’ too much.
'."-"._f.-'"‘-_'-.'.".. , _-_!;.—.- L TR

~We can, in fact, easily generate these sentences without

T

resort to a deletion transformation in terms of the followin

ST

very general rule:
(44) S ---) £&") o

provided we define f in the above as any contentive (Bach 1968) ,

R TR
[ |
Y,

Thus the first phrase structure rules may look like:

(45) S ---) PreaP4 NP I
PhedP. - )o (NP, V) v . ¢ .. ¢ e alsiioee
| “These riles will generate sentences with the underlying forms
s/VPi NP/g ‘2nd g/NP+ NB/g. = "
‘v % . Now there is no reason to limit the participants in”4i’case
relationship to-a V- on one hand and to a’string of NPs on the'
other hand, : Thié¢' only requirément for a relationship t&'be
'labelled’ias a case 'réiatiob;ship'-'is' that it must be a semaht::cally
relevé:nt-"syn{actic relationship (Fillmore 1968; . 5). With th;.s
as the!'criterfon,“an NP finctiohing as predicaté head can

beconié the focal point of case relationships, and indeed it does,
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Thus, the fact that the head of the PredP.in (46) is a poun, .,

doktoxr, does not prevent other NEg from .carryipg a-case . ..
fun_ction._ A

(46) .Doktorl si Pedro, sa siyudad; sa umagqu (at i 76
magsasaka naman siya sa baryo sa hapo
'Peter is a doctor in the city in the morning (and
he is a farmer in the barrio in the afternoon)

where NP| is the predicate head, NP, is Essive,'? NP, is

FTorgrovnt viryidooi oA o Ry oy

10d8tive, "and NB, s Temporal.

The postulation of base rules (45) gets 's'u.p‘i)'ort from other
considerations. For example, Robinson (19?0) has pointed out
' tha.t F:.Ilmore s rule

@7 P -4 v
parallels Chomsky's rule for .the_Eng]:i;l}_no;h" ﬁhrase: h

(48) _J,-__X -—7‘___—%{ (NP, S, NP S, PrepP, PrepE PrepP,. etc.)

where X is a variable that stands for the le;;i;é.l categories ‘N,
vV, and A, The constituents inside the parentheses is Chomsky's
formula are easily translatable into Cs. For example, .S.is, a
constituent dominated by an Objective NP, __Ruies (47) and ...
 (48) differ prectscly in the sense.that v in (47) is limited to
fhe class V, but X in (48) includes N as well as ¥ and 4. .

V_‘n{g_ ‘ha\_lr_e seen th_at the underlying structure of Tagalag

e

_ sentences may be represented as o/ tN{_ (NP )_fs It is easy
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to collapse the categories N, and V. .into one super-category,
say,: Loc (for locus, i;e. the locus: of case, relationships).. .-~
Hence, the postulation of base rules (45) allows us, 40 eXpress;
in’ inforfnal terms the parallel' underlying structures of NP and
S. R dk gf g 2 2 e
It- seems; then,  that to account fully for: 8ll Tagalog’
sentél:;ces, Chomsk;'s base rule which rewrites VP to have an
obligatory V constituent, Fillmore's deep structure representa-
tion of a proposition where the heafi is limited to V, 13 a5 well
as McCawley's deep structure representation of a sentence
where _35_ is limited to V, have to be ré-—exéminéd, 3 I:E, however.
fin :(44) is _redéﬁned to include any contentive, as sugf;v;s:ted,
then we have a formula that better represents t}.).e- underlying
form of Tagalog sentences, including the: so-—calli;d verbless
sentences. Since f is the focal point-'inla case relationship
a:nd since f has been ;edefined to include noun co;;;ntiyes. the
::‘.;_verﬁl;ess." cases -~n9¥édiabove cease to pose any difficulzt;:to
.case grammar, “
We shall now diSC'LZ;.SS the second difficulty mentioned

earlier in this section. But first, in the light o.ii" th_é discussion

above, let us revise Fillmore's base rule, as follows:
T . )

AT
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T Lo By 6
whefi;mi:(:):a,rEiike'“G,':' is a’ éategﬁr'j? that reférs to a function;
in this sense, the locus ‘of 'é'rf:;éttern' of casé relationships.”
LOC ma;r end up in éuff;al'dé structure as NP, V, or even C, as
illustrated, respectively, in the following trees:

(50) on Doktér si Pedro.
- 'Peter is a doctor, '

Tumakbo si Pedro.
1Petér ran, '

Para kay Pedro ang libro.
"The book is for Peter.'
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The second difficulty is that in (40-43), with underlying

étructhre SmP

o Nrfsubj_;/s, the predicate NP is the NP

that exhibits a case funcf_cion, and the subject NP, which normally
carries a ’Idistinct case f_unctiox:, is neutral. fIwo observations
stand out:. a) the Essive éaae role appears only when LOC
dominat;:: non-V cat?;;g-;ry, and b)theonl;r casg categories
that are dominated by LOC are Benefactive, Locative, and
Di.r.ectiona%_lf_ _______ T ;

" e e;!;plaining this :difficulty, ot xne xevivh ;’Approach 2:

the postul:'ation of underlying verbs, Thus, within this approach,

the underlying structures of (40-43) are, respectively, the

Vi

following (with a lot of details omitted):

(4U) o > | e i, T, 41

wigsres ¥ e NP NP,

'"benefit' FPedro liLro 'own b..‘-P'ed;'o libro
-para sa/kay -kay/sa
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/T i
T A3
s oo
.
Phi 3

'locative' Pedro libro
Y BT B son T - N
-nasayna kay © P PE - e w3k 7 ok

i i b ¢ S

(437) - o treld
die -
3 T e ! J".r'i':
e Eeaders cgra L8R i s fanad
'goal directional’ Pedro libro
- pa- pREETEAL, STEENAT B 48 B 0 Eediia

Once the condition that LOC dominates an abstract' verb

of the_,_abo%..ty'pe is met; an obligato_r-y'"tra.ns'formé.tion applies,

R

This leigatoryf transformail;tion moves one of the nodes on the

{ o

right'c_:f LOC to a positiofi:: under LOC, This transformation,

applied{_to (40'), gives
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node lowering

I\i’P libro

Pedro

para kay K

Next, the two nodes immediately dominated by LOC are
collapsed into one, and the resulting node gets its case category
label depending on the'case feature of the node V, Any feature
of the node V that is es_sential to case operation is copied into
its sister node, in this..;:;a5e the .Agentl_ive node. The exact
place in the Agentive part of the tre;;a -;here this feature is
copied into is p;ecisely the node that figures in case identifi-
cation, in this case, r_x-plde K, Such a collapsing transformation
and feature copying tral:atfslformation result as well in a re-
labelling of the case I;::;.t;;a-gory nodg involved in the tz_‘ansform,a-
tion. The new label is dependr—.l‘-nlt-;n the case featu;re ;::f

the verb, Thus:
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T \H’ node~collapsing
“ case feature copying
Lof'//f'x\'“‘*“o case node relabelling

| !

