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PROBLEMS I N  THE RECONSTRUCTION OF 

PROTO-PH I LI PP I NE CONSTRUCTI OI� MARKERS 

LAWRENCE A .  REID 

Thi s  p aper is t he result of an att empt to try to define the problems 
that must be  faced in re cons truct ing the construction markers of  Proto
Philippine s . 

In order to understand what the prob lems are it i s  necessary first 
to make e xplicit s ome of our hypotheses about what we mean by Proto
Philipp ine s , and se condly t o  discuss what we mean by ' construct ion 
markers ' . 

0 . 1 .  PROTO - PH I L I PP I N ES 

Linguists have for s ome t ime now ass umed that all of the languages 
of  t he Philippine s , and s ome out s i de the Phi lipp ines s uch as those of 
Northern Borneo ,  Northern Ce lebes and Chamorro in the Marianas I s lands 
are genetically more c l os e ly related to each other than any is  to a 
language group out s ide of this group . This imp l i e s  that all  the s e  lan
guages have deve loped as daughter languages from a s ingle ance stral 
language that we now call Proto-Philippines .  The inc lusion of the lan
guages of Northern Borneo in this ' Philipp ine ' group has been challenged 
by Blust ( 19 7 4 ) ,  and lit t le , i f  any , solid evidence s upport s the in
c lusion of Chamorro . 

The e vidence t hat has been proposed for this group i s  not strong . 
It i s  bas e d  primarily on the merger of s ome Proto-Aust ronesian phoneme s , 
e . g .  PAN * C ,  * T ,  * t  > PPh * t ;  PAN * c ,  * 5  > PPh * 5 , PAN * e y ; * a y  > PPh 
* a y ; PAN * d , * 0 ,  * z ,  *Z > PPh * d . Other apparent evidence ,  for e xamp le 
s imilarity in morphology and synt a x ,  is  becoming l e s s  s ignificant as 
thes e  features are being ass igned t o  Proto-Austrone s ian or t o  some other 
language ancestral t o  Proto-Phi lippines .  
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It is poss ib le that in the future we may have t o  reas s e s s  comp le t e ly 

the evidence for a Proto-Philippines e ven compris ing the languages of  
the geographical Phi lippine s , however for now we will cont inue t o  oper
at e on the assumpt i on that there was in fact a Proto-Philippine language 

from which at least the languages of the geographical Phi l ippine s devel
ope d ,  and see where such a hypothesis leads us in the reconst ruct ion of 
the cons t ruct i on markers of  the language . 

We will  also as sume that there are a number of more or less dis c re t e  
s ubgroups in t h e  Phi lippines ,  t h e  evidence for which varies consi de rab ly 
in quant ity and quality . Following Zorc ' s  ( 19 7 7 )  grouping ( some of 
whi ch is purely impre s si onist i c , b ut is the best we have at present ) we 
will  examine the const ruct ion markers from the following language group s : 
( 1 )  Cordi lleran ( Northern , Cent ral , and Southern ) ,  ( 2 )  North Ext ension 
( Ivatan , Kapampangan , North Mangyan ) ,  ( 3 )  Meso-Philippine ( South Mangyan , 
Palawan , Kalamian , Subanon , Central Phi lippine ) ,  ( 3a )  Central Phi lippine 
( Tagalog , Biko l ,  Bisayan , Mansakan , Mamanwa ) ,  ( 4 )  Manobo ( Kagayanen , 
West ern BUkidnon , Dlbabawon , Cot abat o ,  Sarangani ) ,  ( 5 )  Danao ( Maranao ) . 

0 . 2 .  CONSTRUCTION MARKERS 

As far as we know , all Phi lippine languages have a c lass  of words 
which can be  broadly charact erised as construction markers ( CMs ) .  They 
are usually unst re s s e d ,  s ingle syllab le words which have a t endency t o  
become cliticis e d ,  that is , phonologi cally united to either t h e  pre
c eding or the following stressed word , although usually t hey are written 
as separat e words . They have been called a variety of names in the 

literature depending on their functions , s uch as art i c le s , determiners , 
case-marking part i c le s , ligat ures , markers , et c .  " Although all  Phi lipp ine 
languages have such a c lass of words , the variety of their forms and 
funct ions is  bewildering . I have not found two languages whi ch exhibit 
pre c i s e ly the s ame s et s , and often the differences between the CMs of  
e ven fairly c lo s e ly relat ed languages i s  quite great . 

The CMs that we will  be part i cularly concerned with in this p aper 
can best  b e  charact erised in the cont ext of a brief out line of the 
st ruct ure of s entences whi ch appear to be  common to most , if not all , 
Philippine languages and are therefore p robably reconstruct able for 
Proto-Philippines .  

0 . 3 .  V ES C R I PTI VE  S ENTENCES 

A descriptive sentence i s  one cons ist ing of an attribut e ,  s uch as a 
verb , an adj ect ive , an existential word , or a noun , followed by a series 
of  NPs ( and/or PPs ) in construct ion with it . The number of NPs whi ch 
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may oc cur and the s emant i c  informat i on which they may convey i s  dire c t ly 

dependent upon the kind of attribute at the beginning of t he sentence . 
The following examp l e s  i llus t rate des cript ive sentences in four diverse 
Philippine languages - Tagalog ( Tag . ) ,  I l okano ( Il k . ) ,  Bontok ( Bon . ) 
and I vatan ( Ivt . ) .  

1 .  'A chi Zd got  the  dog ' 

a .  Tag . k i n u h a  n a l) 

b .  I l k .  ? i n n a l a  t i 

c .  Bon . ? i n a l a - n  n a n  

d .  I vt . ? i n a h a p  n u  
got 

2 .  ' The  chi l-d is beautifu l- ' 

a .  Tag . ma g a n d a  

b .  I l k .  n a p i n t a s  

c .  Bon . n a p i n t a s  

d .  I vt .  m a v i d  
b eautifu l-

? a I) 
t i 
n a n  
? u  

b � t a  
? u b i l) 
? u l) a 
m u t da h  

chi Zd 

b a t; a ?  
? u b  i I) . 
? u l) a . 

m u t d a h .  

ch i Zd 

3 .  ' There is a chi l-d in the hous e ' 

a .  Tag . may ro ? o l) b a t a  s a  

b .  I lk .  ? a d d a  ? u b i l) ? i d i a y  

c .  Bon . wa d ? ay ? u l) a - s  n a n  

d .  Ivt . ? a r i  ? u  m u t d a h  d u  
exis t s  chi l-d 

4 .  ' The  chi l-d is a s t uden t ' 

a .  Tag . ? e s t u d i a n t e ? a l) b a t a ? 

b .  I lk .  ? e s t u d i a n t e  t i ? u b  I I) .  
c .  Bon . ? u s k ( l a  n a n  ? u l) a . 

d .  I vt . ? e s t u d i a n t e  ? u  m u t d a h . 

s tuden t chi l-d 

? a l) ? � s o .  

t i ? � s u . 
n a n  ? b u .  
? u c h  i t u . 

dog 

b a h a y . 
ba l a y .  
? a b u l) .  
v a h a y . 

hous e 

Most of the NPs in t he examp le s  1- 4 above are introduced by eMs . 
The attribut e  at the beginning of each s entence i s  not introduced by 
a eM . 

0 . 4 .  EQUATI ONAL  S ENTENCES 

An equat ional sentence cons i s t s  of two NPs . Both are introduced by 
eMs . The first NP funct ions as an i dent ifier of the s econd NP . The 
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s econd NP may i t s e l f  contain one or more NPs . Thi s sentence type i s  
s omewhat equivalent i n  meaning to so-called ' c left sentence s ' i n  English . 
Examples 5 and 6 i llustrate equati onal sentences .  

