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INTRODUCTION

The nature of New Guinea Highland languages demands
that this paper begin with a clarification of the notion
of sentence. To linzulsts working 1n these languages,
the sentence 1s an utterance of varlable length containing
any number of verbs1 but which 1s characterized by a
certain type of closure: that 1s, by the form of the
final verb of the string. his form of the verb has been
termed "sentence final' (Wurm 19 )2 because 1t occurs at
the end of the sentence (thus funcﬁioning as a sentence
closure unit) and 1s different in form (morphologically
distinguished) from "sentence medial" verb forms which

occur in a string or sequence wilthin the sentence,

For the purposes of this paper, attention will be
centred around that form of a sentence which contains but
onne clause ( l.e. a final verb form plus any noun phrases
which are pertinent), This is, in effect, a kind of
abstraction of the essence of the sentence, but such
one-clause sentences do in fact occur, and they appear
to equate with the generative concept of "sentence"

(S — NP,VP), It is in this sense that I will use the

term here. .

In terms of vperformance, the minimal form of the
Bena-bena sentence (from elther point of view) is a verb.
And from the generative view of sentence, such minimal
forms are very frequently occurring, since a string of

verbs may thus be viewed as a string of sentences.
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Later in this paper there wlll be a theoretlcal
discussion on the status of syntax versus morpvhology;
and of the primacy of free forms of subjJect and object
in opposition to bound verbal forms. But for this
early vart of the paper the sentence wlll be viewed
as stated above, and will be taken to contain, in its
minimal base form, an obligatory Subject, optlonal
Object, Locative , Indirect Object and Instrument, and
obligatory Predicate, in that order:

Supi. 0. L . I0O. I . P
‘Thus Subj. 1s viewed as an essential ﬁart of the base

o)

form of S which may be deleted in the surface structure.

Wote While limitlng attention to certain features of
the language, I am in no way restricting or skewing the
data under consideration, apvart from treating Subj. as

obligatory.



PHRAST STRUCTURE RULES.

1. 3 —> Nom (Acc)(Loc)(Dat)(Inst) VP

3, Acc —> (Subs) Goal

{ (Det) (Adj) N (M)
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8, MV —» (Affix)
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P.S. Rule 1. S - Nom (Acc)Loc)(Dat)(Inst) VP

In its minimal form, S can be rewritten as S5 —>» Nom VP,
All other optional entlities of case are shown as
potentially co-occurring, but constralnts of co-occurrence
are not written into the rule. The case frame for

each verb (as accounted for in its lexical entry) selects
those entltlies of case which can occur with 1t and wilth

each other.

Examples of constralints within the typlcal S

would be:
Nom Acc Dat Inst VP
3
“xal buku pana'mo’ kayahl 11 emibo
you book boy with your hand take glve

Such a sequence 1s not allowed)but, to express such an

utterance, it would requlre two sentences cojoined:

Nom Acc Inst VP Dat VP
kal ©Dbuku kayahl lito pana'mo emibo
you bookx wlth your hand take and boy give

(Note that Nom has been deleted in the surface structure
of the second sentence. Such deletlons occur regardless
of the mood of the verb.)

| g )
P.5. Rule 2, Nom -2 ) b
(¢ Act

Agent and Actor are differentlated but belong to Nom,
because they are in the same syntactlc relatlonshilp to

7
the veréjgnd appear to be mutually exclusive,
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Agent 1s comprised of Noun or Pronoun or Proper
Noun. The Noun takes the case markers:
- uba'i singular
- male'i dual
- magl plural
The last two however, do not mark Agent unambiguously
since they are portmanteau morphemes and can occur
atta”ched to the noun of Acc. signalling duality or
plurality of the Goal of the sentence, whereas -uba'l
can never occur in Ace. That 1s, -uba'l signals primarily
Agent,and not so much number, in the éentence. It should
be notéd too, that -uba'l may occur with inanimate agents
(see examples below).
Ag. Acc, VP
bomouba kala ho'ehibe
the man dog hit

bomale'l kala he'eha'ibe
two men dog hit

bomagi  kala he'ehabe
the men dog hit

And |
Ag Acc VP
bomouba kalamale'l etoho'ehibe
the man two dogs hit
bomouba kalamegl  enoho'ehlbe
the man the dogs hit

But not

—

"
bomagl  kalauba he 'ehabe

Also .

efahuba nigigusa  tala ho'ehibe
the stone my foot ¢crushed



Ag Acc VP
nagaml'uba lukesa tele bl'ehibe
water nost tore out
(river)

Pronouns preclude the use of -uba because pronouns
occur in Nom only; never 1n Acc,thus there 1s no occaslon
for amblguity between Ag and Goal,

Proper Nouns are marked for Ag case by -u, For
exanple :

Nom Loec VP

Yoyosou foyaga nobibe

Yoyoso to garden goes

Actor 1s the unmarked Nom. case which occurs

in intransitive sentences.

