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Case marking in each of the Polynes i an languages different iat e s  
canonical transitive verb s , whos e  obj e c t s  are direct ly affe c t e d  by t he 
act i on they des crib e ,  from a c lass  whi ch I wi l l  refer t o  as middle 
verb s , following Chung ( 19 7 6 ) .  The latt e r  c las s typically inc ludes 
verb s of  percept i on ,  emot i on and other p sy chological s t at e s , and verbs 
like ' fo Z Zow ' ,  'wait for ' and ' v i s i t ' .  The characterist i c  s emant i c  
feat ure of middle verbs i s  t hat their obj e c t s  are only indire c t ly af­
fe c t e d  by the pro c e s s  or act i on des cribed , if at all . l C anonical t ran­
s it ive verbs govern an ac cusative type of case marking in s ome of the 

Polynesi an languages ,  an ergat ive type in others , and composites  of  
the two basic types  in s everal others . In contrast t o  this diversity , 
the c as e  marking governed by middle verbs is re lat ive ly uniform through­
out the P o lynes ian family : the subj e c t  of a middle verb is always 
marked in the s ame fashion as an intransitive s ubj ect , whi le the obj e c t  
i s  marked with a n  ob lique p repos i tion ( a  reflex of p roto-PN * k i  ' to ' o r  
* i ' at ' ) .  

My goal in this p aper i s  t o  show that in spite of t he uni formity of 
middle case marking , the syntactic charact e r  of middle obj e c t s  is  quite 
variab le within the Polynes ian family . Limit ing the discussion t o  t hree 
o f  the e rgat ive languages , I will  examine the int eract ion of middle ob­
j ec t s  in Samoan , Tongan and Niue an with s everal rules whi ch may b e  con­
s idered diagno s t i c  of direct -obj e cthood . In  Samoan and Tongan , Chung 
( 19 7 6 ) has argued persuas ive ly t hat middle obj e c t s  should be  analysed 
as syntactic direct obj e ct s ,  though the fac t s  for Tongan are s omewhat 
equivocal . On the other hand , it is clear t hat Niuean middle obj e c t s  
are syntacti c a l ly ob lique . ThUS , middle verbs are synt a c t ically t ran­
s i t ive in s ome , b ut not all  Polyne s i an language s .  Taking the Niuean 
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s i t uat i on to be innovat ive , I will  propose a historical exp lanat ion for 
the variat i on in the syntactic s t atus of middle obj ects across the 

family . 

1 .  A N  O V E RV I E W O F  C A S E  MAR K I N G  I N  P O L Y N E S I A N  

The Polynesian languages are a c lo s e ly relat ed family o f  some thirty 
languages , arranged in t he following s ub grouping by Pawley ( 19 6 6 , 1 9 6 7 ) : 

( 1 )  Polynes ian 

Tongic Nuc lear Polyne s i an 

� 
Tongan Niuean 

� 
Samoic-Out lier East Polynes ian 

I 
includes Samoan 

There are two basic types of case marking in the family , accusat ive and 
ergat ive , so called because of the case marking which they assign in 
canoni cal t rans it ive c lauses . 

In accusat ive languages , found p rincipally in East Polynes ian , t ran­
s i t ive and intransit ive s ubj e c t s  are unmarked , while direct obj e c t s  
b e a r  t he accusat ive marker i . 2 

( 2 )  Accusat ive Case Marking : 

Verb 
Verb 

Subj 
Subj i Obj 

( intrans ) 
( t rans ) 

Languages with acc usative case marking also have a passive , which turns 
a t ransit ive direct obj e ct into the surface subj e ct , removes the original 
s ubj e c t  to an oblique case ( marked with e ) ,  and adds t he passive suffix 
- C i a  t o  t he verb . 3 

( 3 )  Pass ive : 

Verb- C i a  e Agent 
( = underlying Subj ) 

Subj 
( =underlying Obj ) 

In ergat ive languages , whi ch inc lude the Tongic and most Samoi c-Out lier 
languages , t rans it ive direct obj ects and intransit ive subj e c t s  are un­
marked ,  while t ransit ive s ubj e c t s  bear the ergative marker e .  

( 4 )  Ergati ve Case Marking : 

Verb 
Verb 

Subj 
e Subj Obj 

( intrans ) 
( trans ) 
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Chung ( 19 7 6 ) has e s t ab li shed for Polynes ian languages in general that 
c laus e s  whi ch undergo accusat ive marking ( 2 )  or ergat ive marking ( 4 )  

are syntactically t rans it ive , while pass ive s  ( 3 )  in t he ac cusative 
languages are derived intransi t ive s . 

The case marking of middle c lause s  is e s s ent ially t he s ame both in 
ac cusat ive and ergat ive languages .  Subj e c t s  of  middle verbs are un­

marked ,  whi le obj e c t s  bear an ob lique p repos it ion i ' a t ' or k i  ' to , . 4 

( 5 )  Middle Case Marking : 

Verb Subj i / k i  Obj 

Not i c e  t hat the case marking of middle sentences in all  Polynesian lan­
guage s  resembles  that of canonical t rans it ive s in t he accusat ive lan­
guages ( 2 ) ,  in that t he s ubj e ct is unmarked ,  while t he obj e c t  bears a 
case preposi t i on . Furthermore , middle case marking re s embles  t hat of 
intransitive c laus e s  containing an i - or k l -marked ob l ique nomina l : 

( 6 )  Intransit ive Case Marking : 

Verb 
Verb 

Subj 
Subj 

Locat ive 
k i  Goal 

The resemblance of middle case marking t o  the intransit ive case patterns 

in ( 6 )  promp t s  us t o  ask whether middle s ent ences in Polynes i an languages 
are syntactically transit ive at all . In  the next t hree sect ions , I will 
pres ent evidence bearing on this i s s ue for Samoan , Tongan and Niuean . 

