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9, Introduction

Relations 1ike Subject, Direct Ohject (D0}, and Tndirect Ohject (IO}
bave other things, they comprise a wide wvariety of semantle sub-classes.
For exapple, in the following sentences,

fa] he came upcn the antelope  f= encounter)
fb] he came up on the antelope (= stalkl,

the semantic relation of be to the verb in (8) 13 quite different from its
relation to the verbh in [b): din (&), the actlon is secidentn] while in (B)
it is intentional. MNevertheless. in borh fa) and (b}, he can be shown to be
the Subject, regardless of the semantic disparity: e.g.. the form he alome
is acceptabie, as opposed to him or his; he most accur in pre-verhal position;
and 5o an, ACTOSS languages, Suhjects tond to manifest cortoin properties
[Keengn 1976) - positionally, morphologheally, syntacticslly, seeantically.

The other grawnstical relations - DD and 10 - hove not recelved as mich
stTention as Subject but the case for each category within a particular lan-
guage rests on the same kind of argument: cam it he demonstrated that semam-
tic relations 23 diverse as those in (c-f)

fe]  he bullt the houss
{d} he burned the hoose
{e] he saw the Bouse

(€] he liked the house

* Semé of the dita veported here have been taken from the work of G. Bradshaw,
M. Dewey, T. Gally, A, Houston, V. T. Mapsom, R. Sproch, W. Sasakl, snd H.
Wymn. The interpretations T put on them and the theoretical implicatioss I
extracted ave entirely my own, Our study of Wolof was condacted in the
1876-77 Field Machods class at UC Ssnts Barbava. Our consultant was Pape
Gaye, a natlve epeaker of [Dokar) Wolof, who f= also fluemt in French and
Engllsh. He is not a linguistically naive comsultant since he has warked
with the Peace Cowps on language training projects in his ewn comtry and
is currently studying linguistics im the Inited States. But, to oy knowledge,




220

{where in {£), the houss is created-in (d) it is destroyed; In {e}, it Is
simply perceived; and im {f) it is the source of an emotion) are sub-classes
of some lorger class, namely, DOT  Such » semamtically herercgensous class
could be shown to exist i€ certain properties obtained across all for most)
of the sub-elasses - position, king, verb-ag 3 imaliza-
tion, and so om. 5S¢, in many languages, the D0 will have a dis:!nn in-
flection - as in Turkish:

el o av-1 yg]l:g
35 house-D0 bullt
“he built the house™

a1 e ev-i vakti
™
“he turned the house™

fe"] & [ N 1)1
Tsg house DO 33w
"ha gau the house

iy ey-l  seudd
fﬁ-g housa-p0 THed, Joved
“he liked the howse'™
or, it will have s distinct pronomimal Form - as in French:
fe") 11 1'a comstruite {1t = maison "howse™)
he TE- t
“he dullt ie*
(@) il 1'a brflide

£- inid
"he burned ie"

{e") 11 1% vue
he fr- sau
Vhe saw it"

the data reported here are onblassed by Mr. Gaye's own theoretics] incli-
mations. Some additional information was Furnished by his brother Njuga

ond his sister Nadi, For the Finnich dats, T wich to thank Fekki Merdlainen.
[ owe especial appreciation to Martin Braine, Cherie Gurse, and Jean Mulder
far reading versions of this study in its development, and for suggesting
ways of inproving it.



(FY #1 1'a ainee
Bo 3t- Tiked
"he liked it"

[where naison would othexwise pronomimalire as Subject elle or ID lui).

Tn this paper, | attempt ta show that thers iz no 00 in Wolaf, a
Wiger-Congo langangs of Semegnl (West Africa), To do this, I examine a
mmber of cross-linguistic DO properties -

1. Pasition

2. Case-marking

3. Verb-concord

4. Pronominalization

5, Reflaxivizatigm

A, Passivizatiom

7. Ergativizatien

&, Clafring

9. Tapicalization

16, Relativizarion

11, Neminalisation

12, Ohject-imcorporation

13, Equi-KP constraints

14, Comparative reductiem

15. Causative demoticn -
for thalr reflexes in Wolof. I da nat expect all for even mast) of these
properties To shew up In any ene Tanguage. Tn one language, perhaps, only
sesition (say, immediately post-werbal} would be used to signel 00y in Gno-
thor, there might be verh-concord and pasaivizarion; and so en, Rt 1f mone
of these properties can he detectod, them we ean fairly conelude That thers
i ne DO in that systen,

The Keeman-Comrie hierarchy [1977) claims that the grammetical relations
Subject, 00, and 10 are “accessible" to certaim marphelogical and syntaetie
processes in the prder Suhiect First, DD second, 10 third, For example, a
language does not have verh comcord with DO 4 it doss not aleo have it with
Sabject; it does npot welathvize 10 Uf it does mor relativize Bd; etc. The
E-C hypothesis forces us to predict that &f Melof fails to menifest DD, then

it musc 1ikewise fail with respect to 10, Subject, of course, is in po way
implicated by the lack of 00,

ition

Walof i an SV0 language, os illustrated in the following sentences:
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xple bi fece n¥  fei mbedd nd
child the dance ASP In skre
®the child danced (in the street)®

fb) jigeen §1 nekk n® daktor
woman the becone ASP dector
"the woman becans a docror!
{ch r gl ddér n@ xale bl
() 3 i3
“the man kit the child"
fu-c). in their Intended senses, sre vmgrammatical in sny other order: e.g.,
xule bi dddr oe gddr g1 can only mean “the child hit the man.” The eniy
exceprion to this strict pesitioning of Subject-Verb-Compleneat{s) is the
equational semtence:

(&) man doktor lsa
Tsg doctor LOP-1lsg

"I am 8 doctor”

(e} gddr gi xale 1%
‘mam E!c <kiTd TOP-35g
"the man iz a child"

i 5:_: ﬁ m-zu
Pyou are & dog"
But, of course, if one considers dektor, xale, ete. os prodicates (with loa,
1€, ng#, ete, as person-nunber matkers), then the V-final aspect is no mare
than other complement-1ess prediestes 1ike xiif "hongry™, Tey "bigh, Tus
Tembarrassed” and so en.

The question posed by semtence (c] above is whather imnmediate post-vertal
position is a 00 property in Walof, Considering just
ue find, of course, that this is true: =.p., goor gi gis n¥ xale bi "the manm
saw the child." xale bi door o anj bl "the child kit the dog." ete. But po-
sitional property of DO is not estahlishad until the ordering pessibilities
of 1% are knowm. In Wolof, thern is no positional prefersnce.

e
he woman gave the lion to the man"
"rhe WomaN gave the man to the lion™
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(1) jipeen 31 - jox ndé gddr gi gaynde gi
WOMAD  Lhe give sar~the 1o i
“the woman gave the man to the lion*
“the wooan gave the lion to the man®
The same interchangeability of pesition without change of meaning can be
shown for verbs like jaay “sell,” saoni “throw," and gol “feed." Tt is de-
finiteness, not order, that has an effect on the incerpretation of Patient
and Recipient:
{57 gédr gi jox n® male bi wuus
nan  the pive ASP child the cat
“the man gave a cat to the child"
*'the man gave the child to a cat"

() gior gi jox off mous mi male
man _ tho glve cat the child
“the nan gave a child to the car”
*'the man gave the cat to a child"
The only constraint on the positioming of nem-clsusal complesents soens
To he |n terms of prepositional matking:
k) 10 sﬁr_g% tep mi muus mi ei tabal §i
man  the pur ASF ¢at the an tahle the
"rhe san put the cat on the table",
(11} godr pi teg ¥ el tabal ji mmis mi
nin  the put AGP on table the cat the
“the man put the cat on the table"
f43) is acceprable but less nutural than tﬂ‘l Khat this means is that the
hasic arder of constitvents in the verb phyese Is felt as
¥P: V(NP Wy (FF) CPEY
where motions Iike 0O, 10, etc. are not relevant {unless one wishes to extend

DO ta such NP as doktor in jigeen i1 mekk n¥ doktor “the woman hecame & doc-

tar'),

1 ¢l is optional with a verb like tog, so that forms such as gddr gl teg ni
tahn] 1 munus ni and géar gi te miss 6l tabal i occur, hterestingly,
whatever the order of the canplements, the sense 15 ... the table o the
cat", and na other. The constraint, it seoms, refers to animacy - in g
neral, & erty of the Goal-Aeeipient in Wolof, This same semantic con-

Prop:
atraint manifests Itself in several other corstructions ms well,
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This prefersnce for unmerked over sarked nomlools and in the opdes um—
marked-mrked, 15 worth teking note of. The seoteors gale i den of {ed)
Eubik B "the child went to the ptars" shows the eptionslity of the locntive/
@irestional perticle of, Mote then the contrmst in the comparative:

) {1} ;una ghin  nf fen Bubly B leksol BE

Batisr  gb store | eeheal
"the child went more to the shore tham to the sehosl®

{14} *zale b4 gn nE dem cof buklk BE ol lekool BE
The constralnt s ot lmdted to "prisery conplenents" but lncludes mecondary
nd}l.-h:t.n Tika instmmantals &8 wll!?
() {1} zale b1 gn off bindd-§  estilo bid sstilo b

weite-fG_ pen %hl8 pen  That
"the child wrate more with this pen than with that pen”

(i1} “zale bE gEn nE bindd ag esillc BIL ag esbils bE
with

Finally, vhen clsusal conplemsmts are dowelved [for sxsmple, wikh verbs
like mnx "6211"), the pinplex NP complenent must fallev the verk iomedinbely:

(n) (1) gfdr gl war oF Jigeen i Cne  ¥ulo i dem nd
tbe bell AGP voman Lbe GEak child the go RGP
D pan tcld the women that the child went ,,.7

(11} *gbir gl wax 18 [pe xale b den me...J
igean Jiz

wd this coaplement, Algesn i, i clearly ID in cther loaguages, Thus, the
moblon "post-wverbal posftion” doss not seen ko be the propecty of any one Large
netercgenecus class of ¥P.  {In the saction wnder Verb Coding, however, we will
mee it me he property of @ regtrictod slaas, “pepentically” charpeterdzahle. )