B . NP
T/\"ﬁp
para kay Peter . libro

This solution works as well for Sentences (41-43). The trees
corresponding to these sentences after this series of transfor-

mations are as follows:

comited LOC’//\O

K NP
ka!ty PeLro " |
(42') g -
L : L - -NIP
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43") ...

Pedro

Hpa's'al '. bayan o

Nc;ti‘c'é that-:i:he .ca.-se la'beliaf :t.he categorym ;:-appos.i'i;i(-:m to
LOC in (40'-42') is O, and not Essvie, .I_;_;Iﬁ:ma.intained that, if
thi_sl apprqach is a correct one, .onel___;_?{_the _-sourcgs--l.olf__the
Esswe case is ‘O, and that O becomes.E when the conditions -
noteé_.,;a!?g?ie .are met and the necessary transformations have: .-
applied.  Thus the lowering of the A node to the LOC. neutra=::
1izeS,I.l the O nqqe_;_ into E, and trees (40'-42') should be accord-::
ingly modified. . This neutralization process _does not work for
(43”) b‘?C.E_!-}lS_E,HQf dissimilar conditions. In (43'') it is 2 D
node not.an. O:rpqrie that interacts with the LOC node;.- This®
brings up the question: what. casé-labelled nodés, can be lowered
‘to LOC, a.nd v,vh?% _.;.qwgr;il}gl-__'l..]:;a}_s_.;peep made, what: cagerlabelled
. nodes get neutralized into the Essive case. . Before ‘we 'make "}
generalizations along this line, one other example need be: v

discussed, -In the sentence, .
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(53)  Doktor si Pedro, sa siyudad, sa umaga,.

'"Peter 'is a doctor in the city in the morning, '

we have noted thdt NP1 is the head of the PredP and it is
caseless, NPZ is Essive, NP3 is Locative, and NP4 is Temporal,
In (40-42) it was shown that Essive was originally O, Is NP,
in (53) originally'r“;(\);?- | Sentence (53) is synonymous with (54),

(54) ‘Gumaganap na doktor (O) si Pedro (A) sa bayan

(L) sa umaga (T). \ 2

'Peter acts/behaves 11ke a doctor in town in the |
morning, ' g : _

In (54):doctor is O-and Pedro is. A, . In fact we ‘may-say that'-
all ES:of the type illustrated:in (53) have.an underlying structure
with - NPI.-.:..as".-' o N:P=2' ‘as A and with aniabstract verb ‘perform,
behave;: act, appear’'. - Because: NP, s -Essive in: surface-ii~ :
structure andiA in deep structure, the Essive case now ' has.-:!
a second source, the Agentive case, .On the basis ‘of-these! .:
sentences, we may mak.e_ these generalizations: Any of the'case -
labelled nodes may  fuse with the LOC' node, .but only when either
- Avor: O-that is involved that. an:Egsive neutralization occurs:i- ..
Wheéni O fuses _.wit'h LOC, A is;neutralized, when A" gets fused;
with -LLOC, O-is neutralized, In all other cases, no neqtr,al-i#a,tién

occurs,

5. The Place of K in Deep Case Grammar )
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TR (for “RdSUE)"is the c4E87HAATREF adsociated wWith a i

RSN (o U5 AR T R = S LT U Y Rl S b sran e T Yaxps !
““particular ‘NP, K 18" $8alized in" the du¥face- structuréihs a

Sapp e e i

prepoéﬂnbn A 1anguage 1ike Englidh*&Hich* rely’ ‘heavily on'

ARt tE

Whétion ‘words “to' ¥how "éjﬁ'tafé{:ic reldfionships.”In inflécting
"ifhguagd) it is realized usually as an affix,’oftéfi'as 2 moun
““affix. *Tagdlog makes Use of both devices: if'the NP is nét °
*Gn focus its‘case is detérmined’in its marker, ‘a finction woid,
If it is in fc;cus, the marker is dropped in favor of the noans:

in-focus’ ‘markeér a g/m, and the verb, not t‘he .noun, is corres-

Ry

pondmgly mflected dependmg on the case of the NP in focus,

S oSl

We shall explmt this ’ambldextenty" to - shed some light on the
nature of K. |

B i Y ety T M g : Losd b e L aEY gl
How and when is K 1ntroduced in the gra.mmar? The 1966

L ; L e 5 - B0, RE wubeeg : i 1k
verszon o:E case. gramma.r (Fﬂlmore 1966) rewntes % wnp

A ¥ T b z i ke 2 ¥ (e s Bt '\'.{"-' . g ban e

symbol as an NP and then NP 1s subsequently rewntten w1th

SRR . PR VR L LS T BEe e 550 Baaiinn e it
an o'bhga.tory prepos1tlon constltueut thus _
? iR a5 1 _]-"'} retr o SFEL M w0 ,-'
Cl = NP

NP == Prep (Det) N
g A GPERC e L BHOG! il Y gFd

Later (m F111rnore 1968) K becomes an obhgatary :,rnmedlate

RIS s AT S 323 sreianad 2onal aF S A
constltuent of C, thus:
posin creeldadhy me fr g wEe gty T gadm smeee P o)

Cl --» K4+ NP

PP P L : -
PRl ] - o
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In both versiong,. K is base-generated and: occupies “ar position
SR s s B g i

SE gz -

- closely linked to N, That K.is:base~generated is'to:b& dxpécted,
A ol L EREfGEORRTE SRR c '

since deep case grammar treats cage.relatiohships, détérmited
o livsen wast =3 ’

by K, ag notions in the base. .;Allicase processess|”or “transforma-
* sui“m SR : :

tions, work from the.base. .We have, howéver,>iréhson t6-86ubt

T
oy

that the place of K in the base.is.closer -to':the noufi‘than ‘t6 any
other constituent, say, the:vezb; . Gonsider+thig pair of’ Ta.galog

sentences s depiat AL BEESEGN uY ¢ oow wg

...(55), Inabutan ni, Pedro (A;S) angbatai(G) ng’libro (D).

