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gllf;breninence and the (non-)correspond

et 0 Goici ot
between topic and subject in Saislya

osan
i iffers from other Form
isiyat, spoken in northern Taiwan, differ.

Abstract: Saisiyat,

; i ically occurs in sen-
i three respects. First, while the to;illg ttg’Pma[ 03; pra
\Anguages in o loast is privileged position corT ESPOH_ is unmarked for case,
g posmoghmliiu'ptjrg NP is unmarked: the subt]lfigtalst;‘r i TS ETE
Av and uv clauses. The ic can also refer to 19 Py
and there is no topic marker. The top is flagged with the genitive ra ics since
unlike other Formosan lapgl-usffesé llf.TPs cannot be dis‘tlngUlShEd fi::istrofhemeen
nominative. Secomgl, left-dlss_l:,eference on the verb. Third, f;;: ES;I;d wvord azdErdn
there is no pronominal cros ative partly explains the ra hanpelinwerilGiE
the nominative and the" acens flexible in UV clauses butany ¢ that the absence of
v clauses. Word order s morestructures. This chapter Showj identify grammat-
reflects different informatlofll cometimes difficult to proper 13; bt Pht-prca
exTerental fatling males ltnderstand information packajuciral and informa-
ical relations and correcqy . nt levels, referential, event-s blur the syntactic and
TIence, Asesse ok e didlers art the various factors that d order in relation
tion-structural, allows to rease ?prgumems. It also discusses ?hc:ar(non-)correspond-
Pragmatic functions O.f "Oﬁgin?em patterns and explains
to voice, nominalisation,

nt typ ' ified — and subject.
diff i dentified — an

i ifferent types of topics arel

ence between topic -

1 Introduction

liar features
1.1 Background to this study and pect

of Saisiyat in brief
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ern Taiwan), which have both undergone case Syncretism, In Saisiyat, case syncre-
tism takes place between the

nominative and the accusative (Yeh 1991, 2000, 2018,
Zeitoun et al, 2015), as shown

in (1a-b), and in Katripul Puyuma, between the geni-
tive (marking the non-subject actor) and the Nominative (see Teng 2009, 2015, 2021),

asillustrated in (2a-c). What js Important to note is that in Saisiyat, it is a diachronic
Process; that is, we can infer that cases that were formerly distinct have now com-

Pletely merged and distinctions are Neutralised. On a synchronic level, however, it
leads to treating two homophong

us forms ag marking different cases. In Puyuma,
case syncretism can be treated as Synchronic, based on Teng’s (2009, 2015, 202.1 )
observations and her analysis of texts of various size and genres collected at two dif-
ferent periods of time; the first go
and Teng et al. (2022); the secq

tof data were collected ang edited by Quack (1981)

nd is being produceg by Yiu et al. (in preparation).

(1) Tungho Saisiyat?
a. yako mari)

ISGNOM avgake oo S kgposhnin ka kas.haew.
1 lod e ACC boiled watey RRUVChoil acc tea
took boiled watey 5025 to make teg -

2) Kau'ipu] Puyuma

, .
?;ls ‘l'eVlewers and the editors for all their constri
elp,
Ollows: 1, g,
“MLZ, age naljears - LISt persop:
Comp, comple eNtizer. Eent nomp, ation; actory n; 2

Oice
Ction: [V

. » AYhamie. ' ) Contmuat-
RT, ‘matIVe; 1€, inge o ) ExcL, eXclugjye, ve

: on;

» Second person; 3, third Pertsivej

» CAUS, causative; coM, Comtative;

" €03, change of state; DAT, d?mal:

: G M, e, PeTieNtial GEN, genitive; HaB, hab! L2

ative; Loc g ation; h .l"’m"eﬁ INc inclusive; INDF, indefinite; INST-N N;oc:

o 20O Npg Megation; . iterative; L1, ligature; LOC pta-

+ Tealis; pee, et Nomipa1: ion: » NOy, nominatiVe; OBL, oblique; OPT, OP™*

i catl : f‘:cl’effective; PROG, progressive; psw, posse;S;:

) n;'ropt i ? O, §) r: N ject; )
ve: ) topic; » STAT, stative; supj, subject;

Uve, undergoervoice\paﬁ:::’ Undergq voj I

. oel
Ircumstantial; uvi, unders

H

e 57
i bject in Saisiyat ==
d the (non-)correspondence between topic and subj
Prominence an

langalr i

- za

- tu=verayu-]tiy ng.u-lsc NOM OBL.INDF cup NOMIGEN.SG]
3.GEN=pull-UVL=1SG.
ngidalri
my.female.friend

’ 21
‘My female friend gave me a cup. (Teng 2021)

ise from the use of the same
: jguities that may arise . iz left
: ial semantic ambigul mechanism, viz. le
To cope with Potser}u-;last‘:nd Puyuma have recourse t;o th:b sjzlcftl:h A
case form, both Saisi Saisiyat, itisthes i
: : in (3) and (4). In 3 as shown in (3). In Puyuma,
dislocation, as shown in ( enosed NBS as § _ .
before the prep can be potentially treate
ka usually does not appear before t either of the two : i
minative, 1.e., . it must be case
cwo NPs are marked it 'nothe non-subject actor that 1s prep:;z‘:’ﬂllan the genitive.
o the subject, thep l(El)lsamd receives the nominative case ra
marked, as shown in (4),

: oka konshuy.
(3) Tungho Saisiyat van  kakpaow-en n iy
N ;ZG GEN IRR-IC-soak-UVP GEN boiled.
*NOM) tea 156.GE -
fI will soak tea leaves In boiled wa T edwater
ves), I will soak (them) i vt s haew
e ﬂ:a hx;y ma’an ka-poshrt:zil ka la
ons i
g g%:w) boiled.water 1SG.GEN IRR.UVC

a.’
I will use boiled water to make te

@) Katripul Puyuma (Teng 2021)
Au=vaaw-aw 1 !
: ;(l;lla;‘:save-UVP NOM.§G , Rise
‘Sunay saved Risem’s life.
b. i*@rni Sunay
NOM.SG/*@/GEN.SG Supa;:
‘Sunay saved Risem’s’ hf.e. ’
*Risem saved Sunay’s life.

m GEN.SG Sunay

t - \ Ri
Q 3

be
i a, a preposed NP may
ting to note is that in Katripul Puyum

What is interes

i -¢); if it is topicalised, it is
. ses, as in (5a-C); n 50
. i iguation purpo a short pause, as in (5d).
o dislocated just for dlsalitbmi‘ker mu ‘TP, fouowei:r)r:e in most cases, a (sen-
ey followed by tthhe toll:and left-dislocation has be y
In Saisiyat, on the other J

— iti sents a highly marked struc-

+ 3 jnitial position rep}'e / o
by ka (or hi) 'NOM' T m?u d ic (the subject), as shown in (33) belo

3 A noun phrase preced‘ed Zﬂ ot a highly definite top

ture, whereby the NP is iden

S
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nec-
_ ith the fu

. level wit _ d
tence-)topica] Position ang i usually associateq op the Synt.acuc rker in Saisiyatan
tion of suhject (6a-b). 1n COnfrast tq Puyuma; there 1 no topic ma

When the NON-subject a0

. ed by
10r'in a vy layge occurs sentence-inm?uy’ ! l;frffﬁatives
the genitive, o In (6c), rather than by 5 form homophonous with the
asin Puyumg, See (Sh) anq (5¢-d)
and to some ext

: in English
.Arka & Sedeng (2018:163) mention @:ﬁ;aﬁon e
ent in Sembirap Balinese, “[lleft-djslocation and topic e setter and
similar differen; types g COnstructipng, In left-dislocationJ the fram ronomin
a Syntactie depenge tin edicatiop are related by a meanS.Of a” }Ijn Puyuma
Copy. In topicaljsation, €Y are relageq through 5 filler-gap relation.
both left-dislucate nd top;

is 1S
This 1
e verb.
Ic NPs are always Cross-referenced on th
TMost obvigyg in (5 0), Where
inal clitjc tu= 3 gppe I

om-
i r pron
S Co-refer with the non-subject a.dc:lo{) overqy
+ NI (Sg), e {OPic actor jg g, the subject, but is Jitic in this
cmss-referenced O the vy » 8 therg isng NOMinatiye third person ¢
language. In Salsiyat, there 1Sng ¢p ss_reference at all,
(5) Katripul Puyy

a,

Iralrak.

