Hayu Typology and Verbal Morphology
Boyd Michailovsky

0. Introduction

The following notes on Hayu are based on field work by
Martine Mazaudon and myself in the village of Murajor,
Ramechhap District, Nepal. Hayu is a Tibeto-Burman languagc
with probably less than 500 speakers, all of whom speak
Nepali, an Indo-Aryan language.

Hayu was studied in the last century by Brian H. Hodgson.
His excellent work was publis?e% i? the Journal of the
Asiatic Society of Bengal 26 (1857) pp. 382-398, with errata
in JASB 27 (IB%BT_(at the end of the volume). This work
was reprinted in Hodgson, B. H., Miscellaneous LEssays Re-
lating to Indian Subjects, London, 1880, vol. 1, pp. 161-
319. The article in the Linguistic Survey of India (IIT.1:
382-358) by Sten Konow is entirely basecd on Hodgson's
articles.

For the phonology of Hayu, sce the appendix to this
paper and also Michailovsky and M. Mazaudon, "Notes on the
Hayu Language", Kailash 1.2z (Kathmandu, 1973), pp. 135-15Z.

The present paper is the first version of a grammatical
sketch that I intend to eventually publish with a collection
of texts. Criticism is welcome.

1. Hayq as an SOV Language

1.1 The basic word order of Hayu is subject-object-verb.

l. ga mi dzemms totop+ha ton+me+m
I-erg. he all(N) having beaten I'll-chase+them+M
'T'll beat them and chase them off.'

2. gontha gu ima ... xwan-xwan dza pig+sug ...
you-erg. I thus (adv) eat CAUSE+me ... -
'You let me stuff myself like this [so bless you.]'

SOV order is not strictly adhered to, however. CSV is also
permitted; in 3, the object is clearly focused on:

3. e kikki, inog junkha lat+ji sigtog nakpu
hey grandpa, here down goter man two

gon+tha Jjegtko ki  ma®?

youterg saw or(N) not

‘Hey grandpa, did you see two people poing down
this way?"'



Note that the crgative marker on the subject of a transitive
verb eliminates any ambiguity whether arguments are rear-
ranged or deleted. ‘

Even the final position of the verb is by no means
obligatory. But when elements are placed after the verb
and sentence particles, there is a marked drop in intonation.
(This does not apply to vocatives, which often follow the
verb.) In 4 and 5, I mark this fall in intonation by #»:

L. mYikhentko mi+nory don lak+tse+m**mii (mii = mi)
that+from that+at arrive go+3d-refl+M he
*Then he arrived there.'
5. "ma jen+kUg" pa “tha:tso ** ga+ko"
not TI-saw unjquote grandson I-erg+emph
'I didn't see them, grandson.' (response to 3)

In 4, I suspect that the postposed 'he' calls attention to
a shift in topic. For the previous several sentences the
narration had left the main character and was describing the
situation at the place he was approaching. But I can't
say exactly how this works.

In spite of this freedom of order, I would consider
Hayu closer in typology to Japanese than, say, to Hindi,
because there are no elements that are regularly post-
posed. 1In Hindi, quoted discourse regularfy foIfows the
verb, and the complementizer is placed before the quotation
(like English 'that'). Hayu has no such construction,
as we will see. (But see 22-23.) Occasionally a relative
clause may be postposed, as in 6, where the postposed clause
seems to be a relative with head noun *sU:li thamji‘:

6. kolu sU:1li tham+ji notm it+tse ithara xUnta
one bran sell+ter be they-say this-much big

le got+ji
foot haveter
‘*Once there was a bran-seller who had feet this big.*

Some other features that have been associated with SOV order
in the literature are treated briefly below. In each case,
Hayu scems to follow the pattern associated with regular

SOV languages.

1.2 Postposition rather than preposition

All particles except negatives -- ma 'not'; tha 'don't!’;
makhI ‘not yet' -- and the vocative e (3) follow whatever
is in their scope. This applies to postpositions marking
case (1.21) as well as to scntence particles (1.22). A few
of each will be illustrated.

1.71. Case-marxing nostpositions, etc.
(Pronouns have an oblique form used before most post-

positions except -ha (instrumental), e.g. lps. ag; 2ps. ug;
3ps. a; (all singular) etc.) ‘



-ha : instrumental (for ergative use, sce 1-3; ga<
*gu+tha) :

7. gon buti+ha ben ?
you food+inst had-enough (intr)
*Did you get enough food?'

8. top+cag+ha toptto ¢ (cf. z2)
beat+tool+inst beat-it
'Pound it with the pestle!’

-mu : genitive (possessive, material, etc.) (often
omitted)

9. apmU kikki pippi+mu pin
my grandfather grandmother+'s swing(N)
‘my grandparents' swing'

10. rampi+mU lo
yam+of leaf
'‘a yam leaf’
~he ' locative
11. kem+he ‘'at home'
12, lom+he ‘'on the road'
~khen : *from' etc.
13. mY+nogtkhen ‘from there' (sce 15)

14. a+khen gu ram+sUp+mi
his+from I I-am-afraid
'l am afraid of him."

-non : sociative, locative
15. mi+nog ‘there' (mi ‘that"®)

16., ba:lu+nog sjal
bear(N)+and jackal(N)
‘a bear and a jackal®

17. 1 gali*+nog ‘in this village(N)®

-khata : plural (human); 'etc.® Precedes all case
suffixes; often omitted.

18. mY+khata+ha 'they-erg’

l.2z. Sentence particles

There are a number of particles which are placed after
the main verb of the sentence.

M (- @i / C_ or (usually) 4CV_; ~ m elsewhere)
marks the main verb of a declarative sentence.  For use,
sec 1, 4, 6, 14. 1In z, note that the whole sentence is
conjoined to a following one--I have uscd "sa' in the fFlosa,
but no cenjunction appears in Hayu. But the - is neot



present. 1 don't know why -M does not appear on jepkiUg in
5. 3 and 7 arc questions and 8 is an imperative, so -
1S not used.