““““

TU#ET % “'Peter handed the child a book. J ot retEs

(5’6) | Umabot si Pedro (A G) sa bata (S) ng libro, (O)
e _rpetﬁx teached out- for:ahd got hold 'of a book
seeliks warn 7o = frorn the Chlld !

arihl AN

In (55) the NP ang bata 'the boy/chﬂd' is in focus and 1t is

Goal: the NP n1 g dfo is out of focus and is Agent:veaasz'welli_r__

T TR o T
S8 seraarer LD

as source, Topxcalxzatzon or focusmg 1s 2 transformatwn and___

i anpcinr 2l L e
we would not expect 1t to be able to change the case roles
{"!l

TEeyt £

played by the NPs :.nvolved Tt (56) however, a change of

focus results in a change of case function. The NP sa bata,

!

which is now out of focus, becomes Source, and 51 Pedro,

wemmdauilde crn BaTIon :
which'{s "how in focus becomes Goal (as well as Agentlve)

ApYFE T

Hence, the case roles of certain NPs dependel on whether they

are in focus or not, From this we may conclude that the
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A ppmesed omae ol sPeeys At
focus transformation precedés: the assigning of case o a . -7
particular ‘NP, ' This 'is-.a most-unwelcome .conclusion since it
means: that caseé assignment is:a process mot in.the base.but..:
in the transgformational component, It would appear .that-the ...
notion case.is mnot so ‘deep' after.all. 15

Let us''éxamine the data.further. It must be said. that;
this phenomenon involves only verbs.of transfer, and the - - o«
case roles involved in the change are Source and Goal, Further,
it is always the-case that one of these icases is co-referential:
with fhe Agentive NP, What a change 'in focusubrings -about: -is
a cha;r_lge,-"‘-a‘-‘ switching, of the treferences:of Goaliiand Source,
Furthérmore, if the Agentive, Goal{ and Source -functions, I »c
are- exhibited by different NPs (i. e, :the:sAgentive NP is not
coreferential with either -Goal or Source), other '(iaiS.ESi'ente.l;.T='..fi‘
into the“patternof relationships, with:a mew: patternsofi nini .
'éo‘reﬂérentiality.':?--'f'Consider:' W k.l i wem da

“(57)iv: Inabot mi' Peter (A, G) ang libro:sa bata i(S).”
'Pete got hold of the book from the Ch‘.l.].d.'

(58) Im)rabot ni Pete A P) ang hbro kay Joe (G) mula
T 7 e kay 18id- (S} i VIR
‘Pete handed the book to JOe from Szd.'
et ro s Sioaw

(59) Ibnnh ni Pete (A P) ng 11bro si Joe (G B) rnula
VR il kay ~5id (S) R GikiEns e ;
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'Pete bought a book for Joe from ..ud. '
where P is Path and B'is Benefactive -~ o). -mve - nwn  ooh
Two éolutions come to mind,:. The first ‘solution ,._-_req-uj._r_eg-
the -settitig up ‘of a system of case coreferentiality. involving, .
cert‘:e:‘ing"{:y’ti)eé"‘ ‘of-iverbs: a:nd the ‘pertinent case functions, : The . :
second involves the postulation of a major change. in the way,..
K is''représented in the grammar.  These two solutions are
not- at all mutually:-exclusive.. . The-specification..of the first. .
solution -i§ straightforward, hence, -the remainder of this
séction is devoted to. speculations on the: form case grammar
ma¥ take -if ‘Solution 2 is correct, : -
““H%e ‘problem is to recomcile: the: requirement that K must
be basé&igenerated and the ohservation that, upon application
of "the “topicalization’transformation, certain case functions of
some “NPs ‘undergo a change. - The line of thinking pursued.
~in this discussion is‘to" colisider K:not as-a sister:node -of
NP in the base, but as a feature of verb. - .The case assignment

transformatmn moves" the case feature to ithe appropnate NP,
otk i g S ? ey
What is s:gmﬁcan’c 1s that case asmgnment now a transforma-

_ 'rﬂ-]

t:.on, can be ordered in relatwn to other transformat;ons 1f

W?rf?en_ order the topicalization transformation ahead of the

case assignment transformation, then the -proﬁlem app'ears solved,



ND; 1 " TAGALOG AND DEEP 'CASE GRAMMAR 39

- Y& can illustrate thissolution with:the following tree:

(sorne ‘details omitted):

. (60) R e H .

v
kain
‘ Teat!.:
..... . bata buwajra
1+ : . "boy' - - ~¢rocodile! i :

Structure (60).is a deep structure representation, with the
werb marked for the case functicm'?.i-:ha't will be exhibited by the:..
complement NPs,. To this’ tre&; we apply the topicalization -:.'.
transformation, - .Either NP could be the topi¢; let us say

that bata is selected to become the topic, thus: i = .+ ¢ =50

(61) S

“ e 0 a ang . ba[& buwa.Ya
+A sl "boy' 'crocodile!
+0 :
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The topicalization’ transformation consists of marking a particu-
lar complement NP with either #TOP or -TOF depending.:as to.
whether the said NP is to be the topic or not. The same
tra.nsfc_arrnation fills the D slot associated with the N marked
#TOP with the topicalization marker ang or si, in this case, ang.
Next, aﬁply case featﬁre mc;vement transfcrmation-.l-l The general

i

strategy is to scan the head of the complement NPs to find out

if a ‘particular NP is compatible with a given case réir;ltionship
g ! B
with the wverb, 6 Thus, the Ns are scanned to find out if an