CL.OBL.PSR,"IPL.INCL.NOMJ'PSR child
®N took ¢ Awgy;

‘Our Children

tem”wantaalfent
‘SEN=take-yp NOM.sG his.grandp
a eraway.’(Teng 2015:419) [ralrak-
tu=ada-aw i
© nantq d
gra: dp{"r‘“-nt 3.GEN=take-UvP 1PL.INCL.NOM/PSR Ch§151420)
i Risem - 2ken Way by ®Ir (ow) grandfather.’ (Teng 2
NOM "\_nl mu, n"<em>av =

56 Risery L
‘Ri Op

a zq vulraw.
SAVSY

V' OBL.INpp fish
P somg fish, €Ng 2020:28)

Tungp, Saisiy,

& oyq

(6)

'aewpin

P " s
i i jectin SaISly
topic and su t
) (o] espon ence beMEEn p
C a
i nd the (nOn (f hje
ominence a

istics: The
: racteristics:
ing syntactic characteri el
xhibits the fouowm-g S?irhich the subject in Av s in
. isiyat e ition in if it occur

To summarise briefly, Sais yﬁal position, a positl unmarked for case if d the accu-

o ccurs in sentence-ini bject NP is usually n the nominative an e

1C 0 su i ee N i ar,
tOpclauses usually occurs. Acase SPRCIELITL ber1“;1ements and, in pa.r-ucmight also
Al 1 position and there 1s few interclausa ) the subject actor; i -
1n1r_'la psaisiyat possesses verythe topic is (usually ther than nominatlve.. o pro.
Sath(?- arker. In av clauses, rked as genitive ra nd topics, and there is n her
Opicm ' ma Psa ; an
Eet tII)1e actor in uv dauses,een left-dislocated Nh Saisiyat differs fr‘Omul;‘; s;;uactic
usually no distinction bet\r\;l SHEpEVeron thgf;_l’zlt' to correctly identlfyau_c ool
nce w imes di figir pragm
inal cross-reference Wi etim e €
nominal ¢ languages, and it is Sﬂf?ld properly unders
Formosan ‘ ments a
: minal argu

function of no

hodology
on the met

f this study and notes

eo

1.2 The purpos

; t al.

isiyat (Zeitoun e
ar of Saisiy ical study.

the gramm orphologic
udy on ’s (2015) m Frori the
ddition to Zeitoun ‘ihal[he help of conslél;:ms5 texts (of
i aration-a), as an a st sixteen years Wi and Baguali), inclu sgandfol' par-
B collected in the pa Tian Hu, Penglal bout 10,000 sentence b fourd i
'}?atag:;e;iea (Tungho, Hscllangn speakers), an:ll;nts- nearly 5,000 cllccted for our
un, 0z ns ) been ¢ :

: ths from a d by my co 000 have is study is
different Ieé‘fuced on their OWth zpproximatelyfjr»l_b)‘ The purpose of ;h;ngnmeﬂt
e I:;ral (2015), and anot et al. (in preparatl voice, word order E‘I)lcorrespond-
Ze;t(.)un g 'Ctjlonary’ cf. Zeltgun i B determmmgociaﬁon or the (non-

Salsly?t 1 the role of prornme“,S on the (non-)ass o three
to explore ial emphasis 01 U t , is assess
. cia ; siyal. ence . b
patterns with a R subject in Saisly 9-208), promin referential level), ve !
between topic and 1:98-103, 19 ferentiality (referen n (event-struc
enceF ;owing Latrouite (201t t'O degrees oftll'faspecmal delimltaUt‘;pi cal and focal
0 . ec . i . the
. ith resp ction wi . relation to oD
dlfferemdlwzllrlSt constua i COI?;geing measured lkr;‘Zund and comment (inf
ev . C c
tYpe;l::eD and information psaopp osed to the ba
tura yo ts a
rticipan
degrees of the pa

e of these
\ tance or on )
alimpor ) ice, which
levels may be Ofequmjng for voice choice,
€ cou
se three hen ac
. level). The
tion-structural

rder
g on word or
ient w in restrictions
salient tinre
tively more . and resul
factors might be rela hift in meaning
s

induce, in R
n:llcgll::tase assignment, This is
a

; mention
ite & Riester (2018:25)
below. -
of Saisiyat, as demonstrated - ¥

ing
- on the followi
4 other on
tial lev ia] than the
spect to the refﬁ'l"enﬂre referential
With re nt is m
- argume
that either one

1S T § ) a ger

t also
in Latrouite (2011), bu
hown

log, as s
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L ifferent
level of event-structyrg) Prominence, Latroyjte (2011:201£f) diSUngShe:lilffbased
types of verbs, unclergoer-prominent, actor-prominent and r.leutral“Ve ﬁ\;aﬂon”)
on the degrees of saliency of the Participant(s) anq volitionality (or “mo also men-
as encoded by the Predicatiop €xXpressed by the verb. Importantly, she cturally
tions the notion of eyep CONStrual: A [core) argument [. , ] is event-stru begin-
Prominent in the Sense that i delimits the évent, if the runtime (incn}dmgrelated
Ting and endpoint) of the event €Xpressed by the ver j viewed as strictly
to this argument » (ibid.:204)

road
[are] conceptualised as tWon]?amic
Wre where pragmatic and se es [+~
S are essential.” The three featur

. cture
+~ Contras) Combine in the information-strut

Ormatiop, struc
notions of contry

and givennes
givennegg) and

™ Topic and foeyg
a.

ka & Sedeng 2018:146-147)
»*CONtragy)

: ~ Contrastive frame/rop
»~given, “Contrast] = New (j

: ; OP
C Le, first Ientioned indefinite) T
s 1, ~Contrag) -
d [~salient, +g; 1= def; ulty
e
f
g
h

AWYcontinuingreintroduced TOP
€n, ~Contragy) -
+ [~salien, 45 . ]~ Secondary Top

" L0Ntrastjye Secondary TOp
. N, +contrast
- [salieng _o.