2 .  SAMOAN 

Chung ( 19 7 6 ) includes several argument s that middle sentences in 
Samoan are syntactically t ransitive , two of which I out l ine in this 
sect ion . The Samoan rule of Quanti fier Float app lie s freely t o  s ubj e c t s  
and dire ct obj e ct s , but not t o  oblique NPs . C l i t i c  Placement i n  Samoan 
treats subj e c t s  of middle verbs like those of c anonical t rans itive s , and 
unlike intransitive subj e ct s . The fact that middle obj e c t s  undergo 
these two rules s ugge st s ,  t he n ,  that they are dire ct obj e ct s .  This 
argues t hat middle sentences are t rans it ive . 

The rule of Quant ifier Float in Samoan removes the noun modifier 
' um a  ' a Z Z '  from i t s  NP and makes it  a post-verbal c l it i c . For e xamp le , 
t he int ransitive s ubj e ct t a g a t a  ' um a  ' a Z Z  the men ' in ( 7a )  has undergone 
Quant ifier F loat in ( 7b ) 5 : 

( 7 ) a .  ' U a 0 t ag a t a  ' um a  
Perf go , Pl man a Z Z  

' A Z Z  the men went home ' 

I e  f a l e  
to the hou8e 
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b .  ' U a 0 ' um a  t a g a t a  i I e  f a l e  
Perf go , Pl a Z Z  man to the house 

' The men a Z Z  went home ' 1 9 4  

Quantifier Float i n  Samoan applie s free ly t o  any subj ect o r  direct ob­
j e ct . Thus , the t rans it ive s ubj ect in ( Ba )  and t he dire ct obj e ct in 
( Bb )  have launched ' uma : 

( B ) a .  Sa s a s a  ' uma l a va  a '  u e t a g a t a  
Past h i t  a n  Emp me Erg man 

' The  p e op Ze a n  b e a t  me up ' 

b .  Sa ' o u ' a i - a ' um a - i n a f a ' i  
Past I eat- Trans a n-Trans b anana 

'I a t e  a n  the b ananas ' 1 9 6  

A c c ording t o  Chung , ob lique N P s  may undergo Samoan Quant ifier Float , 
but only i f  they are the first NP aft er the verb and are animate .  So 
t he sentences in ( 9 )  are acceptab l e , but ( lO a )  is not because the NP 
which has launched ' um a  is  the s econd NP aft e r  the verb , and ( lOb ) is 
ungrammat ical because an inanimate NP has launched ' uma : 

( 9 ) a .  ' U a g a l o  ' uma I -a t e  ' i  l a t o u  I e  t u s i 
Perf forgotten a Z Z  Caus-Pro Pl them the book  

' The  b o o k  was  forgo t t e n  by a Z Z  of them ' 

b .  Sa ' ou ' a v e - a  ' um a  i -a t e  ' i  l a t ou n i  t u p e  
Past I give-Trans a Z Z  to- Pro . Pl them s ome=Pl money 

'I gave s ome money t o  a Z Z  of t h em ' 

( lO ) a . * ' U a g a l o  ' um a  I e  t u s i i -a t e  ' i  l at o u  
Perf forg o t ten a Z Z  t h e  b o o k  Caus-Pro P l  them 

( ' The book was forgo t ten by a Z Z  of them ' )  

b .  * Sa ' o u a l u  ' um a  i n u ' u 0 T o g a  
Past I go a Z Z  t o  v i Z Zage of Tonga 

( 'I went to a l Z  the vi Z lages of Tonga ' )  1 9 7  

Samoan Quant ifier Float , the n ,  dist inguishes subj e c t s  and dire ct obj e ct s ,  
whi ch may launch ' um a  without restriction ,  from ob lique NPs , which mus t  
b e  animat e and i n  immediat e  post-verbal posit ion t o  d o  so . 

Significant ly , the rule t reat s obj e cts of middle verbs like direct 
obj e c t s , and unlike oblique NPs , since t hey may launch ' um a  e ven if 
s ep arated from t he verb by another NP , and regardles s  of animacy : 

( ll ) a .  E m a n a ' o  ' um a  
Unm want a Z Z  

' o l a  i t e i n e 0 
he to gir Z of 

' He ' s  in  Zove with a Z Z  the gir Zs 

1 e fl U '  u 
the vi Z Zage 
of the v i  nage ' 

b .  Sa a s i a s l  ' um a  I o a n e  I f a l e - ma ' i 
Past v i s i t  a Z Z  Ioane to hous e - s i c k  
'John v i s i ted a Z Z  t h e  hosp i t a Zs ' 1 9 6  
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This  argues that middle obj e c t s  are syntactic  dire ct obj e ct s , and t hus 
that middle s ent ences are t ransitive . 