2. Came-warking

Homo languages nnrk Chelr WPs for the case relatlon they bear to the

& e aoly woy to retaln prepositional marking 18 to accord each phrase d%a
ovn eltuge, By poans of the cleft construetion {see asction &)
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predicate; s.g., Jepaneass g for Bubjest, g for 00, pd for 10, As sentoncas
[g-3) of ssctien 1 shew, Welof dces not opse-wark for uoy grammatiosl relntion.
Prepositionally, {8 wies s seneral Iocatizs=tirecticoe] particle ol [which can
alse Purchion propominaliy), snd comitetive-instramentel particle ng (vhich
2an alac funetion as & ccordincting conjunctice).
2L xele bi dem nd ci Jekool b

ohdld the go AEF Lo sehool the

"the child went too the sehool®

xels BE teg nd  teere Bl

gl teld ML
child bhe jut ASP Took the on tatle the
Tthe chlld put the bosk on tha tebls”

wEle T4 JEL_JE i
ohild the take ABE pet tl’w In house the
Pthe child took the pen in the houes™

anle ti dew pif gl guedd
ohild the run A5F at night
"the ¢hiid yen gt night"

ng Xale Bl gem i gl Bgklk i
©nild the go ASP to store the with man the
"the ohild Went to the =tore with the man™

aale bi £rpdox sl eg  farin si
child the mix ASF water the with flour the
Tthe ohild mixed the wabter with the flog="

gage bl tdodd ne Jebsr bi g eatils b
ehild the Vrits ASP lottor the with pen e
"the ohild wrote the letter with tha pan®

zole bi gisf rd aw  Mageen 31
cidld the conpult ASF With woman the
"the child eonsulted with the woman”

A3 45 olear from the above, gl snd gg merk vhat would traditionelly bo called
"advertinl” celatisas and "sblique" eomplesents,

3. Nert Coling
Seme of theds adrerblal relationd and most of the obligue conplensnts can
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be marked in the verd itaelf with the suffixz -&, which generclly renders the
pregositional sign dfspernsable. TFor exesple, Instrumentel ag estilc “with s
pen” can ®le0 Apedr BT
I LF bi pindd-d ef estilo
chila the wrlto-AUG AEF pan
"the child wrote with = pen®
But %ils sugmentation of the semantic secpe of the verb does not affect the
sdnlssiblliky of fts primary srgunents: thus,
(b xale b bigdd-f nd lebar bd estilo
child the write-AlG AP letter the pen
“the child wrote tha letter with & pen”
fe; zale bl Bigdd-5 pd letar Bl ghie gf egtlls
ﬂ‘.llﬂ the write-AUG AFF letter the man the ren
"the child wrote the zap the lettar with a pon"
Ia other words, there s no displacoment of the origimal renge of the predi-
emte = but sizply an sugmntation. In fack, benericiary phresss can only be
troduced in this secondary manner:
fa} nl! BL hm,a-.u:l :| gren 11
child the write-MUD AP th iﬁtgr ths
"f.h: child wrote thg 1eeur ro— the woman”
fo) smle W1 wop-al 1,521 By oy
thild the =i g—nua the wons sang
"ehe child Sang scme SCEEN r\nr the weman
flone smong the conplenent phrages, viother tesic or simented, BeneTieisry
are strictly positionsd innedlstely nfter the vecbal word: sentemce ()
(£} zale bi TLindd-al Jigeen Ji ESOr gl latar Bl
child the write-RG m wonan the man  the Letter t'h:
"the child wroke the letter to the man Tor the woman"
*"the ohild wrote the letter to the women for the men™
iz thus umambiguous. But being restricied to the Beneficlery relatlon, this

pasitional coetraint gan hardly be considersd a IO property.

It 18 fmportest to rote thet these aos of the @



iz not ereste DO, bot serve merely to bring mcre peripheral or "sbligue”
aijuncte into the complement crbit of the verb, For srangle, sentence (g)
T3 mmbd guous :
(g} Zale bi JEL _ne $EALE WL
ehild  take  book Hauas
1) "the chfld tock the book in the house™ (in, not ioto]
{81} Mihe child ook the bosk from the bouse'
Interpretation (i) susgests that gi xfir gf ia & B-level locative adwerbisl,
ot especially comstrained By a predfosts like J81. Interpretation (11) trests
el kEr gl Iixe e complement of JEL; ond indeed. sense (11) can alee b expres=
sed by cemtemca
ol zule bi ]E%-E 18 £EiE bd o kEr gf
Tk

(1) *"the child took the bock in the house™
{42)  "the chlld took the book from the house™

Hotice that senteonce (h) cannct have the B-lewel locative dntercretutica: the
facts cuggest that the mugmont -§ demands that & second complement te under—
atood, mod this requirement roles cut ioterpretesion (1), Bestence [g) is
aobdgious begsuse the sugpect -£ L2 ofton optlonal im the presence of marked
complements, ag as well as ci. If coe attenpts to regerd -& end -ol augmen—
tation as devices to pramote oblique phruses to TN status, ol kKir gl weuld
thon bave to be regarded us & 0O in (b}, As we shall eee, this view runs into
4irficulties in sceounting for oiher daba - promoxinalizstion, clefting, topd-
ealization and relativization.
L.  Erooonimeldizatica

The eategory 00 eould recelve support 1f, for some olass of conplenents,
& dlstioct promominal form wers required: e.8-, 8 4gn as oppaesed to & der,
ges, dem, etc. We will eonsider in this section twe types of pronous in

Wolof = one [nterrogative, the other anspharic.
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Trterrogative prorouns oerur in sevarel eonstrustlons, smosg them

airect and Indfrect 1msetlrvu:3

(1) {e) gan 38 gBSr g2 glet faa) zom nas ki eSSy gl pis
who nan 2 know T wao man fee
"eho 314 the man ceet™ "I know who the man gaw”

v} lan 1E gi6r gl def? (bt} zom nes 11 ghfr gl def
wEat (1] 3
"what 4id the man et "I know what the san did™
{e) fmn 18 gfifr gi den? {ee) xam nas £1 gific gt dem
hers o) vhore B
"whare &id the man got” "I know where the man went™
[n} un—ﬂ {24) xom pos nd ghfe gl letk-£
ent-ALD
"hw did the man eut‘r“ "I know how Lhe man abe™

Judging by the kenfki, lenf1§ distribution above, It would sppear thah theae
night be candfdstes for o PO procominel [with porheps @ human/nosbumen sub-

eategorization), However, these same fovms have other fumetions - for exem-
pla:

[2) [a} kan moo dem o1 bubik Bi? {us) zam nsa S BL den of Wtk Bl

who Img go to gtore who go Lo store

"ho went to the storeI™ "I khow who went to the stora”
(b) Lan moo tel? [to} zam nes 1 toy

what 3ag hresk Wnet  brask

Tunat trokst" "I know what broke”

of, &0 & Reelpiont complemant:
(3) (=) kan ﬂs&.su_.téé'é_‘ﬂ
who Fira
“xho Lﬂ tbe man gl'e the boak tot!
{an) zam pas k1 gS6r g1 Jox LEETE Bl
who

nan pive BaGk
M1 know who the man gave the book o

3 The so-called indirect @l.ltlm form has other pominal fumctions: f.g.
14 _gBEr gt def bett of mf "What the mam 414 surprised ",
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ﬂh:m ‘iig gl gel JEn it
T=ol Tieh
"\ahat A0 the mae fesd the Leh toT"

{bb) xan nms 18 g8r gt gol  J8n Wi
wnat man faed Tish
T know what Lhe man fod the fizh fo"
[alzo: "I kmow whot the mum fed (to) tho £isn™)
ar, Tocabions

(4} fa) ken 18 g88r af teg sEed bAY
ey Tut  beok
"Who 414 the man put Bhe Tosk on?"

{na) zam pes ki ofife gl ¢ cg EErd b
= Pt Bock

nan
"rumm*b:m;w::nemon
{v} len 18 gér g1 tog t6Ees BiT

what
Twhat did the man put the book cof”

[0} xnm oas 11 m88r gi teg tEErE b4
wnat
T ioiow what the man put the book on”
Since they also agpear with prepositicons - ag kanflan "witn whom/what,”
el bonflan "to vhomfvhat® - they cazmot be comstrued narrowly as indicative
of 30,

Whst T wlll eall {non=Gubject) clitic pronouns eppesr post—verballiy:

9-g., ghle gl ni tGird b "the man resd the book” elongeide gffr g1
jange o¥ ko "the pan vead 1t". The fellowing 4 whght Rherefor

magghst thet ko "I singuilas” i= a 90 promount

() ghrglpinas mle g gt geat ko

fee GBP ohbIld the mAn tke ges ASE it/hin/her
"t)be Tan saw the child" "the man sww 1t fhinhee"
aBr &) gee nE haok gt ghfir i gos uE o

dig = i
Mike pan dug the hole" “the man dug it
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gt gl suled demow o gifegl AliuE ko
ok

Ukl man ploked the L‘o(:um:t" "the man plcked LE"

g58r gl Joge nil 38Rk bE  gir gi Joge nf kKo

"the man lert the tawn" “the men ert 13"
gy gl %e_ai zale BL gfir gt pobnd ko
"the man loves the child"™ “tho man loves Lt"

g8y g Adgbali nE xale b gfdv gi Almbeld nE ko
It
"the man helped the ehi14"  “the man helped 2"
This view of ko is partioulerly imvitdng becamse the varfed mnture of the
predicates swssest that s semattle tharscterfization would not be fesaidbla.
But ko ls not solely a representutive of this class, as the following senten-
ces ahow:
(6) gffr gt Jexobks ko
glve 3ag 3ag
"the man geve itfkin/her to it/ hin/her"
ghir g1 Bindd nd RBe ke
arite
"tke mmpn wrote 14 to hinlher"
Moresver, 1t can stand for instrumentsl aod beneliclory wogrenta:
(7} ghir g1 bdpdd-S  mE ko leter Bl
WrEta-A Tetter
"ha mom wrote the letter with 1t"
gifr gl Amkeli-l rE ko xale B
Telp-ALL child
"the man helped the child for ner/his”
and oven locatives:
(8) pifc gl reynd sppes filbd [oF) kv
K111 some cov here  [ta) house