5 .  'It i s  t h e  ahi Zd who is the s tuden t ' 

a .  Tag . 7 a l) b .l t a  7 a l) 7 e s t u d i a n t e .  
b .  I l k .  t I 7 u b i l) t i 7 e s t u d i a n t e .  
c .  Bon . n a n  7 u l)a n a n  7 os k ( J a .  
d .  I vt . n u  m u t d a h  7 u  7 e s t u d i a n t e .  

ahi Zd s tudent 

6 .  'It i s  the dog that the ahi Zd g o t ' 

a .  Tag . 7 a l) 7 h o  ? a l) k i n u h a  n a l) b ii t a 7 • 
b .  I lk .  t i 7 a s u  t i ? i n n a J a  t i ? u b  i I) . 
c .  Bon . n a n  7 a s u  n a n  7 i n a J a - n  n a n  7 U l)a . 
d .  I vt . n u  c h i t u 7 u  7 i n a h a p  n u  m u t d a h .  

dog g o t  ahi Zd 

In both des criptive and equat ional s entences ,  the first cons t i t uent 
( at t ribute or ident i fier ) provides new informat ion about one of the NPs 
whi ch follows . The init ial constituent of these sentences from here on 
wil l  be  referred to as the Predi cate . The NP about which the Predicate 
provide s new informat i on wi ll be  referred t o  as the Subj ect . ( Other 
l inguis t s  p re fer to use the t erm Topic for this NP . ) In an equat ional 
sentence , eMs introduce both the predicate and the subj e c t . 

0 . 5 .  TO P I CA L ISEV SENTENCES 

A t op i calised s entence is one in whi ch one of the NPs which normally 
follows t he Predi cate is p laced before it in order to ' foreground ' the 
entity in that NP . Oft en this i s  done to provide contrast with s ome 
other p o s s ib l e  entity that could occur in that NP . Thi s  foregrounded 
NP will be referred to as the topicalised NP , or more s imply as the 
Top i c . Sentences 7- 1 1  i llus t rate t op icalised s entences . 

7 .  'A8 for the ahi Zd, he got the dog ' 

a .  Tag . ? a l) b a t a  a y  k i n u h a  n i y a ? a l) ? a s o .  

b .  I lk .  t I ? u b i l) k e t  7 i n n a J a - n a  t i ? a s u .  

c .  Bon . n a n  7 u l) a , ? l n a J a - n a  n a n  ? a s u .  

d .  I vt . n u  m u t d a h  7 a m  7 i n a h a p  n a  7 U  c h i t u .  

ahi Zd got-he dog 
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8 .  'As for the chi Zd, s h e  is  beautifu Z '  

a .  Tag . ? a l) b h a  a y  m a g a n d a . 

b .  I l k .  t i ? u b i l) k e t  n a p i n t a s . 

c .  Bon . n a n  ? u l) a  n a p i n t a s . 

d .  Ivt . n u  m u t d a h  ? am m a v i d . 

chi Zd b eautifu Z  

9 .  'As for the house,  there is a chi td there ' 

a .  Tag . s a  b a h a y  a y  may r o ? o l) b a t a  d o ? o n . 

b .  I lk .  ? i d i a y  b a l a y k e t  ? a d d a  ? u b i l) ? i d i a y . 

c .  Bon . n a n  ? a b u l) ,  wa d 7 a y 7 u l) a - s  d i • 

d .  I vt . d u  v a h a y  ? am  ? a r i  ? u  m u t d a h  d a w r  i • 
h ou s e  exi s t  chi Zd there 

1 0 .  'As for the chi Zd, he is a s tude n t ' 

a .  Tag . ? a l) b a t a  a y  e s t u d i a n t e .  

b .  I lk .  t i ? u b i l) k e t  e s t u d i a n t e .  

c .  Bon . n a n  ? u l) a , ? o s k f l a  • •  

d .  Ivt . n u  m u t d a h  ? am  ? e s t u d i a n t e .  

chi Zd s tudent  

l l .  'As for the dog, the chi Zd g o t  i t ' 

a .  Tag . ? a l) ? a s o  a y  k i n u h a  n a l) b a t a ?  • 
b .  Ilk . t i ? a s  u k e t  ? i n n a l a  t i ? u b  i I) . 

c .  Bon . n a n  ? a s u , ? i n a l a - n  n a n  ? u l) a . 

d .  Ivt . n u  c h i t u ? am ? i n a h a p  n u  m u t d a h . 

dog got  chi td 

A eM int roduce s  the t opicalised NP , and in Tagalog , I lokano and 
I vat an a eM ( the ' Topi c  Linke r ' ) j oins the topicalised NP to the rest 
of  the s entence . In Bontok , only a break in intonat ion ( symbolised by 
a comma ) acts as a topic linke r .  

0 . 6 .  R E LAT I VE C LAUSES 

The only reason for ment i oning re lat ive c laus e s  here i s  t o  introduce 
a cont ext for one remaining eM that will be discussed in this p ap e r . 
This eM i s  commonly referred t o  as the ligature in the literature on 
Philippine languages . Among other funct ions , it s erves t o  link a head 
noun to a following relat ive c laus e . Examp le 1 2  i l lustrate s  the use of 
this type of  eM in the four languages cited above . ( The re lat ive c lause 
linker is underline d . ) 
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1 2 . , • . •  dog which the chiZ.d g o t ' 

a .  Tag . ? ' • • •  a s o-!!..S.. k i n u h a  n a l)  b a t a ?  • 
b .  I l k .  ? ' • • •  a s u  !!J!!!. ? i n n a l a  t i ? u b i  I) . 
c .  Bon . ? ' • • •  a s u -� ? i n a l a - n  n a n  ? u l)a .  
d .  Ivt . • • •  ch i t u  !!. ? i n a h a p  n u  m u t d a h . 

dog got  chi Ld 

The eM which links a relat i ve c lause t o  i t s  head noun in many lan

guages has variant s that are phonologically determined ( e . g .  Tag . I n a l  
� 1 - 1) / , I l k .  I l) a /  � l a l , et c . ) .  Such eMs , like also those that link a 
top i c  with the sentence that follows it , are stri ct ly grammat ical 
markers , that i s , they do not provide any semant i c  informat i on about 
t he cons t i t uent s which they link . Howeve r ,  the eMs which have been 
des cribed above as introduc ing NPs are not only grammat ical markers , 
they als o must agree with vari ous s emant i c  feat ure s of the N which they 
precede , such as common versus personal , s ingular versus p lural , et c .  

Three types of construction markers then are commonly found in 
Phil ippine languages . Those which introduce NPs will be referred t o  
as det erminers ( Det ) ,  those which link a t op i calised NP and t h e  rest 
of  a sentence will be referred to as topic linkers , and those whi ch 
link head nouns with relat i ve clauses will be re ferred t o  as ligatures .  

1 .  S EM A N T I C  F EA T U R E S  O F  D E T E RM I N ER S  

I n  reconstruct ing Proto-Philippine ( PPh ) determiners , one of  the 
first quest ions which needs t o  be  answered is , ' What s emant i c  features 
of the head noun did Det agree with in the parent language ? '  In other 
words , how many markers were there which could introduce a NP without 
changing i t s  grammat ical funct ion? 

When we compare languages in the Philippines we find cons iderab le 
agreement on s ome of the semant ic feat ures which are marked .  For 
examp le ,  probab ly all languages dist inguish between markers for common 
nouns , versus those for personal nouns . This  is i llustrated in Tab le 1 ,  
which s hows t he common versus person Det in the subj e c t  NP of a variety 
of languages .  

It w i l l  be  not ed t hat whi le there i s  considerab le agreement in the 
form of the proper noun Det in Table 1 ,  enab ling us to fairly confident ly 
reconstruct PPh * s l ,  there is  very lit t le agreement on the form of the 
c ommon noun Det in Tab le 1 .  We will face this prob lem in Sect ion 4 . 1 . 1 .  
below .  