-ki (< Nep. ki 'or'); -ki ma : Yes-no question markers;
optional. Sece 3.

-ro (~-Nep. ra 'id.') : Rhetorical question marker

19. gon+ha+ko mlitsl se rc ?
youterg+emph what know Phet§q
‘What do you know?'

-phen : Contrary to fact (both for protasis and apodasis)

20. totop+ha dulo pa+kUg+phen \
having-beaten dust(N) I-made+contrary-to-fact
'T'd have beaten him to dust.' or "If I'd beaten
him to dust...'

In addition, a number of particles (including many of the
case-markers seen earlier? serve to subordinate sentences.

-pa/-paha : Quoted speech

2l. ma dzotno+m pa it+tom a:re
not I'll-eat-you+M unquote he-said they-say(N)
'He said, "I won't eat you."'

There seems to be some tendency to postpose -pa complements
which report reasoning rather than actual speech.

22. arko tatko+m re aba ha:pa+mu don paha
other(N) he-put+M they-say(N) now(N) how+of come unquote
'‘He assigned another man, to see what would happen.'

23. mi+ha+ko ... dza:mai se+ko ine ine no+m paha
he+erg+emph all(N) knew here here is+M unquote
'He knew where everything was.'

R-ha : (reduplicates initial (c)V- of vertal root and
adds -ha) ‘'having V-ed, he ...' or 'by V-ing he ...'--
normally with the same subject (sole argument) as the main
verb. See 1 and ZzO.

-non : ‘'when' or conjunction

2L, hana dzo+ke pa it+nop
how eat+us unquote say+when
*If you want to kncw how they take advantage of us...'

25. khot+noy khot+nog kinot+noy mf+non+na dogy
walkt+and walk+and walk+tand therc+enpa arrive
'He walked and walked and fimally got there.’

-he : 'when' tc.

6. wmieha dza+thz gon+le dzistge de me
heterg eat+on  youtemph eatsrefl (encouragemant)
'Go ahead and eat when he eate.*

[\]
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~khen : *since’

27. dza ma bit+khen+ko haga+mu dza+tsUg ro ?
eat not permit+since+emph how+of I-eat-refl Qrhet
‘How can I eat if they won't lect me?'

1.3 Left-Branching

.Many structures in SCV languages tend to be left-
branching: modifiers precede nouns; lower predicates pre-
cede higher (modals, etc.)

1.31 Left-branching in the NP
For left-branching with genitive constructions, see
9, 1l0. :

Adjectives:

28. ug xU:ta putshi
your big head

Relative clauses:

29. mY+khen mi+ha ta:mi+ha cup+ta cu®watkhata
“that+from he+erg [daughter+erg worn] clothes+etc.

cup+po+m
he-put-on+M
‘Then he put on the clothes the daughter had worn.'

30. um+be ima khot+natkhok hut+na+hut+mU gon ima+mU
now thus walking talking+of you thus+of

miskan it+tse

why say+refl

'‘Why do you, who are now walking and talking, speak
so [i.e. saying that you will die)?’

(-ta, in 29, forms a past participle; where the verb 1is
transitive, the participle is passive in sense and is used
to relativize on object position. -mU forms a non-past
participle, active in sense; -ji (see 6) is the third of
the common relativizers.)

1.32 Left-branching in the VP

In the constructions illustrated below, verbs are found
in series with nothing intervening except ossasionally a
negative. Only the last verb is inflected for person, tense,
etc. Each verb has within its scope all the verbs to its
left. The subject is shared; the lowest (leftmost)verb may
have an object.

31. mi top diptsem
he pound begin-refl
‘He began to pound it.'

3z. mi+ha tok tsuttom
heterg swallow he-finished
‘'He finished gulping it down.'



33. gu ghis et lay [lag < lano(m)]
1 fodder(ny cut I'1l-go
*I'll go cut fodder.'

34. buti dza lat kin+noy
meal eat go try+when
‘When he tried to go eat ...°

Causatives are a special case since the subject of the higher
verv of causation, pin 'send', is not the same as that of
the lower verb. The subject of the lower verb is then
raiscd to the position of object of pin and appears in the
unmarked case. In 35, this leads to doubling in object
position of the combined VP pa pipsungmi. See also 2.
35. ga ba:lu kem pa pigsung+mi
I-erg brother house build I'll-cause+M
'I'11l have my brother build the house.'

1.4 Question Formation
There is no rule to front the interrogative word in

WH-questions. See 19.

1.5 Conjunction Reduction
I have no data on the direction of verb-phrase deletion,

if any.
2. Case and Arguments of the Verb

2.1 Hayu as an Ergative Language
The definition of 'ergative language®' depends on the
presence of a special case, the ergative casi. used to mark
the agent in a transitive sentence (Comrie's+ 'ergative con-
figuration®') and not used to mark the sole argument of an
intransitive verb. Hayu clearly meets this description.
To illustrate, I have chosen a pair of verbs /bUx/ 'to get
up (intr.) and /pUk/ *to get someone up®. These verbs happen
to be related by a no longer productive morphological process,
but any two verbs, one intransitive and one transitive,
would have done as well. .
36. gu bUk+no+m
I rise+lsg.non-past+M
'T will get up.' »
37. mi+ha gu pUk+go+m
he+crg 1 rouse+lsg.non-past+d’
‘He will get me up.'

IT. Conrie, Bernard, The ergative: variations on a theme,
Lingua 3z (1973), pp. 239-253




38. ga mi pUg+mi
I-erg he I'll-rouse+M
'I will get him up.'

39. mi bUk+mi
he risetM
‘He'll get up.'