) " “Ontrastive (gften fronted) FOC
~salicrs O "~ CONTasY] < oy COmpletive/gap) Foc
+ [-salieny » *Contragy) . CONtrac: P etivelgap)

tive new FOC
4 Oth
€r pry ence g
Referentjy; scale (g S 11;clude
Givenness hi

ling, :205):
OPer nagge 5 APolla 1997:205) specific NP
*rchy Gunge) al.1g * NP> Indefinte Specific NP > Non

- type__
le > referential S identlﬁabe
{that N} the N}
this N

{indefinjte thisN}  {aN}

Fl ence tlle (IlOII-)COlIQSpOIIdeIICe betWGEII tOpIC ar |d Sub'ect in Salslyal — 6 '
d
ominence an

d (CG),
ion of common groun
: 147) also introduce the m.)uonf CG contents - “the set of
Arka & Sedeng (2018: Musan (2012), which consists o a given context” — and CG
adopted from Krifka &hare d by speech pnﬂclpanFSind construal of an event.
information mutuzlll\l g sflects the speaker’s perspectiv

hich re
management, wi

1.3 Organization

d on Saisi-
. itional backgroun .
d as follows. In §2, I provide adttt;ns and show the relation
The paper is Stl'uctureOice system and a]ignme;lt p; the morphosyntactic Silmlar;
. the v ne hand an the notion o

at. I introduce der on the 0 3, I explore .
zetween voice and Wosdnz;unahsauon on the otl:lzl; 1111: ?’.he 0 gpecﬁv e of promi-
ities between vo ' ith voice an wor ic shift and in §5, .
topic and its interacu})g “\r;im topic conunmty aI}dt:-(i)li)lll tional terms, occupy quite
nence. In §4,1 d?? ls);;;e?:’ts and topics which, in dis

istinguis

tests to distingui

o Gaisivat,
the same position in Saisiy

tic choices
. ’s view of syntac
2 Abird eye’s

; i d in this
e subject discusse
d as additional backgrf)und on 3} voice and alignment, and
In this section - intended w syntactic choices In terrms ntial level, the event-struc-
paper — I will briefly reV.l‘éteraction between the refere hich will be further devel-
mn tions wi . isivat
provide a s information X onstrate the intri
d the i . I will also dem tral Av and uv
tural level, and t f this paper. ice in unmarked/neu .
. dero t on voice in ion to voice
d in the remain: is dependen imilar in form and function
nghoWi“g that word orde'rnlalisaﬁon israther similar 1;‘:: of the head noun (§2.3).
cl);uses (§2.2), and that I:;Jr:-nrestrictions and to the selec
ord orde
with respect to w

2.1 Voice and alignment

i further
. dergoer voice), uv :
ices, AV (actor voice) and uv (l(lf:ndergoer voice—locaU\{e)

Saisiyat exhibits (WO V(c)lmegs;er voice—patient), UVLtwo major voices can be dis-

i neen fal). These ; Zeitoun et al.

ividing into UvP (und ircumstanti 2000, 2018; Zeito
o e (ndergoe oty and syntactically e o non-subject arguments
tinguished morphologlcﬁfltlﬁ’ the subject marked mi:;X <om> and the actor ‘vemaw
2015). Consider (8a-d), wi rb is marked with the‘ ’ is marked as accusative, In (8b),
underlined. In (8a), theh‘.];e the undergoer ‘iakin T’ i
; e

. ubject w.
ismappedtos
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the verb is suffixed by -ep ‘yyp ; ; ild’ i
Subject and the actop e the undergoer hizg kq korkoring ‘that child’ is the

maan‘I(GEN)’ano y . . e
theme ma‘an ray rge'is T-subject core argument. In (8c), it is th

to subject, the verh jg sﬁfgi ! -. the wound on my forehead” that is mapped
with the genitive, In (gq) ?d IR -an ‘0v1? and the non-subject actor is flagged
' »the instrument hin; hawaw ‘thin bamboo branch, bamboo

‘Sct;:;lkd’1 jsﬂ:fasrllt{::ts’ :Iclguts::iverh 'S Prefixed by i ‘yvc’, The undergoer korkoring
detailed discussjon 0N case I;gzﬁgz fl:t;:lgi;;;l- 2015 and references therein for a
® a gemaw Sh<omsbet i1

O
that yy¢ chil maan  shepet-en,
Theat that oy 1s6.ceN beat-yvp

o oyg ;
3s<c.cEN cheek gpy ~0Ler P<in>aw-hq-l.qn nanaw,
0em>angih-~; <PFV>beat-one-N ti
< gih=ilg, one-N.times-uvL. only

/her o ,
d hini 5, "IC€ on the cheek and he/she cried.’ (Zeitoul

s Shi-shpey
ambog ka .
This hamhog(::i:ik UVC-heat AceC i(;;ll;on :
Was yg
The vojce s ) ed to beat the chilg’

M ing
aspect (perfapqi - racts clg, .
: Clive yg ; Sely with Lo ,
erTogative g, Perfective), 1, mood (indicative vs, non-indicative) a4
i Ve Sentenceg and furmcauve Mmood includes declarative anrt
ONS; in pegars ¢ AN Present) e Subsumes realis (there is no ©V€
ves ENces, ver}, 2 rrealis (futyre and counterfacti
LEBators, paggp 0 CTative), 5 o s s Marked ag non-indicative, also 45
0 € over g OPlative) or o suggestion (hortatve)
i o e
sls eRcadeq iy, ba] Morphology, 4nd aspectual distinctions. Tab!
Wateq d mell‘;aﬁons depicted in Tab, 1 and allows divers®
Isiyay spe(aa‘ ' H°Weverg;$ems With different syntactic functio-n:
(%a-q) By reg event‘struackers' It alsg I‘e’ﬂ Syntactjc Parsing is not just an opt-::;l
. 7 Tefepep. ej ; feren”
Mentigneq €ntig) levg) U levy, an ) “tel‘flCUOn between the ré 4in
> thougp 4, . I meap that g ¢ Informationa level, as illustrate
K ncodeq i, o ° Féferent may not be over .
" the voice deriyations of the V¢
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Tab. 1: A bird's eye view of Saisiyat voice, mood and aspect (Zeitoun et al. 2015:248).

AV uv
uve UVL uvc
Indicative Realis Perfective  M°<in>STem <in>STEM , ka-sh-<in>sTem
(Aff) Neutral M-STEM stem-en  <in>STEM-an shi-sTem
Imperfective RED-M-stem RED-STEM-en  ka-RED-STEM-an  shi-RED-STEM
Irrealis ‘am=M-STEM ka-stem-en  ka-STEM-an Ca-STEm-
ka-STEm
Non- Negative STEM STEM-i ka-sTem-an STEM-ani
indicative {Nominalisation)
Imperative STEM STEM-i STEM-ani STEM-ani
Hortative ta-STEM ta-STEM-aw - ta-sTeM-ani
Optative (Aff/Neg) ~ (‘am=)M-STEM-a _ STEM-aw STEM-ana STEM-anay

Consider the occurrence of ‘anhil ‘sweet’ and ’aehi:s ‘sour’, x’/v'hich are stative verbs,
covertly marked as Av, as opposed to ra’oe(:_)en ‘dl'llfk'(UVP) in (93?- By event-struc-
tural level, I refer to the fact that since Saisiyat exhibits very few interclausal cf)n-
nectors and conjunctions, subordination is gxpressed th.rough a change of voice,
e.g., ra'oe(:)en ‘drink (uve)’; the verb being viewed as strictly related .to the cqvert
subject argument can encode all kinds of te.m.poral, causal or p}lrposwfe relations.
For ease of correspondence between the Saisiyat exa.mple and its El}ghsh trans.la-
tion, all the covert elements in Saisiyat are rendered in pare.ntheses in thf El},ghsh
translation in (9a). The informational level refe}"s o the r.elanon betyveen old a.nd
«“new® information and the notion of topic continuity, as illustrated in (9b-c), which

is compatible with the choice of one voice or the other.

(9 a. yako k<om>osha: ’am='anhil, ra’oe()-en ’aehis=a=tomal.
. 1SG.NOM <AV>say IRR=sweet  drink-UvP sour=LIG=very
T tl;ought (it) would be sweet (but when I) drank (it, it) was very sour’

(Zeitoun et al. 2015:321)

b. yako  kahia’ ‘ina=s<om>i'ael, rima’=ila  walo,,
. 1sG.NOoM yesterday EXP=<Av>eat golavl=cos Tungho
lobih=ila kishkaat=ila ka hini kinaat.

= is book
av]=cos study[av]=COS ACC this
l;:;ltl;gay (after) I had eaten, (I) went to Tungho. (When I) came back, (1)

read this book.’