Another argument that middle sentences are t rans itive in Samoan is  
provided by a rule of Clitic Placement . This rule opt ionally moves 
pronominal s ubj e c t s  t o  pre-verbal position ;  the result ing c l it ic i s ed 
subj e ct pronouns are morphologically dist inct from the post-verbal pro­
nouns . For e xamp le , Clitic  Placement relat e s  ( 12 a )  and ( 1 3 a )  to ( 12b ) 
and ( 13b ) ,  respe ct ively : 

( 12 ) a .  ' U a t i ga ' oe ?  
Perf hurt y o u  

, A r e  y ou hurt ? '  

b .  ' U a ' e  t i ga ?  
Perf y ou hurt 

, Are you hurt ? '  

( 1 3 ) a .  E r e- I l oa e a '  u 
Unm n o t  know Erg I 

' I  don ' t  know ' 

' O u t e  r e- i l oa 
I Unm n o t  know 

'I don ' t  know ' 2 6 8  

Interest ingly , p ronom1nal subj e c t s  which are third person s ingular may 
b e  c li t i c i s e d  only in t rans it ive c laus e s , not in intransitive one s . 
Thus , t he t ransit ive third singular subj e c t  in ( 1 4 )  has undergone C l i t i c  
P lacement : 

( 1 4 )  Sa i a  t l p i - I n a I e  ' u l u  i I e  n a i f i  
Past he au t-Trans the breadfrui t w i th the knife 

'He cut the breadfruit w i t h  a knife ' 2 7 0  

But i f  the intransit ive s ubj e c t  i n  ( 15a)  undergoes Clitic  Placement , 
the result is ungrammat ical , as ( 15b ) att e s t s :  

( 15 ) a .  N a  a l a  ' o i a  I e  f i t u 
Past wake he at the s e v e n  

' H e  w o k e  up a t  seven ' 

b .  * N a  i a a l a  i I e  f i t u 
Past he wake at the s even 

( '  He woke up a t  seven ' )  2 7 0  

NOw, it  t urns out that subj e c t s  of middle verbS , unlike intrans it ive 
s ubj e ct s ,  may c li t i c i s e  when they are third person s ingular pronouns . 
Thus , ( 16 a )  and ( 1 7a )  are relat ed t o  ( 16b ) and ( 17b ) by C li t i c  Placement : 

( 1 6 ) a .  E I e  m a s a n i  fo ' i  ' o i a  
Unm n o t  acquainted too h e  
' He doesn ' t  know m e  ei ther ' 

I -a t e  a ' u  
a t- Pro· me 
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b .  N a  t e  J" e  mas a n l f o ' l  I -a t e  a ' u  
he Unm not acquainted too a t - Pro me 

' He doesn ' t  know me e i ther ' 

( ln a .  Pe f I af I a ' o l a  I I e  t e l n e 7  
Q=Unm happy he to the girZ 

' Does he  U k e  t h e  gir t ?  ' 

b .  Pe  na  t e  f l a f l a  I I e  t e l n e ?  
Q he Unm h appy to the gir t 

' Does  he  U ke the gir Z ? ' 2 7 1  

This fact argues that middle s ent ences in Samoan are syntactical ly t ran­
s iti ve . 

3 .  T O N GAN 

Chung ( 19 7 6 ) also includes arguments based on Tongan Quantifier Float 
and Re lat ivisati on which s uggest that middle sentences in Tongan are 
t rans itive . However ,  it is s ignificant that the Relat ivisat ion argu­
ment is s omewhat equivocal ; it s ugges t s  that middle sentences are t ran­
s i t ive , but in s ome sense not as transitive as canonical trans it ive 
senten c e s . 

The Tongan version of Quant ifier F loat removes ko t oa ' a Z Z '  from the 
NP it  modifies and makes it a post-verbal clitic . The intransit ive sub­
j ect e k a ka l t a n g a t a kotoa  ' a Z Z  the men ' in ( l8 a )  has  undergone Quant i­
fier F loat in ( 1 8b ) : 

( 18 ) a .  N a ' e  m a n a v a he ' a  e k a k a l t a n g a t a  k o t o a  
Past Zeave Abs the p e op Ze man a U  
'A U the men Zeft ' 1 8 8  

b .  N a ' e  m a n a va he k o t o a  ' a  e k a k a i t a n g a t a  
Past Zeave a U  Abs the p e op Ze man 

' The  men a Z Z  Zeft ' 1 8 9  

The rule may app ly t o  any subj e c t  o r  direct obj ect . ThUS , t h e  tran­
s it i ve s ubj e ct in ( 19 a )  and t he direct obj e ct in ( 19b ) have launched 
k o t o a : 

( 19 ) a .  N a ' e  t a f u l u ' l k o t o a  l a  ' e  h e  k a k a i va l v a l  

b .  

