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1. EA

(1) raam  bazaar gayaa (Hindi)
Ram.M market go.Past.M.Sg
‘Ram went to the market.’ (Mahajan 1990: 221)

(2) raam  ne roTii khaayii thii
Ram.M Erg bread.f eat.perf.f be.Past.f
‘Ram had eaten bread.’ (Mahajan 1990: 221)

Ergative case pattern in Accusative languages (Kuno (1973), Kuroda (1978))

=Nominative Object Constructions, Quirky Subject Constructions

(3) Hiromi-ni  syuwa-ga deki-ru (Japanese)
Hiromi-Dat sign language-Nom capable-Pres

‘Hiromi can use a sign language.’ (Koizumi 2008: 141)
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2.2. JRE
(5) Hiromi-ga/ni syuwa-ga deki-ru (Japanese)
Hiromi-Nom/Dat sign language-Nom capable-Pres

‘Hiromi can use a sign language.’ (Koizumi 2008: 141)

(6) [ceC[reT [w DPpag v [veV DPwomy]]]] (word order irrelevant)

| inherent case

[Nom] assignment (Koizumi 2008: 159-160)

(7) raam  ne roTii khaayii thii (=(2))
Ram.M Erg bread.f eatperf.f be.Past.f

‘Ram had eaten bread.’
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(8) [CP C [Tp T [vP DP[Erg] v [VP A% DP[AbS]]]]] (WOI‘d order irrelevant)

‘ It inherent case T

[Abs] assignment

(9) a. BERE=HTHEHE : JRIT v O DT H S D NTER Z R,
b. IS |, J:{i@[Spec TP1Z 8 5
(10)a. #axtks=24&  LIT T 3FRA T 5,
b. TG B, TAAE DD
(11) NIEREDME B 4T 5 DP XK AN2E ST 1E (defective intervention) 5 & 7 S 720
(Stepanov 2004, Ura 2006)
(12)a. Henni; leidist bokin sin; (Binding) (Icelandic)
her.Dat bores book self’s
‘She finds her won book boring.’

b. Henni; virdist [ti hafa leidst bokin] (Raising to Subject)
Her.Dat seems have bored book
‘She seems to have found the book boring.’ (Boeckx 2000: 356)
(13)a. salmaai ne apne; ghar kaa niriikshan  kiyaa (Hindi)

Salma FErg self’s house Gen examination do-Perf-Masc
‘Salma examined self’s house.’ (Mahajan 2000: 82)
b.raam ne roTii khaayii lagtii thii

Ram.M Erg bread.F.Sg eat.perf.F seem.Imp.F. be.Past.F

‘Ram seemed to have eaten bread.’ (Mahajan 1989: 245)
c.salmaa; ne [PRO; ghar jaanaa] caahaa
Salma Erg home go-Inf want-Perf-Masc
‘Salma wanted to go home.’ (Mahajan 2000: 83)
(14)ham to(h)ra dekh- 1-  i- 0 (Magahi)
I youth) see- Pst- 1Sg- 2Pl
‘I saw you (honorific).’ (Verma 1991: 132)

2.3. W O DR
(15) a. BREHEME iExﬁbbﬁﬁ(gradable)fﬂﬂ/u\f BV | F e RERS SRR IR L 72V (Aldridge 2004),
b. BEMEERE CTHIVL. 7 BERERSE(split ergativity) & H 75,

(16) a. In fact, languages with intra-clausal ergativity seem seldom to have a preferred verb-medial
constituent order... (Dixon 1994: 50)
b. Verb medial languages are never ergative. (Mahajan 1994: 38, cf. 1997)



3. T~ FEIRD A B HFEHESC
(17) Dat-Nom >>Dat-Acc >> Nom-Acc
Icelandic  Faroese English
(18)Henni likudu heir
Her-Dat  liked.3P1 they-Nom
‘She liked them.’

(Hrafnbjargarson 2002, 2004)
(Icelandic)

(Stepanov 2004: 386)

(19)a. FEHEE (non-structural )i Z -2 DP 13— HEREHE 2 5] E i Z S 721, (cf. Anand and Nevins 2006)

b. % HE—H(multiple agree)f#/F

(20)Meer dammar veal hesar batarnar
Me.Dat  likes.3Sg well these.Acc.Pl  boats.Acc.PI
‘I really like these boats here.’

(21) [CP C [TP T [vP DP[Dat] v [VP A\ DP]]]] (WOI‘d order irrelevant)

A S B

[Nom] inherent case [Acc]

o Nogvum Kvinnum ama mannio \%! eitt sindur av
22)%Nog kvi da folk  vid itt sind
many.Dat women.Dat like.3Pl men.Acc with a  bit of

‘Many women fancy slightly fat men.’