5 For the sake of simplicity, I follow Ross (2009, p. 296) in representing the Av infix <om> and its
allomorphs (see Zeitoun et al. 2015) as M.
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C. raromaeh botoe:

-en ’arash-e =
n=ila  ka-shaehoe’en.

bamboo  tieyp- .
‘(He/she) tied u;qt)h:v;ant\]bmg-m:cos IRR-make..fire-uve
(Zeitoun et al. 2015:19p) 00 and took (it) back in order to make a fire.

22 Ane
" Xcursy
S on word order i, relation to voice

Most Formos
an langlla .
exceptions: Sajsj ges exhibit predi -
-+ Salsiyat (Y cate-initial
(Blust 2003, Wangzooz;e };eﬁ’zlamoo, 2018, Zeitoun et‘:lo;((in;rden Ther;l o ﬂ'rllfee
' g , among others), Tha0

guages | 18)and
SRBUREE COntact with gy oo 28 (M 2022), In these three lar

has heen ¢ .
onside )

Order. As will pe sll;(e)fvxtlhs e detennilﬁngarflasc:umem Min and Mandarin Chinese
Saisiyat i , elow, o ‘actor to explain thi in word
and lslllft(;rlll':l:t?;n j d °Tdt;‘e;sszn factic and pragﬂf::ltic father;a:‘I;galet ;lake. In
ferent in ay amril fr?,u clc:lre’ 3 further d‘i'::lfscoan Plex issue, closely related to voic®
the restyiet: uses, as R sed in §4. W, . 3

trictions on the NPs wh; ;1110 In sections 2,21 aor;l order is som‘ewhat dlf
¢an be subjects n(.)t'to 1::3 ' 2.2.2 respectively, with

ignored (§2.2.3).

In §1.1

0CCurs beforg g Word orgep ;
. € the r 1S Ira
Nelther the Subie Verb and j is ther ﬁXed in av dause . iy
shown by the J€Ct, nor the non.sub"_'ar ed for cage ifitisg s. The sub]ect' usuoa)
(10) Aicality of (i%cbt a)rgument can 0cculrl Epassljssx: ;Ir‘ d(:r s
d. a’*h. , ~C). Y

Quoml Valsia

mOthe r<0m>

M I/3sG oton

b s therj(ghg gapy ka

M <avs ‘aewpir:
(& Sath, gathe
“0m>otop ( e ’SWeet p°tatoesr’ ACC  sweet.potato
e .

aewnp; Mothe ka gewni

Wpir T/356.Noy ; ;Zvezilr.

, , .potato
Withay, “AV>gather N %ya’/sia,
Mother/3sc.nom

i q t Su r’: ‘S 2 ¢ .
or em .athe to Co e Dragmaﬁcauy marked i suallY is
e e, Wh;,cey Strong emotion;l rar(:d.e)tq;lress sur-

1S g )
declarative clause, or anger®

Prominence and the (non-Jcorrespondence between topic and subject in Saisiyat === 65

warning, as in (11b’), which is an imperative clause. As shown in (12), many verbs
do not allow such a word order.

(11) a. moyo m-wai=ila.

2PL.NOM AV-cOMe=COS
You (PL) have come.’ (neutral clause)

a. m-wai=ila  moyo!
Av-come=C0S 2PL.NOM
“You (PL) have come?” (Implied: You said you would come and here you
are!l)

b. moyo  kin=lcom>amlam.
2PL.NOM ITER=<Av>run.around
‘You (guys) love to run around.’ (neutral clause)

b'. lamlam=ila mina moyo!
Av-run.around=cos MINA 2PL.NOM
<You (PL) dare run around? (The sentence sounds as if the speaker was
authorizing running around but is actually warning not to!)

(12) a. yako  mcin>aerem=ila
1sG.NOM <PFV>sleep=COS
1 have slept.’
b. *m<in>ae’rem=ila yako!
<prv>sleep=cos  1SG.NOM

2.2.2 Word order in uv clauses

Though word order is more flexible in Uv clauses, not all word orders are possible,
as was previously suggested by Yeh (1991, 2000, 2018). Different word orders might
actually change the meaning of the sentence or correspond to different types of
clauses, as is shown below. In terms of distribution, a subject (unmarked for case
if it is a full noun phrase) usually occurs in initial position, as in (13a) and (13b), or

just after the non-subject actor, as in (13c¢).

(13) a. §  ‘aewpir ni ‘oyajnisia roton-on.
Owom Sweetpotato GEN mother/3sG.GEN gather-uvp
‘Mother/(s)he gathers/gathered the sweet potatoes.’

b. 0 ‘aewpir roton-on  ni  ‘oya’nisia.
Onom SWeet.potato gather-uvP GEN mother/3sG.GEN
‘Mother/(s)he gathers/gathered the sweet potatoes.’
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¢ nlCoamisa g
GEN mother/3sc.GeN 0
o NOJ
‘Mother/(s)he gathers/gatheh:'e

‘aewpir roton-on.
Sweetpotato gather-uvp
d the sweet potatoes.’

cl .
auses, as shown in (14) angd (15) respectively.

pi,i i ? 2
M ye  peinsaw-hg-lan,
(Kita en) - marigersiy Mmother  beat<pFy>one-RECR-UVL

(see-uvp) STAT:swell=cog

‘His/her face wg,

b0 g apPed once by g '
" ;usta pii p<in>aw¥h _fhef and it looks swollen.
Nou 3SCOEN  chegy, |, t-kan, niCoya’

s _ eat< -
Ektta en)  marigejy, PFP>ONeRECR-UVL GEN mother
SEE-UVP)  STAT:SW,
Histher fae y,
GEN moth
r
Pian-hg g Nom 35G.GEy UG cheek
hem<pl,v>0ne_REC .
Hisfher face Was g

eli=cog

e-Uvp
WBped ance by, - Well=cos

e
15) g Y Mother anq it looks swollen.’

and the . tong g > Word g
€ Positiop, of ft:,ls tin Englisp r‘(‘l[e]r enco
us » “Ithere ;
Ing €T IS a correlation between

—_— sWerS'n (16

6 Theg ) and (17) fliystrate questio™™”

, u
des specific information states

Possible word order in yvp clauses, but the same i

s.

-

exatﬂple

-
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swer examples of argument focus (or narrow focus) and predicate focus in uve
constructions, with schematic representations in (16’) and (17’) respectively, where
the straight lines correspond to appropriate answers and the dotted lines to infe-
licitous answers.

(16) Qa. ‘mewpir ni  hia’ roton-on?

(16)

1))

Aa.

Qb.

sweet.potato GEN who gather-uve

‘Who gathers/gathered the sweet potatoes?’
‘aewpir [ni ’oya’l; roton-on.
sweet.potato GEN mother gather-uve
‘Mother gathers/gathered the sweet potatoes.’
ni ‘oya’  kano’ roton-on?

GEN mother what gather-uvp

“What does/did mother gather?’

ni ‘oya’ ['aewpirle roton-on.

GEN mother sweetpotato gather-uve
‘Mother gathers/gathered the sweet potatoes.’

Schematic representation of the correlation (represented by straight hori-
zontal lines) and non-correlation (represented by dotted diagonals) between
questions and the position of argument focus in answers

Qa.

Aa.

Qa.

Aa,

Qb.

‘aewpir ni hia’ roton-on? Qb. ni‘oya’ kano’ roton-on?

‘aewpir [ni ‘oya’l; roton-on. Ab. ni’oya’ [‘aewpir]; roton-on.
‘aewpir ni ‘oya’ taka’ino™on?
sweet.potatc GEN mother dowhat-uve

“What does/did mother do with the sweet potatoes?’
‘aewpir ni ‘'oya’ [roton-onls

sweet.potato GEN mother gather-uve

‘Mother gathers/gathered the sweet potatoes.’

ni ‘oya’  ‘aewpir paila’ino™-on?