"the men killed cows from here Lo the house'

Pil 18 (of) wiv gf, gffv gl rey mé ko oy mag
thare

"trem bers to the house, the man killed cows (thers]™
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Ia order ta suve the conceptlon of ko as & DO property, the oaturs of
0 in Wolof will have o e move broadly concelved. But this “brosder coo-
seption” will 1o tarn then heve to includs the Bubject of reduced comparmbives:
{3} m E nch__xale dtgeen J1
love el WAL
“m-.a Ban loved the child more than (he 3id) the wonen™
"the man loved the child more than the womasn {4id)®
"the men loved the voman more then (he did) the chila”
"the man loved the wonan more than the chila {atal”
Tecause Wben coe of the il s 15 pro 1ized
(20) gfr gl; gSnof ko) mob e bi,
che Toursway ambiguity remming, That iz to say, ors of the msanings of (10)

1z "the man, loved the child mare than e fae, fata)m.k

Floally, there la unsiher proncun represecting "cbligus" (= son-Sdbiect)

of & 1 frectional nature:
111} fa) xmle b4 M s&s bi n_i_ti%.;_‘_
ta takbla
b Lﬂ].d ‘.J\ru‘f Lhe buuh an the table™
[b) xale bi parmi n% of +EE0E B
FRd
"ihe £hild threw the book thers”
fzf st tiwws siternates with £3, and thelr respective afstribvutions is mot

slear towe. That bhey are i by Ehedr ob posi-

tion after the yerbal word in strict sequential relation to other promcund,
s3 vell aa thelr phomologleal effect on the negative morpheme suffix on the
Tert in exartly the same way as gther pronowns.) ¢f and f£8 erc the forms

sged evett when the vorb hos besn sugnemted:

5 OF couran, 1% i 80 O0pen qUeRtion whetler Bublects, after ellipsla of
their predicetes, renaln Subjects. OCf. Bnglish iker her

Lo va. ...than me; they came bofore we 414 ve. ._.befors gey ote, But,
taing non-ubjects olearly 15 rot équivalent te “hecaming D07,
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(127{a) zale B JEI-F nof fEEd P4 gl g g
"the enm‘toon the tack from the I:l'.wu
{t) sale 80 515 ul{ }umm
"k child took the book from it"
Thus, if mugmentetior of the werb ls viewed ns o "promstlaon ke D07, thec
pronaninalization argwees for different kicds of 0. OF couree, such 04fTeren—

tletion tradicts the basic for positing DO in the first place

= 4,8, wiforeity of bebuvior. Wolof ressnbles other languages that mske &
sharp #istinction betwesn & Sublect proncun and 6 mon-Subject promcun which
fimetionn for most ohliaue relstfons fo.g., Englioh). Whot 4z ot fomue heve
i vhether "son-Subject” iz the smme thing as DG. The fact that the inber-
rogative set differentintes kan fros lan, and thess in turn from fan med man
aleo mllitates sgainot a DO thesia,
(23}{a) nap 18 pfSr g2 lekk-f JEn wit
new AT ast-MG Figh
"how did the man sat the Fishi"
(b) lan 18 zB8r g8 Tehk?

whit:

whut 314 the man ast?"
Sextence [132) shows that pon "now™ i3 whot is used to question the nugnent,
and not lan "whet"™ whick iz what 4e used in (135} to questlon he primery

oveplenent of lekd "sut”. A (13¢) shows, the can not be

Tor one anchher:

(13}{e) *lan 1 gSfr gl lekk-E Jin wit
what eat=Al

Swhet Md the nnn eab the fiak with?™

5 Ticy, act lgn alonei (L3} in the toxt Lo scoeptnble if underebosd as
B dekk-& wi¥ "with whet did the mon eat the fish?"
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(4} *man 18 z887 s ieknt?
how
ik 414 the man ent”
Ercoominelization dats, =i least, do not support the undformity of behavicr
that ose would expect of a class of TO.
5,  Beflodvizstion

The two most common properties Aated with reflextvizstion are

Subject=control and clauses=boundedrexs. To my kmowledge, it does oot relste
uniquely to DO when the reflexive is mn indeperdent proncan (rather than an
"intranoitivization® of the werd, as im Dyirball. French wnes & veflaxive
promoan for Lis DO:
fe) i1 lave 1
he

car
"he's washing the car”

vashirg bisselr”
but upes the same form Tor the retlexiwe of itz I0:
[k} 2lls envolt un + i Jean
®ha wsend U packege to doin
"she's sending a packege to Joha™
#lle w'anvelit wn paguet
PR
"she's sending heraclf & package™

Hotdece that this dndd to a DE-I0 in the reflsxive is all

the nore striking for the ueasl presesinal DO-T0 ccmteast le/lu me oppomed to
Ak
The sase is true for German, where the reflexive furm s slch:
(e} er wischt ias muto

23 the car
'hu 8 vashing the car®
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£ whscht pick
o'y mh‘i’:: nimsalr”
Worbe Like gchicken "send” can express the T0 in twn weys:
(a} {1} g; _hmr_e ein  pehet oo sie
® pmckage to her-D0
nn (] um:l.ng a peckage to her®
(48] gr achickt for  ein paket
"o e nm:'vr;:: n packnge”
But, in the reflexive, the same Torm appesrs regardless of the DO-T0 relatios:
{e) (1) er sehickt ein peket sich (selvat)
%o PRO (self
"he's sending n package to himself®
{i1) er schickt sich (selbst) ein paket
FHO (mell
The's sending himeelf a puckage”

Even 1n lecgisges 17ke Latin snd (olaesfoal) Gredk, vhers D0 mnd T0 Seo-
neminel forms ere Slstinct throughout the paredign, reflexivizaticn is net
constrained to the DO relstion, Tn Latin, 3e fumetiens as the (3rd parson)
D0 raflexive, 5ibd 8 the I0 reflexive. (Moreower, Se aleo serves &g tha ref-
texive of the senses “hy, with, from".) In Orssk, reflexives are based on Ghe
nour miskon "eelf"; and 1dke any newn, 4% deslines for all the cases, DO pef-
lexfves are inflected Like other 70 (= nccusetive) forms — and so reflecivi-
zatlon per ge is mot a I phenomenon. Thus, it cesns generally true thet the
reflexive = when an independent pronoun =- does not sssoclate unlguely with
the 00 relatiom. B5till, the Datesr is an ompirfcal one, and some lanpasge
may turn up in vhieh the reflexive io indeed restricted to IO,

In Woler, the reffesive form is teken from the noun hopp "head,” which
=kill bns thet literal =ecee. 22 in Pecy langusges, the same Morm serves az

both reflexive amd fe (fie., I saw myself as well sa I 414 &t wyselr);




a2, a5 In English, It is cblignterily poasssmedr
te} e bl glonl bogss

swe Bl P-TOS5E Img

"um child mew uncic"

*gale bl gla 0¥ bopp (onl:r woceptakle in t'l:e}nmu

"the rhild sav &
The following senténces shov that reflexivization iz oot seomntically
saztrolled by a merrow oet of predicetes:
(g) xule bl gls né Poppeus
289
"the child sew {asle™
(s} zale BL zem nd poppes
kmow
“the ohild keows Ltself”

4] xaie Bf m“_ bogpesn
"the clrle. k.Lc:ud itsele”
Tz (g}, the verh is ane of perception; In {h), coe of eognition; in {4}, ooe
of scticn. Those s g} and (1) sre active — und therefore comvey past tense;
ke verb dn (h) Le etative, =nd therefore translates ap present tense, Clear-
17, reffexivization operates weress & ssnantically heteropesecis class of
Tert=FF relstions. Bub deen it metivats D07
In pentences 1ike
(4] anle bl Jou nf LEErE b hopp-am
= Ve  book
"ihe ¢olld gave itself the bosx"
(&} xmie B el doolds ji boppan
e chi.l.dw:-n uneg inaelr™

whe peflexive sppears Lr Beclplent (1)} ane Iocative (k) relstions %o the pre-
Hgate. Tn fact, the Locative reletion for teg i8 elsewfers prepositionally

mavked:
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{1) zale bd teg nf Aocdin g1 i tawel i
Tina child pat the ofl on the teble

Thug, the refleciva, while not sepantically reetricted, is not sufficdiently

restricted syntectically to mot & class of WP conylemmnts an DO,
The Uolof refiescive is however slouss-beund but wet Bubjech-conbrolled.
Sentenge (m} shows the first property -
) gffr gl mnof [ oe zale B gls of bo 1
man Enow ® fhnt oIl see ST

"the man ngwa that the child sees itaelf”
“the wan; knows bhut the child sees hin{melf), "

where boppoan 1 so-refersutial only with xale "ohild" becauss they are
clauss-netes,  Santenge (n) ahows that reflexivization in Wolof 4s not
b eot-contralled:
fo) wmx n@fu  amle bl lujem el
tell lplur chila =t
"wa told the child shout Ttaelf'’
vhars Bopp-on 14 esnteolled By #ale Bl, a WP within 2t2 clsuse but not the
Bublect, Wolef reflexivizstion, therefure, manlfests sope fanllisr fostures
== amcng thew, the one that imterssts us, that it is not u correlate of the
category 10,
6, TFasgivieation
Tn done lifgongss, the pessive iz en fdentifylng f=ature of DO Thet

18 to oy, thers exists o bearing s i Lectd

to the actiwe, in which the B0 of the sctive apiwars a3 Fublect of the passi-
ve. In geoerol, the pageiwe 18 navited -- either morphoiogically (.g., verb
affization), syntactically (e.g., suxilfary verb), or swmenticelly (e.g., per-
foetivaneas ar stabivity).

toe kind of passive, as in Tera, shows no morphologlesl marking of the

werbh — but has cistivization oz o somantle corwelate, Thus, one podsible
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mesaive in Wolof might be

() *xg) w1 288r mi
dog =0
"the dog wes/is nit"
st [a) == if 4t wanns anything at 81l — can only mean "the dog hit (zome-
thisg or Ml]”.