The definition of ‘ergative language' adopted here leaves
room for great variation in the realization of the ergative
construction among ergative languages. The features of
Hayu enumerated below seem to place Hayu on the more con-
sistently ergative side typologically of three criteria
observed to cut across ergative languages.

1. There is no accusative case. The object of a
transitive verb is marked (or unmarked) precisely as the
sole argument of an intransitive verb. This characteristic
is clearly of typological importance, and many writers have
taken it as necessary for the definition of an ‘'ergative
language'. However, some languages use both the ergative
and the accusative--e.g. Nepali (in the past tense).

2. The ergative case is used in all tenses (unlike
the Indo-Aryan ergatives).

3. The verbal morphology operates largely on the same
ergative principles as the marking of case. Thus, pUkpom
'he will get me up' us precisely the same form of LEe verb

Uk as bUkpom °*I will get up®' is of the verb bUk, and quite
different irom the form of bUkmi 'he will get up' or of
pUgmi °*I'1l get him up.* (Note, however, that the latter
two do not agree in form. The generalization applies to
first person forms and to second person forms not involving
the first person.)

2.2 Deep and Syntactic Case: Subject and Object

Students of ergative languages are prone to regard the
syntactic categories ‘subject’ and 'object' with some sus-
picion. One reason for this is that in non-accusative
ergative languages it is not the subject but the object of
a transitive verb that appears in the same surface case as
the subject of an intransitive verb. This has led some
linguists to claim that surface (morphological) case should
be derived directly from deep (semantic) case in the analy-
sis of ergative languages without an intermediate syntactic
level on which subject and object would be defined. Comnrie
has arpgued against this claim for a varicty of languages.
Since I find the syntactic notion ‘object' particularly
useful in thinking about Hayu, T will not hesitate to use
both 'subject' and 'object'. It seems correct to observe,
however, that in Hayu this syntactic level carries a lower
functional load than it does, for exumple, in bknglish, since
the decp cases eligible to be chosen as object (paticne,



bopuriciary) are never chosen as subject, and the case
el}gible to be chosen as subject {agent) can never become
object.  Of course, in Fnglisn, with passivation, flip,
etc., any of the three deep cases mentioned can become
either subject or object. ‘

The morphology of the verb in Hayu is complex. 1In
many cases, the form of a transitive verbdb reflects the
person and number of two of its arguments (never three).
Since agreement seems to me to be a syntactic phenomenon,

I will call the two arguments that a transitive verb agrees
with, the ‘'syntactic arguments of the verb'. One of these
syntactic arguments is invariably the underlying agent;

I call it the subject, and it is marked in the ergative
case. The othcr, the object, is either an underlying
bencficiary or patient. Although the principlés governing
the choice between beneficiary and patient as object are
not fully understood, I call whichever one is chosen the
'‘syntactic object'. It appears invariably in the unmarked
case. The syntax and semantics of object selection are
discussed further below (2.3).

Since intransitive verbs have only one syntactic argu-
ment--i.e. no opposition between the categories subject
and object--it should not be a matter of great importance
what this argument is called. I will call it the 'argument
of an intransitive verb'. It appears in the unmarked case,
thus patterning with the object of a transitive verb rather
than the subject. But in some constructions it patterns
with the subject of transitives, for example, in the forma-
tion of verbal adjectives/substantives expressing agent--
sItji ‘killer' (not 'victim') alongside khotji ‘walker’.
inother case might be the left-branching VPs (31-3L4) where
all the verbs must share the same subject if transitive,
the sole argument if intransitive. Thus in 40, it is th=2
sub ject, not the object of top that must be read as plural
(although the object may be as well).

LO0. mi+khata top digttse+me+m (cf 31)
they beat begin+refl+pl+M
*They began to beat him/it/them.’

On the other hand, tha participle in -ta treats the
arguncnt of an intransitive and the sutject of a transitive
together: métta 'dead' and sItta ‘muirder victim', from
net 'die’, sTt Tkill'. -

7.3 Objcct S:-lection and Object Formation

I have mentioned that. a transitive verb may choose
c¢ithzr an underlying patient or an underlying beneficiary
as syntactic object (marked Ly agreement). Consider tho
following examples:

L1. pa fon pJk+notm ]

I-crg you rouse+lup.subj;zps.obj+!



a. 'I'll get you up.'
b. 'I'11l get him up for you.'

Lz. ga (gon) tso pUk+no+m
I-erg (you) child I'll-rouse-rou+M
'I'1ll get the child up for you.'

43. mi+nog le:si ga gon pUk+no+M
for-him I-erg you I'll-rouse-you+M
'I'1ll get you up for him.'

LL. *ga  gon pUp+mi
I-erg you I'll-rouse-him (ndn-benefactice)+M

L5. *ga gon pUk+tUg+mi
I'll-rouse-him (benefactiv«)+M

L6. ga gon slt+no+m
I-erg you kill+lsg.subj;zps.obj+M
'I'11 kill you.'
*'I°'11 kill him for you.'

47. ga ug+mu le:si mi sIn+emi
I-erg for you he I'11-kill-him+M
'I'll kill him for you.'

48. *gu pUk sIt+sUg
I pig kill-me!

49. gu sek sIt+sUg
'Kill my lice for me!’

50. sIt +sUp
*'Kill me!’

51. slIt+to
*Kill ¢!

First we may examine the syntactic aspect of the ques-
tion, taking the choice of either patient or beneficiary as
syntactic object as given. If the patient is chosen, then
the beneficiary (if any) is put into a dative construction
(genitive + le:si) leaving only the patient in the unmarked
case (43, 47). If the beneficiary is chosen, then both it
and the patient appear in the unmarked case (LZ. L3). 1In
addition, the choice of beneficiary as object 1s marked
in the verb by the use of a benefactive form in those parts
of the paradigm for which distinct benefactive forms exist
(below, 3.7; no distinctive benefactive forms were available
for 41, Lz, 49.)