GEN mother sweet.potato take:where-uvp

‘Where does/did mother put the sweet potatoes?’

ni ‘oya’ ‘aewpir ['ashkan-en ray talka.
GEN mother sweet.potato put-UvP LoCc table
‘Mother put the sweet potatoes on the table’
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(17) Schematic representation of the
zontal lines) and non-correlation
questions and the Position of pre

i ori-
Correlation (represented by straight heen
(represented by dotted diagonals) betw
dicate focus in answers
2, T, ) y 38 '. sy sy . " ” ,.on?
Qa. “aewpir ni‘gyq laka'ino*on? b, p oya’ ‘aewpir pa’ila’ino

Aa. ’aewpir ni ’Oya’ [ml]!\ Ab- ni )Oyan ’aewpir [Mﬂ.‘]?
1t was shown above thy 5 change in worq opger reflects different informaﬁor;
structures, 'Ittnmng TOW to the gvert marking of the subject, different types ot
clauses obtain, Ap overtly markeq Subject can only occur after the non-subjec

actor, as shown jp, (18a), whose information Structure wil he accounted for in §3.5.
NP ition,
i 0 NP seemj 0 i -sentence positio
this clause js actually a pseyd. gey &:mn 8ly oceurs in final

us.
» WIth ka ‘aewpir sweet potatoes’ as the f‘:;a n
that the verh is nominalised rather

to
ccount of nominalisation as opposed
I obligatory,

. . Verbal dlayges in
he¥ng Voice-markeq (see §3.9 for g brief 5
voice) and the OCcurrepe

€ of kq ‘Nom’
(18) a, ni 0ya'/nisiq

GEN Mother/3gq GEN g Qewpir roton-on.
. ' M
(Among a g, Veget SWeetpotato gather.yyp

b. ni Y@inisig ,est)’ Mother(s)he gathers sweet potatoes.’
0 On-on * s .
GEN mothey (ka) ‘aewpir.
13s6.g gather-pAT.NM Z Nom sweet potato
thel‘s/gath

ered are swoet potatoes.’

in
Ther 9 the types of NPs i subject position
€Te are g T of restn‘ctions I

f.!g.ardjng the

. jtion-
a types of NPs in subject pos!
Marking of e L — Uve prop,

0
0un folipweq by a noun as (192)

' s
(Subject y :n ’ asn} 19b), cannot oceur togﬂh‘?g(‘:l 1
19 4 *nisiq “Sbject actor,) i not clearly enco
336.6eN ewp

i
' er T OtOn—on
Intendedf Sweel.p tat .
Or: ‘Hig 0 gathey.
Understggq as; me"ther uve

e
ther “Veathereq SWeet potatoes.”
*TS/gathereq gyeet potatoes.

e e 69
bject in Saisiyat e
between topic and su!
i on-)correspondence
Prominence and the (n

*ni ‘oya’ sho’o  shi-kalachang ka I:loljr;lflormg.

" m);ther 2SG.NOM UVC-take.care AC;:{ e ouy child
fEtN ded for: ‘Mother helps/helped you to take
nten :

i nitive pronoun should occur after.the nou'n
(152) 1s ingrammanes b:s‘;zl;::nt,ha;gi; (20a). ?n this later example, the vo12;en Zﬁ; 1:
‘oya’ ‘mother’ to mar.k P°g ), making ‘his mother’ a subject. If th? cla}me T oinsa
e o hrase should be case-marked l?y ni ‘GEN’ as :1111 20m or
o clause, e whoe nousnull:ject actor. (19b) is ungrammatical becauseed ::0 eaver
(20c¢) if it refers to argg;n in this position and sho’o needs tg zﬁiﬁi o
NS genitivep in (21a), while the voice type is uv Wi 2
to express possession, &5 1 y must occur in initial position, whatgver
a COVl:rt prn if't(;‘\,r:r:{ot:z ;l:lli‘f:(:, either before or after the verb, as in (21b)
position of the geni

and (21c).

'oya’ nisia  r<om>oton ka ‘aewpir o
A 3sG.GEN <av>gather AccC sweet.p’o a
n‘}llti)sﬂ::;mer éathers/gathered sweet p(:tatoisi.sta
i , .

b. ‘aewpir roton-on i _oyogﬂ_ler pisia.
. otato gather-UvP GEN I :

iy thers/gathered sweet potatoes.

oo n}mher - ‘oya’ nisia  roton-on.
R tato g—:aN mother mEN gathe}-uvp

;z:er:ﬂ;er gathers/gathered sweet potatoes.

i oy’ nisho’ shi-kalaehang ka kﬁ;l;onng
e s - c:her 2SG.GEN Uvc-take.care ACC cf( -
gEN I;Zmer helps/helped (you) to take care of (y
our
oo i oya’ shi-kalaehang ka korkormg.
D réiN mother Uvc-take.care ACC ((::hhllll?i ,
2SG.tI:::el:lhelps/helped you to take care ?f (yo:llir) . (;‘
c ;];fz’o shi-kalaehang kac fﬁ;‘lﬁormg a m)Og L
' c-take.care AC not
Z‘ISIG';ZI:'[heI;;smelped you to take care of (your) child
0

i e, made up of noun
is an asymmetry between a “heavy” subject ih:crtor (here chonsisting
Next, there is an ve clause) and a “heavy” non—sumfc subject can oo
modified by e:irelaus‘;essive pronoun) in UV clauses: a “heavy” subj
of a noun and a po
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before or after th
€ non-suhj . . ; .
only occur after the subje Ct]écztca;)mr (22a-b), but a “heavy” non-subject actor can (24) a. hini hawaw shi-shbet ka korkoring.
~t this bamboo.stick uvc-beat acc child
“This bamboo stick was used to beat the child’

@) a maanp;
o b. *ka korkoring shi-shbet hini hawaw.

Y hini 6
1SG.GEN/GEN U tinalek ka ‘inia.es’ez | K
mother thig a.es’ez hoewo . ] : _
ka-tpat)en kg i cooked LG green bean acc child uvc-beat this  bamboo.stick
| IRR-add-uvp pce Sugar-

UMother wi 5 , et , .
2.3 Voice vs. nominalisation in relation to prominence

dd some gy

| b. hini ting € Sugar in the cogk )
; t;us cookf;‘ f:; g!r’li:-es'ez hoeWo;d gj@iﬁan& ‘oya’ and word order
a-rpa(:)- n A are peerl,

IRR-:(;;S ) Uf; ig il bean 18G.GEN/GEN mother In Saisiyat, there is a parallel both in affm forms and functions of the selected

‘I/I\flotherwﬂladc Sugar NP in verbal and nominalised constructions. For instance, in uvp clauses, it is the
1[ c. '“EWpir d some sugar in the éiiglei , patient/theme that is viewed as the most prominent argument and is selected as
w{ SWeet.potagg %;ifsq ’i”_"_“ln_@_ P—— green beans. the subject (25a); in pat‘iem nommahsaslon cla.use%;, it is the patient that is selected

My chilg it N 156psg ?hﬁcT—g roton-on. as the head of the relative clause (25b)." What is different and is actually crucial is
) d "Noka ,!-nmaerf/gathe.'red SWeet potatges * gather-uve word order: in (25a), the genitive pronoun (which encodes the non-subject actor)
{ GEN E&QQ mgﬂllg ’aewa 0es. usually follows the NP (subject) and in (25b), tlr}e genitive pronoun (which marks
L There : chilg SWE; w roton-on. the possessor) precedes the NP (head of the relative clause). Compare also (25¢-d) in
} €re is alsg 4 hier -Potato gather-yvp uvL, which shows parallel data to UVP.
| RN bt gy o) BRIing h

EESEIS 10 be at Jeqgy argumem.l uvp claltlype of nouns that can be marked 2 (25) a. uve
owe $es, the genitiye dikmariked argumeni ‘aewpir ma'an  ka-roton-on.