Past s co Zd a Z Z  him Erg the p e op Ze o Zd 

' The o Zd p eop Ze a Z Z  sco Zded him ' 

K u o  k a l k o t o a  ' e  M e l e  ' a  e n g a a Q I  
Perf e a t  a Z Z  Erg Mary Abs the P l  
' Has Mary e aten a Z Z  o f  those b ananas ? '  

fo ' i s i a l n e ?  
one b anana 

1 9 0  

1 9 0  

However , other t y p e s  of  N P s  cannot undergo Quant ifier F loat . For 
instance , it  is ungrammat ical for ko t oa t o  be  removed from an indirect 
obj e ct : 
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* ' O k u  m a h i n o k o t oa 
Prog a l.ear a H  

' a  e l ea fakapal ang i k i  h e  t a ma i k i 
Abs the l.anguage EngUsh to the a h i l dren 

( ' The ahi l.dren a l. l.  unders tand Eng l.ish ' ( lit . 
t o  a l. l.  the ahi l.dren ' »  

' Eng l.ish is a l.ear 
1 9 1  

Tongan Quantifier F loat treats obj e c t s  of  middle verbs like dire ct 
obj e ct s ,  and unlike oblique NPs , s ince t hey are e ligible t o  launch 
ko t oa : 

( 2 1 ) a .  N a ' a  k u  ' a ' a h i  k o t o a  k i  h e  f a n g a  k i ' i  t am a i k i  ' i  f a l e - ma h a k i 
Past I v i s i t  a l. l.  t o  the P l  sma l. l.  ahi l.dren in hous e - s ia k  
' I  v i s i t e d  a l. l.  t h e  ahi l.dren in t h e  h ospita l. '  

b .  N a ' a  k u  s i o k o t o a  ' i  h e  f a n g a  p a t o  ' i  h e  a h o v a i 
Past I s e e  a l. l.  a t  the P l  duak in  the l.ake 

' I  s aw a l. l.  the duaks in the pond ' 

Thi s  argues that middle obj e c t s  in Tongan are dire ct obj e ct s ,  and thus 
that middle sentences are t rans itive . 

Rel at ivisat i on in Tongan also furnishes an argument that middle 
s entences are synt actically t ransit ive . Throughout Polyne s ian , Rel­
ativis at i on involves two rules : a delet ion s t rat egy , which deletes 
the re lati ve noun under core ference with the head noun , and a pronom­
inal i s at ion s t rat egy , whi ch reduces  it to a c l i t i c  or independent pro­
noun . In Tongan , intrans it ive subj e c t s  whi ch have been relat ivised 
must be delet ed i f  they are third person singular : 

( 22 )  ' a  e t a m a s i ' i  l a  n a ' e  ( * n e )  mohe  ' I  h o k u  f a l e  
Abs the ahi l.d that ( Past he s l.eep in my hous e ) 

' The  ahi l.d who fe l. l.  as l.eep in my house ' 2 7 6  

On the other hand , the pronominalis at ion s t rat egy may be  used for 
re lat ivised intransit ive s ubj e c t s  which are not third s ingular : 

( 2 3 )  Ko e k a ka i i a  n a ' a  n a u  h l k i k i  T o n g a  h e  t a ' u  kuo  ' 05 1  
Pred the p e op l.e that  ( Past they move t o  Tonga the y ear Perf done ) 
' Here are the pe op l.e who moved to Tonga l.ast year ' 2 7 6  

And third singular subj e c t s  of  transitive verbs may relat ivise either 
by deletion or pronominal i s at ion : 

( 2 4 ) ' a  e t a n g a t a  
Abs the man 

n a ' e  
( Past 

( n e )  
h e  

ka i h a ' a s i  ' a  e t e l e f i s i  
s t e a l.  A b s  t h e  t e l.evision ) 

' The  man who s t o l.e my t e l.evis i on ' 

Third s ingular subj e c t s  of middle sentences are treated l ike t ran­
s i tive s ubj e ct s , and unl ike intransitive one s , in that they also may 
relat ivise by e ither strategy : 

( 2 5 ) a .  Ko e t a n g a t a  e n l n a ' e  
Pred the man this ( Past 

( n e )  
he 

' Here ' s  the man who s aw the fire ' 

s i o  k l  h e  a f l 
s e e  to the fire ) 
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b .  k i  h e  t a ' a h l n e 
t o  the g i r l  

WILLIAM SEITER 

' o k u  ( n e )  ' o f a  ' i  - a t e  koe 
( Prog she  love to- Pro y o u ) 

' to the gir l who i8 in love with you ' 2 8 0  

This s ugge s t s  t hat Tongan middle sent ences are t rans it ive . But Chung 
also ment ions t hat s ubj e c t s  of canonical transitives re lat ivis e  by pro­
nominal i s at ion far more often than by de letion , whi l e  t he reverse i s  
true for s ubj e ct s  of middle s ent ences .  W e  may s ay ,  therefore , t hat the 
int eraction of Tongan middle s ent ences with Relat ivisat ion shows t hem 
to be  trans itive , but not really as t ransitive as canonical tran s it ive 
( ergat ive ) sentence s . 