It i1s very likely that Agent and Actor could have
been handled as a composite under the label Agent only,
since both could be thought of as sharing the same
syntactic relationship to the verb, because the verbal
suffixes are the same wilith both cases, but Actor and Agent
cannot both occur in the same sentence. This 1g really
just the 0l1d circular problem of the transitive-intransitive
dichotomy. - whether the verbs are intrinsically transitive
or intransitive,or whether it i1s simply that an object 1is
present or not. Here the vroblem 1ls whether there is just
one case, Agent, that 1s marked when the sentence contains
an object and unmarked otherwise,or whether there are two

cases, Agent and Actor, which contribute to the case frames

A

thot select transitive or intransitive verhs respectively.Qg



P.S. Rule 3. Acc ~—> (Subs) Goal

The Accusdtive case includes Goal which is unmarked. But

1t also includes (optionally) an interestinzg Substitutlon

case, which 1s a marked case. Subs can only occur if

the sentence contalns Goal also. Here the noun phrase
marked Subs 1is that which is substituted or exchanged
(animate or inanimate) in order to acquire the Goal.

Subs. case contalns the notion "instead of" or "in exchange

for", and is marked by -loti'il. For example:

Nom Subs Goal vP

Nanli efavpolotid nose'na mina filube

I in exchange for money food will buy

Kai pa'niloti'i babu vaga nimilane

you for my daughter many rigs will give nme
Nom Subs ' Goal VP

Nani yaga'niloti'i bulumaka yaga nebesibe

I for my plgs cattle like (want)

Examples of Goal without Subs:

Nom Goal VP
pana'i4 maya nonabe
boy sweet potato eats
panauba yaga kene noibe
boy pig chases
Rec
Ref

Y
Dative casgrepresents the Indlrect object of a transitive

sentence. It 1lncludes Recipient and Referent cases, but



note that these two are mutually exclusive,

Reclplent case 1s unmarked, but ls commonly
deleted in the surface structure because it 1s indicated
by one of a complete set of verbal preflxes 1ln the verb
phrase. When not deleted 1t is strictly ordered in
relatlion to Accud}¢ive which 1t follows. The verbal
prefixes for Reciﬁient are obligatory regardless of
whether the free form (noun phrase) occurs in the surface
structure or not.

‘Examples:

Nom Acc Rec VP

nani nose'na afo'nifu emi'ohube
I food my father gave him

nani heva'mo (kail ) kelepilube
I village (you ) will show you

Referent case is marked by -kumu'i or -mu'i. (it
appears that there 1s a preference for ~kumu'i with
animate nouns and -rmu'i with inanimate nouns. Both
can be used with pronouns, though ~kumi'i shows a higher
frequency of use than -mu'l when attached to pronouns.)
Verbal concord 1ls optional with Referent case, but when
it does occur a speclal Benefactive verb (to be discussed

later) is used as the base for the same set of vrefixes

as mentioned above. Referent case represents a relationship

of the verb to someone or something being referred to

can be roughly translated by the English "for", "on account

of", "concerning" or, sometimes, "because of". @;
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Examples:

Nom Ref VP

(kal) nanikomi'i nolapiye

(you) to/about me are you speaking
Makiu i1to'afikum'i vibl nohibe

Mark for his mother cries

nani nalalu'nifikumu'i hu etalube

I for my friend will do (it)for him
Nom Ref Acc Vp

Afopau ra'akvm'i vaga nohabe
Afopa on account of pig kills

his daughter

Reclvnlent case and Referent case , apart from
being unmarked and marked respectively)also differ in
two other respects:

1. Recliplent requires Accusative as a
vrior case (that is it depends on the occurrence of Acc):
Referent does not.

2. The occurrence excludes the use of
Locative or Instrument in the same sentence; Referent does

not,

/7 Ag N

{ Act

| gubi NP~ (K)
joFoal |

Rec 7

' Ref (

| Loc )

| Inst

F.S5. Rule 5.