Nimate
L Hvolitian Teferepy
Thus, whije (233) i nality, unjeg is r;flf 110t & human referent, i.e., it Must b
' _ CTent concerns a natural phenomeno™

non-syh; Iy d i
et acgoy ic 1t In (23p), ° 1Ot In (23a), the genitive case MArke!

]

Se ] 1 e :
Xample, 1 this cage i the Other hand, it encodes (by default) the
lIlStI'ument, thus the ungrammatjcaﬁt

ng sp
chilg ehet.gp
The chﬂd-heat‘U\’P ggjﬂ -h—l—nl haway
+ I5hegt T ™ ni ‘oya’.
OTkOrm e a bathO.stj
chilg ;hebet - Bambog gt e by mo‘i(er GeN mother

at-yyp ‘G-E—-q blﬂg

as : v 8 Clreyp Nt Plistick
S Jec , it ca fasq erth semanti -
ntic roles; a theme, an in®

a
" Winitiq) D(l)l;e.s Where the jnstrument is select?
ton. Congjger (24a) and (24D):

sweet.potato  1SG.GEN IRR-gather-uvp
T will gather the sweet potatoes.’

b. Patient nominalisation
ma’an  ka-roton-on (ka) ‘aewpir book=ila.
1SG.GEN IRR-€at-PAT.NMLZ (LIG) sweet.potato rotten=cos
‘The sweet potatoes I want to gather are rotten.’

c. UVL
k<in>raam-an ma’an  hini nanaw.
STAT<PFV>know-uvL 1SG.GEN this just
1 only know this.’

d. Locative nominalisation
ma'an  k<in>raam-an hini nanaw.
1SG.GEN STAT<PFv>know-LOC.NMLZ this just
T only know this.’ (Lit. My knowledge is only this’)

—_—

7 There is no relative clause per se in Saisiyat, which makes use of nominalisation as a device to

relativise a head noun.
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. s Ong
Table 2 provides a Summary of nominalisation in Saisiyat and shows the str
Parallel with verpa) morphology introduceq in Tab. 1.
Tab.2: A bird’s-eye view of Saisiyat nominalisation,
e

Mood  Aspect Agent nominalisation Patient Locative ms“.uml?:attion

Nominalisation nominalisation nominalisation
Realis  Perfective - <in>STEM <in>STEM-an -

<in>STEM.an
Neutral kama'<M>STEM

STEM'En nom:STEM
Trreali ka-STEM-an noSTEM
M CaSTEM

ka’sTEi‘A/
The Sl.l,’m]anty in form

. qieficult
d function of vo: inalisati kes it diffic
of course o determing gy sty Volce and nominalisation ma

 for
nstance, in (265.p), § of the form, 3 verp, or a modifier, as shown

@ a [0 peep

parain (Min-iba:).en) (ka)
-l : ather Parain PFV- o

) Wear-PATNMLZ  (Lig)
IRR~Wear-p,frﬂlf;m o hkan.en T®y kabat babaw,
The Clotheg {11.-!:?; Put-yyp Loc chair ahove
ra: Hather Pargi, Wwore are put on the chair.
<insi?
o lael] [k2) waloTygpleum
(L&) sweet/candy

a ’ .
UVe-Cays. iy « 20 ‘gehge’ korkoring.
, in
‘The chilq took . ACc ¢, .

child o
In 26a), gy eellandy e had eaten to feed another child:
s i, .
es the nounmba'en < Min.; (

lba .')-en) .
Verhg) fonnmaybae" < (Kaipgpy, . WRich are

a()-en) . e, ; en)is@
the chilg gy is mo(: SUVRIn gg .nokzl(;:hes > While ‘ashkanen (< ‘ashkan

that
. @ analygqq TG Sini'ael kq walo’ the caniyve b
noun g, run? 0 Whi, encog edas, relativised clause because th :
Subject (thus y fllhttions S the h:S ® agent (korkoring ‘child’) as sub;eicn'g
¢ € relatiy ile also betrs
Ative) of ver shi_p:s‘;lgz,s;i‘;lv?n stuffin (‘;‘; e
anq (28aL), € Word ordey i fixed, as shownt

MOD
. <PFV:ppT.
Shi-pa-sqp,» NMLz>eat

. mod¥
WOrK js nominalised and ™

i oka
. ih sh<in>ebet-an noka
[ raetish “(ka)  pangt OC.NMLZ GEN
(27) a. maan ray head *(NoM) wound <PFv>beat-LOC.
1sG.GEN Loc forehe
ma’iaeh.
person

one.’
d on my forehead is the place where I was beat;:n by some
- ] ‘iae
:I;Z"(Izvn ray rae’ish ka pangih noka rr:; ;on
> 1s6.GEN Loc forehead NoM wound GEN p
SG.
sh<in>ebet-an.
beat-LOC.NMLZ ) .
:Pl:l,:a ma‘iaeh ma’an ray rae’ish kc(z)M S;nfznd
i - person 1sG.GEN Loc forehead N
GEN
sh<in>ebet-an.
<PI—'V>beat-LOC.NML? .
28) Q. korkoring ‘ampoa’ h<oem>angih
( . child why <AV>Cry
i 'z’i’ael ka  tawmo’, korkoring
isho’ raamen St .
A ;lshZEN probably uvc-eat NoM® banana child
SG.
h<oem>angih=ila. 3
<AV>CI‘Y(‘-);ZSI;IY because you ate his banana that the child is crying.
It is pr
i :354 . y
oo ali:jz(z)l’s 3f'a)amen si-si’ael, korkoring h<oem>ancog1: il
’n i <AV>Cry=
u ;ti}::;o 25G.GEN probably uvc-eat child ry=
a .

iven an overview in terms of vc?ice. and allgl;(ms;:eﬂilrtzlg
In this section, 1 have gt d order is dependent on voice in unmgr e e
I have also shown that wor rather fixed in indicative av clauses (it corresgi? rse o
and uv clauses: wor'd or('iel;;lj clauses, but a change in word order ref} eCt:l os?tion
SVX) and more flexible in articular, while the topic always occur in m%ua]jpation i;
information structures. I I1))al Finally, I have demonstrated that nomin :n o
the focus is always prevelfful;ction to voice with respect to word order resb o
rather similar in form andhead noun and that this type of clause x'nu'st alsp iemin
and to the selection o/ thdeiscussing word order in order npt t_° tms-lclent.liy’i .
o consideratilog s“:r::nces which actually represent nominalised clauses
clauses, e.g., cle

own characteristics.

i kel‘.
9 9 N accusative case ma
I Z .t net al. (2015'354), ka was Wrongl anal Sed as 'y
N Zeitou B a Vi
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3 Types of topics

Different types of topics i
. PICS In Saisi i .
topics are introduceq ip §3.1 :lyat are illustrated in the sections 3.1 to 3.5: default

oo eintr iog .
New topics in §3.4 ang contrastive t::ilcl:: ;gp;cs 11 332, secondary topics In a3

3.1 Default topic

In Saisiyat, the
) most Comm .
the featureg ["saliem, +give3n-t)’pe of topic is the default topic, characterised by
pm“g““ or a zerg Pronoun, » “CONtrast]. It can be an overt or covert NP, an overt
l‘alnma i . )
tlcallY, thls dEfault to

ic i . N
verbal vojce morl;h(:fozl;o the subject, the selection of which 15

Ies are typicapy given ang a5 was shown in §2. On the referential
encoded in Saisiyat (r;) usually definite though definiteness is
Y b manifesteq J, Ut see ex. (31) below). Most commony
N Stbe treateq as y a.bare NP, as in (29a). Though in this
- can als: bg: MEric NP, it should also be understood 5
a spatio-ta floun modified by a temporal adverd or
il a sh izmpora'l frame though the occurrence ©
5 shown i (29b) anq ( Meaning in terms of referentiality am

29) , k“khayza'an 29¢) Tespectively,

‘0
N:“y ka-lachang ka
roshg’ GLIG STAT-take.care.of ACC

okay  ka-lnehang
NEGILIG ~ sTaT-take.care.of

’ilna- s G ka-laehang X
AGT.NML . . "6 STAT.tak a
Z=be €.care.of acc

no
ttake care of (the) twins.