4 .  N I U E A N  

I have j ust  estab l i shed that i n  Samoan and Tongan , middle obj e c t s  
ought t o  be analysed a s  synt actic  direct obj e c t s  ( and , equivalent ly , 
t hat middle sentences are t rans i t ive ) ,  though such a conc lusion is l e s s  
c lear-c ut for Tongan t han f o r  Samoan . I will  now show that argument s 
analogous t o  those out lined in Sections 2 and 3 lead t o  the opp o s i t e  
conc lusion for Niuean . The t hree argument s I will offer here e s t ablish 
t hat the Niuean rules of Quant ifier Float , Raising and Re ciprocal 
Formation each t reat middle obj e ct s  in t he same fashion as oblique 
NPs , and unlike ab s olut ive direct obj e ct s .  They argue t here fore that 
Niuean middle sent ences are syntact i c ally intransitive . 6 

Before pres enting the three argument s ,  I should note t hat although 
middle case marking in Niuean is never governed by canonic al t ransit ive 
verbs , ergat ive case marking is governed obligat orily or opt i onally by 
a number of verbs of percept ion and psychological verb s . Thus , compare 
k l t i a  ' 8 e e ' ,  l ag o n a  ' he ar ' and f a ka v i h i a  ' ha t e ' ,  whi ch govern ergat ive 
case marking , to onoono  ' look at ' ,  f a n og o n o g o  ' li8 ten ' and i t a ' angry 

a t ' ,  which govern middle case marking7 : 

( 2 6 ) a .  H e  k i t  i a h e  t ama  e moa 
Past 8 e e  Erg chi ld Abs chicken 

' The  chi ld 8 aw the chicken ' 

b .  L a g o n a  e a u  a koe 
h e ar Erg I Abs you 
'I hear y o u ' 

c .  Kua  f a k a v i h l a  e i a e t a oke t e  h a a k u  
Perf hate Erg he Abs brother my 

' He hate8 my b ig brother ' 

( 2 7 ) a .  O n oo n a  e t ama  ke he t a u  g a t a  
look Abs chi ld to P I  8nake 
' The  chi ld i8 looking a t  the 8nake8 ' 
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To f a nogonogo  a a u  k i a koe 
Fut lis ten Abs I to Pers y o u  

' I ' Z Z  listen to  y ou ' 

Kua  i t a I a h  i a i a k e  h e  t a o k e t e  h a a k u  
Perf angry very Abs he to brother my 
' He ' s  rea Z Zy angry at my big brother ' 

Many verb s , f a ka l i l i f u ' r e sp e c t ' ,  for e xamp l e , may govern either middle 
or ergati ve case marking : 

( 2 8 ) a .  F a ka l i l i f u a i a  ke h e  t a u  momo t u a  
resp e c t  Abs h e  to  P I  o Zd , P I  

' He respe cts the o Zd p e op Ze ' 

b .  F a ka l i l i f u e i a e t a u momo t u a 
resp e c t  Erg he Abs PI o Zd , PI 

' He respects the o Zd p e op Ze ' 

The argument s given below e st ab l i s h  t hat all c lause s  with ergat ive case 
marking are t ransitive , whi le all  those with middle case marking are 
intransit ive . This means , for instance , t hat ( 2 8 a )  is  an intransit ive 
sentence , whereas ( 2 8b ) is  t ransitive , even t hough they involve the 
s ame main verb . 

Through the Niuean version of Quanti fier Float , o t i ' a Z Z ' i s  removed 
from t he NP it modifies and c l i t i c i s ed t o  t he verb . The intrans itive 
subj e ct e t a u  t a g a t a  o t i na ' a Z Z  those p e op Ze ' in ( 2 9 a )  has undergone 
Quant i fier Float in ( 2 9b ) :  

( 2 9 ) a .  K u a  f i a - momo h e  t ua i  e t a u  t a g a t a  o t i na 
Perf want- s Zeep , PI Perf Abs P I  pers on a Z Z  that 
'A Z Z  those p eop Ze have gotten s Ze epy ' 

b .  K u a  f i a - momoh e  o t i t u a i  e t a u  t a g a t a  na 
Perf want- s Zeep , PI a Z Z  Perf Abs PI person that 

' Those  p eop Ze have a Z Z  g o t ten s Ze epy ' 

The rule may app ly t o  any subj e c t  or dire ct obj e ct . For examp le ,  the 
t ran s it ive s ubj e c t  in ( 3 0 a )  and t he dire ct obj e ct in ( 30b ) have launched 
ot i : 

( 30 ) a .  Kua  i l o a  o t i t u a i e l a u t o l u  a a u  
Perf know a Z Z  Perf Erg they Abs me 

' They ' v e  a Z Z  known me ' 

b .  F a k a l i l i f u o t l e i a  e t a u  momo t ua 
resp e ct a Z Z  Erg he Abs P I  o Zd , P I  

' He respects a Z Z  o f  the o Zd p e op Ze ' 

But other sorts of NPs cannot undergo Quant ifier Float . For ins t ance , 
o t i cannot be removed from an indire ct obj e c t : 
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( 31 )  * N e  t u t a l a  o t i a a u  k e  h e  t a u  momo t u a  
Past t a l k  a l l  Abs I t o  P 1  o ld , Pl 

( ' I ta l k e d  to a l l  of the o ld p e op le ' ) 

In contrast t o  the analogous rule s  in Samoan and Tongan , Niuean 
Quantifier F loat t reats middle obj ects  unlike ab solut ive direct obj e ct s ,  
s ince they cannot launch o t i :  

( 32 ) a .  * O n oono  o t i e t am a  ke  h e  t a u  g a t a  
l o o k  a l l  Abs chi ld t o  P l  snake 

( ' The chi ld is l o o king a t  a l l  the snakes ' )  

b .  * F a ka l i l i f u o t i a i a  k e  h e  t a u  momo t u a  
respect  a l l  Abs h e  t o  P l  o ld , Pl 

( 'He respe cts a l l  of the o ld p e op le ' )  

This argues that middle obj e c t s  in Niue an are synt act i cally ob l ique , 
and t hus t hat Niuean middle s ent ences are intrans itive . 