N can be the. agent' of kains ~In (60),- eith_é,r-.,_ba.ta or buwava-,. -

can be the agent, Let us assume that bata is selected as agent.
The feature ¢ A of the verb is copied into the N, and the. feature
+0, the only remaining case feature of the verb, is :copied -into.
th;a only remaining. N, buwaya. Thus: st ot 5

(62) s

ang bata 1 buLaya ._
"boy' 'crocodile’
+TO 1 |-TOP

A o (0]
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The ‘sélection of the néun marked with the feature »TOP as.the
agent results in the filling of the focus slot of the verb with-the -
affix -um-,” Copying the +#0O feature of the v‘erb into the noun

marked wy.th TOP results in the’ f1111ng of the D slot assocxated

with that noun w:th the - marker %-: Fmanlly we get

- kumain IE I‘if D l\II
ang bata nL buwaya

" '"The ‘m:vyr ate a crocodile. '

(63)

Given conﬁguratzou (61), and assurmng that the case ass:.gnment

transformation ass1gns + A to buwaxa and+ O to bata,- the

resultmg sentence is Kmam ang bata _'_g buwaya 'The boy was

eaten by the. cr.ocoda.le.' . Two other sentences may be derived
from (60):
- (64)- Kumain ng ... _bata_ < - .ang .. ' buwaya,’
-TOP HEOP
+O 2o . B
- _
"The crocodile até a boy.' . - « 1 i
(65) ' “Kinain-ng..- : bata .- ang " ‘- buwaya.

2o i 'The! erocodile was eaten by the, boy.!' |
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..:Given the  mechanism desc¢ribed above, :it becomes: relatively:
easy: to account for Sentences- (55-56),
+(55)  -Inabutan-ni Pedro (A,S) ang bata (G) ng libro (O).

'Peter handed the ch:ld a book !

”(56) Umabot si Pedro (A G) sa ba.ta (S) ng 11bro (O)
"Peter -reached out for and got hold of a book from:: -
the child, ' '

The underlying representation of (55), considerably simplified,
is as follows:

(55)

~ "book!

In (55') the topicalization - transformation and the case movement
transformation ;nla.ve already applie-d, To get to surface structure,
we apply a series of two transformations:on certairn NP nodes,
One of the co_ndit_ians of these transformations is ‘that the NPs
must be corefer.er.itial. The first tflénsformation matches the

features of the coreférential:NPs and then'‘copies into either node
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features of the other node that the first node does not have,
The second transformation deletes the second node, = Thus:

(55') S _

abot
" "hand! .

+A
+0
+Q
A

The. underlying structure of (56), after topicalization, case
assignment, feature copying, and node deletion is as follows:

(56)

_abot - libro bata
e e 7] % Y
1-+A -TCOP{" . | =TOPY
+0 +O +8
4.5 ' ’ CT A
+G
L- T Rl g aftE : B g

-The . postulation of cases as features of the verb is necessary

to account for .anothey set of data. This involves 'k-Iesgs! ‘cases,
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specifically, cases involving motion verbs, Consider:

(66) Naﬁggali;ag _s;a.-ft.-iiag (S) si Pedro,
.o 'Peter came from the bridge.! ..

(67) Nagpunta sa tulay (G) si Pedro.
'Peter went to the bridge.’

.{68) Nagdaan sa tulay (P) si Pedro.
'Peter went via the bridge,'

+:(69) Lumundag sa tulay si Pedro.. e
'"Peter . jumped /on the bridge (L),
; | from off} ;

onto /

.across
In the babo_v'e senteﬁ_qes, _theré. is no upiqu'e}l_y identifiable element
in the NP. sa tulay that may be considered. to play the role of.:
K. How does a mative speaker of Tagalog know, whether .an NP
is L, S, G, or P? The case roles of the sa-phrase in (66-69)
is semantically (not affixally) determinable in the verb, There
are, however, certain verbs like 1unﬁag 'jump' as in (69) which
are inherently. ambiguous; hence, the. multiple glog_ags.

It seen‘-!_é ‘then that K is best i‘_é:(;;prsidered as al. _iééture of
the verb, . Mc;(_)e;wley {1963, p. 260) considers tﬁe'p:eposition to
have originated as a feature of the verb and beco_r'h_e__ later
5 :_.attaghgd to the NP by a.transformation, This is supported by

the fact_that.in English there are certain strict.selectional.. - -

restrictions between verbs and prepositions; and the fact that
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in some constructions, the preposition is left behind with the -
verb, such as the question '"What are you thinking of?'

" This solution would still be within the spirit of deep case
‘grammar, since this merely requir_és that K, which is still
base-generated, be treated as verb-associated, This solution
accommodafes'la'.nguages--like English where a case relationship
is determined by prepositions, and languages like Tagalog:
where, in some instances, case roles are completely determinable
in some features of the verb, |
6. On the Verb Bukas 'Opeu'

Fﬂlmore (1968) gwes the case frame fea.ture for the verb
‘open' as +C 0 (AII)] that is, the verb ’open takes an
obligatory 'O and tolerates A and L 17.. Thus:

(70)° - Jéhn (A) opened the door (O) with the key (1).

(71) John (A) opened the door (O). |

- (72) The ‘key (I) opened the door (O)."

(73) The door (O) opened.

Huddleston (1970) asks whether the distinction between Agentive
and Instrumental is sat:sfactorﬂ.y identified, He makes - the
observation that Fillmore's analysis overlooks the fact that

(72) 'presupposses some unexpreseed Agentive participant', whereas
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a senféinc"é"' like (74), Huddleston: claims, doe?‘nOt e
(74) The ‘wind opened the door,
Wind"in'(74) would be identified by Fillmore as, Instrumental; .
Huddleston ‘labels ‘it -as Foree. ‘-
" What distinguishes Agentive.from Instrumental? ;It has -
beengencrally bélieved that itiis the feature  #Animate, . But.

yet, consider these Tagalog ‘sentences:i;: .. .. : . Er

"(75)" Ipinangtakot ng: ignoranteng magulang si_ Dr Kabag
sa mga bata, '

'Ths ignorant parent used Dr, .K_abag to ;_frighten
the kids, ' ) :

(76) Iplnangkampanya ni Sen Bukbok a.ng mga art:.stang
- EpA lapgs,= e > 2
~ 'Sen. Bukbok used has-been movie stars in his

‘' campazign;

where the Instrumentals are clearly a_gima.iz:o;_,)_ aqd. '-L:?.neir_ use as
such does not ‘involve mere. physical body but total PEf.S_cnaiitY.