There i s  fairly general agreement throughout the Philippines also , 
that the c lass  of proper nouns inc ludes not only the names of people , 
but also certain kinship terms , especially those that can be used as 
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TAB L E  1 

Common vers us Personal Subj ect Determiners 

Common Personal 

I lokano t i n i 
Agt a y a  y i 
Gaddang y o  ? i 
Ibanag ? i s i 
Yogad y u  s i 
Casiguran Dumagat ? i t i 
Umiray Dumagat ? u n  ? i 

I s inai ti i  s i 
Kalinga d i t  s i 
Kankanay n a n  s i 
Balangaw h e n  a h  

Pangas inan s o  s i 
Inibaloi ? i s i 
Keley-i Kallahan h u  () 

Ivatan ? u  s i 
Kapampangan ? i f) ? i 
Sinauna ? i s i 

Aborlan Tagbanwa ? i s i 
Batak t u  s i 
Subanon ? og  s i 

Tagalog ? a r) s i 
Bikol ? a n  s i 

Aklanon do 'V r o  s i 
Bangon k a g  s i 

Mamanwa ya s i 
Mansaka y a r)  s i 

Binukid Manobo s a  s i 
Sarangani Manobo s a  s i 
Dibabawon Manobo t a  s i 
I lianen Manobo ka s i 

Maranao s u  s i 

Bi laan ? i � 
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TAB L E  2 

S ingu lar versus P lura l  Pers onal Subj ect De terminers 

Singular Plural 

I l okano n i d a  
Agta y i y i g  
Gaddang ? i d a  
Ibanag s i d a  
Atta s i d i 
I sneg ? i d a  

I s inai s i d a  
Kalinga s i d a  
I fugao h i  d a  
Balangaw ? a h  d a  

Pangasinan s i d i  

I vat an s i s a  
Kapampangan ? i d i 
Sinauna s i r a  

Aborlan Tagbanwa s i n a  
Tagalog s i s i n a  

Tausug h i  h i n d a  
Butuanon s i s i 1 a 
Romb lon s i s i n a  
Banton s I s a  

Mamanwa s i s i n  
Mansaka s i s a l)  
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TAB L E  3 

S ingular versus P lural Common Subj ect Determiners 

Singular Plural 

Ilokano t i d a g  i t  i 

I t awis ya ya N ? i r a  

Gaddang yo ya N ? i r a 

Ibanag ? i ? i N ? i r a 

Atta y u ?  y u ?  N i r a 

Yogad t u  d a n u  

Isneg ya d a y a  

Cas i guran Dumagat ? i d i 

Umiray Dumagat ? u n ? u n  ? i d a 

I sinai d i d i N-d a r i  

Kalinga d i t  d a t  

Bont ok n a n  d a  n a n  

I fugao n a n  n a d a n  

Pangasinan s o  r a y  

Ivatan ? u  s a  ? u  

Kapampangan ? i I) d i I) 
S inauna ? i ? i m a l) a  

Aborlan Tagbanwa ? i ? i m a l) a  

Tagalog ? a l)  ? a l)  ma l) a  

Bikol ? a l)  ? a l)  m a l) a  

H i ligaynon ? a  I) ? a l)  m a l) a  

Mamanwa y a  y a  m a l) a  

Mansaka y a l)  y a l)  ma l) a  

W.  Bukidnon Manobo ? i 5 ? i s  m a l) a  

Sarangani Manobo s a  s a  m a l) a  

Maranao s u  s u  m a l) a  

Bi laan ? i ? i d a d  
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terms of addres s . Thi s  was also probab ly true for Prot o-Phi lippines .  
Today , the c lass of proper nouns also inc ludes t i t le s , s uch as 
' a t torney ' ,  ' doctor ' ,  ' te acher ' ,  etc . ,  s ince these are also used as 
terms of addres s .  I f  there were occupational t i t les in Proto
Phi lippine s , s uch as * d a t u  ' Ze ader, r u Z e r ' ,  they probab ly also be longed 
to this c lass  and were marked with * s i when occurring as the s ubj e c t  of 
a sentence . 

The c lass  of common nouns in Philipp ine languages inc ludes all  nouns , 
animate as we ll  as inanimate ,  whi ch are not personal nouns . It i s  
generally t rue also that the term for ' God ' is  c lassed a s  common , not 
persona l .  

I n  addit ion t o  a dist inct ion between the common noun Det and the 
p ersonal noun Det , t here are a number of languages whi ch dis t ingui sh 
the marker of a s ingular from the marker of a plural personal noun 
( Tab le 2 ) . Most of t he languages ac complish this by rep lacing the 
s ingular marker with a form which is identi cal to the third person 
p l ural subj e c t  pronoun . Some languages however ,  such as Tagalog and 
Romblon ,  have added a p l ural morpheme I - n a l  to the singular p erson 
marker .  This i s  poss ibly also the origin of Mamanwa I s i n l « * s i n a ) , 
as well  as t he Aborlan Tagbanwa I n a l  whi ch rep laces the s ingular Det 
I s i / .  The use o f  I n a l  as a p lural morpheme as sociated with pers onal 
markers , although restricted to a few languages in the Meso-Phi lippine 
group , may need t o  be re constructed for Prot o-Phi lippines ,  since it i s  
att e st e d  out s ide of the Phi lippines a s  a plural , personal Genitive 
marker in Ami s . 

P lurality of common nouns i s  generally marked in one of two ways 
( see  Table 3 ) .  The first , which is found in many Phi lippine languages , 
as we l l  as in languages out side the Phi lippines , in Wolio and s ome 
Oceani c languages , is Ima Qa l  ' plural ' .  It i s  probab le that this form 
was a common noun p lural Det in Prot o-Philippines .  The s e c ond way of 
marking p l ural common nouns i s  found primarily in the Cordilleran 
group . Apparent ly Proto-Cordilleran lost the use of *ma Q a  and replaced 

it  with a third p erson p lural pronoun , either following the N, as in 
Gaddang , Ibanag , e t c . ,  or pre ceding the s ingular common noun Det as in 
I lokano , Yogad and Isne g .  

The forms listed i n  Tab le 1 ,  are not t he only forms that many o f  

t he s e  languages have for marking common noun subj e ct s . Some languages , 

s uch as those listed in Table 4 ,  make a distinction between the Det 

which introduce s  nouns having general reference , and those having some 

specific reference . Thi s  distinct ion is  interpreted in various ways , 

both by the speakers of the languages and by the linguis t s  who describe 

them. Thus , Harmon ( 19 7 4 ) ,  in des cribing Manobo languages simply uses 
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the terms ' common ' versus ' common specifi c ' t o  characterise the dif
ference between Western Bukidnon Manobo I k a l  and I ? i s / ,  a distinct ion 
which Elkins ( 19 7 0 ) refers to as inde finite versus definite . Forster 

( n . d . ) characterises the difference between I t ol and I to n l  in Dibabawon 
as definite/inde finite ( ' the , a ' )  versus anaphoric ' th e  one we know 

about ' .  Reid ( 19 6 4 ) de s cribes the difference between Bontok I n a n l  and 
I s a n l  as involving anaphoricity or prior re ference . Zorc ( 19 7 7 : 85 )  
indicates t hat the di fference between Waray and Samar-Leyte I ? a n l  and 
I ? i t l involve s  a t ime reference , past vers us non-past . Likewise Geiser 
( 19 6 3 )  in discuss ing the difference between I d i t l  and I n a n l  s t ate s that 
the former refers to past time , and the latter to non-past t ime . The 
Headlands ( 19 7 4 )  not e that the difference between Casiguran Dumagat 
I ? i l  and I t u l is likewise one of present versus past . They also 
indicat e  that other s emanti c  feat ure s are imp lied in this contrast , 
such as living versus dead , general versus specifi c , actual versus 
non-actual , in s ight versus out of  s i ght , known versus unknown , mas s 
noun versus s ingular ( count ? )  noun . Several languages have apparent ly 
e xp anded the past t ime reference t o  include persons who have died , 
s uch as Ivatan I s i mn a l  versus I s i / ,  and Kankanay I d i n  s i l  versus I s i / .  
I lokano has deve loped two past t ime Det s ,  I d i l  and I t a y / . The first 
introduc e s  not only deceased persons , but also common nouns whose 
reference is some time in the past , whereas I t a y l  introduce s  common 
nouns whose past t ime reference is only a short t ime p rior t o  t he 
speech event . Table 4 group s together s ome of the languages whi ch 
appear to make a past/non-past , or specifi c /non-specific contrast in 
thei r  subj e ct markers . The quest ion is whether Prot o-Phil ippine s had 
di fferent det erminers for marking anaphoricity or past t ime reference .  
Probably not , s ince i t  can be shown that the distinct ions of this sort 
which appear in the daughter languages were originally made by intro
ducing one of the demonstratives into a posit ion immediat e ly aft er the 
det e rminer , and sub sequent ly reinterpreting it as a det e rmine r .  

Although most Philippine languages rely on devices other than the 
Det t o  mark definitene s s  or indefinitenes s  of NPs , there are s ome 
languages in the Bisayan group whi ch according t o  Zorc ( 19 7 7 : 85 )  have 
a distinction between a definite Det and an indefinite Det . Tab le 5 
shows some o f  these languages . 