A s e c ond argument t hat Niuean middle obj e c t s  are not dire ct obj e c t s  
i s  p rovided by a rule of  Rais ing , governed b y  a number of higher verb s , 
inc luding the asp e c t ual kam a t a  ' b egin ' ,  the epist emic modal m a e ke ' b e  
p o s s i b le ' ,  and t he emphat i c  negat ive f a k a a i ' n o t ' ,  which t ake comp lement 
c laus e s  introduced by t he s ubj unct ive marker ke . The rule p romotes  t he 
s ubj e c t  or direct obj e ct of the comp lement c lause into t he higher c laus e , 
where it becomes the s ubj ect of the governing verb . 8 For e xamp le , ( 3 3 a )  
is  related to ( 33b ) by raising of the lower intransit ive s ubj e ct : 

( 3 3 ) a .  K u a  kam a t a  t u a i ke f i a -momo h e  e t a u  t a g a t a  na 
Perf begin Perf Sbj want-s leep , P l  Abs P l  person that 

' Those  p e op le  have b egun t o  get s le epy ' 

b .  K u a  k a m a t a  t u a i  e t a u  t a g a t a  na ke f i a -mom o h e  
Perf b egin Perf A b s  Pl person t h a t  Sbj want- s l e ep , Pl 

' Those  p e op le have begun t o  g e t  s leepy ' 

And ( 34 a )  is related t o  ( 34b ) by rais ing of the lower t ransit ive s ubj e c t , 
and t o  ( 3 4 c )  by rais ing of the lower direct obj e ct : 

( 34 ) a .  To m a e k e  ke l a g om a t a i h e  e k e k a f o e t am a  e 
Fut possib le Sbj he lp Erg doct or Abs chi ld this 

' The doctor cou ld he lp this chi ld ' 

b .  To m a e ke e e k e k a fo ke l a goma t a i e t a m a  e 
Fut possib le  Ab s doctor Sbj he lp Abs chi ld this 

' The  doctor could he lp this chi ld ' 

c .  To m a e k e  e t ama e ke l a g om a t a i  h e  e k e ka fo 
Fut p o s s ib le  Abs chi ld this Sbj he lp Erg doct or 
' This chi ld cou ld b e  he lped by the doctor ' 
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Although Raising applies t o  complement s ubj e c t s  and dire ct obj e ct s , i t  
never app lies t o  oblique N P s  i n  complement c laus e s . For instance ,  the 
result of  raising t he oblique agent of a stat ive verb , s uch as he t a g a t a  
i a  ' on accoun t o f  tha t man ' i n  ( 35 a ) , i s  ungrammat ical , with o r  without 
a lower pronoun copy of the raised NP , as ( 35b ) att e st s : 

( 35 ) a .  N e  ka m a t a  k e  m a t em a t e ke l e a a T a l e  h e  t a g a t a  i a  
Past begin Sbj b e=in=troub le Abs Ta le Agt p er s on t h a t  

' Ta le b egan g e t ting in troub le on account of that  man ' 

b .  * N e  kama t a  e t a g a t a  i a  ke m a t em a t e ke l e a ( a i )  a T a l e  
Past begin Abs person that Sbj b e=in=troub l e  Pro Abs Ta le 

( ' Th a t  p erson began g e t ting Ta le in troub l e ' )  

It t urns out that Niuean Rais ing never applies  t o  middle obj e ct s .  
Thus , the result of rais ing k e  h e  t e h i n a h a a u  ' to y our brother ' in ( 36 a )  
o r  k i  a i a  ' to him ' i n  ( 36 c )  i s  ungrammat ical , a s  ( 36b ) and ( 3 6 d )  att e st : 

( 36 ) a .  M a e k e  n a ka i k e  fa l a n a k i  a m a u t o l u  ke he t e h i n a h a a u 7  
p o s s ib le Q Sbj trus t Abs we , P l , Ex to brother y our 
' Can we trus t y o ur li t t le brother ? '  

b .  * M a e ke n a ka i e t e h i n a h a a u  ke f a l a n a k i  a m a u t o l u  
possib le Q Abs brother y our Sbj trus t Abs we , P l , Ex 

c .  

d .  

( k i  a i ) 7  
to him 

( ' Can y our li t t le brother b e  trus t e d  by us ? ' ) 

Kama t a  k e  f a n ogonogo  e t a u  t a g a t a  k i  a 
begin Sbj l i s t e n  Abs PI p erson t o  Pers 
' The p e op le are beginning to lis ten to him ' 

* Kama t a  a i a ke f a n ogonogo  e t a u  t a g a t a  
begin Abs he Sbj lis ten Abs PI person 

i a 
him 

(k i a 
to Pers 

( 'He ' s  b eginning to b e  lis tened to by the p e op l e ' )  

i a )  
him 

So the fac t s  about Niuean Raising also argue that middle obj e c t s  are 
synt actically oblique . 