Another common type of pessive smploge an suxlliary verb, often vith the
#esize of "becone’ {1ike Oerman werden) or Freceive™ (1ike English get or
Wletnamede bi). Posaible passives in Molof might uss the werbs rek "oe,
Become® or jot “receive™ ¥

(b} (1) -m__ 1:n n g§_§: {ag mg b1}

"thg dog p" bit [by the zmul"
(14) *zad bi Jot 465> nE (ag xale Bi)
ae [bi), Job is trested m= a main verb with fte owm tense/aspect marking, end
#8857 sz an uninflected infinitive, In (bii), jot snd 338 ore treated as a
smtactic wmlt, with the tensefaspect inflectfon following the verbal group.
But neither (1) nor (i) are possible comstructions in Wolof. The ssme facte
Eold for gekk, when that verd is mubatituted for jot in the shove sentenzes.
43 for the copuls as an suxiliery verb in the pessive (Englisk ba, Fremch

Zizs, wte.), Wolof does infeed use its copila In e construstion sach as

o e g EoEE
ir which xat "@og" Bears the seme semsrtic relatior to 256r ms it doms dn the
setive
o gt gt i
"the cil@ nit the dog”
25t 2his constraction, vidch we ecnslder luter under the lobel Clefting
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(pection B), sdmits a ¢lass of aljurcts {5 pre—sopule posttion which haraly
Fapparts & D0 category: Tor example,
{a) {1} 1hut§;f Bf mle gm
[XE‘ akild
"1!: was ‘:.u the store that th: child went”
(41} 2eki perte 1B Ea_uﬂ
oot peanwt DOF chAld
Meat pewiits 1 what the uMLd aadn
are cleft derivatives of the basic forms
{r) {1} zale w8 a gg mt.um
Eu
“the chilu nm: to the utn-u
(44} zale Bd Jcke n& gerte
sat peangt
"the shild ate peanuts”
Tn (el) ard (1), ve sre desling with an {otransitive verb of notlon; in
{et1) ant (P41}, we are Eealing with the lefiing of  verh phrase (nobe:
there {3 no *xele bi Ger 3§ lekk gerte "the ohild 814 eat peaauta” 1o whioh
1ok gerte might be considered the DO of daf "so"}.
4s & fipl candigete for a pomsidle passive io Welef, we might inguirs
into en impersomal constroctlon. To be sure, ome ooours:
lg) 288 offm  xad hi
Ht dog
“we kit the dog”
“they bit the dog”
*{somebody] hit the dog” (= the dog was hit]
A= the trenslations indiegte, the form {8 metuslly three-wmys aghlgusas: in
two meanings, the Subject is referential «— Ist plaral "w=" and 3rd plarel
"they": tuk in the third neanlng, there [8 oo rofersnt for the Subjech and
the izport In eageucially that of an sgectless wction. This construction is
apparently of the impercoral dumy-Subjest typs found in Fressh {op) and

Gerzan (pan), but without pronominal exprenafon of the Sublect in en indepen-
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fant form. Tt 4 in fect vory much like the Helwew dmpersonals

{6} ex corim et ze?

o eay 0 that
Iplur
“how do you asy theti”
The verb form garim is plurul, but, strictly speaking, ot lodicative of per-
son.  However, if the question wers pub in the past tease, the auxiliary very
wed would be bays "were™ (ird plural) rather then, say, hayimy "were” {1st
plural).

While the 1 cons is iy Telated to the passive [n
& nuster of langeegen {Fusaian, Fienish, Turkish) — sharing with it the
sssential festure of Dackgrounding the sgent — it ig appiiceble to o raoge
af predicates golng beyomd the transitive. Thus, ic all these langunges, omne
=an find ispersonal imtranaitives of motiem (e.g., the verb "g"). Far
smmple, in Bebrew:

(i) ex holxin le Haifa?

go-3pl o HeiTe
do you gofget to Enifef", "how doco one ..

g8

S0 mlao In Welofs
(1) dem séfu ol wutik bl
to store
e went to the store"

Vibey went Lo the Atore®

Mhere was [0) golng %o the atore™, "peopls were gelng...”
Copseguently, the {mpersopel conptructlon in Wolof, not veing limited to
trensitive predicetes, cannct serve to motlvmie tha category DO,
7. Ergstivizstion

Even LT the passive is oot ussd in Wolof, it i= st111 posainle for there

to be an ergstive-like coostrockicd. Ouch o condtruction might motivats tho

sategory DO by showing m correspondence of the following sort: she banfles
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e sar well alongeide the car handles wall; he erassd the board ensdly
nlongside toe crases easiiy; ete. If the rarge of predicates is wide

enough (=0 that = memmmtis chorscterization iz precluded), thes the clase
oar, boscd, sho, In the above slternation could be conwlfer=d o merifestation
af DO.

In Walof, we do find correspondences like

{a) {1} zale bi tof nf kems bi
Y ‘brask eup
“the ¢hild broke the eup”
(11) hass Bl oy ué
cup break
Mthe cup broke"
which holds for other predicetes; such as lajgk "turn” and uibi “even” (e.g..

the stick hurmed; the door opened). Howewsr, alongside mctive sonstructioms

Like
(o) {1} zade b1 t._a“nu Zupp

neat
"ine enua eeozon the mest"

(11} xele bf Jungg o tééed by
Tend ook
"the child resd the bock"
we g ot find *yapp wi togg ok "the ment (ix] socked" or *:EEré be Jangm
pf... “the book {is) read...”

The relation holding in this in therefo leally

charmcterizqble — perhaps limited to predicsies whose coaplements are caps-
ble of undergodng e change of state wlithowt any apparent oatside agecey
(aticks burning, fire sprending, wmter flowing, ste. on thelr owm, but mot
Yosks resding or meat eecking).

3. Clafsing

As mentioned sarlier, Engligh passives can be rendered in Wolol by meass



of wnat we will amll the gleft construsticn:
[a) BErE wi 18 gB6e gl jamgg
book COF man rond

Beztence () seems to be best trasoleted as "it's the bosk that the man eemd"
gr "the book iz what the man read". Mot constitwents com be S0 cleft, From
% basle three-ergment vert like jox "give", one can form st lesst thres

variants:®

(b} (1) g38r af Jox nE £EErE bi  Migeen 3i
zar ook

e
“the mar gave the book to

(42) gffr gt ox ki b Jigeen 41
RO

Iag
“the man ie the ope who gave the book to the woman™
(141} $EErE i 1E pffr gi jox Jigees M
oF
"the book is vhat the men gave the womsn”

(av) 1:. 1 18 gfr gl fox tEErE Bl
‘I'im_um

i3 ¥ho the man gowe the book to”
Eote that the only dlstinctive varlant Sz the oleft Bubject [41): for all
son-Bubjests, the Tors ie based on the copuls 1-. Tt is oot the case that
scnstituents accessible to elefting must be peepositionslly wnnarked:
fe) gl oublk i 16 xale bl den
eBi1d
"it's to the stors that the child went”
{a} eetilo b 1E xale bf bindd-€ letar bi
=i Pen £ write-MI lettar
"it's with the pen thgt the child wrate the letter"

or even noninal in character:

€ Tme oleft slso allows 5 and VP constitusn e, £EErE b 18
fr gl At "read the bock iz what the nen n atan mﬁﬁmﬁ?
te congern, def "8o" functlions like the Pnglish pro-vesb de, in
nddition ta being & lexical predicete — e.z., lan 16 gidr g gagd “wank
a1d the asn doT"




(o) dem ot butik wi 18 yals bd der
£0 %o skore 007 ohild do
"go to the store in what the child 44"
Thus, clefiing offers oo support for s categmry 0.

7.3 wakion

Although the eleft construction scrves to Lt materinl, Wolof
allows in odddtion a farther fronting of o second sonstitusmt. This topie
calizetion is distinct from clefting in (1) mot making use of the copulai
{ii) formgroumding WP only; and {i1f) lesving = prenoun trace in he clause
of crigin. To fllustrete the process, ve forn {afi} by clefting s WE-guestion
Frem the base (ai); and from the cleft, we extract & NF for teplealizetiss in
(ati1):

fa) (1) gSfr gl Jox nB t8Erfba HP

mAn va boak Bomeons
"the man gave the book to eomesne"
(1) kmr 1E gdfr gi jox tééré BiF
who COP
"who did the man give the book tol"
(ifl) LEErd By, kan 1¥ ko, gbfr gl Jox?
baok i it
"the bogk, who 414 the men give ft 01"
The topicaiized ¥F can be Subject as well:
{iv) ghér gi,, Eon 1#, Jox 48&rE bit
nan who = book
"ghe man, Who 414 he give tho bock tof"
The pronoelnal trage in (eiv) eppears in the copala 1. When ma, ooe of the
4rd singular fubject pronouns, is alléwsd o surface, kan 18, which ordisarily
45 & Tree woriaot of ju, cumst appear:
*kan 1E

) gfr g2, [E } my jox téf-E it
"the oan, vho 4id he give the book tol"



2h3

A% amy rote, it is clear Lhat topicalization in no wey singles out a claga
af §P designenle ns DO for any special trestsment.