There i s  s ome evidence ,  whi ch will be considered in Section 4 . 1 . 1 . 
below,  that in Prot o-Phi lippines a Nominative Det was interpretab l e  as 
indefini t e  in certain environment s .  However a systemat i c  distinction 
between definit e  and indefinite det erminers was probab ly not present 
in the language . 
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TAB L E  4 

Specific versus Non- specific Common Subj ect Determine rs 

I lokano 
Casiguran Dumagat 

Kalinga 
Kankanay 
Bontok 

Waray 
Samar-Leyt e  

Dibabawon Manobo 

Specific ,  
Past 

d i , t a y  

t u  

d i t  
d i n ,  s a n  
s a n  

'I a n  
? a n  

t o n  

TAB L E  5 

Non-specific , 
Non-past 

t i 

'I i 

n a n  
n a n  
n a n  

? i t 
? i t 

t o  

Defini t e  versus Indefinite Common Subj ect Determiners 

Definite Indafinite 

Aklanon t o  "- d o  - y  
Cebuano ? a g  - y  
Sibalenhon ka g - y  
Waray ? a n ,  ? I t ? i n 
Camotes ? a n  ? i n 
Nth . Same reno ? a  ? i 
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I n  s ummary , it appears that in Proto-Philippines dis t inct ions 
e xisted between common and personal determiners , and that the lat ter 
were dist ingui shed as either s ingular or p lural . Common det e rminers 
marked p lurality by the addit ion of a p lural marker *ma u a .  

2 .  G RAMMAT I CA L  F U N C T I O N S  O F  D E T E RM I N E R S  

Comparing the grammat ical funct ions of  det erminers , w e  find a number 
of typ ologically very distinct syst ems , whi ch we will out l ine below .  
The problem we face i s  i n  determining whi c h ,  i f  any , o f  t he systems 
reflec t s  the Proto-Philippine system, and what the condit ions were 
which brought about the change s we find in the daught er languages . 

It i s  neces sary t o  give first a brief characterisat ion of the 

functions of the determiners of NPs which follow the Predicat e . 

2 . 1 . Ca4 e FOJtm4 

Probably no Phi lippine language dist ingui shes more than four 
dis t inct case forms , ut ilising dist inctions in the determiner system,  
although all languages extend the range of their determiners by the 
use of  preposit ion-like words . Thus Tagalog ( as analysed by de Guzman , 
1 9 7 6 ) has three case forms : Accusat ive I n a u l  (wri t t en n g ) ,  Nominat ive 
1 7 a u l  ( a n g ) , and Locat i ve I s a / , as well as three cases realised by a 
prepos ition p lus a determiner : Benefactive I p a r a s a l ,  Reason I d a h i 1 s a l ,  
and Comit at ive I ka s ama n a l) / . We will not concern ourselve s here with 
case forms which are marked by a preposition . A language like Ivatan 
di ffers from Tagalog in that the case re lat ions whi ch are expre s s e d  
by Tag . I n a 'l l  ( Agent , Dat ive [ =Experience r ]  Obj ect [ =Pat ient ] and 
Instrument , see e xamp le s  13-15  below ,  from de Guzman 1 9 7 6 ,  but written 
phonemi cally ) ,  are divided between two case forms , I n u l  (which 
exp re s s e s  Agent , Dat ive and Instrument ) and I s u l ( which exp re s s e s  
Obj e ct , s e e  examples 1 6 - 1 7  below from Rei d  1 9 6 6 ) .  

1 3 .  ' Th e  

Tag . 

1 4 .  ' The  

Tag . 

prisoner w i Z .Z be given 
, g a g awa r a n  n a  rJ h u kom 

Zay - on judge 
+AGT 

judge was s e en by the 

n a k f t a n a u  b i l a l) g o  
s e e  prisoner 

+DAT 

a s en tenae 

? a l) b i 1 a l) g o  
prisoner 

prisoner ' 

? a l) h u kom 
judge 
+OBJ 

by the judge ' 
, n a l) p a r u s a  

s e n tenae 
+OBJ 
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1 5 .  ' He drew with a penci L '  

Tag . n a g g u h l t  s l y a  n a Q  
draw he  

I a p  1 5  
p enci L 
+INS 

1 6 . ' Th e  fire is b e ing b Lown by the man, wi th a bamboo tub e ' 

I vt . ? a l u p a n  
b Low 

n u  t a u  ? u  ? a p u y  n u  t a g u v l 
man fire b amboo tube 
+AGT 

1 7 .  ' The  man i s  frigh tening a chi Ld ' 

I vt . m a Q a m u ? m u ? u  t a u  s u  m u t d a h  
frighten man chi Ld 

+OBJ 

+INS 

We will use the term Genitive to label the case form which marks the 
Agent of a ' pass ive ' verb , s ince throughout the Phi lippine s , the s ame 
form typically marks the Pos ses sor in a p o s s e s sive construct ion . The 
case form which typically marks an indefinite Obj e ct in an unembedded 
sentence will be  labelled as Accus at ive . This use o f  Accusat ive should 
be carefully note d .  It applies only t o  indefinite obj e c t s  of  non
embedded s entenc e s . In such sentences a definite obj ect is e ither 
s ubj e ct ivalised , or reinterpreted as a kind of Locat ive and marked 
with a Locative case form. 

A further difference between Tagalog and I vatan can be seen in 
sentences 5a and 5 d ,  and 7a and 7d above ( repeat ed below as 18 and 1 9  
a and b respect ively ) .  Tagalog uses the nominat ive Det / ? a Q/ t o  mark 
a predicati ve NP in an equati onal sentence , as wel·l as a topicalised 
NP . I vat an however uses the genitive / n u /  t o  mark these NPs . A 
personal noun in this posit ion in Ivatan is not marked like a genit ive 
( / n l / ) ,  but like a nominat ive ( / 5 1 / ) .  

1 8 .  'It is the chi Ld who is a s tudent ' 

a .  Tag. ? a Q  b a t a  ? a Q  ? e s t u d l a n t e 
b .  I vt . n u  m u t d a h  ? u  ? e s t u d l a n t e  

chHd s tudent 

1 9 .  'As for the chi Ld he got the dog ' 

a .  Tag . ? a Q  b a t a  a y  k i n u h a  n i y a ? a Q  ? a s o  
b .  Ivt . n u  m u t d ah ? a m  ? i n a h a p  n a  ? u  c h i t u  

chi Ld g o t  he  dog 
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CHART 1 

Type 1 Determiner Sys tem 

TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

Bllaan 

I 
? i / I!  

I 
d i / k u , k a n e  

I lokano t i /n i ? i t i / ken n i  

CHART 2 

Type 2 Determiner Sys tem 

TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

Agta y a / y i n a / n i t a / t e  

Bontok n a n / s i ( - n )  n a n / ( - n )  '" ? a s / ? a n  

Kal1nga d l t / s i ( - n )  d i t / ( - n )  q o d  s i / ? a n  

Balangaw h e n / ? a h  ( - n )  h e n / ( - n )  I! ? a h / ?  

CHART 3 

Type 3 Determiner Sys tem 

TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

Tagalog ? a r')/ s i n a r')/ n i s a / kay  

Hll1gaynon ? a r') / s i s a r') / n i  s a / ka y  

Tagbanwa ? i / s  i ? i t / n i k a t / k i  

Batak t u / s i ? i t / ?  i ka t / ka y  

Mamanwa y a / s i n a / n i k a / k a n  

Mansaka y a r') / s i n a r')/ n i s ar') / kay 

Sub anon ? og / s i n og / n i s o g / ?  
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In characterising the various determiner syst ems in t he Phi lippine 
languages then , a basi c  typological pattern having five points will be 
used as a comparative grid . The five point s will be  labelled Top i c  
( Top ) ,  Nominat ive ( Nom ) , Genitive ( Gen ) ,  Accus at ive ( Ac c )  and Locative 
( Loc ) .  

2 . 2 .  TYPE 1 VETERM I NER S YS TEM 

This system, represented by Bilaan and by Ilokan o ,  is the least 
marked of the systems . It dist inguishe s  between only two determiners , 
one for Locative and one for everything else . 

Whereas in I lokano the determiners are obligatory , in Bi laan" / ? i /  
i s  often used only as a specifier , in other cont ext s  it may be omitted . 