Note that in any sentence without ellipsis of any verbal
argument, if there are two arguments in the uanmar«ed case,
the one the verb agrees with is the beneficiary. The use
of a distinctive benefactive form may also make it clear
that the object is a beneficiary even where only one un-
marked argument is present. in 4Z and 4G, the lst-person
agreement of the verb would make it clear that beneficiaries,



and not the patients tso or sek, were the syntactic objects,
even if égg and gu were deleted. However, L1 with the
reading b can on%; be disambiguated by the restoration of
the missing underlying patient mi.

To sum up, once the choice of object is made, the syn-
tactic realization of sentences with both a patient and a
beneficiary presents no difficulty. The problem that re-
mains is predicting which of the two will in fact be chosen
as syntactic object of the verb. In this respect, 2%5
'rouse' shows a different pattern from sIt ‘'kill'; the key
examples are 4Ll and 46. My first elicjtations of forms with
sIt had convinced me that it always chose the victim as
object, putting the heirs into the dative. But finally 4G
popped up unexpectedly, leaving the generalization valid
only down to somewhere between a pig and a louse in the
animal kingdom. Presumably this information is to be re-
corded in the lexicon.

Although 1 have no general solution to the problem of
object selection, I believe that the following generaliza-
tion is valid:

Object Selection Rule A:
A first or second person patient is always chosen

as syntactic object.

Of course this rule leaves many cases uncovered. Various
attempts to revise or supplement it, particularly by using
the kind of hierarchy I introduce below in treating verbal
morphology, have not been particularly successful. I do
not have good data on cases with a second person patient
and first person beneficiary, which Rule A predicts would
choose the second person as object. If in fact the first
person beneficiary is ever chosen over a second person
patient, then Rule A' might turn out to be better:

Object Selection Rule A':
A more dominant patient (according to the ranking

lst ps. > zd ps. > 3d ps.) is always chosen as
object over a less dominant beneficiary.

In addition to the peculiarities of the verb sIt 'to
kill', other facts as well must be recorded in the Iexicon.
A good nurber of verbs seem to take only the beneficiary as
object. Lxamples are ha 'give' and tsat 'throw (something)
at' (which takes a malcliciary). WNote that in neither case
is the patient likely to be human. Another type of pheno-
menon is the fact that the btencfactive varb form pYUktUnmi
is probably the normal way of saying 'I will get him up' in
spitc of the existence of the non-benefactive pUnmi (38).
Both are acceptable. 1In using the benefactive form, an
underlying structure Like I will do himj a favor by getting
himj up' seems to be suprested, but of course this observo-
tion has no predictive valus:. Perhaos verts ucing benefac-
tive forms in such cases will have to be marked in the
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lexicon. (See 67-68, and also 690, 70b, 7lb where the bione-
factive form does not necessarily mean that a beneficiary
distinct from the patient is involved.)

3. The Hayu Verbal Paradigms
3.1 1Introduction to the Paradigms

The verbal forms are presented in the form of para-
digms. Although the forms themselves are, I believ:, trust-
vorthy, the system reflected in the arrangement of the para-
digins cannot be repgarded as the last word on the morphology
ac a system. In the following sections I will discuss some
of the regularities and subregularities that are either
brought out or obscured by the arrangement chosen. MNatur-
ally, if I could have found an arrangement, rules, or a
flow chart that seemed to express all of the observable
regularities, I would have presented it. Howzver, in the
absence of such a system, I have not been tempted to try
for a series of ordered rules or far-fetched curly bracket-
ings to present the data. Although it is certainly worth
trying, 1 see no reason to believe that entirely regular
and recasonably well-motivated synchronic systems can be
constructed. HRather the system as we find it is the result
of historical processes such as phonological merger and mor-
phological leveling acting upon systems that may never,
taken as wholes, have been more regular than the present one.
Clearly, comparison must be attempted with the twenty-odd
most closely related languages (called 'Rai' and 'Kiranti')
with similar systems. However, the present paper is the
first description of any one of these systems to be written
since 1857-58, when two good descriptions (one of Hayu)
were published by B. H. Hodgson.

3.2 A Dominance Hierarchy?

A dominance hierarchy based on person and number re-
gardless of deep or syntactic case is useful in studying
the verbal paradigms, although how fundamental it is re-
mains unclear. The hierarchy is as follows:

lst person (most dominant)
2d person
3d person (most recessive)

The following principles apply in verbal person and number
.agreement: '

a. An intransitive verb agrees in person and number
with its argument.

b. (1st and 2d person only.) A transitive verb shows
the person and number of its dominant argument. 1f
that number is singular, then the following markers arc
added tco show the number of the recessive argument.



(I give them here because they are simple, unlike
the dominant number markers.)

Singular: -g .
Dual: -tshe
Plural 2ps: -ne

3ps: -me

The recessive number marking does not seem to be used en-
tirely consistently with 2d person dominant forms, particu-
larly the dual marker (Paradigm V part Z.) For number
agregmznt in forms involving third person arguments only,
see «O.

Examples:

52. gu top + sUg + mi
I hit + lsg.past + M
*He/You hit me.’

53. gu top + sUg + tshe + m
'Theyz/You2 hit me.'

SLe gu top + sUg + me + m
'They hit me.'

55. gu top + sUg + ne + m
'Y'all hit me.’

56. ga top + kUg + mi .
I-erg hit + lsg.subj;lps.obj + M
‘T hit him."*

57. ga top + kUp + tshe + m -
'1 hit themz.'

58. ga top + kUg + me + m
'T hit them.'