Prominence and the (non-)correspondence between topic and subject in Saisiyat === 75

Examples in (30) illustrate default topics in uvc clauses.

(30) a. kakhayza’an [batiwlssyonizor Shi-tabo: ka Dbibi.
inthepast  wild.lettuce uvc.REAL-feed acc duck
TIn the past, wild lettuce would be used to feed ducks.’

b. [ha-hako’ lsprzre kakhayza'an shi-hako’ ka kinaat.
INST.NMLZ-Wrap intheppast  UVC.REAL-wrap ACC book
‘In the past, a piece of cloth was used to carry (lit. wrap up) books.’

c. [nisho’ kinaatlseyprzrr NOKa ma’iaeh shi-shool
2SG.GEN book GEN person UVC.REAL-pull
shi-paywaak ray kabih.

UVC.REAL-throw LoOC side
Your documents were tossed aside by someone.’

A default topic may involve a covert NP, or an NP which is part of the predicate, as
in (31). In (31), the noun pazay ‘rice’ becomes the covert subject (and by default the
topic) of the verb that follows in the next clause, as indicated by the voice deriva-

tion of the verb, pisakaen ‘e garnered (UVP)'.

(31) kakhayza’an sho: ‘ina=ki-pazay sizaeh isa: @
inthepast if  Exp=getrice finish{av] then @&
pi-saka(:)-en=ila.

CAUS:LOC-barn-uve=cos

In the past, when we had finished harvesting the rice, it would be garnered

in the barn.

It can also be an overt pronoun, as in (32a), or a combination of a pronoun followed
by a noun, rather than a noun followed by a pronoun, as shown by the contrast in

grammaticality between (32b) and (32c).

(32) a. [yamilsprroe kakhayzaan korkoring kama=lalangoy ray pitiong.
1pLEXcLNOM  inthepast  child HAB=swim([av] Loc Pithong
In the past, when we were children, we would swim at a place called

Pithong.’

b. [yami korkoring]sumlmmop kakhayza’an kama=lalangoy
1pL.ExcL.NoM child inthe.past  HAB=swim[av]
ray pittong.
roc Pithong

‘In the past, we children would swim at a place called Pithong.’
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such a NP should be treated as a hanging topic (i.e., left dislocated NP) or a frame
setter, which delimits the information brought by the predication.

(35) a. kayba.en, halay riza ray binglengan!
clothes  hangimpav there Loc wall
“The clothes, hang them there on the wall?’ (Context: I see you carrying

clothes around.)
As opposed to:
a. halay riza ray binglengan ka kayba.en!
hang:iMp.Aav there Loc wall AcC clothes
‘Hang the clothes there on the wall?
b. kayba.en, yako ta-halay riza ray binglengan.

clothes  1SG.NOM OPT/HORT-hang there Loc wall
“The clothes, I want to hang them there on the wall.’

As opposed to:
b. yako ta-halay riza ray binglengan ka kayba.en!
1sG.NOM OPT/HORT-hang there LOC wall AcC clothes

1 want to hang the clothes there on the wall?

¢. kayba.en ‘okik yako h<oem>alay riza ray binglengan.
clothes NEG 1sG.NoM <av>hang  there LoC wall
“The clothes, it was not me who hanged them on the wall.

As opposed to:
¢’. yako ‘okay  halay riza ray binglengan ka kayba.en!
1SG.NOM NEG:LIG hangav] there LOC wall AcC clothes

1 did not hang the clothes there on the wall?

3.2 Reintroduced topic

According to Arka & Sedeng (2018:158), a reintroduced topic is “used to refer to a
topic expression associated with a salient entity already selected as a topic earlier
but that is picked up again as a topicina clause.” It thus shares the same features as
a default topic, cf. [+salient, +given, —contrast]. In (36), yami ki ‘oya’ ‘we (NOM) and
mother’ forms the first (default) topic. The pronoun yami ‘we (NOM)’ occurs in the
second clause as the subject of the verb tortoroe-en ‘be taught (UVP)’, in contrast,
to show that ‘we’ (and not ‘we and mother’) is the most prominent argument. In
the following clauses, the noun phrase yami ki ‘oya’ ‘we (NOM) and mother”’ is rein-
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(38) yako potngor ray taew'an, korkoring ‘ima=maeTrem.
1sG.NoM arrive(av] Loc house  child PROG=AV:sleep
sia hekla’ @ h<oem>angih=ila.
3sG.NoM wake.up[av] @ <AV>Cry=CoSs
(When) I went home, the child was sleeping. (Afterwards), he woke up and

started to cry.’

In (39), the noun phrase hini raawaeh ka kangkang ‘the caps of cans’ serves as the
subject of the first two verbs, rotrotonon keep on collecting (uve)’ and katononon
‘will weave (UvP), and is by default a topic. Two other NPs are introduced that serve
as secondary topics through topic shift: the first is kabang ‘bag’, which becomes the
subject of kapbaeiwin ‘(in order to) sell (uve) and the second is minayti’ ‘younger
sibling’, which becomes the subject of kin=raam ‘very smart/clever’. This second
NP needs to be repeated, or else kabang ‘the bag’ that would be interpreted as the

subject.

(39) hini raawaeh ka kangkang rotroton-on  noka minayt’
that cap LIG can RED-gather-uvP GEN  youngersibling
sha’® ka-tonon-on  ray ka-pa-kabang-en kabang
COMP IRR-weave-UVP LOC IRR-CAUS-bag-UVP bag
ka-p-baeiw-in,  minayti’/*@ kin=raam.
IRR-DYN-buy-UvP  younger.sibling/*@ INTENS=know
‘My younger sister has been collecting the caps of cans in order to weave
them into a bag that she is going to make and that she will sell. My younger

sister is very clever’

3.4 New topic

A new topic is characterised by the features [+salient, -given, ~contrast]. It refers
to a newly-mentioned indefinite NP, newly introduced in the CG by the existential/
possessive verb hayza: ‘have/there is, there was’ (always marked as Av, even if only
covertly), with what follows providing more elaborate information regarding this
newly-introduced topic. There are two things to note: first a new topic — as opposed
to a default, reintroduced or secondary topic — is not the subject, but rather the
non-subject argument and more specifically the “object” of the verb hayza: ‘have’;
second, in the clauses that follow, this new topic becomes the subject and the most
salient argument, even if it is covert. As an illustration, consider (40a) and (40b).
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47 a.

‘oya’  ‘ima=r<om>oton ka ‘aewpir hoepay=a=tomal.
mother conT=<av>gather Acc sweet.potato tired=LIG=a.lot
“Mother kept on gathering sweet potatoes and she is very tired.’
*ni ‘oya’ roton-on ka ’aewpir hoepay=a=tomal.
GEN mother gather-uvP NOM sweet.potato tired=LIG=a.lot

In (48a), if no conjunction occurs, and without a pause, the topic corresponds with
the subject of the second clause, which in this case is the same as the patient of the
first clause, thus uvp is used. The actor cannot be a subject in the second clause,
as shown in (48b). Across a clausal boundary, on the other hand, if a conjunction
is found, then the choice of the subject and topic continuity/shift is rather free, as

shown in (48c-d).