The Loc at ive / d i / ,  however ,  i s  never omit ted . Personal noun det erminers 
follow the s ame system for both languages .  Ilokano has / n i /  for all 
forms e xcept the Locat i ve ,  which is  / ke n n i / .  Bi laan does not mark any 
personal noun except a ( directional ) Locat ive , which i s  marked with 
e ither / k u /  or / k a n e / .  This system is i llustrat ed in Chart 1 ,  and 
examples of the common noun determiners are given in 2 0a-c ( from Abrams 

1 9 70 ) ,  and 2 la-b . 

2 0 a .  ' The  tur t le take8 a long h i 8  hou8 e ' 

Bil . ? i f n u  k a n e n  s a n s e b e n  ? i b a  l i n 
tur t le he  carry - he hou8e 
TOP NOM 

2 0b .  ' He i8 the thrower of rocks on thi8 path ' 

Bil .  k a n e n  s a  s a m b a t  ? i  d a d  b a t u  d i  ba d a l a n ? a n i 
he indeed throw plur .  rock way path thi8 

2 0 c .  ' The  p e op l e  throw them here ' 

Bil .  

2 1 a .  ' The  

I lk .  

2 lb . ' The  

I lk .  

b a t  ? i  d a d  
throw plur .  

t o  ? a l e  d i n i  
man they h e re 
GEN NOM LOC 

chi ld got  rock8 at the river ' 

n a l) a l a  t I ? u b i l) t i b a t u  ? i t I 
got chi ld rock 

NOM ACC 

chi ld got the rock ' 

? i n n a l a  t i ? u b i l)  t i b a t u  
got chi ld rock 

GEN NOM 

ACC LOC 

ka r a y a n  
river 
LOC 
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2 . 3 .  T YPE 2 VETERM I NER S YSTEM 

This s y s t em ,  presented in Chart 2 ,  is represented by Agta from the 
Northern Cordi lleran group , and Bont ok , Kalinga and Balangaw from the 
Central C ordilleran group . It i s  a fairly widespread system in the 
Cordi lleran group , and probab ly reflect s the system present in Proto
Cordi lleran . It i s  charact erised by three dist inct s e t s  of det erminers , 
one of which marks the Subj ect of the s ent ence ( NOM ) , as we ll as func
t ioning as the art i c le whi ch introduces a Topi c  NP , and the Predicate 
NP of an equati onal sentence . The s econd set marks the Genitive , that 
is  the agent of ' pass i ve ' s ent ence s  and a noun p o s s e s s o r .  The third 
set combines the Ac cusat ive and Locat ive int o one case form . 

2 . 4 .  TYPE 3 VETERM I NER S YSTEM 

This system ,  presented in Chart 3 , and repre sent ed by language s  
from the Mes o-Philipp ine group , i s  widespread throughout t h e  Central 
Philippine s and Palawan . I t  also appears in Subanon , and probably 
reflects the system of Prot o-Me so-Philippine s . Like the system we 
have j ust  dis cussed it consi s t s  of three s e t s  of determiners . One 
set , like that in Type 2 ,  is used for the Nominat ive and relat ed 
functions . The other two s e t s  divide up the case funct i ons different ly 
from the non-Nominat ive set s in the Typ e  2 system .  In Type 3 the 
Genitive marker also marks the A c c usative , or indefinit e  obj ect . The 
Locative marker is dist inct from the Ac cusative , although i t s  function , 
besides marking locat i on and direction ,  is als o used t o  mark de finite 
obj e c t s  of  non-embedded trans itive c lauses . 

2 . 5 .  TYPE 4 VETERM I NER S YSTEM 

This system oc curs in only a few languages , among t hem are 
Kapampangan , Maranao , and Cebuano . This system,  pre s ented in Chart 4 ,  
dist inguishes four s e t s  of det erminers . One set i s  used for Nominative 
and Topic , and one each for t he Genitive , A c c usat ive and Locat ive forms . 
This type is characterised by the fact that inde finite obj e c t s  have 
developed their own marke r ,  distinct from other markers . Definite 
obj e c t s  are marked by the Locat ive form as in Type 4 .  The Ac cusat ive 
may have other funct ions besides the marking of inde finite obj e ct s ;  
Maranao , for e xamp le , uses I s a l  also t o  mark an inde fini t e  Instrument 
in s ome sentence typ es , as well as ' int imate associat ions ' (McKaughan 
1 9 5 8 : 12 , 20 )  s uch as I s o l o t a n  s a  t a r a k a l  ' Tarakan Su Ztan ' .  
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CHART 4 

Type 4 Determiner Sys tem 

TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

Kapamp angan ? I I)/ ? I n l l) / n a l) ya l) k l l) / k a l)  

Maranao s u / s l ? u / ? I  s a  k u/ k l  

Cebuano ? a g / s l s a / n l ? u g  s a / ka l) 

CHART S 
Type 5 Determiner Sys tem 

TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

Inibaloi s aY / 5 1 ? I / 5  I n l / n e n  ( 5  u )  n l / ( s u )  n e n  

Pangas inan s a Y/ 5 1  S O/ 5 1 n a / n e n  ed / k l n e n  

CHART 6 
Type 6 Determiner Sys tem 

TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

I vatan � 
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2 . 6 .  TYPE 5 VETERM I NER S YSTEM 

Thi s  s y s t em ,  presented in Chart 5 ,  is  represent e d  by Inibaloi and 

Pangas inan , two languages of the Southern Cordilleran group . It is  
s imi lar t o  other Cordi l leran languages in having conflat ed the 
Accus at ive and Locative forms . It is different from them in that the 
Topi c  and de finite NP Predicate markers are di fferent from the 
Nominat ive . It s eems c lear that this i s  a deve lopment which t ook 
p lace in the immediat e parent language of this pair of languages . 
The form I s a y l  being a combinat ion of i s a l  p lus t he Nominat ive marker 
I ? i / .  In both languages the pers onal marker I s i l  occurs as · both Topic 

and Nominative . 

2 . 7 .  TYPE 6 VETERM I N ER S YSTEM 

This system is represented only by Ivat an , and is pre s ent ed in 
Chart 6 .  It is s imi lar t o  Type 4 in having a distinct Ac cusative 
marker for inde finite obj e ct s .  It is  different from type 4 in that , 
like Inibaloi and Pangas inan in Type 6 ,  it has deve loped a distinction 
between the common markers for Topic and Nominat ive . Ivat an has 
e xt ended the funct ion of the Genitive I n u l  for this purpose , ret aining 
the Nominat ive I s i l  to mark personal Top ic s . 

Apart from marking inde finite obj e ct s ,  I s u l  also functions t o  mark 
Manner phrase s ,  such as I s u  m a k a l u l ' q ui a k Zy ' .  

2 . 8 . THE PROTO - PH I L I PP I N E  VETERM I NER S YSTEM 

Wit h  at least six different determiner syst ems o c c urring in 
Phi lippine languages t oday , it  is  no s imp le t as k  t o  determine whic h ,  
i f  any , of  thes e  systems was present in Proto-Philippine s . I f  we 
look out s ide the Phi lippine s at languages which have similar syntactic 
systems we get no help . Murut ( Prent i c e  1 9 7 1 ) ,  for e xamp le ,  appears 
t o  have a Type 2 s y s t em like most of the Cordi l leran languages :  

NM GEN ACC LOC 

Murut r u , n u / r i  EJ 
Formos an languages show a variety of different systems , none of 

which neat ly correspond to any in the Phi lippines .  The syst em which 
come s closest  i s  Ami which i s  s imi lar to  the Ivatan Typ e  6 system.  
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TOP NOM GEN ACC LOC 

Ami ko/ c i n o/ n i t o / c i ( - a n )  i / i c i  ( - a n ) 

It is probable that Proto-Philippines did not dist inguish between 
det e rminers which mark Topic and Nominat ive NPs . It is also probab le 
that these were dis t inct from those whi ch marked the Genitive and 
Locative NPs . It is  also probab le t hat the determiners whi ch marked 
Genitive and Locative NPs were different from each other s ince no 
Philippine language uses the s ame case form for the s e  two NPs . Whet her 
Proto-Philippines had an Accusat ive form distinct from both t he 
Genitive and the Locat ive , or whether it was the G�ni t ive form or the 
Locative form whi ch marked indefinite obj ects  is unclear . However it 
i s  p o s s ible that a system like Type 3 which appears in the maj ority 
of the Mes o-Phi lippine languages as we ll as in Manobo languages was 
the Proto-Phi lippine system.  In the language s that have such a 
s y s t em ,  indefini t e  obj e c t s  are marked as Genitive , whereas definite 
obj e c t s  are marked as Locat ive . Such a system could conceivably 
deve lop naturally into a Type 2 system where the Locat ive forms are 
used for both definite and indefinite obj ect s . 