Any of the cases above can be formalized as C —> NPXIK)
where C denotes case and K denotes a case marking affix

or particle., The parenthesis indicates that some cases
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are so marked whilst others do not have a case markling
affix or particle. It should be noted also that even

in some of the cases which have the marking affix, this
affix is not always present. (As has already been mentioned
Agent 1s unmarked if the agent 1s pronoun.) Thus from this
point of view also(K) is seen as optional.éa

Of the first 6 cases already described, there 1s
only the observatlion to note that in keeping with an
ergative type langusge, the Accusatlve case 1ls completely
unmerked, and from frequency counts in text has much the

higher occurrence of any of the cases 1n Bena-tena.

Locative case 1s a marked case and has the largest
set of case nmarking morphemes:

-ga "to/at"

-to =lo "on/to/at"

-ti "from"
-SU- 1t in”
eteetera

Since the case usfége of these morvhemes is parallel, all
the examples are given with the same marker which 1s a
combination of the first two listed above.(-toga). -toga
1s an interesting example because of 1its scope of
application (both literal and figurative us age).

Examples:

Nom Loc VP

(nani) hepatoga  bilube
(1 ) to village will go
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Nom Loec VP

(nani) afo'nifuloga bilube

(1) to my father will go

Acc Loc VP

efahi nanitoga meni'ibe "I have no
money at me is not money"
Nom Loc VP

{(kai) Anututoga agoya hu emibo "Obey God"
(you) to God obedience give
(kai) afokafuloga keheli emibo  "Give heed
(you) to your hear give to your father"

father

Some of the examples glven above show that in some
instances Locative seems to parallel Dative (perhaps

this explains why Reciplent and Locative cannot co~occur).

Instrument case 1s marked by the morpheme -tu'i

which translates as "with/ by means of" and can precede
or follow the Accusative in its syntactic order. There
1s a constraint on the use of -tu'l in that any noun which
1s concelved of as belng an lnalienable part of a whole

which is functioning as Agent cannot take tu'i. For

example:
Nom Inst VP
X nani nigigusatu'l 1 'ohubke is not permitted,
but nani nigigusa G 1 'ohube is correct.
I (with)my foot  kicked
and nanl efapotu'i ho ' ohube
I with stone nit

Instrument cannot occur as Agent oi a sentence, and in

suppbrt of this note the following example of hoth

Inanimate Agent and Instrument in the game sentence
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(even though examples of this type are fairly rare):

Ag Acc Inst vP

yasiuba efaha'nl mumusopatu'i  1ifi to'ehibe

wind my money wilth dust covered
Instrument can occur where the Accusatlve 1s not shown

in the surface structure of the sentence:

Nonm Inst VP

al efapotu'i ho'ehibe

he with stone hit (it)
(nani) emita'nitu'i laga nohube
(1) with my knife cut (1)

The follewlng examples show the varlable syntactlc order

of Instrument in relatlion to Accusative:

Nom, Acc Inst vP

panauba yagamo nagatu'i leli nohibe
boy the pig wilth rope leads

Nom Inst Acc VP

panauba efapotu'i 1lukesa ho'ehibe
boy with stone post hit

Locatlive and Instrument may co-occur in the same sentence

(but as mentioned before Instrument cannot co-occur with

Recipient but requires the use of a second sentence):

Non Loc Acc Inst VP
nanl kosalo osifa'i osavotu'i  keyelube
I on mountalin snake with stick killed

Instrument case does not replace an adverblal component
of manner (e.g. English "with haste") because all
manner adverbs are derlvations of verbs and function

like verbs in the VP of a sentence.(see example under VP).
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g(Det) (ad3) ¥ (W) )
P.S. Rule 6. NP —> | ’

(s J

This rule states that the Noun Phrase is comprised of

a Noun or a Sentence, where N may be preceded by an
optional Determiner and, or Adjective; 1t also allows
for the obligatory noun to be followed by an optional
noun_(which'is a nominalized adjective or a noun in

apposition). Examples:

Det Adj N

ya'ma hetofa Do

that good man

Det N Ad)

ya'ma bo sipina

that man blg one

1 @ 5 Acc VP
\\/’

yaga yago ' ego'ohunanauba kokole no'ehibe

pig yesterday the one I saw chicken ate
The case markers are all enclitics to the Noun Phrase, as

shown by the Agent marker (-uba'i) in the example above.