Using the person hierarchy, I have interpreted the
markers presented above as marking the number of the reces-
sive argument of the verb. This interpretation covers their
usc to mark the number of 2d person arguments (where the 1lst
person is also involved) and many of their 3d person uses.
In fact, these markers are used to indicate the number of
all third person arguments throughout the system. It may
be- that historically they belong to the 3d person and have
been partly generalized to the 2d person. In many other
parts of the system, 7Zd person and 3d person forms are
identical. T have not assembled the materials for an his-
torical study of the morphological system, however.

3.3 Intransitive and Objnct-Dominant Transitive Forms
(paradigms 1, II, Vf
As 1 pointed out in the discussion of the ergotivz con
struction (2.13 above), one of the basic facts about the |
verbal morpholopy, reflecting the ergative character of the
language, is the similarity between lst and 2d person in-
transitive forms and transitive forms with lst and zd p:rion

-I-I---------------II----------E;__________
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dominant objects (according to.the hicrarchy, 3.2). HNo

doubt it was this resemblance that led Hodpson to call the
latter forms "passive, as far as that voice can be said to
exist"l -— the obvious objection beiny that therc are no

corresponding active forms. In any case, in organizing the
paradigms (I, II) I have put intransitive forms in the left-
hand column and object-dominant forms next to them. 1 have
put subject-dominant forms separately, since their connec-
tion to the others is less clhear.

Note that for the 2d person past intransitive and object-
dominant forms (II), the root of the verb is modificd by a
process morpheme I have called Nj, which converts final
stops into homorganic nasals. (The roots in vowcl-finals
and in nasals are unmodified.) The same modification of
the root occurs in past 3d person intransitives (V).

59. blUk
'You/he will get up.'
60. bUg

"You/he got up.'

3.4 Agreement Markers for Dominant Non-Singular Arpuments

The endings (see table) are essentially person and
number markers, but in the first person we see a final -k
in the non-past (missing in the inclusive plural) alter-
nating with an - in the past forms, as well as an alter-
nation between front and back vowels for inclusive and ex-
clusive respectively. Thus we have:

1st person 2d person 3d pirson
non-past past non-past past (irtrans)
; incl. tshik tshipg b .
dual excl. tshok tshog tshik t.she tshe
.., incl. . ke (ki)kepg
plural Fxcl. kok (ki)kon ne ne me

The second person past and third person forms are identical
to the number markers for recessive arguments (3.zb).

In the next set of paradigms, the subject-dominant
forms (Paradigms III, IV), note that the forms are identical
to the object-dominant forms, as long as the dominant sub-
ject. is non-singular. Thus: :

61. pUktshig
'He/they got usZ.up' or '.eZ got him/them up.’

1. Ji3B 27 Errata p. 1z (ad JASB 26, LLZ)



3.5 Forms with Dominant Argument Singular

These are the forms that mark the number of the reces-
'sive arguments as well (3.zb). Once again, the intransitive
and object-dominant forms are parallel. VWe have the follow-

ing marw the additiorr of the recessive number
merkers, which I represent by #R):

lst person 2d person
non-past go + R R ¥
past sUnp + R Ny +R

These endings, however, unlike the object-dominant ones, do
not carry over into the subject-dominant part of the para-
digm. There we have, again for singular dominant subjects:

2d person object 3d person object
non-past: lps. subj.]  no + R Nz + R
l .. %ps. subj4  -- R
6ést: lps. subj. NI—; no + K kUg + R
Zps. subj. - ko + R '

N- is another process morpheme. It changes final stops (of
tfie verb root) into homorganic nasals, adds -p after a
vowel-final, and adds -sUp after nasal finals.

62. ga dzan+mi (< dza 'eat')
'I*'11 eat him.*

63. ga pinpsUgmi (< pig 'send’)
'I'1ll send him.'
I have classified the endings above by object (coluans)
(Paradigms III,IV) for two reasons:

a. The N%-morpheme for zd person past object reappears
here (cf. 3.3), mqkin§ Nino appear to be a zd
person rather than a lst person form.

b. It scems likely that the equation Nz:d :: kUn:ko

: points to a morpheme kU/ko, essentially represent-
ing the 3d person object, past tense. I suspect

that the -ki that appears in lst person past plural

forms has a similar history, but got generalized to
the object-dominant forms as well. Thus we havc:

6. pUk+kUy
'T got him up.'

65. pUk+ki+ken
‘e (incl) got him/them up.'
*He/they got us (incl) up.’

66. pUk+ko
*You/he got him up.'

[rrNNNNNNNNNNN———____—_______—eeseeeeeeeee— o o
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‘Thus it appears that subject-dominant torms are rolated to
the rest of the paradigms in two difrorent ways, according
to whether the subject is singular or non-singular. The
forms with non-singular subjects seem to be related to other
forms of the same person and number as their subjocts (cf.
61), whereas the forms with singular subjects are related

to other forms of the same person as their objccts (cf.

a and b above). Perhaps some leveling has occurred.

3.6 Transitive Forms with only 3d Person Arguments (VI)

So far 1 have not mentioned transitive forms with only
3d person arguments. Here there is no question of object-
dominant vs. subject-dominant since both argumepts are of
the same person; in fact there turns out to be only one set
of forms, using the root for non-past and the affix -ko
for past tense (also associated with 3d person in 3.5b
above), and adding number-markers. Thus these forms resemble
the forms for Zd-person-singular-subject; 3d-person-object
—- another case where Zd and 3d person are not fully dis-
tinct in the system.

Number agreem nt has nothing to do with person, but is
decided by majority rule: the verb eflects the number of
whichever argument is greater in number, bearing in mind
that in Hayu gnly humans (and talking animals in fables)
have grammatically significant number._ (Hodgson's para
digms for these forms show subject agreement; my data
clearly diverges from his on this point.) (Paradigm VI.)

67. mi+ha tso dipttosm
he-erg child throw+benefactive;s+o3d ps.+ M
‘He threw/will throw the child.'