In section 3 om Verb Coding, I gquestiomed the 1des that augnemtetion of
the verbal scope to Inclule adwertisl complesents [1ike lnabrumest sod bene=
floiary) was a "promction te TO". In gection ¥ oo Propeminalization, T
pointed out that there wma no miform trestnent of thess putatively promoted
T0: thet is, sone promomimnlized as ko, others as eiffE.  Morsover, inter-
sogstive proncminalizaticn showed even greater senentic differentimtion: kan
Tuka" v, fun "Whers™ ve. nan "Rew”. At thie poist, with some sxposition af
elofting and tepleslfzation behind us, addltional evidence agaimst “promoticn

%0 00" can be fouwsd. From the base (b4}, we can develop cerbaln secondury

sengtructions:
(v} {2} znle bl binGd pE ag estile i BAIE
Ghfld  write  With pen
"the child wrote with the pan®
(1) smle 3¢ binga-d né sntilo bi AIERTRTTON
el te—AlG

Mtie shi18 wrota with the gon”
(244) sale i gln o Bindd-§ entllo b pffr o CONPARATIVE
o

"the obild w#rote more with the pen than the san”

tiv) gifc i LE xmle Bl gFo BipddS smtile WL CLETT
“the men f.mo the child wrobe with the pen mors then®
O g, g I e ot S
more with 1t then"
Comstructlon (11) is the cas that Interests us especinlly: [8 “Bugmentation®
of the wart in Melef the gams thing as "promotion to DO™T After forming
comparative (141), ana clefting (iv), ve attespt te topleslize the putative

DY getilo Td "the pen”. As (v) lodicates, it io oot possible. Leb us aow
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compars these CRots with an uepromoted "Do":
fed (i) pals B4 bdpgd nd letar yi BaEE
1etter FL
"tha ehild wrote the letters®

141} xmle bl gEn nf bindd letar vi ghfr gi COMPARATTVE
the child vrote moro httnr: than tha man™

(421) ghfv gt 15 xnle BL ﬁn biodd letuEL CLEFT
Thi man Twn 1L wrote more letters than'
(o) letor i, p8Se o1 1E le-u:. xnle b4 giin bindd TOFICALIZATTON

"the letters, it's Lhe nn Ehat Lhe child wrote
more of them than”

ke (elv) Indicates, the tepfewdisation of lstar ¥f Is scoentalle where That
of gatilo bi bed not been. Assueing that "sugmentation™ s s "prometion to
0", we must povertholoss ipvoke sowe semantis distinetion wo s to block
toplenlization of the wroog "0O7, Bub thet senontic distinction is really
a1l thak is needed soynow (in the process of mugmentation, st the very lesst).
This, the categery D0 dows no ork bere and i vithout motivation.
10. fejativization

Ia Wolof, relative clsuses oguelly require feletionwithout-trace of the
subordinate co-referantial NP, fs far os I can determine, thers is no phonoe
Logieal, norphological, or symbactie reflex to iniicete the =llipsis, The
followlng sentences “.i-'_') iljuatrate the poseible relstivizing af 4 throe-
argument werb 1ike Jox "give™

(a) (L) gB8r gi Jox n@ S88rd Bi sale Bl

maz e boak child

Tthe man gave Ube book to the chila"

fi1) %—ﬁn hlm s8érd bl wale bil

gave the toak te ths safid4"

(412) s86rf bf Cp ghtr gl jox male i1
"the took thet the man gave to the child”



(4v) zele B € gBSr o Jox HERCE b13
"ghe chlld that the men gave the book to®

tiotice that thess nouns are oot prepositionally merked. Cerbain preposi-
+iomnl phrases can be relativized just in case the prepositics is optionsl:
thus, (b1} shows the cptiooality of cd in the presence of the verb dem,
b} (1) xzale bi ea- rE fol) bubik bi
child Tto ; ore
“tae cm:m went ta the swr-
{21) butik Bl ©, xsle 91 demd

"the store that the child went 20%,
wnd (BiL) shows that the ummarked latik B can be thus relativized. In the
e way, an fnstrumental marked by the prepesition g cannot be relativized,
tat can underge relativization after augmentation of the verb [which recders
the preposition cpticnsl):

= with
Tghe ehild vrote with the pen”

(11} xule Bf Bipsa- ;g {mg) estilo W

"the child vrote v‘t.n the pen/used the pen to write with"

{e) (1) male bi bindd pf sg estilo B
e Ter

{441} pstdio b2 £ yale B4 Bindd-£1
Mhe pen thet Uhe child wrote with™

Aenin, the relativizabdlity of such susoeoted complements hes oothing
to do with thelr "prosotion to 00", Thelr scdessibility to Lhe process 18
strictly deternmined by their ability to sppesr in & prepestitfon-iess farm.
fote that If & relstive clsuse 1ike {4l) is possitle,
fal (1) madt g Cy M.}.ﬂ_."_ml
nlgkt write lotter
"the pignt tb- man wrote the letter”,
1t is because ci guddl "at night™ cen also oppesr as guddl in a senbence
1ike {4if):
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{11} glér g4 bindd o8 letar Bt
"the man wrote the letter at night"
and, as bindd indiemtes in {4I1), no wogesetation hes taken place.
The arly ssmantic constralste on relalivizaticn in Bolof fnvolwe Telatl-
vizing the genitive. Hornmlly, the geaitive leaves & promominal trace;
(e} {1\566_;(_ dem off i kErou sxmle bi

Bn  to howsaGEW oafld
"th: ann went %o the child's hoase/willnge'

g2 o house—ita
"the child whose house the pun went £o™

(11) xmle b, [g ghle gl dem ef kfr - am 7
ahild Tar

Tt even the genitive can be sobirely seppressed in the sase of cinship and
body part Yerma:
{e) zage wd [, besy bl wdg nag wil
enild ® father Witk vow
Fthe ehild vhose fethar klcked the cow™
{gJT mlz B, nil
SRITE s Ece&iqn WIck father
"he child, whoze cow iicked dtay Tather™
i

fa) xale Wi, Tg nme i wig biir bil

"the child whose Belly the cow kiked”
Tha genitive, 1t showld ke noted, iz prepositisn-lagn (Welef merks tho poseva-
sed == ui iy in (o] iz marked — with the surfic -y, subject to certain pho-
nolaglenl ecnstrainte).
The Heenan-Comrle secsssllility hierarchy doee not elalm khat the cate-

gorles stipulated in the hlsrarchy are ofligstory i every Targunge:

I would Like to mote in psssing that co-refersntinlity mmst be ohesrvad
in termd of the firet possibile ponition within the claus=: thus, (g}
cannot megn "fihe chitld whoss ratner its cow dicked!.

T
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¥lmly chsarves thet IF these categories sarur in the Ianguoge (1.e., can be
ewiatlished independent of the hierarciy), then thay will conform to the pro-
poeed ranking — Dubject #irat, B0 next, ete.d Dub relstivizstios in Welor
Ee itself offers no eupport for 0.
1. Nonisaldsetion
Under this heating, I wish to conslder two comstrustiond — tme more
slaarly predactive than the other, Both bave the Intermal structure of the
Belof NP —- thot im, Woum [Dotevmiser){Noun Phease)(Clause}. Por cocvenienve,
I wi1l refer to them as the ection aad the sctor noeinellzations. ‘The action
momlinal allove [te full complenentation to epposr:
fa) (i) peco mwi bett 28 Jloeen 31
dnrice murprise W
"the dancing surprized the wunan”
{11) pesgen zﬁﬁ i; 33:% o l:l_gen 3
dance-grn e
"the child"s dancing ‘urwi_iuﬂ o WL
{451) pesc ol ci wbedd ml bebt aE [Jigeen §1
dance in stree SUrprise  WOmAR
“une dmnoing in the street surpriged the woomn"
{47) pece~u wale Bl of shedd ml bett  of Jlgeen §i

dunce—CEN ohild In  streal surprife  oman
"the chili's dameing in the street surprised the womsn"

Iracsltive verbs allow the sume form. Bo, fron d8Sr "hit" we have
Hfir-u ule B "the hitting of the shild" - which is anhigeusly either

Agent or Patlent. But L{f both argumenta of the verd are to De expressed, ths

1 In faet, Sary and Eoecan 11977) mske cxplicit thic “non-undqueness
sosimption”. That is to mey, the Serms of a synbactlc category in the
AN may, in sny ome languags, range fron § ummrd, perhaps to an pany a=
four,  Astually, Be upper 1imit is aet, aitbough it 1o elear Trom the
Case Belatisr framevork pealted thal there are Just 85 many "premateble”
terns, and no more.
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only form possible uses a clausal Wﬂelnlg

{o) (n) o88r—u xaje Wiy C; muy 388r gdfr gi] tett nf ko

WT-0E0 child it hit man surprize  her
"the hitting of the _hL‘ld much thet £t bit the man,
nurprised har
() affru male b1, T l_o‘ ig gl d.EGr:I bett  nf ko
BIL~-GER chitd wurprise  her

"the bittlng of the ~hu.d., such ihn the man hit it,
aurprised her"

Witk » thres—argument vert 1ike Jox "give," the form 1s the sawe — but cer-
tafn constrainte emerge very clourly and ara gtartling, In iselation, enc
would expect o phrose like jox=u xmle bd "the chil@'s giwing® to be three-waye
anbiguous — with elther mn Agent, a Futient, or a Reeipdent interpretaticn.

Resariably, however, It Is In the Agent semse only, This constralsy

im partieularly striking ic view of the chligntory mninesy of the Hecipfest
with a predisste 1ike log, Moreover, clausal sppesitives do not belp the
aituatlong

{e) (4D fox-u mle bi; €, guy Jox tE€ e g1 bett ..
‘la a—GHN chiid i alvs Trprises.

"the giving of the child, such that it g gee Lhe bodk
o the man, surprised,..”

ta1d ';sa:}.%st. 3 by ED bkt ...
gl wel] hll’i ehi siw ook SFprise. e
Wity glwing to the man, such that bhe child gave

e the bock, swpriged.,.”
(1243 ',Jux-u .éé—i uli Cg ko xmle b4 Jox sbfr g3 t_ of.

glve=0 it" child give nan aurprisde..
Pthe ‘L\l’!u of thi book, such that the eild geve it
to bhe man, surprised...”

% This appositive ls mot o relabive claute because reutrieti\m ralstives
an definite heed mouns do not (except for the gen.mve! e nl
tracest “the child who it the men" is hl G md mot. *anle

Ti mu 086r affe giy "the child the man BES dffe, and
not Synle bl ghbr aSs:m:up':gab;lngd .
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In fact, the Patlent can goly wepesr with the augmented form of ihe verb Tul
without @ clausel appeaitive: Jox—§-u t88yE bi "tho giving of the boqk".]‘o
Coce mgadn, sstantic Mstinctions {1fke Patlent aod Reclplent] ave the asce-
s3ary parameters, met symtactic 1fke DO and I0. If DO were reclly & eategery
1n Walor symbmg, 1k is MFficult to ces why dBfr—u yale Bl would be schigaous
walle juw-u xoade B3 would ol bes
The second nomfnallzetion I wish to Alseuss, tha actor nomingl, is ex=

pressed by suffixing =kat to the yerb root. rEbb "hont" yields rEbtiat

"unter™.  “"Llon-hurter onnnot be expressed, ("lion-hunting” sinflaely is
Aot puasible, except In the actlon semlralizatlom Just dissussed: rdbb-i
zmynae "munting o¢ lien”.} The actor, Jike the astion nomlnal, snits & ge-
nitive sdjunct: pEbbkat-u gapods “hunter of 1ien'". (This 18 the clceest
Wolof gets to compomding of the type lionetunter,] Appareatly, 1t 1s not
canfined 4o "Agentivensss" simes roe Plode forme ke fabteket "forgebter™
and bEggint liker", Clesrly, shere {8 no distinstlen along etative-sckive
Lines, wileh otherwise play = eignificant rols In Wlof verb sarphology and
FyTLAr.