Or is it the fact of an implicit ,&g'entiye__. participant in a construc-
tion like (72) that identifies lc_z_x_y 'as:_;,nstrjxmepya?;__’:}_ But consider:

(77) NaBUKsan ng susi ang pinto. .
'The boy was a.ble to open the door, "

(78) # Nagbukas ang susi ng pinto.
R\ BordeREEY 2 o hat e L
*Binuksan ng susi ang pinto, 17 i
'"The' oy (deliberately) opened: the door. ',
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S\e:ntéiﬁcé | (77) Idoes n(;t iz‘.-nllaly an Agel-iltl'i.x;é p;.:_rticip.ant, but ygt

it is acceptable, The seiljf:gx;ées in (78),---"@11'1'5:'1'-1 ;t‘;fibute volition
to the noun susi -‘.key_'._.-__-._a:;e unaccgptable. : Itl_seems :that- what
dis_ti,nguisheg Agentive fr.orr_i Instrumental 'is not jthe featur_e

Animateness = nor the fact of implicit Agentive participant, but '

the feature -+ Volition, So although Instrumentals ‘may be viewed

to be able'.lto__,carry-out an action, it is not I‘.cpnsidered that they
have any knowledge of the act, much less that they. will the act.
Let us consider further this feature of Volition, ‘Huddleston
(1970) states that -if we distinguish between ‘Agentive -and Force
in terms- of .intention.or volition, it would r_aise- (in English) new
problems, i, e., sentences with--.animgte_:_ causes would be,
ambiguous: - ‘
(79) .John opened the door,.
Example. (79) .is _a_mbig_":_;iousl_. i.n that_.tl-le action may be deliberate I
‘with John as Agentive, or accidental with John as Foree, ‘The
Tagalog verb -;yster-n dist,inguisli_é__s .betwe:en déliﬁ“ei‘é.té aﬁd a;::cidental.
Cons:iz.’;ér --th.e se -:.s:er.itéhceé

(80) Binuksan ni Pete: ang pinto.
© 'Pete (dehberately) opened the door J

'(81)' . NaBUKsan ni Pe.’cel ang _-p:_nto.
' 'Pete was able to open the:door, '
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(82)  Naibukas ni Pete ang pinto,
'Pete, with some effort, was able to open the door,'

f.'\'='- 2 .{ = C R b =
(83) NAbuksan ni Pete ang pinto.
“iw L 'Pete ‘(accidentally) ‘opened the door,

Sentences (80-82) are unambiguous :as to intentionality: the
agent had knowledge of the act prior to its execution. s “Sentence

(81) has an added dimension of -fnéaning: -ability. = Exambple (82)

expresses ability as well ‘as force or effort.-- it is implied -

that the: agent expended some effort in doing the -act, 19 Sentence
(83) is also - unambiguous as to intentionality: the. agent
accidentally opened the door. The fact of Intentionality is
evident in-the form of the verb in' (80) and (82): in (81) and (83),
where involved is only one form of the verb, the feature .

I Intentional is.expressed in terms of word stress,

Now what distinguishes Agentive from Force? Consider:

(84) NaBUKsan ni Pete . (A) { ' ang pinto.
{ng hangin (F)
' - {Pete. . Jwas able to open ‘the door. '
The wind}
(85) NAbuksan ni Pete (A) ang pinto,
. {Pete accidentally opened the door.'
The win __ 5 e Ve ab
(86) Naibukas i Pete (A) / ang pinto, -
.. Ing bangin (F)f . - .
! ete »after some effort, was able to open the

~ the door, ' v el
The win : ' ;
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(87) Nagbukas ési Pete (A) } ng pinto,.
Bumukas ang hangin (F)
' fPete intentionally opened the door.'
The wind}

(88) Binuksan (ni Pete (A) , ang pinto,
Yetm ' ng hangin (F){
* ! {Pete intentionally opened the door,' -
B The wind 5 ‘ d ;
Notice that hangin 'wind' (F) can open a door (84), it can
accidentally open ‘a door (85), and it can exert effort in opening
a door (86), but ‘it may not be attributed intention in opening - -
a door (87-88), Thus, Force is marked -Volition and Agentive
+ Volition, -

* Force is distinguished from Instrument in that, as is

evident, " Force requires force but Instrument does not:

(89) Naibukas - /ng hangln ang pinto,
. *ng 81.151
- '' fThe wind after some effort, was: able to .
open the door,'
The key | -

That is, we do not speak of Instrumentals exerting effort = in
completing an action,- - Thus, Force is marked +Effort, and."

Instrumental -Effort;: .

‘* The chart below summarizes these observations;
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Agentive ~ Force . Instrumental
+Ability | - |4 Ability . - | 4 Ability
+Effort + Effort -Effort

+Volition -Volition -Volition |

It appears, e ﬂﬁddléston has ob.served,_.- ;:hé.t deep: cases
are nofldiscrete nldr.i-‘con'i'plex Isymbols, bt.;t, in f-é.-ct are symbols
composed of a bundle of features, and case catgl_gqries may be
differentiated in terms of the sets of features they share and .
differ: in, As we identify more cases, it might _hec'qme a
methodological. convenience.to set up 'constellations' of cases, .
for example, the Ability constellation: A, F, I, Members of
a constellation share some, common semantic features and behave
in some syntactically related mianner. For example, as noted
above, English accepts A, F, I as surface subject of the verb
open with no change -of the vefb form from one case to another:
'Peter/the wind/the key opened the door.' A Benefactive
phrase, -say, may not occur in the. same environment:
'*For Peter opened,_t_he door. ' . (The sentence 'Peter was opened
the door for' requires a change in the form  of the verb.) -