68. dip + to + tshe + m
'They2 threw/will throw him/themz.
‘He/theyz threw/will throw him.'
(at least one argument dual; none plural)

3.7 Benefactive Forms

Many transitive verbs have distinctive benefactive
forms, usually for 3d person _objects only, which arg used
when the beneficiary is chosen as object. GSince the exis-
tence of a distinctive benefactive form does not guarantee
that the beneficiary will in fact be choscn as the object
(43, 45), I prefer to regard ot ject-selection as primary and
the use of a benefactive verb form, where one exists, as an
automstic consequence of the choice of the beneficiary as
object. (For a further complication sze the end of 2.3 and
note the use of benefactivs forms in 67-0%.)

Perhaps half of the Hayu transitive verbs have no dis-
tinctive benefactive forms at all. Cf these verbs, most
appear to always use what are morphologically benefactive
forms, never using the corresponding non-benefactive forms;
soué, however, use only the non-benetactive forms, never
using, benefactive ones. Tnus we have three groups of verbs,



which would have to be marked in the lexicon:

l. Verbs with distinct benefactive and non-benefactive
forms.

~

2. Verbs with no benefactive-non benefactive opposi-

tion: .

2a. Verbs using only morphologically benefactive
forms.

2b. Verbs using only morphologically non-bene-
factive forms.

Except for verbs in -t, which I treat separately below,
the benefactive system applies only to forms with 3d person
objects. Although the benefactive forms are identical for
past and non-past tense (except the lst ps. plural forms in
-ti- where tense is marked by ke/ken//kok/kop as in non-
benefactives), they appear to be formally FE?aCed to the
past tense forms with -k- discussed above (3.5b), differing
from them by the substitution of -t- for -k-:

69a. pUk + ki + keg + mi (non-benefactive)
‘We (incl) got him/them up.'

69b. pUk + ti + keg + mi
'We (incl) got him/them up (for him/them/.* (The
non-past has -tike; the exclusive plural -tikopg
(past) and -tikok (non-past).)

70a. pUk + kUg + R + M (non-benefactive)
‘I got him/them up."’

70b. pUk + tUg + R + M (benefactive)
‘I got/will get him/them up (for him/them).’

7la. pUk + ko + R + M (non-benefactive)
*[3d ps or zd sg] got him/them up."*

71b. pUk + to + R + M (benefactive)
‘[3d ps or 2d sg] will get/got him/them up.'

The above forms constitute the full set of benefactive
forms f?r all verbs except those in -t. (See Paradigms
Iv, VI.

The benefactive-non-benefactive distinction for verbs
in -t is observed throughout the paradigm and is not re-
stricted to the forms illustrated in 69-71. HNon-benefactive
forms are formed by removing the -t from the root and con-
jugating throughdut like a verb in a final vowel. Benefac-
tive forms rctain the -t of the root, but restructure the
morphology sligntly so as to maintain a distinction of tense
in the areas where ordinarily there ic none (6%t, 70b, 71b
above). Thus insctead of serving for both tenses (70b5, the
morpheme tUn is restricted to the past tense, and the non-
benefactive future endings are used (still with the bene-
factive stem in -t) for the future benefactive. Thus:
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7. ga bugkai  (non-benefactive; root but > bueNz)
'I'«l carry it/him.!

73. pa buskUpemi  (non-benefactive)
‘T carricd it/him.’

74.  ga bun+ni (benefactive; root bLuteliz)
a. 'I'll carry it for him.'
b. ‘'I'll have him carry it.' (The b. reading here
and below is peculiar to the verb but, which is
the only verb to form a causative without using
the auxiliary ping (z, 35).)

75. ga but+tUp+mi (benefactive; root but)
a. 'I carried it for him.'
b. 'I had him carry it.'

Similarly, for the third person:

76. mi+ha bu+m (non-benefactive root bu)
‘He'll carry it/him/you.’*

77. mY+ha bu+ko+m (non-benefactive root bu)
'He carried it/him.*

78. mi+ha but+mi (benefactive root kbut)
‘He'll carry it for him/you.' :

79. mY+ha but+to+m (benefactive root but)
'He carried it for him.'

Note that the -t- affixes are restricted to the past tense
here, further suggesting a relationship to the -k- affixes
as shown above in 69-71. 1In addition to the forms with 3d
parson object illustrated above, the whole paradigm of -t
roots shows the same benefactive-non-benefactive distinction,
€.g.:

80. mi+ha bu+sUg+mi
'He carried me."'

81. mY+ha but+sUg+mi
‘He carried it for me.'

Like other verbs, many verbs in -t have no distinct
benefactive forms; then the whole conjugation either fol-
lows the non-benefactive type (dropping -t from the root)
or the tenefactive type. The verbs in -t which always use
the non-benefactive root can be distinguished from roots in
vowel-finals, however, because the -t appears in participial
fores in -ta, -ji, ctc. .

Curiously, intramsitve verbs with -t in the participial
forms also fall into two grouos, one of which conjugates as
if the root had no final consonunt. Thus pnit ‘to coae',
conjunctive participle phiphit+ha *having come® but gu
phi:ngem I'1l come* ctc., ct. pu metgom *I'1l die' from m t.
I suipuct that those conjugating as vowel-roots may actunily
be 50 in origin, as there are very few intransitives in vowel
rooty,. But the question must be left open.



A finai kind of morphology, also seemingly related to
the benefactive-non-tenefactive distinction, is ablaut of
a3 to o in the roots of four verbs: pa 'do', ba 'fetch',
dza 'cal' and ta 'placc’. T have not studied the phenomenon
in detail.