(48) a.

tahoeki’ potatai’ ka ‘aelaw ma'an  baeiw-in.
boss selllav] acc fish 1SG.GEN buy-UvP
“The merchant sold his fish and I bought them.’

*tahoeki’ potatai’ ka ‘aelaw yako baeiw.
boss sell[av] Acc fish 1sG.NOM buy[av]
tahoeki’ potatai’ ka ‘aelaw ‘isa: maan  baeiw-in.
boss sellfav] acc fish  then 1SG.GEN buy-uve

“The merchant sold his fish and then I bought them.’
tahoeki’ potatai’ ka ‘aelaw ‘isa:  yako baeiw.
boss sellav] acc fish  then 1sG.NOM buy[av]
The merchant sold his fish and then I bought some.’

In other words, subject/topic shift can only be made through voice shift, as shown
in (48a) and further illustrated in (49a). The first verb kayni’ ‘do not want to’ refers
to the actor yako ‘I (NoM)’ and the second verb ‘ae.ez’ezen (taste) bitter (UvP)’ to the
undergoer tali’ ‘bitter gourd’. If voice shift does not take place, then a new topic,
which might have been previously introduced as background information, must be

(re-)introduced, as in (49b) and (49¢).

(49) a.

s<om>i‘ael ka tall,

kakhayza’an yako kayni’
Acc bittergourd

inthepast  1SG.NOM notwant.to[Av] <Av>eat
‘ae.ez’ez-en.

bitter-uve
In the past, I did not want to eat bitter gourd (because they taste) bitter’
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Voice shift is also dependent on verb types, with a specific argument viewed as
event-structurally prominent and other potential topics given as background, as
shown in (51).

(51) [yamilggponrroe ‘am=rima’  lamsong, hayza: [ka
1PL.EXCLNOM  PROG=go[av] Nanchuang have AcCC
M] POTENTIAL NEW TOPICY ka-k-tikot-an. 0 maray
precipice REAL-STAT-afraid-LoC.NMLZ @  Av:go.through
‘atash, @ tikot noka bato’ shi-k-shaehae’ 0@
precipice @ afraid GEN stone uvc-star-fall @
*<pem>am’aemoeh  shaehpiih.

<av>fasten exceed
‘On our way to Nanchuang, there is a precipice. It is a frightful place. When

(we) pass (near) the precipice, (we) fear that stones would fall down and (we)
quickly go by.’ (Zeitoun et al. 2015:509)

Note finally that because Saisiyat does not make extensive use of interclausal ele-
ments, there are examples, such as (52a) and (52b), which are ambiguous because
it is difficult to decide whether the speaker intends to express topic continuity or
topic shift. Consider the following examples:

(52) a. korkoring kayni’ shi-koroeh noka hiza
child refuse(avl uvc-have.haircut GEN  that
ma’iach ka bekesh.
person  ACC hair
“The child; does not want that person; to cut his; hair’
“The child; does not want that person; to cut his/her; hair’

b. kabinao’ shi-koash [[ka bekesh] [ma’an]]
young.womarn UVC.REAL-comb ACC hair 1SG.GEN
kin=shiae’.

INTENS=happy . .
T helped that young woman comb her hair and she is very happy.” (ma’an

1 (GEN)' is interpreted as a non-subject actor)
‘The young woman is happy because I combed my hair’ (ma’'an 7T (GENY

refers to the possessor)
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The examples in (56) show b is in the imperative and re_ferS. to t the second verb

and mood. In (36a), O ve! rked as Av. What is interesting is tlfla a different verb

o e e (:i‘llceiﬂg\:n:ame form, as it is not permissible for

in each example take

form to be used.

’ L/ =7 a’
i ‘oya’  kosha am=rim
, ih hi ‘oya —= =g0[AV]
(56) a. sho’o 2211-_:13%_1\" Acc mother say:IMP.AV IRR=g
25G.NOM tell:IMP.
lamsong. huang:
nchuang.
zanc::llla(‘;g ur) mother you want to g0 ,:Sol\,iiosha’ am=rima’
ou ) i oya®  k<om>osha’ g
( th i IRR=gO[AV]
a’. *sho’ %Av Acc mother <Av>say 4
25G.NOM ‘IMP.
lamsong. o
* am=rima
Nanchuang ih hi ‘oyw’  k<omosha am: r;[Av]
b. sho’o M—%b— acc mother <av>say IRR=g
25G.NOM AvV:te
lamsong.

Nanchu:ll?g ur) mother you wanted to go to Nanchuang.
You told (yo
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Y. *sho'o  manapi
25G.NOM  Av:tell :l Ya  kosha’ ‘am=rima’ lamsong:
You told (your) moth €€ mother say:mp.av IRR=g0 Nanchuang

®1 you wanted to go to Nanchuang.

subject. In (57), th tw ; me

: , the first v - 0 verbs subcategorise for the 8

le:ull) wh,ﬂe the seco, orb shikngizo fa down’ expresses agreason (the subject
Use) as its subject, Thoy, ka’lost takes rayhil ‘money’ (the topic of 1

first verh ag yyp ; the tw
Uve is 0 verh fo - . .
there is ng s unrelateq that of the se Ims are identical, the marking of e,

the depenge Armony”, Rathe erb. In this particular €
I T, th
*ause appearsjug aftergiers:l;erb expresses a cause, and as SU°
Subject.

W
money ¢ shz-k.ngiz
EN Ki 0, . .
B . AW yyc. easonclause  Shi-p-awka’=
down, € Money -down  yvc-pyN-lost=cos
waslost,

This pa
Per has g

has shy EMonstry

.~ SNOWn thag y: ted _

dsa sp:ctiﬁﬂcus 8uage dtill:f(:apmmnence of subject and topic in Saisiy?" an
ing ; f?om Other Formosan languages. Most notabl)g

Teference ° by defaniy represents the subject it &

to Vojce a ) €, the yan: on the verh . ty es

T nomyy, VaTi0us facypg o1 1S €xplored the different . o

TS that account for word order it T8
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Abstract: This paper investigates the role o information struc
three syntacticghgices in the Kelabit language of Northern Sarawak: (1) voice choice
within a symmetrical voice system, (2) word order within each voice construction
and (3) differential case-marking of the undergoer voice (Uv) actor. In each case,
information structure is shown to be relevant: word order can be used to place
focus before background information, nominative case is used for the uv actor
when the actor is focused/contrasted and the undergoer is topic, and an unusual
mapping between arguments and information structure roles (e.g. a focused actor
or an undergoer topic) can trigger the choice of the respective voice construction.
However it is the relative prominence or unexpectedness of information that is
important, rather than the status of the subject as topic or focus. Hence, there is no
one-to-one link between particular grammatical functions and information struc-
ture roles. Instead, the different syntactic choices corbine and interact to express
information in context. This supports the view that prominence is relational and
suggests that information structure is an important component of prominence in

Western Austronesian.

1 Introduction

This paper investigates the role of information structure in d.eterminjng syntactic
choices in Kelabit, a Western Austronesian language spoken in Northern Sarawak
(Kroeger 1998: 255). Like other Western Austrqnesian langl{ages, Kelabit has a
system of symmetrical voice alternations, in which thg I.nfippmg of arguments to
functions changes without affecting the resulting transm\'nty of the clause. Conse-
quently, speakers make a choice of which voice.t constructmI} to use when express-
ing notionally transitive events. Within each voice construcugn, speakers also have
a choice of word order. Finally, thereis a choice of case-marking for th(? actor in an
undergoer voice construction. The aim of the paper is to illustrate how information
structure interacts with these choices and to explore the implications of this for the

notion of prominence in Western Austronesian.
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