We do not as yet have .a clear -ide__i; of the exact criteria
for setting up new cases, or for breaking old ones into two or

more cases, but we do know that the presence or absence of
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a morphological element in th;e verb (or in the noun) that marks
off a verb-NP relationship is not necessarily a criterion, For
example, ‘1:1;{e' f‘act _of .the pre-‘senc.e : cl'f an Intentiénality_ marker

in Tagalog does .l‘.l-Qf neces'sa.ril.y mean fh‘e séttiné I-up'.;)fwlnténti;nal
and Accidental cases, _Sirriilarly,.. the absence of an Intentionality
marker in Enghsh t;oe_é not m;céss‘itat.e-: fhe; :COnﬂ#fioﬁ of -Agentive
and Force in‘l:oI one Caus.é.r case, The feature api_)roach to the
analysis of cases thus prevents an unncessaryl profiie_ration of
cases, It may also serve as a basis fo:-r a more uniﬁed analy-rsis

of the case structure of all natural languages.
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FCCTNC TES

Focus in: Tagalog grammar is discussed in more detail
in Bowen (1965), Otanes (1966), and Schachter and Otanes
©(1971), © Goénzalez (1969) relates it to the notions of.
grammatical subject, topic, and emphasis, Hldalgo [1970)
‘presents a general view of focus in Philippine:languages. . °

*A ‘nioun phrase is' a complement of the verb if it enters -
into direct semantic-syntactic relationship with the verb;

" thus the NPs 1in the structure V(NP,.,NP), = This type of.+

NP should be distinguished from an NP which functions as
the icomplement of a noun, i,e.,; the NPs in the .structure.
N(NP, e NP)

These constructions appeared to me at fu'st to be

excephons' : ‘ _ , e
i. Nawala ang para .~ f(kay Pete} ;
sa bata
lost the X for {Pete i
the boy
ii, Nawala ang kay Pete) +
'sa bata
'lost the X of Pete '
the boy{ ~

In both instances, the out-of-focus markers, the Bene-
factive para kay/sa in (i) and the possessive _y/sa in

(ii) are retained even when the Benefactive and Possessive
NPs are made subjects, Notice that the topic marker

ang introduces the said NPs, The 'anomaly' here involves
NPs which are simultaneously marked by both in-focus

and out-of-focug markers, Cne may argue, however, that
(i) is derived from (iii) after deletion of the element that
shows indefiniteness, bagay 'thing'.

III, Nawala ang bagay na para kay Pete,
'was lost the thing for Pete'
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' Or tHat, if one’is thinking of specific object, say, libro
"book': 5 E ol .

“iv, © Nawala ang librong para kay Pete.
'was lost the book for Pete !

in which case, the Benefactive NP para kay Pete 'for

Pete' is not actually the topic of the sentence but is the
complement of.the deleted topic noun, In other.words,

that the Benefactive NP does not enter into direct
semantic-syntactic relationship with the verb and hence
may not be properly considered to have a case, But -’

yet we know that sema.ntically it functmns in the Benefactive
sense, Hg : " {

One possible answer to this question lies in the
distinction between two types of 'dases', verb case and
noun case, depending as to whether the NP in question
interacts with a verb or & noun, - For example, the:
phrase para kay Pete in(v) is Benefactive ‘verb case -
because it relates to the verb bumili 'buy', The same
phrase is Benefactive noun case in (vi) because it relates
to the NP ang librong 'the book' :

v, Bumili SI JOHN ng libro para kay Pete
o “'"-"'*'John bought a book for Pete. '

vi, Binili ni John ANG LIBRONG para kay Pete,
'‘John bought the book that was for Pete.'

““This is all fine, but yet this solution does not work for
(ii). Because while (i) could be derived from (iv), (ii)
‘may not be derived from (vii) since (vii) is unacceptable,

Vii. *NaWala ang librong kay Pete,

A better presentation of this tncky pro‘blem, to whicn
I have no solution, is as follows (the a sentences are
Benefact:ve, ‘the b senténces a.re Possesswe)
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L., a.- Nawala ang para kay Pete 'lost the X for Pete'.

b. Nawala ang kay Pete 'lost the X of Pete'

Assuming that the lost object is a book: (la) .may be derwed
:Erom (2a), but (1b) may not be derived from (2b):
2,7 ag Nawala ang librong para kay Pete.
©+.. . .'was lost the book for Pete'
“-.. b, . *Nawala ang librong kay Pete.
‘-".was lost the book of Pete'

But (1) may be derwed from: (3)

3. a. Nawala ang para kay Pete na 11bro
'was lost the book for Pete!
b. .- Nawala ang kay Pete na libro.
: 'wa.s lost the book of Pete'

: 'And (3b) could have been denved from (4b), 'bu’c there

is no. correspondmg form (4a):

A a2

b. Nawala ang libro ‘ni i:’ete_._
'was lost the book of Pete'

Now we can say (5b) where ay Pete ceaé:és 'to become
Possessive and assumes a verb locative case role, but
we may not say (5a):

b, a. *Nawala ang libro para kay Pete.
'was lost the book for the sake/beneﬁt of Pete
b Nawala ang libro kay Pete,
‘'was lost the book in the person/possessmn of Pete'

To be able to say the idea we wish to express in (5a), we
need to change the form of the verb, thus, (6a). But (6b),
the counterpart of (6a), is unacceptable.

6. a. . Nalwa.la ang libro para kay Pete.
'(X) succeeded in losing the book for the sake/beneﬁt
of Pete,'

b. *Naiwala ang libro kay Pete.



NC.'1  * TAGALOG AND DEEP CASE GRAMMAR 55

3%, [This ‘denténce doées not seem normalj »= Editor]

e WL R P

4, Notice the change from indefinite to definite: marker, In.
Tagalog only a definite noun may be put in focus through
primary;topicaliZation, It has been ‘suggested' that focusing
is noun-definitizing, “/These sentences seem:to support
this view:

i. Sinampal ni Pedro ANG BATA} .
B L WP LT L s (SI JUAN } 5
'slapped by Peter THE - BQY,
CCRITSE YT EAT o ded e {'JOHN ni ]

g s sﬁfﬁ&mﬁai 81 IﬁEDR.Q

“fa.ng ‘batavipu, L EEEY e
. ; : & {b.‘s:':ﬁ&: sizFadhag Wz beieesi S edoeinn
"dslapped  BY PETER"’ fhesbb§)be- , & roe

: tJohn }

In (i) tHe Hotifis “Bbéfa *boy"i“and Juan 'John'' are in focus
and definité]“in"(ii), ‘bata“is ‘out of focus and is indefinite.
Biit ﬁ'ﬁtice”‘thél'"-"{iﬁé.i:céfrf'abﬂity”‘éf (iib) where Juan, which
is supposed to be out of focus, is definite, . In Tagalog
morphc_)]_.ogy,‘ there is-no marker for out-of-focus proper
hurfian ‘aciné" in’ the Objective case, and the requirement -
that'proper humaii’ndtins be’ rnarked makes it inipos sible
to expresiin'Tagalog!s “sentence with ‘the underlying form:

WO B AmRgR ffF vigne o

- e oo g n T et
fhgentive] ° [FObjéctive] -
+ Focus -Focus - | © ¥
{+Human
|+ Proper . |

e MERFRNe m e
v ostiua: to.