¥5rDR of notion illustrate the arbitrariness of the constrachion: ol

sinmne "go to (2] movie™ con yield derkaten cioems "movie-goer”, and yEE ol
gerab “slimb up (o} tree” pan yleld gESghat-u gared "trec-olimber™, bt dse
=i sbasd "run in (8] stwect" cunnct yield *Jwwkeken nbedd "strest—punner',

although dnwknt "runner’™ 35 pondible. On the other Baod, from 3 o1 ¥Er

"enter [inta house )™ coe cannot even forn “dugsket. The verh doxnsn "court,

10 The optlonality of -u [& & thonsloxical watter: =i peperally 1s uuweaee-d
after pelysyllabie vowel=final forme. Tta popsitle setemtion hers is o
1ittle surprisingt of, £880$ xale hi "the child's book" ve, *£EEcE-u amle
b,
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woe" can yield dewsankat but gestl "wieit" cammot yleld “seetlkat. Fimally,
& verb 1ike [itE]l "remind" allows fatt@liket "ooe who reminds” bub of the
tuo WP complements mermelly sssocisted with this sort of predieste, only the
sccond (sbstrect] is permitied s the genitive edjunct: fett¥likat-u dEpg
"reginder of truth" but not *fattEliketen xale "reminder of children”, If
anybhing, xule should be in & 0 relabfon to febtéli in Wolof. Cbvlously,
the genitive adjunct %o the sstor nominal goes beyond anythicg like o LS ca-
tagory. If comstrained in a syctematic wmy, it is not clear al the scment
what the semantie factors are. But a comstruct like D0 does not seen relevant
o the process.il
1z, oyt ]

In many languages, thers s a process whersby indefinite gensric "scousu-
tive™ oomplements sttach to the verbh {Sapir 1911; Mardirussion 19‘[';), The o=

gres of phonological sttachnent varies, and is irrelevant to the insue which

concerns ue, In choosing & sertain class of 1 to be o i ToT
& langusge manifests its class of D). Dut, in Wolef, indefinite generic com-
plmments cannct be se locerporeied:

{a) [1}@ i Ei\:h gm %ﬁmﬁ

":ha man. bnted lionfs) with o gun"
ribh-gnynde
t11) gttt | et} nite sz w
"the men lica-hunted vith & gun”

Tather, they remaip phonclogieally free ¥Ps to b moved, oleft, ete.:

11 E.g., froe bErd "wrestls” sue zan forn Erikat "wrestlar”, but aot

b = "{a] wrestler of 3ec" mnelogous to B

vrertled with the man". G0 mlso, from gis§ cun-ulz the form

is perbaps possible, Lut nnl: *gisbratn dokter "a consuliar of dockors
(o, glo® nen sg doktor b4 "1 conzulied (wiER)

e the docker"),
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in) payede 12 gBfy Bl rEMD ag feinl
lion  COF
"ion is what the men kunted with s gm"
a3, =] atiralate
k8 in many languages, verbs zesning "want" (= 1dke, desive], L
“begin®, eto. reguire co-referentisl Subjects in the enbedded clauss; Wolaf,
Ifke s nunber of thene, requires deleticm ms well:
(a]mem bém den gt ¥Er gf

Be to noome
"u-a n1d w wmwa ta w0 %o the House”

*xalo bl; bSEg-oon g m, dom...
[#hen & prosomn is at all edrissible, it is chligntorily nonecoreferential.]

TRher verbe, Like

nfE "say, tell" ond wax "eeil" -- with the sense of persus-
#icn or command == require coereferentinlity Tetwesn the person told and the
Sabject of the exbedded propositdion;
(b) ghfr g, wex nf Migeen §f, [, @ den...]
e IST - omen b

"thi nan told the wouan to @e..."
*"she man told the wonan he would go..."

it thers sre many predicates with NPef complemsnt strocturs that do not ree
gaire co-referentislity: in addition to nBE and Wex in the report sense, there
are verbd 1ike fast®11 "remind" and lasj "ask™;
{a) m.gm fettEll ok Jl‘e_en JE T, be gifr gl a.am..:
remiod it man
“uu child reninded ﬂm woman that the nan had g—.m_...
{d} xmle ni lmsj pE ,1 m; Iy ngu ngﬁr it d.m...:l
‘child  ask
Mhe child asked t.be voman u:*tm I'I|o A md ganw,.."
{In bhedr sooreive sennea, fatbild spd load alse require co-referentislity
Setween [igsep and the Fubject of the proposition.] The closs of verbs thab
require co-referentiality of this sort (verbe of cosyclon, persussics, mani-

sulatien, ete.) i Gemantically vestziched, os iz ipe clags of HF %5 be 8¢
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‘vanipulsted. Bestdes, in 1 that, vo DO from da-

dvn IO, the animsbe being thus sddressed s wost often found ms the T0.  Cune
Bequently, thers Secun to be no motivetion for 0 in this kipd of complement
ooereferentinlity: indeed, if IO were mentioned in the rale, the very same
semantic restriction wold be'needsd to 1init the class of nouns sppropristely
ta Just those capable of being persunded to some sction or belief,

Arother constrution invelving equi-FF constraints is the porpose clmuse.
In some langasges, like Bnglish, a speclsl relaticn chialns betwesn the Dubject
of the main elmss and that of the purpose:

{e] {1} T visited Tom in order to ssve money

(11} I gawve the book to Tom in order %o seve momey

Tom, whether &s DO in (1} er 10 in (11), cannot cotrol deletion of the Subject
in the purpese slause, In othey langusges, like Indanesian (Chung 19770, beth
fubject end DO coctrol redustios of the purpose clmise, to the sxolvsfon of 0.

In Wolof, ns in English, Bubject sxerclses n specinl vostrol wherssa DO,
0, ete. seea %o have no privileged part in the construetion. The purpose
clanse In Welof in introduced Wy ndax or ggir, ad eon eltber precede or
follow tho main clengo; co-rofarentisiity eomstrainte are wnaffected by the

poBition of the urpess clmuse.

MATY CLAUSE FIRFOSE CLAUEE
(r) ghfe gly 1ok ligeen 38, el [!‘l ] bl
: . :::;t - 2o lmgx] 25 ﬁ
"the man visited the woman #a that {‘;:1.1 ! eould sce the dog”

la) ghfr gl a_m o2 Jigeen §i, téfxf  nslr guy jensp ko
Ve

ik
"the Dea; gave the Weonn u book so ¥he% ehey/he, could Tead 147
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fh) gbhr gi, tew of téed ol en J1, sgle mi, , Jengs ko
ty Sldet A d
“the man put & beok oo bhe voman wo thet ubedﬂmk could resd 1"

o) gt gt dem o8 oL bobip 11 on wi{m! )m.t
Lo store  with Bk ) zes dog

Tthe many went to the store with o vomany so that {}:E} eould sl
3 Aoy

The critlesl [udgaents that cencern us lnvelve the interpretations of @

[dnletion) as cpposed to mu (pronendnalization) as the Subject of the parpase
slanss. Comaistemtly, deletion in interpretanle only as somtrolled by the
Subjest of the main clause; ms f= consistently interprebed as snybhlng or aoy-
ane bub the Subject of the main clsuse, In the sentences glves, the heun
Jigeen “wonen" exercises the zume degree of ¢ontrol over tha daletion of tha
Suklect of the purpsss clsuse regardless of whether Mlgsen Is the scla pomple-
nt of tie werd {as with geetl "wisiz"), or is Reciplent {as with jex "give"l.

2r e Locatdve (mm vith zeg "mt"), or 1= Comitutive (s with dem "go"}. In

other worde, except for Subject, there eppears to be no other grommatical re-
Istien eawtrolling deletien in the purpose clavse. Hence, thle conatruetion
fmnoes’\mwﬂm:nwuw,w
Bat aipoe the ngirfodax purposs clause can slso cocur in claysssinitlal
pogitiog, 1t ls possdble that eome nepect of Hnearity is influencing the aom—
trol over deletion. Thers 1z anobher type of clance introdured by the verb-
grepasition bE, vhich must fellow the nain predfeste. The senze of the clsnae

can wery betuwesn result and time, a8 in the English Mshe Bit hin wntil he fell

12 Tt should alse be oebed, io the contert of ec-referentislity sontrel,
Gha% @ — whenever ik nppears in the purpose clause -- can alvmye have
an "c.\l!.s:lﬂe" referent. Hut tbls Is nob true of the na..aud Sub=cbe §
alwayn iz co-refersntial with the main alauss Subject.
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dawn". In either sease, the daleti i 11 zatd poesibilities

canfira the behavior of co-referentiaiity sontwel in She purpose clmuse:

MATR OLAUEE TIME/RESITY CLAUGE
£,
€3] 4, 4 B pidie {—s ]
J.M_‘Bﬁ.grézﬁ_ﬂjmﬁ fannu

e ] Tail

"the womany bit the mo, mbil fﬂe‘: } 811 denm®

) omen 24, swnul o8 Sel 28 o0 &1, g{’d dmna

rouk By

"the wonan, threw vechs to the Bany uatil {:::(11 #ell dawn"
B

(1) Jigeern 31 mﬂgﬁgﬁ_g,_, {m“} dmpon
"ihe woncr  van with tho men wtn 22 ] rean ges®
| .