A t hird argument involves the formation of rec iprocal c lause s  in 
Niuean . Morphological reciprocal verbs are product ively formed wit h  
t he prefix f e - and t h e  s uffix - a k i : 

( 3 7 )  K u a  f e - k i t i a - a k i  e L e m a n i mo M a k a  a l a u a  
Perf Rcpr-s e e-Rcpr Erg Lemani w i t h  Maka Abs them , DU 

' L emani and Maka s e e  each other ' 

What int e re s t s  us here is t hat direct obj e c t s  behave different ly from 
ob lique NPs in reciprocal sentences .  A direct obj e ct related recipro­
cally to its s ubj e c t  a lways s urfaces as an overt pronoun , as in ( 37 )  
and the following example : 
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( 38 )  F e - f a k a v i h i a - a k l  e l a u a  a l a u a  nT 
Rcpr-hate-Rcpr Erg they , DU Abs t h em , DU Rfl 
' Th ey h a t e  each other ' 

Surpris ingly t hough , any oblique NP relat ed reciprocally t o  i t s  s ubj e ct 
must not appear overt ly . For example , the r e c iprocal indirect obj e ct is  
mis s ing in : 

( 3 9 )  Kua  f e - f a ka f a n o- a k i  e ma u a  e t a u  t o h i 
Perf Rcpr-se nd-Rcpr Erg we , DU , Ex Abs P I  Z e t ter 
' We s end Z e tters to each other ' 

S i gnificant ly , Reciprocal Format ion treats middle obj e c t s  in the 
s ame fashion as oblique NPs ,  and unlike dire ct obj ect s ,  b e caus e reci­
procal middle obj e c t s  may not appear overt ly : 

( 40 ) a .  F e - o n o - a k i  a g a i a  a S e fa mo Tom l 
Rcpr- Zook-Rcpr s ti Z Z  Abs Sela w i t h  Tomi 

' Sela and Tomi were s t i Z Z  Zooking at each o t h er ' 

b .  Koe f e - t u a - a k i  n l  a m a u a  
Pres Rcpr- trus t-Rcpr jus t Abs we , Du , Ex 
' We jus t trus t each other ' 

Therefore , re c iprocal s ent ences also argue that Niuean middle obj e c t s  
are syntactically oblique , and t hus that middle sentences are intran­
s i t ive in Niuean , even though they are t ransit ive in Samoan and Tongan . 

5 .  A H I S T O R I CA L  P RO P O S A L  

I have j us t  demonstrat ed that the syntactic characte r  of middle 
obj e c t s  is variable among the ergat ive Polynes ian languages .  It is  

not possible  here t o  att empt a serious reconstruct ion of the synt ax of 
middle obj e c t s  in proto-Polyne sian ,  s ince middle sentences have not 
been s t udied in suffic ient detail in most of the languages . I would , 
however , like to propose a t ent at ive historical ac count which I believe 
explains the observed syntactic  variat ion . 

C learly , the case marking pat tern ( 5 )  re construct s for a c lass  of  
middle verbs in prot o-Polynes ian , s ince the patt ern is  attested in all  
daught er languages . 

( 5 )  Middle Case Marking : 

Verb Subj i / k I Obj 

There is a fair amount of evidence that middle obj e c t s  s hould be analys e d  
as syntactic direct obj e c t s  in a t  least s ome of t h e  East Polynes ian lan­
guages ,  which are accusat ive . 9 Thi s , combined with the e vidence from 
Samoan and Tongan , makes it reas onable to hypothes i s e  t hat p.roto­

Polynes ian middle obj e c t s  were e s sent ially direct obj ect s .  Furthermore , 
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Chung ( 19 7 6 )  has argued that proto-Polynes i an has accusat ive case 
marking ( 2 )  for canoni c al trans it ive verbs , and a product ive pas s i ve 

( 3 ) , s ket ched in Sect ion 1 .  She claims t hat ergat i ve case marking 
arose in the Tongic and most Samoic-Out lier languages through a re­
analy s i s  of pas s i ve c lause s  as active t ransit ive c laus e s . Given thes e  

background as sumpti ons , w e  are in a posit i on t o  exp lain t h e  stat us of  
mi ddle obj e c t s  in Niuean as an innovation . 

Following the pass i ve-to-ergat ive reanaly s i s , there would have been 
two dist inct case marking patterns for t rans itive c laus e s , ( 4 )  for 
canonical t ransi t i ves , and ( 5 )  for middle s : 

( 4 )  Ergative Case Marking : 

Verb e Subj Obj 

( 5 )  Middle Case Marking : 

Verb Subj i / k i  Obj 

This is s t i l l  the situat i on attested in Samoan and Tongan . I c laim 
that the co-existence of ( 4 )  and ( 5 )  may encourage a reanalys i s  of 
middle obj e c t s  as oblique NPs for two reas ons . First , such a reanalys i s  
results i n  a more dire ct correspondence between grammat ical re lati ons 
and case marking , s ince i ' a t ' and k i  ' to ' then wil l  only mark syntac­
t ically oblique NPs , and never dire ct obj e c t s . The change therefore 
de creas es t he opacity of middle sentences , in a sense analogous to that 
discussed by Kiparsky ( 19 7 1 )  for phonology . The se cond reason , I s ug­
gest , is that there may be  a general t endency for languages to consoli­
dat e transit ive case marking , i . e .  the preferred situation in a case 
language is  for all  t ransit ive verbs t o  govern a s ingle type of case 
marking . This predi c t s  that , given an opportunity t o  do so in histori­
cal change , a ' mi xe d '  ergative-accusat ive language should develop a 
pure ly accusat ive or ergat ive system .  I p ropos e t hat middle obj e c t s  
were reanalysed a s  synt act i cally oblique in Niue an , making ( 5 )  a case 
patt ern re s erved e x c lusive ly for intransitive c laus e s , and leaving 
ergat ive case marking ( 4 )  as the only type borne in Niuean transit ive 
claus e s . 