For Proto-Phi lippines the n ,  I t entat ively postulate a three-way 
dist incti on in the case forms : Nominat ive , Genit ive and Locat ive . The 
Nominative forms funct ioned also as art icles introducing definite , 
non- case marked Topic NPs , as well as definite Predicate nominals . 
The Genitive ( which might better be labe lled Accusat ive ) forms marked 
not only nominal pos s e ssors and agent s of ' pass ive ' s ent ences , but 
also indefinit e  obj e ct s , as we ll as instrument and manner NPs . Loca
t i ve forms marked definite obj ect s ,  indirect obj ect s ,  location and 
t ime NPs . 

4 .  P H O N O L O G I CAL S H A P E S  O F  P RO T O - P H I L I P P I N E S  C M s  

This s e c ti on w i l l  out line some of the problems which e xist in 
reconstructing the phonological shapes of the CMs of Proto-Phi lippines .  
The first sect ion will deal with t he Determiners , the s e c ond with the 
Top i c  Linker and the final sect ion with the Ligat ure . 

4 . 1 .  VETERM I N ERS 

4 . 1 . 1 .  The Proto-Philippine Nominative determiners were probab ly * ? i 
' common ' and * s i ' personal ' .  Evidence for * s i is strong and the 
reconst ruction cannot be doub t e d .  Not ice in Tab le 1 the wide dist ri
but i on of s i  forms through every branch of the family . The 



PROBLEMS IN THE RECONSTRUCTION OF PROTO-PHILIPPINE CONSTRUCTION MARKERS 5 3  

reconstruct ion o f  * ? i a s  the common det erminer rests upon i t s  appearance 

with this  funct ion in one or more languages of most branches o f  the 
family ( s e e  Table 1 ) . In many languages whi ch no longer show I ? I I  with 
this func t i on ,  the form appears petrified as I - y l  on otherwise vowel
final forms which would be e xpected t o  pre cede a Nominative NP . In 
Bont ok , for e xamp le ( as in other Cordi lleran languages ) the positive 
existent ial appears as either Iwa ( d a ) 1  or Iwad ? a y / . The former occ urs 
before a Nominative NP carrying the Det I n a n / .  The lat t e r  occurs be
fore an indefinite NP without a Det . S imilarly , many languages from 
t he Bisayan subgroup have I - y l  final negat ive exist entials ( Samar-
Leyte Iwa ? � y l ,  Hiligaynon Iwa ? � y l , Cebuano Iwa l � y l , Tausug Iwa�y / )  
occurring before indefinite NPs . 

In many Cordi lleran languages , the adverbial part i c l e  which can be  
reconstructed for Prot o-Philippine s as * p a  ' y e t ,  s ti Z Z ' ,  appears as  
I p a y / . Thi s  form i s  probably also the result of  the fusion of * ? I 
' nominat ive common determiner ' with a preceding vowel final form . In 
Inibaloi , which s t i l l  maint ains I ? i l  as the nominat ive Det , the fus ion 
with I p a l  i s  a synchronic proce s s , i . e .  I p a l  oc curs when not preceding 
I ? i / , and I p a y l  oc curs as a comb inat ion of I p a l  + I ? i / .  

The appearance of determiners such as I ? u / , I n u / , I s u/ , I d u / , I y u / , 
I t u / ,  e t c . ,  in Philippine languages ,  as well as in relat e d  languages 
out s ide of the Philipp ines sugges t s  that both i - grade and u - grade 
determiners be reconstructed for Prot o-Philippine s . The dist inct ion 
between t he two grades however is  s t i l l  unc lear . Ivatan , which is 
perhaps the only language tc make a systemat i c  difference between t he 
two grades uses u - grade det erminers for common nouns and i - grade for 
p ers onal nouns , e . g .  

common 

personal 

TAB L E  6 
I vatan Determiners 

NOM GEN ACC 

n u  s u  

s i n i 

LOC 

d u  

d i 

But evidence from other Philippine languages s e ems t o  show con
c lus ively t hat whereas * s i and * n i were personal noun det erminers in 
Proto-Philippines ,  * ? i was at that t ime a common noun determiner . l 

We may assume that * ? i occurred in positions which allowed indefinit e  
interpre t at ions of the NP . Since relics  of * ? u  do not appear in these 
p o s it ions , it  i s  p o s s ib le t hat this form occurred in positions which 
only allowed definite interpretat ions of t he NP , such as t opic  and 
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ident i ficational ( i . e .  definite nominal ) predicat e s . Both * s u  and * ? u  

are p o s s ible reconstructions s ince * s u  i s  reflected as a nominat ive in 

Sout hern Cordi lleran languages ( alternat ing in Pangasinan with I - y l  < 
* ? I )  a s  well as in Maranao , whereas * ? u i s  reflected in Ivatan , and 
p o s s ib ly in Sub anon I ? og / .  

4 . 1 . 2 . The Proto-Phi lippine Genit ive determiners were * n a  or * n u  

' common ' and * n l ' personal ' .  Evidence from both Phi lippine and non
Philippine languages s upport s the reconstruct ion of * n l as the personal 
determiner . 

* n l must be reconstructed with this funct ion for Prot o-Northern 
Cordilleran , Proto-Southern Cordilleran , Prot o-Mes o-Philippines ,  and 
Proto-Manobo .  Out s ide t he Philippines I n l l  oc curs as the personal 
Genit ive Determiner in Tondano of the Northern Celebe s , Ami , Kuvalan 
and Sais iyat of Formo s a ,  as well a� in a number of other wide ly sep
arated language s .  A number of languages provide evidence for * n a  as 

the common Genitive Determiner . I n a l  appears in Agt a ,  Att a ,  I sneg , 
Ibanag , Cas iguran Dumagat and Gaddang of the Northern Cordilleran 
s ubgroup , and * n a - �  is reconstructed for Proto-Bisayan . Out side of 
the Philippines support ing evidence comes from Proto-Oceani c where an 
A ct or-p o s s e s sor nominali s at i on is marked * n a ,  and in Formosa where 
Kuvalan has I n a l  and At ayal I n a ? 1  for the Genit ive common Determiner . 
However various language s  both within , and from out s ide the Philipp ine s 
s uggest that t he Proto-Phi lippine common Genitive Determiner was * n u .  
Thes e  languages inc lude Ivatan , Yogad , Casiguran Dumagat I n u / ,  Umiray 
Dumagat I n u - n / , Subanon Ino-g / ,  Buhi I n u / ( ? )  and I longot I n u ( n ) / .  

Ext ernal support ing evidence comes from Ami , Saisiyat and Tsou I n o l  
in Formo s a ,  and Murut I n u / .  

4 . 1 . 3 .  The Proto-Philippine Locat ive determiners were * d l or * s a  
common , and * k a  n l  or * kay « * * ka ? I )  personal . Evidence for thes e  
reconstructions w i l l  appear in a forthcoming paper . 

4 . 2 .  THE PROTO - PH I L I PPI NES TOP I C  L I NKER 

Evidence from both the Cordilleran languages ,  and from Meso
Phi lippine languages . s ugge s t s  a reconstruction * ? a y .  

4 . 3 . THE PROTO- PH I L I PP I N E  L I GATURE 

Blust ( 19 7 4 ) reconstruc t s  a PAN linker * � ( a )  which connected two 
numerals in a mult ip licative relati onship . It is  probable that in 
Proto-Phi lippines the ligature whi ch j oined numerals in a mult iplicat ive 
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relat ionship also linked other nominal Head p lus attribut e construct ions . 
Although in t he Phil ippines many language s show reflexes of a Proto
Philippines * o ( a ) , a number of languages ,  such as Maranao , Bi laan , 
I vatan and Yogad only have l a l  as the ligature , and no nasal appears 

e ven in numeral construct ions . Other languages have enclit i c s  marking 
definitene s s  which suggest an l a l  ligature at an earlier stage of the 

language . For example , I s inai I - a d / , and Kagayanen I - a n I , compare 

Ivatan I - a y l  « / a l  + I y a / ) ,  Bilaan l a n i / ,  Bunun l a n i / ,  e t c . Thes e  
languages agree with a number o f  Formosan languages such a s  Ami , Paiwan 
and Rukai which also have l a l  as the Ligature and have no nasal linker , 
e ven in numeral constructions . 