3.8 Reflexive Forms .

The reflexive forms are presented in 2aradigm VII for
the transitive verb dza ‘'eat'. Wwith this verb, reflexive
forms are normally used for eating a meal; presumably the
cater is regarded as the beneficiary as well (26-27). Vhere
the victim is human (21, 2Z4) or a party other than the eater
profits or loses by the action, non-reflexive forms are used.
In general, reflexive forms are used wherever the agent and
patient or the agent and beneficiary are identjcal. The
agent of a reflexive verb is always in the unmarked case,
ncver the ergative. ilote that it is perfectly possible for
a reflexive form of a transitive verb to have two unmarked
arguments -- the agent and the patient (where these two
are not ldentical. There is no reflexive pronoun; deletion
is obligatory. The dual reflexive forms may also be used
for reciprocal actions.

I have no way of predicting the use of reflexive forms
with intransitive verbs (5, 31). dinp 'begin®' (31) is one
of several verbs that use reflexive forms exclusively.

Appendix: Phonology and Transcription

The following notes on phonology are intended mainly
for readers who may wish to compare the forms given here
with those given by Hodgson in a less abtstract notation
(comparable to that of the table, below).

The phonology of Hayu on which the present transcrip-
tion is based is presented in Michailovsky and Mazaudon,
*Notes on the Hayu lLanguage 1: Hayu Phonology', Kailash
1.7 (Kathinandu, 1973).

The only difference between the system presented there
and the present system is in the matter of vocalic length:
Length is only distinctive in open initial syllables of
polysyllabic words; there is good evidence that the long
vowels are unmarked phonologically in that position. In
the present transcription, any initial-syllable vowel immed-
jotely preceding a morpheme boundary (+) should be read as
long unlcss it is marked short. ‘ihere there is no morphame
tound-.ry, long vowels arc marked long (:) as in the article
cited.

ync phonerric notation presented in the article and
used here is somewhat abstract. Viithout going into too much
detail, the following phenomsna occurring at syllable boun-
daries may be noted: F]hure are & syllable-fianl consanants
in Hoyu: p, t, k, m, n, 5, 1, L.
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l. Rules of Dissimilation (Allophony):

Final stops are realized [x] before homorganic
initial stops.

Final stops are realized [?] before homorganic
initial nasals and liquids.

Final nasals are realized as vowel nasality (with

long vowel before homorganic initial stop or
sibilant.

Z. Neutralization of velar/labial:

After labial finals, the opposition velar/labial
is neutralized in favor of initial lubials.
Example: (56): top+kUn -~ /toppUg/ -~ [toxpUg]

3. Deletion of Finals

t is deleted before s, leaving a short vowel
T80: [busUpmi] vs. 75: [bu:sUgmi})

. Nasals are deleted before identical nasals,
leaving short vowels.

Nepali loan words are marked (N); their phonology is Hayu,
however.

The following table illustrating the phonetic realiza-

tion of verbal forms is from Michailovsky and Mazaudon 1973.
[Based on IPA, with italic n for nasal vowel (phonetically
long).]

TABLE 4: Verbal Root | Affix Combinations in Broad Phonetic Transcription
affix gloss:  ‘—him! ‘he—'d ‘he’ll— ‘I'll ‘he' 1—  “—me"
I us’ you' you' me’
affix:  -—to -—kog  —mu -nom  --gom ~su1)
—pon —mom
root gloss: root:
‘arouse’ puk pukto puxkon pukmi  puknom  pu’gom puksuny
‘send’ pig pinto  pinkon  pipmi  pipnom  pigom pigsun
‘spread a mat for’ put puxto putkon  putmi  pu’nom putpom  pusun
‘wash dishes for’  tshun  tshunto tshunkon tshunmi tshunom  tshungom tshunsiig
‘pin in wresting’  dip dipto  dixpon  di’mi dipnom  di’mom  dipsun
‘give food to’ mum  mum‘o MuApPon MuUMi  MUMNOM MUMOEM mumsun
‘give to’ ha ha:to ha:konp ha'mi  hanom hagom hasup

‘thin out a crop for” sel selto  selkon  selmi selnom  sclpom  selsunp
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rot Peragon: Intransitive and Cuject Doninent
r of Intransitive Tronsitive: 1lst person object
crson ’
mt
v Subjuct sg. dual plural
AGT PELOE
lar =lo =No =Notshe —Napme/-None
bUlMo pUkmo pUknotshe pUkﬂome?ne
'I'11 get up.' ‘lie/You sg will ‘'They/you 2 'They/you pl
gct rne up.' get me up.' get ne up.*
I —tshik -tshik
sive bUktshik pUktshik
'You sg + 1'11 ‘He/They will get us 2incl up.'
get up.! )
—-tshok —tshok
sive bUk tshok pUktshiok
‘He + 1'11 get ‘e/They/You will get us 2excl up.’
up.'
1 =ke =ke
sive bUkke pYkke
'We incl will ‘He/Tkey will get us pl-incl up.'
el up.! v ;
1 -lok -kok
sive bUkXkok pUkkok
‘e excl will - ‘lle/They/You will get us pl-excl up.'
cet up.’ -
TSk
lar -sun -sun -sUntshe —sUN:ze/-sUNne
bUksUM pUksiun pUksUntishe pUksUnme/ne
'1 got up.' ‘He/You &g 'They/you 2 *They/you pl
cot ne up.' got me up.' got re up.'
—tshin -tshin
sive bUktshin pJktshin
'Vle 2incl got ‘He/They got us 2incl up.'
up.'
- =tshol =tsron
sive buUk tshol ) plrishon
'\le 2excl got ‘lic/They/You got us 2 excl up.'
up.'
’ =Qiien =(ki)ken
sive bukkikeM pUikvizen
“lie pl-incl got | ‘'lle/Tncy got us pl-incl up.’
up.'
1 —(%i)kon -(ki)¥on
cive burkikon pUkkikomn

‘e pl--cxel goi
up.'