A8 1 tne mmee of the purpose olouse, sontwol ower dolstion of the Bubject
im the result clause i exercised exclusiwely by the Subject of the sain
clause, The HP, ghir gl “the mon", hac no effest on this deleticn, regard—
1=ss of its relation in its own clauge - Patdest in (1), Beciptest in {x},
fomitative fn (1}, This construction thes sugports 0o gresemticel relabion
sther than Subject.
1k, il

there iz a certain construction in Wolof fnvelving the comparative
which, ot first glance, seens to indicate a Bubject=D0 comtrast. HBowever, T
hops to show that semantic sonelderations are operstive, andnet gramestisel.
Some preelinlnaries ace peaded.

Wolef, 1ike English, allows deletions in 4ts comparati-re vhich lead to
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=gty

{a} dg!m,u moo  gin-oon pob gale bi gdfr g
isg mOPe-FAST love child  man
{1) o woman loved tho ohild more than (ehe 813) the man”

{11) “the woman lowed the child more than the mar (did)"™

(184) "the woman loved the man more than {ihe .ua] the chi14®

{3w) "the woman loved the man more than the =hild (ala)™
A= indiepted by the translations, Wolof has two more Lnterpretetions than
nglish becouse it allows unmarked poat-werbal ¥Ps to be freely positioped
{as with the verb jox "giwve™ — ses page #22]. The four senses would wppear
to derive fram the fact thet at sca= point 4n the formsticn of seatence {a)

the repregentation of senses (1) and (1) wre as in (b1):

(LR 8] a
_'_.__,_—""""‘--_.___‘__
WP Ve
T
i VF ¥
v/“-a.,‘

—%

ilgesn  gln meb  malm g
whers gale "ehild" 1s the Fatlest of eurface oob “love”, while gifr "man" is
the sple resnent of the subordinste sliuse expresaing the stanferd —- ocna
clause in which 1€ [1ike zale) vas Patlant, ons slouse in whick it (1ike
Jigeen) was Experiencer. Senses (111) and {iv} of sentence (o) would derive
from & structure Tike (bdi]

{udf1g)

ligmen g peb

B
3
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whare xule und glbr have reversed clause sasslgoments, xale now being the
mole remnant of the clause expressing the stenfard of coEparison.

Thy for the it elnimed 1n fons b)) and

(b42) 13 am follows. Tha cleft allows the VP constituent, as in Llekk geree
18 gRSr def "ent peamuts 18 what the mmn 4467, With a verd Lize fox "glve”,

the following Julgeents ooeur:

tel (1) 'h§_&§ bi gaie bl 18 ghbr g Jox
©hild COF man alve
'uu ook to the child ia what the man gave"

(i} !9.1.:: tEBErE b1 1i pgAAr gi def yale bi
gk COF  man do child
g—ln the book ie what the nan Gid ko Ehe cnild"

[411) 77fox wale bd 1E ﬁsr gl def LEERE Bl
glve child (OF mm 5 ba
"glve to the child {3 what the man d1d {wizh?) the book™

€ir) jox tEErE bi wale bf 1E giSr gi def
Tve bock  chlld 0P man d
&lve the book to the ehild ic whot the man ata”

warinnt {4) 4n definitely uwnecceptable, (11) and (111} are very peculiar,
while (iv} is perfectly oormal. These judgnents polst bo Jox $8Erd sale wo
a tripartite conetituent, f.e., VP, In contrast to the relstive unacceptabl-
ity of (ed1), compider the perfectly acceptabis
(ak xala b1 1E  Jigeen J* gfr der pSSr gi
m_ @F wman  mere do man
Mlowe the child in whab the women did more Ghan the man"
so thet while ...hch xale BL gB8¢ & and L. e LBErE Bl wale b1 Took the
mee i lipear terps (¥ BF WP): The fect thet (4) iz well-formed while (cii}
1% not muggests that ghfr gl 1% outsids the VP, as ropressmted in (pd),
On the other hard, gifr gi seeme o be o conubituent of the higher VP
whose mueleus is ghn on the basis of the following date. Time siverbials

ilke leeg! "now® seen to be O-level conetiivects, usually clsuse-final or
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2z lsast outelde the VP of beaie predfeations 1ike jigeen }i nobeoon ng

Bt "the women loved the ohild™. The sane facts are trus of leegl when
1% aspéars in o comparetive:

{e) [1},255.\; moo g oob amle bi gffr gl LEEGT

5E nore  love child man !|
e i e T Sbe. SHAE i Yy e e
"the vomar mow loves the mar more than the child”
(11} *afgeen §1 moo zHa mob xale bi LEBG] gffr gt
(141} *ifgeen §i meo sifn et LERRT sade b eSS ut
If the standard of comparison, gbfr gl, were an S-1gvel constituect like
l==gi, one mighs sxpect verlent (11} to be scceptebls, or mt least more
wssaptable than (edfd). IDut it 4s not. Therefove, gbfr gi seems 2o be n
scetituent of a VP, a= given in representation (Bl), even after the reduction
of its clause, in whick it codld play either the Bxperiencer role or the
Fationt.
With these preliminariss on the MWolof compeyative s background, we turn
0w to = constraint thet might suggest = Subjestal dffferentimiion, It in=
wolves the ipteracticn of clefiing and toplcalizatiorn with the coaparative,

Frem the basio tive Jlgemen 31 moc glin-con nobh mmle bl gSfr g8 with

116 four-rold anbigaity {see page 2551, we can forn the cleft
() ghlp g it kb
man [ norn love enild
w=ich retains the four Interpretations. But when we topioalize xale b, &5
1z

{g) znle By, g8Sr gl 1E ko, Jigee 31 giin nob
"the child, il's the men that the woman loves more than it"
#= ooly get o interpretetions; end fn both senses, gidr gl can ooly be une

Srretood a@ Publent. Weat these fucts mugmest 1s ancther llnear prineisle in
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Wolof: the sequence TOFIC, CLSFT... foee not allow & DO, Subject... inber—

but only a Subject, D0... or DO, D0, interpretation,

Howevar, the questics again is vhebher the consiraint io gonersl encugh
o warrant D0 rather then e sementic charmcterization, The following facts
indioate that the approprimte persmeter is ome of animscy [perkaps eves human-,

ness] rather than scme grammstical relation:

fn];m_g iE Jﬂieugm
road  lstter
":ne veman x-:M the letters more u—.u the man"

From (h), & taslo compurstive, ve ean form clefts Iike {1):

() jataryt

18 Jigeon ji wln Jenpe pidr gl
the Tetters 12 what the woman read more than the man"

foor gl 1 18 Jsigeen Ji g&n Jenge ebar i

the man 1s who the woman rend the letters nara than"
and fresly topicalize, ms the (J) sentences indicater

fad v deter yi 18 ko, jigeen )i sfin jenge
Tthe . the lcttors is what the women remd more than he (af4}"

letar yi , gBOr gi 18 leeqn, jigeen 41 g8o Jangg
"the I.m:u- the man is the woman reod them more than

Tme {j) topdcalizstions, in comtrast to the restrictions evident in {g), make
clear that thers is no Subject-DO constraint where srimates (or humans} are
ot in conpetition. The relevant notions ere rether Patlent, Bxperiencer,
Animate, ste - Just @8 in earlier Bections we found Agest, Coercive, Kimahip,
Instruoment, and s of. The only grammuical relation that recedres support
in Wolof is Baliject.
15, The tive o tian

In this soncludieg section, I wish to exanine & construction whish, like
the pamsive, focuspem on the IO relstioo, bub which, wnlike the passive, iz

unfwersol. To =y knowledge, every language has & ceusstive of at leest coe
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<f the following forma:

(a} T made the rous dark

{6} I darkensd the roon

Tee first (o) mur be cellsd snalytis or periphrestic, in that It manifests
e murface predicates {pade, dark); the second nay be called synthetlc or
scrpiological, 1n that it menifests only cme surface predicate (wle u process
that has come to be called

"olause=imion®). Of course, as is often the cose,

there iz oo discretencss betvest these bwo fypes, elther syncbronieally or

Afashronioally. In contemporary Fremch, for example,
{=} (£} 11 peit sourire 1'snfant
he meke omile  chdld
"ne makes the shild smils”
gy razy 10
(14) 41 1= fudf nuur!.n
B 1t mako
"Le makes £t snile
*11 falt le gourire,
medttay aoun (el nor pesecus (eid) cen Sptervens between the two predicates,
bt there is 1ittle evidence as yet of puomologlesl fusisn. '~

o i e {ntereits

because, crora-lingalstically,
they show comsistent tendencies (Comrie, 1976):

{1) the Ssbisct of mn esbedded Lntransltive shews op as B0y

(2) the DO of an echeddsd transitive retalas its DO status, vhile

tha Jubject of that trameitive showe up as I0 (Tess
aften, Instrumentat);

13 Fegutive elements, like pos and Nesels, do intervens however (2.g., 11
ne fall pas E’_\! T4 les enfunts "he dum" make the children meile”

rie‘n the Function of DD to the imfinifive: Je oo Jul nn,l
r.lgn faire "I don't have hia do anything™
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{3) the 00 of a di-tranpitive {o.g., give) retains itc 0O
status, ae does the 10, while the Sublsct (if
permitted at all} ahows up as Insbrumental.
Tnese generalizations bear on the question of whether Wolof hes a DO or ot
in the following way: ACTCES the Towsd — regardless of surface or deep
"apcusatlvity™ == Langunges tend to behave ergatively 1n their causatives by
treating the underlying Subjects of fntransitives (ef. 1) and the underlying
0 of {(df~) tramsitives {cf. 2 and 3} alike. ¥n fact, the Subject of m trun-
sitive is, under certaln circumstances, not alloved, For emample, in Soorad,
with o predicate 1ike peerc "011%, only two of the thres underlying srganeats
can surface [Bhopen and Xonare 1970:215):
ta) farbe neers-rdi bari 41 Mosa se
Garta 2=l1-OAJSE horse  Muza
(1) "Carba had Mass sell <hg hovss (to sobaons |
{£1] "Garta had the horse #old %o Musa (by somcans}”

*Garbs neere-ndd bari di Muss se  Ali se
Darbe Masn aell the horse ta A1ET

Wotdoe that it is oither the underlying I¢ (a1) or the mderlying Subject
(#11) that is excluded, but not the underlying DO (barl "horee™). A for ==
I know, thers are no lengmegea whose cauwsative blocks the appesmranss of Lhe
underlying 00,1 This fack, in sonjunckion with other aspests of the sprdax
and semantics of trsnsitivity, reinforees the cenwiction that it 1s the fo

relation to the rredicets thut Is tho primary ome, other than the Subject

1h In Bwahild, the underlying Fubject of & trancitivs noy usurp the posit
of "closest”™ IC (mes Coorle 1976:386-94), but dos pot block fta oppear-
ance. In fagt, the Bubject 1s optiomal —- but the DO in not.