(23)*Meer dami Hasa bokina
I.Dat like.1Sg this.Acc  book.the.Acc
‘I like this book.’
Icelandic | Faroese | English
(19a) v v /- -
(19b) v - -
Table 1

4. £ K« 7— Y TEEIROHERES

Hindi Nepali Bengali
(19a) v v /- -
(19b) v - -
Table 2

(24)ram-ne chidiya dekh-1
Ram.M-Erg bird.F.Nom see-Perf.F.Sg

‘Ram saw a sparrow.’

(Faroese)

(Hrafnbjargarson 2002: 2)

Buki.
belly
(Jonsson 2009: 146)

(Jonsson 2009: 159)

(Hindi)

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 376)



(25)sita-ne radha-ko dekh-a
Sita.F-Erg Radha.F-Acc see-Perf.M.Sg
‘Sita saw Radha.’

(26)mpi-le  us-lai logfint-&.
I-Erg  he-Acc  chase-Past.1Sg.
‘I chased him.’

(27)rajkumari...bagiicaa-ma ghum-na gaeko rahe-che/char
princess  garden-Loc walk-1P go-RP stay-3Sg.F.Imp./3Sg.M.Imp.
‘The princess was strolling in the garden.’

(28)bhut-haru-le  cahi kara-echan/echa re
ghost-Pl-Erg  Top shout-3P1.M./3Sg.M. NRPST.Evid.
‘The ghosts shout.’

(29)dfupga-horu-le  dzhjal phuta-e/-jo
stone-Pl-Erg window break-Past.3P1/3Sg
“The stones broke the window.’

(30) ma-le luga dyo

mother.Erg  cloth.M.Pl ~ wash.3Sg.Perf
‘Mother has washed the clothes.’

(31)ami sita-ke dekh-chi
ILNom Sita-F.Acc see-Pres.1Sg
‘I see Sita.’

(32)anu sita-ke dekh-lo
Anu.FNom Sita.F-Acc see-Perf.3Sg

‘Anu saw Sita.’

5. 7V % 77— biE

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 376)

(Nepali)

(Li 2007: 1466)

(Genetti 1993: 93-94)

(Genetti 1993: 94)

(Li 2007: 1465)

(Darjeeling Nepali)

(Chandra and Udaar 2015: 65)

(Bengali)

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 381)

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 381)

(33)(=19a) FEAEER 2RO DP X —BUEER Z5 2 720, —FER D DP |20 i)

(34)sita-e kagal vac-yo
Sita.F-Erg letterM.Nom read-Perf.M.Sg
‘Sita read the letter.

(35)sita-e raj-ne pajav-yo
Sita.F-Erg Raj.M-Acc  harass-Perf.M.Sg
‘Sita harassed Raj.’

(36)raj-¢ sita-ne pajav-i

Raj.M-Erg Sita.F-Acc harass-Perf.F.Sg
‘Raj harassed Sita.’

(Gujarati)

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 379)

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 379)

(Deo and Sharma 2006: 379)



6. BIE 3 A E
6.1. X v 757 (Klekoid 1976, Dench 1982)

(37) a.Erg-Abs V - (loss of Erg-marker)
b. Abs-Dat V >  Abs(=Nom) V (Dat=Acc)
Proto-Tongic-Lardill/Yukulta Lardil

(38)tanka -ya -ka -di kunawuna pala -tha
man -Erg-Tr -Press Child.Abs hit -VS
‘the man is hitting the child.’

(39)walida -ngka tangka -ra  kunawuna -ntha pala tha
Neg  -Press man  -Abs child -Dat  hit VS
‘The man is not hitting the child.’

(40)pidngen kudi kun tanga-n
woman.Nom see Eventive man-Acc

‘A woman saw a man.’

(41)...the Lardil accusative case suffix arises from an earlier dative case suffix...

6.2. HEAESREDORIERME

(42)*Thm hofft, PRO geholfen zu warden
Him.Dat hopes PRO.Dat helped to become
‘He hopes to be helped.’

(43)*Er kam und (ihm) wurde  geholfen
He came and (him.Dat) became helped
‘He came and (he) was helped.’

(44)raam se *apne/uske kamre kii caabhii kho  gaii.
Ram Instr. self’s/his room of key lose went

‘Ram (inadvertently lost the key to his room.’
6. 3. Long Distance Agreement
(45) Johnne [roTiiyaan khaaniin] chaah-iin.
John-Erg bread.PLFem eat.Inf.Pl.Fem want.PL.LFem.Perf

‘John wanted to eat bread.’

7. fEEn

(Yukulta)

(McConvell 1981: 147)

(McConvell 1981: 147)

(Lardil)

(McConvell 1981: 153)

(McConvell 1981: 176)

(German)

(Boeckx 2000: 375)

(Boeckx 2000: 375)

(Hindi)

(Kachru 1990: 62)

(Hindi)

(Chandra 2005:4)
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