P.S. Rule 7. VP —> (Moda) (M)® wmv?®

This rule states that in its minimal form, VP can be
comprised of the main verb alone. (V)" indicates that
another verb stem (or more than one verb stem) can occur -
as a close knit sequence with MV as a form of compounding:Q
The togial meaning 1s to be conceived of as a single
composite action, not as a sequence of two actions. This
can contrasted with instances of where two actions (i.e

two sentences) are sequential and "sentence medial" forms

of the verb are used rather than compounding as described
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here, Examples:

Nom Acc v MV

kal gimi 11 nimibo
you bow  take-glve me

Nom Acc VP Loc VP VP

kal 2imi 1ito nonuga tito molobo

you Dbow take house go- put (1it)
-and -in -an

Additionally, verb modifilers can occur at the beglnning

of the verb phrase, For example:

ot

Jom od MV

nanl mele'isl nalube

I quickly will eat
As further evidence of the close-knit nature of (v)" mv
mentlioned above there is an optional pro-clitic (a-)
which atta"ches to the first V, thus functioning as an

onset of the compound. For example:

v My
311 b
talke 38%0 ° "Put 1t down"
v v MV
al fi to keto'ohube "I have covered it for you"

do cover for you I have

(a- semantlcally adds the 1ldea of actualness to the

sentence).

. (afrix) v ?

P.3, Rule 8., MV —> (Affix) | Affix

(V (Affix) BV ’

This rule implies that the verb obligatorily inflects for

tense and for the Subject-person-number-mood comlex suffix.



15
This complex morpheme wlll be accounted for in the

sectlon on Redundancy Rules.

Optional affix within braces, occurring as one of

a set of © prefixial morphemes, revresents the Accusatlve
or Dative cases.. (But note that there is a constraint

in which Accusative occurring wit%)Dative allows only
Dative to be marked in the verb).“Such preflxes are found
with those transitive verbs which obligatorily inflectéi)
for Accusative or Dative and are in contrast with those
transitive verbs which do not take bound prefixes. The

following 1s a 1ist of prefixes:

Acc Dat

na- na- "me "

ka- ka- "you"

Z e~ "him"
U ———

le'a- "us two"
leta- "you two"
eta- "them two"
la- "ug"

lena- le{p)- "you"™ (all)
éna- e(p)- "them"

( The p in brackets is a mqyﬁhological variant of the
verb stem of certain verbs in the Dative).

Exanples:

Nom Acc Dative 1n Verb
bona 'uba nama  nelevi'ehibe
the man bird showed me

The first optlonal Affix 1s the morpheme no-

neaning "in operation" or "customary" (which has the
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varlant form ne- depending on the person-number of the

verb to which 1t 1s atta ched). Examples:

Vv

nominobe "I stay"
nonabe "He eats"
v BV

nomolo ketabe "He puts (it) for you"
out for you

Examples of suffixation:

Stem Tense Subj-Mood
bilube bi- -1 -ube
"I will zo"
Acc Stem Tense Subj-Mood
nahalane na- ha- =1 -ane

"you'll hit me"

For V BV
This part of the formula indicates that the Verb in pre-

position must oececur with the Benefactive (which 1is a

speclal verb, having the intrinsic functlion of Benefaction).
To have included thils under P.S. Rules 7 would have meant
the loss of explanatory power since:

1. the verb in pre-posliltlon 1s obligatory for
Benefactive, but not so in P.S. 7

2., the verb in pre-position takes the operative
prefix no- in the Benefactlve compound. ( Other than
Benefactive this does not attateh to the pre-vositionsl
vert -i.e. in P.S. 7). All other MV affixes attach to
the Benefactive verb.<:>
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RANKING OF CASE.

It should be noted that Locative and Instirument
ceses (which are overtly marked) are not found as
nart of the verb or its morvhological structure. This
divisgion of case sugzests a kind of ranking phenomena.
That 1s, certain of the cases appear to have primacy
because they are coded in the verb, whereas others (Loec.

and Inst.) are not.