261
(or the In}. If & lanpeage has a DO category, 1t showld show op dn the
causakive 1F at all.
Wolof has both an enalytic and & synkthebic counative:
{e) glfr gt tax nd FLUX
=an cause

gmal gl
[=t11) ship iz
"the man ceused the ship to Almd™

() gSfp el puux oo 08
. sink CAUSE uhip
"the man sank tha ship"
It iz the second dan (£) that & un becsuse there is guod
evidenes that (£) clm 4 The § Behavior of SWuR

lon supports 16:  in the ¥slef versisn of Pig Tabin, the initial consomamt
of o verd is soved to the ond together vith a copy of the following vowel.
Tous, ghr becomen S5rpff; tax beromes mxbs: stc. In cur omse, suax loo be-
come muzleosuu, not *waxseu oclos, But this phomclogical evidence is offset
by the fact that puae can be eleft from Puuk 1oo Ty means of the pro-verb el
"% smax 18 gy gl def oo ganl gi "sink i whet the man hmd-dope to the
ship".
To show that gwax loo is = single predicate, we mast condider the typleal
properties of Wolof verbs: tense/sspect mearking, negetion, proncun clitief-
zation, fmperstive inflection, abd so on., Taking pronoun cliticizaticn as
Ilustrative, compars puux 1o with Jox:
le) gl gt %‘E .
Dan ik it
"the man sank it7
*gS6c gl puax kg loo nE

in) nﬁr_zi ..__;;u - lﬁ’ :;i';n
't'he man gave ft to the chila”

*gifie gl Jjox ko nd xale Bl
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The pronoun ko mst, in clauses of this type, follow the verbal complex
(VERE *+ ASPECT), and oot iotervupt it. Bt thers ere Sequences of [redlcates
(ony, AXTLIARY - MATH VERB) which do allow swch prosouns So Intervens:

[£3] m 4i mE

T Ih kaow
"ihe man w21 koo 17
An (1} tmdicates, the muxilisry verh di {Imperfective, firture] and oadn verb
I "mow® allow Yo to come betwesn them; wherees mmx end loo 8o not {of.
(g} abovel.

Heow, them, wight a pubstive D0 inder Wolef elssco-unicn soosotivization
manifect itaelf? ¥First, clause-union might demate the underlying Subject in
stme way or perhupe dizallow it eltogether, Or the DO ftself might appeet
onrked #dstinctively, of positicued e-typleslly. Bub nothing 1ike nmy of
these happens. From the bmsic farm (1),

() (1) = _&u__ ﬁ;ﬁ‘— t_i?&hé_ﬂ

"tbe obd1d vead the beox"
e tun form the csusative {Ji1):
) s fmigs # gl giu
fire nun hat the ohild read the book"
and this causative belaves 10ke any doutle complenent predication (e.g., Jox
"giva®): thus thers 1s no positional preference (ki), either nominel can be
cleft (kii), they pronominalize undistinetively {kiiil, ard so om,

(k) 1) loo nf E#rE bi mle bl {or. ji4}
m man bad the Chiid resd the boskn

(i1) ule b 12 gfée gf jenes-loo tA6ré v
Tt'e the child bt the nan had rend the book"

&gs;ﬁ__“ bi 18 ity gl faneg-loo xele bl
£7a the book that the men hod the child read"



{164} gffr gl jansg-loo nf ko zale BL
"the Ean had the ehﬂrlizunﬂ 1"
gifr gl Jengg-loo of h!% sifeg ul
"the man ked her/hinfit resd the book”

To 1llustrate in snother wey the Welof Indiffersnes ta DO, we turn to
Fizaish where the selispce of DO 45 made clesr By the behavior of the verk
cpeta "teact™. It con Do used ma & peeudc-intransitive, ss ic (11}, or tren-
sitive (1if), or dl-trasaltive {1414}~

B A R

"be teaches (Ln Finland]®
(4il(n) hiin opetes ranskas

French-PARTITIVE
“he teaches Freack™

(v} biin opetes lupsia
chiléren-PARTITIVE
Phe tesches ohilldren”

(it} e vete Ll MR
. e

AAATIVE  PARTITIVE
"he teaches children French™

Sow, in the causntive, we find the Torn -

(=) hiin +i  lmpain
T %;."—“&wm ShTiden-BARTTTIVE
“he had the ondldren tanght”
*"he bad the children teech”

which wanmbiguously gives a DO resding: the shildven can only be on the
recelving end of the teaching == in splte of the fAct that pasude-intransi-
Ttives 1ike (14) can cccur. Purtherere, the form
(=) Elin opetytty f jmpsille] ranskag

apEilin
"he had the ehildren taught Freach”
*"he had the chiliren teach French™

Chas mgafn an unesblguous TO dnterpretation, in spite of the opticoel sppesrasce
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of the alessive -1la which {8 rornally the hgent/Instrunent oarker, This
GuEivus u8e of the adessive to slgnal the Reciplent relation 1a no langer

available when o trus Agent appenrs:

fob U1) pln spetyttd  lspsille ranskss
hildren Fremen

&ioulla
o

ALIATIVE PARTITIVE ADZBSIVE
"ne had you tesch the children Premch”

{11] *hEn opetyttd lepeills rmnskas ginulla
¢%E§m

ADESSIVE

"pe had you temch the childéren Frénch™

Mhe Mad the ehildeen teach you Prench”
The significact Tect, hovever, fs that the mdessive in (n) cannet bave an
Agentive Inteypretation.

None, in Wolof,es in Flunish and Eoglishthe verd mewnlng "tesch”
JuppsEa (&) can be used pesudo-frtraasitively (pi), trensitively {paid, as
vell s fi-trepeitively (ptit):

(p) (1) Jengg@)-§ nea

{ef Daknrl
Rench-AT0 ASP/Leg (En Dakr)
"1 tanght (in Dekar)™

fil)e) langghl mas my xete
some child
T taught some ohildren™
(b} langgrl-2 nen faranse
French

T Lwight Fremen™

[ETY ] ¢ xale Paranse
£ nome children French”

Buf the form

te) Jongglil-2-lco nan ay yaie
temch-AT0-CAUSE S chi]a
"I hud meme children tesc
*"I bud somo children taugnt”

can oniy hove chiidres In o Bubjest interpretetion —= the




part of [pi), where jange®l is used pscudo-intrassitively. And the foro
fr] *jenggEl-loo man sy zmle
it s the pterpart of {pii-a) with the meening "I kad

some children taught™ is cal. Tae icality of (r) shoula

e compured with the gramatieality of (m), which is the exnct Finolsh squi-
valept and vhich cen gply bave the D0 interpretation. In oréer to “parrect "

(#) into accepteble Walcf, = Bubjective nominel mu=t be ndded:
(s} imogSl-loo ams my nit &y n}.l
peracn 1d
"I bnd gome children tench mome peopla"
"I hed some people tesch some chdldres®
Beariabiy, them, o DO interpretation of mmlc {es in {r}) dcpeods on the
arpearance of & pessitle Subject. But this reguirenent - that DO be depen-
dent on Subject Ln @ csnsetdve - goos ngaingt the peveralizaticns (13, poge

] for 1 with D0 end claus. ion. The imgplication 8 that the

generallizations hold emly for languages withk DO, and that Wolod has no 0O,
15, Donclusion

A5 indicated in the ssctione on promominalizeticn sed vers eoding, there
s good evidence that Wolor allovs the complemont seope of a predicate to by
=xtended. The most obvlous signal of this attyection bo the predicate 13 the
shoemes of prepositioosl merking. Bub whether thene secondery cottplemento
are 10 or not is aoother mwtter. TIf IO 1s & category in Wolof, then it Is o

zalient ome == and werb is n najor i 1 device in the

systen,  But iF this view 1s correct, we mimply confront unother question:
why ure there no further rofleses of this significent grammatical reletion?
in we bave seen, thers is no pessive and no ergstive; conpounding and nomi-

oalizing mek= no special mention of such & entagory; neltber de topfealizing
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and olefting; and the csupstive -- asong the most DOwcriented of comsbrus-
tlons — similarly meglects it.

T will sssume, thet, that a ssnvipeing case against a DO ia Welef has
been mede. Since the category extsts in some Ianguages (but not all), it
stands in generasl 1inguistis theory ss am option — & gramnstical relation
chosen andfor developsd after Subject (perhaps nlong with Subject), but never
independert of Subject. What of Subject iteelf? Hisewhers {Schwartz, forth-
raming}, T hawve argued for Subject ms ohligurory for every langunge. If that
case can b xade convincingly, and Subdect in the caly required grammatical
relation, then sn interesting guestion presents iteelf with respect to tran—
sitive predieates. Since the Verb-Fetispt relstion i= closer then the Verbe
Agenit, What happens in those systems where o mmtural comstituency betwsan
Verh and Pxtient i= precluded? Tt appears thet such s natural constitnency
cever appesre i VB0 and SOV types (Schwarts 1972), med rarely in VOO, It
al=o Smens bo.be the case thal srgativity as a spstesls feature (even ab Just
the morphologicnl level) only appears in theme three types - never in bhe BVO
[where, not colneldentally, VP constituescy typleslly mentfosts ltgelf). The
guestion that arlpes, therefore, L3 whether the guermntee of the Bubject m=-
lation {1n direst coptrast to the optionality of the D0}, Minducea" srgativity
In Just thesa oystems where the meiural eonstitusaty betwoen Verb ond Patiomt

cappet figd expression.
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