At least two forms must there fore be reconstructed for the Proto
Philippines ligature , * Q ( a )  and f a . In s ome languages such as I lokano , 
both forms appear , often int erchangeably . Whether this was true for 
Prot o-Philipp ines is  unc lear . 

The appearance of I n a l  as the ligature in s ome languages , such as 
Tagalog ( where it appears in phonological alternation with 1 - 0 / , as 
well as in a few languages out si de t he Philippines , such as Toba Batak , 
i s  no evidence that this ligature should be reconstructed for Prot o
Philippines let alone PAN as was done by Dempwolff and endorsed by 
Blust . The use of a demonstrative ( which i n a  c ertainly was in PAN , 
and in PPh ) as a re lat ive pronoun i s  attested in many languages out s ide 

of Austrones ian . The Tagalog and Toba Batak I n a  I ligatures are prob
ably the result of independent development . 

5 .  S P E C U LAT I O N S  O N  T H E  H I S TO R I CA L  D E V E LO P M E N T  O F  D E T E R M I N E R S  

The reconstruct ion of Proto-Philippine determiners i n  the preceding 
s e ct ion leaves begging the quest i on as to why t he maj ority of Phi lippine 
languages reflect s omething other than has been reconstruc t e d .  

I t  i s  not p o s s ib le i n  t h i s  paper t o  attempt t o  account for e ven a 
small p art of this diversity . Various fact ors s uch as analogical 
levelling , shift ing grammati c al func t i ons , and borrowing have had 
their e ffec t . In this sect ion two wide ly att e s t ed types of change 
associated with NP markers will be s hown t o  have brought about many 
o f  the different Dets present in Phil ippine languages t oday . Thes e  
two changes are demonstrative t o  dete rminer shift , and unmarking o f  
subj e ct s .  

Wil liam Foley ( 19 7 6 ) has shown fairly convincingly that c ertain 
synt act i c  const ruct ions are more t ight ly bound than others . The s cale 
of  bondedness ranges from the most t ight ly bound constructions , Art i c le 



5 6  LAWRENCE REID 

+ Noun to the most weakly bound , Relative c lause s  + Noun . The dis
t ribut ion of the ligat ures in Aust ronesian languages reflec t s  the 
degree of bonding . 

His Tab le I i l lustrat e s : 

Tag . Pal . 1 10 .  T . B .  Tol .  Wol . Mlg . 

Art ic l e s  x 

Dei c t i c s  x x 

Interrogat ions x x x 

Quant i fiers x x x x 

Adj e c t i ves x x x x x 

Part iciples x 

Rel . C lause s  x x x x x x 

Foley ' s  examples for languages that bind det erminers t o  their head 
noun with a l igature include Tagalog , Cebuano and Bikol , all  languages 
which have determiners ending in a nasal . 

He chart s them as fol lows : 

TP TP nonTP nonTP Oblique Oblique 
common proper common proper common proper 

Tag . a - I)  s i n a - I) n i s a  k a y  

Ceb . a- I) s I s a  n i s a  k a - I) 

Bkl . a - n  s i n i - n n I s a  k i  

He could have added a number of examp les from the Central Cordi lleran 
subgroup which also have Determiners ending with a nasal , e . g .  

TP TP 
common proper 

Bontok n a n  s i 

He states 

nonTP 
common 

( - n ) n a n  

nonTP 
proper 

( - n )  

Oblique 
common 

? a s n a n  

Oblique 
proper 

? a n  

a l l  t h e s e  languag e s  ag r e e  i n  us i n g  t h e  l i gatur e w i t h  t h e  c ommo n  
n o u n  mar k e r  • • •  l n  m o d e r n  T a g a l o g  t h e  c a s e  mar k e r s  w i t h  t h e  
l i gatur e  n ev e r  app e ar w i t h out i t . s o  t h at i t s  u s e  w i t h  t hem 
app e a r s  f o s s i l i z e d . S p e a k e r s  a r e  not awar e o f  the e qu ival e n c e  
b et w e e n  t he - �  i n  � a n d  t h e  [ l i gature - � J  o c c ur r i ng e l s e 
w h er e .  Howev e r . t h i s  h i s t or i c a l  s o u r c e  for t h e  - �  i n  � i s  
w e l l  mot i v at e d  e s p e c i ally i n  v i ew o f  t h e  fact t h at t h e  � i n  � 
i s  c o g nat e w i t h  t he Palauan part i c l e  � .  

Foley i s  correct i n  much of what h e  says here , but h i s  interpretation 
of the fac t s  is open t o  que s t i on .  
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I believe that although the / - Q /  in Tagalog / ? a Q /  i s  hist orically 
the ligat ure / - Q / , it does not only appear fos s i l i s e d ,  it is in fact 
foss i lised . Biko l ,  for example , s t i l l  retains a / - Q/ ligature like 
Tagalog but has changed the ve lar nasal on the art i c le s  to an alveolar 
nasal , j ust  as Bontok has done . ( Tausug uses either / ? a Q/ or / ? a n /  

variably . )  Even Tagalog a s s imilat es the velar nasal on i t s  art i c le s  
t o  the point of art i c ulat ion of the following consonant , / ? a Q  b a t a ? / > 
/ ? am b a t a ? / ,  in natural speech . 

The reason the ligature was originally att ached t o  these forms was 
not because these languages linked Art i c les and Nouns by a ligature as 
Fo ley suppose s , it is  be cause the forms t o  which they became att ached 
were originally deict ic s . 

The form reconstruct able for the nominat ive common noun determiner 

in Prot o-Phi lippines is * ? i .  However numerous languages ,  inc luding 
Tagalog and Palauan , share a form / ? a /  and Foley proposes , as 
Brandstetter before him , that *a was a PAN art i c le . 

It is p o s s ible that in Pre-AN * a  was a demonstrat ive . But it prob
ab ly did not become a PAN art i c le . I t s  occurrence as one of the 
ligature forms in Formosan and some Philippine languages implies  that 
in PAN it had a lready be come a s ubordinat ing part i c le . If * a  was not 
a PAN art i c le, where did the s e  / ? a /  determiners come from that appe ar 

in Tagalog , Palauan and Paiwan ? To answer this quest ion it is necess
ary first t o  re cognis e  that the historical s ource of  art i c l e s  in many 
languages i s  from demonstrat ives ( usually the demonstrat ive whi ch has 
the most dis t ant ( spatial ) use ) .  

Foley not ed for English that t h e  has a demonstrat ive s ourc e . It 
app arent ly deve loped from the OE mas culine nominat ive / se/ ' that ' with 
/ 5 /  > /0/ by analogy with / 0 /  initial forms such as the neuter nominative 
/ om t /  and / o i s / .  Likewise in Norwegian , / d e /  is pronounced E d T ]  when 
it has demonstrat i ve force , and E d T ]  when it has the function of what 
is called the de finite art i c le of the adj e c t i ve . In Lat in / i  I l e /  
' dis tant one ' became the de finite art i c le / I e / i n  Romance language s .  
In s ome Utu-Azte can languages ,  part i cularly the Cupan sub-branch , the 
3rd s ingular pronoun , e . g .  / p a ? /  ( C upeno ) ,  / p o ? /  ( Luise�o ) and / p e ? /  
( C ahui l la ) ,  which have demonstrative force , have become ' given ' infor
mati on or anaphoric markers which immediat e ly pre cede common nouns , 
i . e .  t hey function as definite art i c le s , e . g .  Cupeno / p a  n a x a n i � / ' the  
man ' ( Roderi ck Jacob s , personal communication ) . In Austrones i an lan
guages Foley has noted the synchronic deve lopment of Indone s ian / i t u /  
' that ' t o  the funct ion o f  a definite art i c le . The same pro c e s s  i s  

t aking p lace in Philippine languages .  In I lokano , for example , t he 
demonst rat ive / d a y d i a y/  ' that ' appears as / d i a y / ,  rep lacing the 
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determiner / t i /  for many speakers . Likewis e  in Tagalog a contrast i s  
develop ing between / ? I y o n /  ' th a t ' with contrast i ve demonstrative meaning, 
and / y o n /  which is  usable as a �efinite art i c l e  without demonst rat ive 

s ignificance .  Further examples could be  drawn from many other 
Aust rones i an and non-Austronesian languages . 