I am suggesting that the case relatilonshin is
closer in those exhiblting a concordance relationship
to the verb than thosgiéé'not.exhibit concordance, Note
also that these concordant cases (Nom., Acc. and Dat)

all avpear to be cavtivating more than one case, which

also suggests a rank of case,

Substlitution case could be thought of as an
expansion of the Goal, that 1s as having a relationship
to the Goal rather than to the verb (since 1ts occurrence
devends on the prior occurrence of Goal), and therefore

may rank even lower than Locatlive or Instrument.



REDUNDANCY RULZS
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(I am only giving those Redundancy Rules which

seenm to be highly pertinent to the Grammar of this paper)

Verbs :

| t past -

T 3rd pers

MWo—
tosg
t indic
")
-t MV
+Ures*1

L= past

presi) + fut —j)qa

|+

- indic

_>(}'1nterrog#]
interro% %éimpen ] @

lo: o

monofocali]
monofo ca,l’wg{ipolyfo cal ] @
-
/3

(Note: BV equals V)



Lexical Entries (Tentative)

Verbs

no- ‘'eat'
(+ v ‘@
- Nom(Ace) (Inst) (Loc) !

/
/
!

\
\

-

1 motion

i
|

\+animate

ko~ 'sleep'

(+v [
- Nom (Loc)(Ace) T '

i 3

'Y animate J

N

_}E- lhitl
« Vv
N Nom Acc (Inst)(®Pef)(Loc)

N

lepi- 'show'

PR o
4 Nom Acc (Inst){(Loc)

4 animate

‘JV 7
. Yom (Loc)(Ref) |
+ motion l

lee |2
+ ﬂ1¢

A Ay -
+ gCh.‘/

tr. el

19
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Footnotes

l__l

Such a view of sentence is the more traditional one,

i.e. a sentence is composed of clauses and conjunctives,

wheres by the gen. and Filllmorean concevnt., a clause 1is

a sentence.

2 Wurm, S.A. 1960a ‘'The Linguistic Situatlion in the
Highlands of Papus and New Guinea', Aust. Territories 1(2)

3 Apostrophe has been used to represent glottal stop

4 With morphological variants:

-pale'l
-pagl

There are certain instances in which -ba'i is not
needed, eg. ‘the boy ate sweet potato' where it is

obvious from the sense which 1is Ag.

m

There 1s a unique verb, the stative (vert 'to be'),
which is the base for sentences exhiblting inanimate
subjects, eg. yafa ni'ibe 'the tree 1s', This feature
of S has been omlitted from this paper since ¥t has no
direct bearing on case; but the syntactic ordering of
components 1s the same but the verb will not allow
modifiers.

& As an accidental omission, the 3rd order (from stem)
preflx me- negative, would constitute another ontional

Affix to the formula of the P35 rules.



DISCUSSIOCN

1. On the Unliversal nature of Subject.

Fillmore asserts that Sublect 1s a rather empty term

(or that the Subject-Predicate relationship is an
artificial one) because 1t designates syntactic position
in which al{@gases can occur. That 1s, Nomlnative case
is a kind of neutralization of alé?)

‘other cases when

other Noun Phrases occur in Subject nosition,

A clearer understanding of Sublect will not be
discoverable through English, or other analytic type
languages, I belleve, because it 1s based on only
syntactic positioninggD Synthetic languages have the
added advantage of indicating Subject 1n two ways -
syntactically and morpvhologically. A study of the
correlation between syntactlc SubJect and the bound
verbal Subject over a wlde number of synthetlc langunges
should help to clarify whlch cases are obllgatorily
contained in subject and which are peripheral, thus
leading to an understanding of the universal nature of
subject.{ And thus it should be able to sift out those

phenomena of Subject which are language particular.)

For example, in Bena-bena Agent and Actor show
Concord with syntax and verbal morphology; whereas
Instrument, which can occur in Subject position in
English (1ike "the key opened the door') cannot in
Eena;bena.?j It is therefore very probable that Agent
and 4Actor are unilverssl asnects of Subject, but that

Instrument 1s not§:>0n the other hand, the lnanimate



Agent, that Bena-btena demonstrates, might not be a
universal. (However the Instrument-in-Subjlect in

z :
English could be looked at as an inanimate Agent.ﬂ?

2. On the Centrallity of S3Syntax.

In the Gen. grammar model, syntax 1s central or primary

in the formulation of base rules beglinning with, for example,
5 == NP, TP, And the notiong of Subjlect, Predicate, lMaln
verk and Object being relationzl, are already represented

in the P-marker rules. For a language like English, there

i1s a relation which holds between NP of a sentence of the
form NP, Aux,VP and the whole sentence. The svmbols themselves
suzgest these relations as belng fundamental to the re-write
rules of the grammar. In analytical languages, as 1in English,
the constituents of a sentence are viewed on a syntsctic

level and are clearly defined in relation to the verb.