" which ‘may be réalizéed in English as the sentence 'PETER
hit John', '
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Semewhat related to this is the fact that locative. -
phrase 'modlf).ers cannot locate in a definite space indefinite
nouns, .Consider: e
(ifi. - Kirpin ng bata ANG MANSANAS sa mesa.

eat  boy _-apple table

an ambiguous sentence which has these readmgs
iii, a  The boy ate THE A?Pm':'{which"&as) on the
table,
b. Thb boy ate on the table THE APPLE,

In (iii) the locative phrnse sa mesa double-functions as.a
noun locative modifying the definite noun mansanas and as
a verb locative modifying the verb kinain, In (iv), however,
the ' : o
. iv. . Kumain ANG BATA ng mansanas sa mesa. .
i a. THE BOY ate on the table an apple.

b. *THE BOY ate ‘an apple (wluch was) ‘on the

table.

locative NP sa mesa d1sp1ays no such ambxgulty, it can
only be read as 2 verb locative modifying the verb kumain,

.-~ and not as a noun locative modifying the md_ef_n_nte noeun.;

mansanas. Thus, it does not locate in space the indefinite
NP mansanas. Before it can be so located, it has to be
definitized first, as in (iii).

Verbal focus inflection, however, imposes some restriction
on the noun marker that may be used to explicate a case
function, For example, when the verb is inflected for
Objective case, the Instrumental noun may be marked by
ng as .in (i), or by the longer form sa pamamagitan ng

as in (ii). . '

£ Hinampas ng higante (A) __g dinosor (I) ang dragon (O).
ii, Hinampas ng higante (A) sa pamamagitan ng

" dinosor (I) ang dragon (O). ‘
'The giant hit the dragon with (the, use of) the dinosaur. '
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This flexibility .is lost in. i;x__gi;_lxzpmeqtgl_and__gqto;-fngs[
inflected verbs; B S

iii, Humampas ng dragon (O) (sa ‘pamarnagitan ng)-
dinosor (I)

| g
ang higante (A). o

iv. Ipinanghampas ng h:l.gante (a) (sa;dragon {0) ang

dmosor (I) e
“Hiher 2iades sk
6; More properly, focus is thematic in ﬁé‘%ﬁre while case is
‘semantic. " The scope. of case is’ t‘ne sentence, “while that
of focus is the. dlscourse; T 4

LR T S S e 9 F
pi N 1 - i Lo T

%, This treatment of V-NP relatlorish:.p"&'ifférs to some
extent from that of Schachter and Otanes' (1971). Schachter
and Otanes define focus to have a semantic substance, hence,
focus is an ielement in;deep structure. .In this paper,
focusing is viewed as a.progess. in, the transformatlonal
component and focus is a surface V-NP relationship.
Moreover, ‘Schachter :and Otanes identify the focus of an
NP as either actor -- when thé" tcpic ‘NP is the subject
of theiverb, -oxrigoal -- a_.cover team for all non-actor .
focus relationships, such as Benefactive focus (when the
‘itopic: NP 'is'a Benefactive, phrase),.: Loqatwe focus (when '
the ‘topic' NP is a Locative. phrase),. A4 noted, any
V-NP relationship that has semantic relevance is treated
in this paper as an instance of case, a deep ‘structure
~primitive. (Fillmore 1968), but that any case-marked NP
with correspondmg verbal mﬂect:.on may ‘be put in focus.

o1 |:'----.--.,

"(It seems: to me that S & O's use of the term 'focus'
corresponds -with Fillmore's use of the term 'case'.

Hence, S & O's Benefactive focus is equivalent to Fillmore's
topicalized Benefactive NP; S &; O‘S Actor focus is equwalent
to Fillmore's topicalized Agentwe ‘NP, and so forth, If

this is so, then the difference in the two treatments may
very well be mnotational.
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7%, [This Sétitence seefns normal, --= Editor]
8. Or, consider:

i, Bumukas ang pinto,
'"The door opened, ' )

but not: .
ii, *Bumukas ang susi ng pinto,
iii, *Bumukas si Pedro ng pinto sa pamamag1tan ng
susi

" The verB form’ bumukas suggests reﬂeIWltY The
gloss in (i) may well be 'The door opened itself',” or,
'"The door, through 1ts own force, opened !

{54 J. LEs

A But notdii . T

rPeter atid’ Mary broke the windéw,
Peter broke the window w1th Marz

where w:.th Mary (in (11) is Comitatwe

9% [ThJ.s genténce does not seem’ normal --—-Edltcxr]

10, JI ‘aim- una'ble to think of good example's mvolvmg Agéntive
zand Objective NPs, Regardmg Agentive, the closest '
example is the sentence ) :

¥3 _r"'i‘

Iﬁakuha mo’ nga ako kay Emma ng sa,bon mula

ST gl f!'.-":;- ka.y Butch. R b
. Paraphrase: 'You ask/ca.use Emrna to go and
GREPE ST 08 B B T pef g ‘cake 'to soap® from Butch

and this you do' fo:r me Sh

IR L T and TREULENIRENY v ok Oy DO pridyaatieind

A _'_-:whose unaerly-mg representatmn 15 as follows
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T
'cause to NP -+ NP - _ NP NP
' mb S
|Y0ut

i-igabon” . Butch
‘soap‘

il

In the above sentence, mo 'you' and Emma are both
Agentive., The pro‘blem is that both NPs are out of
focus. In focus is the Benefactive akis:'me',

11, It should be pointed out that (30) is a 'peculiar' example
of phrasal conjunction precisely because of the fact that

the NPs conjoined are of different cases.