Re call that there were fewer argument s in Tongan t han in Samoan 
t hat middle obj e c t s  were dire ct obj e ct s , and the argument based on 
Relat ivis at ion was s omewhat equivocal , suggest ing t hat middle sentences 
in Tongan were , in s ome sens e , not qui t e  as transit ive as canonical 
tran s it ive s ent enc e s . I t  is  attractive t o  interpret Tongan as a lan­
guage headed for the analys is of middle obj e c t s  as ob lique NPs , a re­
analys i s  whi ch has been fully implemente d  in Niuean . 1 0  
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6 .  C O N C L U S I O N 

The fact s presented here est ab lish that although middle case marking 
throughout Polyne s i an is re lat ively uniform . the syntactic charact er of 

middle obj e c t s  is variable within t he fami ly . I showed that middle 
obj e c t s  ought to be  analys e d  as syntactic direct obj e c t s  in Samoan and 
Tongan . but that they are c l early oblique NPs in Niuean . The his t orical 
explanat ion I proposed to account for this variat ion gives us every 
reason to expect to find evidence that middle obj e c t s  in some other 
e rgat ive Polynes i an languages are oblique . or have unc lear syntact i c  
s t at us . At the s ame t ime . m y  e xp lanat i on would lead one t o  e xp e ct t hat 
middle obj e c t s  in t he ac cus at ive Polynesian languages are invariably 
direct obj e ct s .  Needle s s  to s ay . a fully s at i s fying explanat ion can 
result only from further s t udy of middle s ent ences in each of the 
P o lynes ian languages . 
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N O T  E S 

1 .  The t e rms canonical transitive and middle correspond t o  C lark ' s  

( 19 7 3 )  t erms A-verb and B-verb . 

2 .  The s c hema in ( 2 )  through ( 5 )  are borrowed from Chung ( 19 7 6 ) .  
Since word order i s  quit e free in most Polynesian language s ,  the order 
of nominals in patterns ( 2 )  t hrough ( 5 )  should be  t aken as at least 
part i a l ly arbitrary . 

3 .  The - C i a  s uffix has t he phonological shape - ( C )  ( i ) a ,  where C rep­
resent s a consonant lexically selected by the verb s t em ( c f .  Hale 1 9 6 8 ) .  

4 .  For dis cussion of s emant i c  factors whi ch typically condi t i on the 
choic e  b etween * i  or * k i  in middle sentenc e s , the reader is referred 
to Mark 1 9 7 0  and Chung 1 9 7 3a . 

5 .  A l l  of t he examp l e s  for Samoan and Tongan are t aken from Chung 
1 9 7 6 ,  and are referenced here by page number . 

6 .  For s everal other argument s t hat middle sentences are syntactical ly 
intransit ive in Niuean , s e e  Seiter ( 19 7 9 ) .  

7 .  A reanalys i s  of the art icles  e and h e  as case markers in Niuean 
has obs cured the resemb lance of t he Niuean system t o  the proto-Polynes i an 
one ( c f .  Hohepa 1 9 6 9 ) :  

prot o-PN c as e : * "  * e  * i * k  i 

Niuean ( for p ronouns 
and proper name s ) :  a e i ( a )  k i ( a )  

Niuean ( for common 
nouns ) : e h e  h e  k e  h e  

1 3 0 3  
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8 .  Chapter 3 of Seiter ( 197 9 )  shows that aside from the fact 

that it operat es on complement dire ct obj e c t s  as well as subj e c t s , 
Niuean Rais ing is fundament ally like versions of Subj e ct Raising in 
more familiar languages . 

The dis cussi on here is limited t o  Raising t o  Subj e ct , but there are 

also several verb s in Niuean whi ch govern Rais ing to Obj e ct , discussed 
i n  Seit er ( 197 9 ) . 

9 .  Interact i on of middle obj e c t s  with Pos s e s s ive Marking in nominal­
i sat ions , dis cus s e d  in Chung 1 9 7 3b ,  and a rule of Promot ion , discussed 
in Chung 1 9 7 6 , suggest that Maori middle sentences are t ransit ive . The 

ab i lity of middle sentences to pas s ivise in Central East ern languages 
( c f .  C lark 1 9 7 3 ) ,  suggests that t hey are transit ive . 

10 . Chapter 6 of Seiter ( 19 7 9 )  forwards an explanation for the 
fact t hat middle s ent ences have been c learly reanalysed as intransit ives 
in Niuean , but not in Samoan or Tongan . The e xp lanat ion involves the 
hist ory of Raising in Polyne sian , discussed in Chung and Seiter 1 9 7 7 .  
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