But there are a vast number of langueges (in N.G. for
instance) which are not typologicelly analytic in sentence

2%
structure and which do not primerily fall within the scope

of accepnted syntax. That 1s not to say that these languages
are without syntactic order at the sentence level; but
rather, the VP obligatorily belnz marked for Subj. shows
that 1t i1s basic to the sentence. And that for thes
languages morphology is at least equivalent in rankéég
syntax.

Thus I feecl that the rankin;'éistinction between

syntax and morphclogy 1s an artificisl one. That is not



to say there 1s no distinction between syntax and morpho-
}ogy (syntax being arrangements of words- distributional
structure- and morphology belng the form of words- formal
structure). But my claim is that the distinction "central"
as applied to syntax versus "peripheral” as applied to

morphnlogy (or, tdeep" versus "surface") 1s a somewhat

artificial onel\/

Fillmore says 'the sentence 1s its basic structure
congists of the verb and one or more NP, each assoclated
with the verb in a particular case relationship' and aczain,
"'it is important to realize that the éxplnnatory value of
a universal system of deep structure cases 1s of a syntactic
and not (merely) a morvhological nature.' It would appear
that in Fillmore's view of languages which mark Subj.,
Obj., in the verb (ie. by morvhology) and in which the NP's
for these cases are optional, is that the NP's are the
more baslc to the sentence and the verbal morphology 1@
purely concord. I feel that this is a grong assumption
and unnecessary to the theory of case.’/It is suggestive of
the fact that his case grammzr theory is an adaption of a
generative model, as well as suzgesting that he 1s explain-
ing the nature of synthetlc type languages through the
grid of an analytic langusge such a2s English.

It does not seem necessary, to me, to regard one
such aspect of grammer as rmore basic than the other in
order to describe relstionships between case elements.
That "concord" exists at all, seems to me to indicate that
casekis not inherently contained in the WP, A better view

would be to regard cases as relationships between abstract



nominal type entities and verbal type enitities.
(Longacre's-1964, p.l- concept of predication as PLOT
and other elements of the clause (Sentence) as DRAMATIS
PIN30NAE (actor, goal, ind. obj.), PROP3, SCENERY, LOCAL
COLCR (loe, inst, manner, time) would fit very neatly
such an abstract view of case entitles; and being based
on Pike's model of morphology and syntax as together
making up the grammar, there 1s no conflict between
"central" syntax and "peripheral" morphology.)

¥y view, In terms of Bena-bena, 1is that case exists
Abut that/lﬁ 15 not inextricably bound to syntax in every
instanceéﬁjl regard the morphologlcal marking Sub).
Obj. and I.0bj. in the vert as belng the basic expression
of these cases In Bena-bena. Thls 1s based on the fact
that these NP?'s are not oblizatory elements of the sentence
ang that i1t 1s far more characteristic to omit ther, the
VP's having much greater frequency in any discourse (the
language being a verdb chaining one). I hold thls reason
as valid in spite of Fill;gre's dismissal of it . In Bena-
bena it is not merely an anavhoric process bkecause it 1is
not an omission of Subj. (when we have sequences of clauses,
sentences) for every verb marks Subject. (3ee Fillrore pi 56)
I am using this point not to reject the "universality of
Subj. Pred. d%ﬁ%sion” but to reject the universality of
the centralityof syntax.

?
Also, except where emvhasis 1s intented in the Subj.

/?
(vhieh is usually an appositional featﬁre) the free form
pronouns are excluded from the Sub). NP. They are oblig-
atorly excluded from Ob). or I.0bj. WP, becauce they are

contained in the verb offixaticn. So it 1s my belief that



the marking of these cases in the verb morphology 1s not
simply concord but somethling more basic.
In any eeeht, it would be advantageous to the //W
theory of case to revliew and re-evaluate the notlon qf&p-
the centrallty of syntax. And aliso case analysies/g;
synthetic type languages should be fruitful 1n galning a

better nnderstanding of case universals provided they are

not dlstorted from a blas toward analytic. languages.

Mo Come b Come (hacte o Moo Ui oo 40y T 1903)
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