11 [Tms sentence seems normal cf./isentence- (’E?}u.;\.— ‘Editor]

23 2 FY v ...,_s
= '.a.,r ,,-.-.-'..1] DeenEin 21 {o

SV *rfhe term 'Esbive’ is from Stockweéll, >Schdchter;  iand Hall-
=75 Partee (1968) ‘ The Essive case BiS)the )ca.seu&estrmted to
cbpulafwes : cozifavl ab oysaad

2 T8 N . sasisC

13, '”’Fillmore (1968} af course ex;aressly bn%cten‘tatwely exclude
Yerbless? p‘roposznons in h;s lgrammaﬁ‘ jueed C
Mﬁ, arflt a9owio - snls ;‘"

14, HefNirther stidies'; may reveal that othexr- casés {are. nmvolved
in this process, H doiapsioitiis




15, As a further exemplification of this point, consider the
following sentences:

i, Sinampal ni Pete (A) (SI JOHN (O) .
ANG BATA (O)
'"Pete slapped ({JOHN 1=
: THE BOY

ii, - Sumampal SI PETE (A) a. *si John (O)
: 4 {b. ng bata (O)
'"Pete slapped {John :
{the boy}

where in (iia), as noted in Fn, 14, proper human nouns
when out of focus rnay not assume the case role Objective,

Elizabeth Gatbonton has called my attention to the
following sentence constructions:

iii,  Inibig mi John (A) {a.. SI MARY (O)
e b. ANG DALAGA (o)f
'John love MARY ;1
o THE MAIDEN

Pheyeit

Umlbz.g St JOHN (a) . “¥si Mary :
kay Mary (G)
. *ang dalaga

sa dalaga (G)

ng dalaga (O)

™

i* Notice that while (iva) is starred, (ivb) is not. Likewise
(ivc) is starred but (ivd) is not. But the acceptability
of - (ivb) and' (ivd) hinges on the fact that the case functions

- - .of the NPs have .changed, as ‘shown by the noun ‘markers.
Mary in (iva) is supposed to be O and Mazry in (ivb)'is.
Goal. Dalaga in (ivc) is supposed to be O and dalaga

wi~in (ivd)'ig -Goal, Compare (ivd) and (iv.e.); the: "Iatter
is still O but (ivd) is Goal.. It seems that'thiére are
(surface?) selectional restrictions between the focus

= feature of the: verb and the 'case functwn of a noi&*-toplc :
complement NP, i
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' I owe this idea to Anderson (1‘;'66.) who first used.this

scanning strategy for assigning focus functions in his

descnptwn of Tagalog and Cebuano sentences,

W1th the Tagalog verb buka.s, 1t seems that O is not
obligatory, Cons1der the follow:r.ng constructmns which
leave ©O unspecified: : oo

“4.- Magbukas ka (A) nga. :
'You open some unspecified-but-contextuzally-identi-
fla'ble ob;ect !

Py Ibukas o (A) nga ako (B) S
’You open for me some unspecﬁa.ed-. ....-'-_-

it il Buksan mo’ (A) nga’ ako (B)

'"You open some unspecified object: (in all
~probability a door-or a wnndow) for 'me, '
Idmm ’Let me:- in (or out)

':J.Sentence (111) ha.s a: second reading, a literal reading: 'You

open me (i.e., my-body)', in which case, ako becomes
O, but of course it has never been (to my knowledge)

- read .this way. - Sentence (ii) has this same Objective
reading, . - oo . A . " T

«7. The use of-case frame. features is basic.in:case

.grammar. . 'In answer to Lakoff's anilysis of .verb features

that led him to posit the stativity feature on'verbs -(Lakoff
1966), Fillmore (1968, p. 31) states that in case grammar,
there is no-meed to .add :the stativity feature on verbs: "
'The transformation which accounts for the ''true impera-

i-tives' - can apply only to sentences containing A's,”and the
occurrence of B expressions (and '"outer ' L's!) is‘:dependent
‘. .on the presénce of an.A, The progressive. aspect: can

only be chosern-in.association ‘with particular case: frames,
for example, those containing A's, No special features

~indicating stativity need be added to verbs because, if this
“suggestion is correct, only those verbs which occur 'in P's
 containing A's will show up in'these sentences anyway. '

‘"> There are however, Tagalog constructions involving outer
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locatives and benefactives even when A is not realized
in. surface structure ; -

iv. Naitapon na ang libro sa basurahan,
'"The book has already been thrown away into the
wastecan, ! :

. V. Naipagbili rin ang mga lumang damit para sa
mga ampon,
'"The old clothes have at last been sold for the
adopted- kids, ' -

Where the outer L sa basurahan in (iv) and the B phrase
para sa mga ampon in (v) are realized in surface structure
even when the A phrases in both sentences have been
omitted. Likewise, the aspect of the verb in (vi) is
progressive, and yet the Agentive phrase is unspecified,

. vi. Naikukuha ka na sana ng tinapay kung hindi lang
dumating ang Nanay.,
Paraphrase: '(X) was at the point of finally
= succeeding in his attempt to get cookies for
e : : you, but - then Mom arrived, ! g

it 'seems that in Tagalog, the only vahd genera.l:zatlon
on dependency relations among constituents as a condition
for surface realization of NPs is this: When the verb
is inflected.to focus ‘on a case function,. the presence

. of a representative NP of that case.is obhgatory, all
other NPs are optzonal - -

172, [Thls sentence seems no:rma.l ;'—E—-,--Editor]

18, - But note If ‘the agent is a somnambulist in one of his
--mightly prowls, or if he is one who is under.a .magician‘s
spell, and he -opens a door, one can rightly say:: Binuksan
niva ang plnto 'He (dehberately) opened the door,'!

19. Curmusly, (82) has a second readmg, and th:.s second
. 'reading suggests. -Intentionality, A linguist looking for
. a piece of crumpled paper (on which is written valuable
.revidence for a:counter-proposal) might get this apologetic
reply from his secretary: Naitapon ko na ho ang papel
'l unknowingly, unintentionally have thrown the paper away',
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