One of the demonstrat ives which can be reconstructed for Proto
Philippines ( and also for PAN ) is  * n a  ' that ' .  ( Kagayanen Manobo / n a - n /  
' th a t  one ' ;  Casiguran Durnagat / ? i - n a /  ' that,  there ' ;  Sinauna / ' i - n a - /  
base for all nominat ive demonstrat ives : / ' i n a y t a /  ' this ' , / ' i n a y y a /  

' th a t ,  near ' ,  / ' i n a y p u /  ' that, far ' ;  Bontok / s a - n a / , Balangaw / a h  n a / ,  

I fugao / h i - n a / , Kalinga / s i - n a - t /  ' to, a t  that (near p Laae ) ' .  Not e 
also the Formosan cognat e s , Rukai / ' i - n a /  ' th a t  (ACC ) ' ;  Ami / ' i - n a /  
' this ' ,  et c . )  

It i s  probab le that * n a  frequent ly app eared following a det erminer 
to build referent iality into common noun phrases  where reference may 
have otherwise been ambiguous . It was ment ioned above t hat Prot o
Philippines * ? i was used as a determiner before both definite and 
inde finite NPs , and maint ai ns the latter funct ion in s everal languages 
that have rep laced their reflex of * ? i b e fore de finite NPs , e . g .  

Mans aka 
( Svelmoe 19 7 4 )  

Ivatan 
( Reid 1 96 6 )  

Bontok 

' Th ere is fis h  a Lready ' 

aon d a - y  k a r a  
exis t a Lready - Det fish 

' There is no fis h ' 

w a - y  k a r a  
neg . exi s t- Det fis h  

' Like  a man ' 
a km a - y  t ao 
Like-Det man 

' There is a man ' 
wa d ? a - y  a s o  
exi s t- Det dog 

The structure of the NP in Proto-Philippines was no doubt the s ame 
as i s  found not only in Philippine languages today , but also in Formosan 
language s and in Malagasy ,  i . e .  Determiner Head Ligature Attribut e . A 
demonstrati ve could appear as the Head , preceding a noun attribut e , or 
following a Head noun as a demonstrative attribut e , e . g .  

Bi1aan 
( Abrams 1 9 7 0 ) 

' What are y o u  doing ? ' 
d e t  ' i  n i moam a - y e  
wha t Det doing Lg-that (near) 
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Tagalog ' Ge t  that dog ' 
k u n i n  rno ? i yo O  ? & s o  
g e t  y o u  tha t - Lg dog 

k u n i n  rno ? a o  ? & s o O  ? i yo n  
g e t  you Det dog-Lg that 

Insert ion of * n a  before the noun in a Proto-Philippine NP would have 
produced a sequence such as the following : 

PPh H i  n a - o ? a : s u ' that dog ( Nom ) ' .  

The sequence * ? i n a - o  (with * - 0  functioning as t he ligat ure ) then 
became * n a o  by a pro c e s s  not unlike that which produced I e  from Lat . 
i l l e in the Romance language s .  * ? i is  lost , and * n a o  becomes the 
determine r ,  with * - 0  no longer funct ioning as a Ligat ure but becoming 
part of the det e rmine r .  This  stage of the development is reflected 
in languages like Bont o k ,  where I n a n l  is  the common nominat ive 
determiner . 

The final st age in the deve lopment of Tagalog I ? a ol i s  the result 
o f  reanalys ing * n a o  as * n - a o  where * n - i s  a case marker and l a o l  i s  a 
definite determiner .  Once again unmarking of the subj ect t akes p lace 
and I n - I  i s  lost . 

The postulated sequence for the development of Tagalog I ? a o l then 
is as follows : 

1 .  Det Head 

2 .  

? i  ? a : s u 

Det Head 
? i n a  

Lg . 
- 0  

3 .  Det Head 

Att 
? a : s u  

( ? i ) n a o  ? a : s u 

4 .  Cas e  Marker 
n -

5 .  Det Head 
? a o  ? a : s u  

Det Head 
a o  ? a : s u 

Recognis ing the * n a  demonst rat ive as the s ource for these forms also 
account s for t he lack of a ve lar nasal on the great maj ority o f  proper 
name det erminers . One does not generally need t o  further enhance the 
referent iality of personal name s .  There are s ome languages however , 
s uch as Kapampangan , where t he pers onal determiner does end in a ve lar 
nasal . This is p robab ly best  account ed for by analogical extens ion of 
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the nasal from the corresponding common noun det erminer once it had 

lost i t s  ligature funct ion . 
The s e quence of event s  sket ched for the development of Tagalog 

l ? a Q I  is mat ched in numerous languages of the Philippines and s ince 
they involve two well-known and independent ly verifiable kinds of  
syntactic  change ( demonstrative t o  determiner shift , and unmarking of 

Subj e c t  NPs ) the like lihood that a s imilar s equence occurred in the 
hist ory of Palauan t o  produce the art i c le l a l  ( at least in some of i t s  

func t i ons ) should not be  overlooke d .  
Evidence from Paiwan provides interest ing support for the sequence 

of change s  postulated for the development of Tagalog l ? a Q / .  In Paiwan 
( Ferrel l  19 7 4 )  both the Nominat ive determiner and t he Ligature are l a / ,  

e . g .  

' The ahi ld eats ' 

k / m / a n  a a l a k 
eats  NM ahi ld 

' daugh t e r ' 

a l a k a v a v a i a n 
ahi ld fem a l e  

Ferell c i t e s  the following Actor Focus construct ion : 

' The man hunts wi ld pigs in the mountains w i t h  a spear ' 

? /m / a l u p a c a u c a u  t ua 

hunts NM man 

{ t u a } 
v a v u y  : t u a  g a d u 

pig mountain 

t u a  v u l u q 

spear 

Of part icular intere st here is the set  of variant locat ive markers . 
Ferrell indi cate s  that inclusion of the form I t u a l  gives relat ive 
s p e c i fi c ity to the locative NP whereas its exclusion makes the loca
t ive more general . When it co-oc curs with I i i ,  Ferre ll says I t u a l  is  
s emant ically comparab le t o  the definite art icle in English . Now the 
s t at us of  * t u  as a PAN demonst rat ive can probably not be que s t i one d .  
I t s  o c c urrence with i - a s  either a locative o r  NM marker is  widespread . 
We can probab ly a s s ume then that the s equence l i t u a g a d u l  was probably 
originally Det + Dem + Lg + N .  The form I t u - a l  has been generalised 
acro s s  the NPs as an Oblique determiner,  however it  does not appear 

in the Nominative . We can probably assume however from what we have 
s een o c c urring in the Philippines , that it also originally functioned 
as a Nominat ive determiner ,  and in fact this was where the form prob
ably has i t s  origin , s ince it is  usual to stress the referent iality 
o f  subj e c t , and only after the demonstrative has lost it s demonstrat ive 
funct ion i s  it generalised to less c learly referent ial posit ions . It 



PROBLEMS IN THE RECONSTRUCTION OF PROTO-PHILIPPINE CONSTRUCTION MARKERS 61 

is  probab le then that Paiwan /a/  Nominat ive determiner is  all t hat is  

left of a reanalys e d  / t u - a /  with los s of / t u /  t o  unmark the s ubj e ct . 

N O T  E 

1 .  I t  i s  probable however that at s ome point prior t o  the dispersi on 
of Philippine languages * ? i was a personal noun det erminer . This i s  
suggested b y  t he presence of a n  * ? i - format ive o n  reconstruct e d  long 
nominat ive personal pronouns . Proto-Cordilleran and Proto-Manobo 
pronouns , however probably reflect the Proto-Philippine long nominat ive 
pronouns with a * s i format ive , e . g . Prot o-Cordilleran * s i y a k a n  ' 1  s g ' , 
* s i ? i kam l ' 1  p l ' et c .  
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