‘iie/Trey/Yon potus pl-excl up.’
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Dot

Yrinsivive

'You pl got
un,'

e/

Argunent Subject oo or dunl fplura
1OL=PAST YalsShH
Singular Y} ¢ -
bUk pUk pdtine
, 'You sg will ‘He/They 2 will ‘“hey pl uill ¢
: get up.! get you seoup,! you 55 up,’
Dual ~tshik -tshik
bUittshik pUktcshik
'You 2 will ‘Ile/They vill get you 2 up.'
get up.'
Plural -ne -ne
blitne pYkne
'You pl will 'ile/They will get you pl up.'
get up.'
PAST TISE
Singular ot L :Hl |:ﬂlno
bUN pun pUtine
'You sg ot ‘lie/They 2 got 'They pl got
{ up. ' you sg up.' you up."'
2 =N sheoe . st
Duzl __Illtuhu _;.lt\ he
bUntshe pYntshe
'You 2 got ‘Iic/They ot you 2 up.'
up. '
Plural :ylgg :ylgg
blnne pinne

They gobt you pl up.'



Til: Subjeci-Doninant Forms with Second Person Gbjects

Luweber of
Sub ject

A5

M Nr YA Corny AR
LON=PASGT 'O

1st person
singular

1st dunl
exclusive

1st plural
cxclusive

yyairm [AMAE I ORal
PAST WelOh

lst person
singular

lst dunl
exclusive

1st plural
exclusive

Object singular dual

-ho —notshe !

piUkno pUknotshe

*I'11 gebt you sg up.' 'I'1l get you
2 up.'

—tohox

pUktshok ‘e 2 excl will get you up.’'

—iok

pUrkol: 'Vie pl excl will get you up.'

:_”.] no ."'_t\'.lp._.____o tshe

pUnno pUnnotshe

'T ot you sy upl!

~tshon
pUktsion 'Vie 2 excl got you up.'
-kikon

pUkkikom 'WVe pl excl got you up.'

*I'11 get you

'] got you 2 up.' 'I got you pl up.
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IV{csnt): 3utject Dominant Torzs with Third Perscn Cbjectis:
o~ --. q 3 e s +
Part II: Seccend Perscn Subjects

b 3¢ Person Cbjeccet Deacfactives (where distinct)
:

J
Cricet sg/du/?nl plural Cticcst sg dual poural

Mt OT
T DINST
_
Singular 4 - . =re } —totchbe ==C2e
v Toin _ nwxntcicne Toitcze
"Weu'll sg 'You'll & ‘1l 33 '"Yew'll s Woulll g3
get nim/<them 2 up.' get thexm up.' e (hizm/+hcz rouse (hinm/thex  rouce (Liz
niz,! fcr) thern 2.! fzr) +nez.!
Jual -tshik
pukiahix  'You 2 will get hizm/<thez ur.'
- |
rlural | =ne
| Duxne ‘You pl will get hiz/<hez uz.'
|
|
|
Sinoular =12 ==cre | ==¢2 =tctzhe -%cze
TUMO Toincze n.£%C pv.utciche At
Yeu sz got 'Yeu s oget 'You sg rcused 'You =5 reoused 'Y o oo
Liz/thez 2 up.' then up.' ._ (nim/%rnez fer (rniz/<hez f27) {niz/srnez =
niz.’ thez 2. tnezl!
Sut -tshre
DuZwsre  'You 2 got hizm/trnex us.!
Tlurcl -no 'Yeu pl got wiz/them up.'
R ets)
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V: "riird Person Intrensitives
liunber

LOIL Pas

Singular 4} bUk ‘He'll get up.!

Dunl =tshe bUktshe  'They 2 will ot up.!
Plural =ne bUkne *They vill get upl!
Singular El bumn 'He ot un.!

Dual !_‘lt_ﬂr;_ bUntshe 'They 2 gol up.!'
Plural Hl'_'“;‘?_ bUnnme 'They ot up.!

VI: Trangitives with 3d Person Subject and Object

Non-benefactive - Benefactive (not glosced separately)
NON-PAST
'] pUk -to pUkto

‘He'1ll get him up.'

—tshe pUktshe - - =—tolshe  pUktotshe
‘They 2 will get him/them 2 up.'

‘He'll get thenm 2 up.'

—me pUkme ~tone pUk Lone

'They'1l get him/them up.'
'He'1l' get them up.'

PAST
=ko pUkko -to pUkto
‘e got hinm up.'

—kotshe pUkkotshe —totshe pUktotshe

"'They 2 got hin/then 2 up.:
'He got them 2 up.'

-kone | =tone pUktome

'They ot him/then up,!
‘lic gol then up.!
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VIil: Reflezive Forns e

‘ l

i

[

n of Hunber of Argunent: i
ent: singular dual plural !

i tsUn non-nis -natshik M. tsike

dﬁunlxﬂ”
‘I'11 et/
1 ate.?

past incl:

dzanatshik

‘e 2'11 eat.!

: —natshok

dzanatlshok

'Wle 2'11 eat.'

-natshin
dzanatshin
Ve 2 ate,'!

: —natsho?

dzanztshon
‘lie 2 ate.'

zantsike
‘ie'll cat,?

thYOk
&~ sikok
‘Ue'll eat.' /

N, tsikeM
d7=nt sikem
'V'e ate.'

N-tsikon N
3 antsikom
'Vie ate.!

Hjtso

dzantisen
'You'll sg eat/
You s ate.

o

: —natshik

dzanatshik

'You 2'11 cat.'

-natshe
dzanatshe
'You 2 ate.'

1l tsine

=3

dzantsine
‘You pl'll ecat/
You pl ate.'

Hﬁtsu

deantsemn

‘He'll cat/ate.’

dzanatsne
'‘They 2 will
ecat/ «te.!

gjtsiqg
dzantsime '
'They will eat/ i

ate.'

serts n {realized as vowcl nazszlity before the homorganic’ t‘

1) 2fter o vouwel only,



