
ON MORPHOLOGICAL AND SYNTACTIC RELATIONS 

IN A SOUTHEAST ASIAN LANGUAGE* 

O .  I N T R O D U C T I ON 

C E S AR A. H I DALGO 

In Char l e s  F i l lmore ' s  paper on the feature s  of a univer sal bas e ,  he 

argues for a universal sy s t em of deep-structure cases , the explanat ory 

value of whi c h  is of a syntac t i c  nature . He say s : 

The various permitted arrays �f distinct cases occurring in simple 
sentences express a notion of "sentence type" that may be expected to 
have universal validity independently of such superficial differences 
as subject selection . The array of cases defining the sentence types 
of a language have the effect of imposing a clas sification of the verbs 
in the language ( according to the sentence type into which they may be 
inserted), and it is very likely that many aspects of this classification 
will be univer sally valid . l 

In our s tudy of Ivatan , 2 u s i ng a tagmemi c model , s imp le s enten c e s  

( c laus e s ) were typed according to c laus e  expans ion features o r  i n  

F i l lmorean terms , according t o  arrays o f  cas e s  o ccurring in s imple s en­

tence s .  It  was found out that the different sent ence types corre lat e  

with various predi cat ive types . Spe c i fi cally , t h e  different cas e s  i n  

t h e  s entence s  are re lat ed t o  affixes in t h e  predi cat ive . It was al s o  

found out t hat not a l l  affixes  oc cur with al l typ e s  o f  predi cat ives .  

The potential affixes in a predicat ive are restricted by s t em type and 

other o ccurring affi xe s . Thi s  c l o s e  re lat i on between syntax ( i . e .  the 

array of cas e s  occurring in a s imp le sentenc e ) and the morphological 

s tructure of the predicat ive underscore s the need for a c lo s er s crut iny 
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of predicat ive morpho logy , for a better under s tanding o f  Ivatan syntax 

and , pre sumably , the syntax of the other Philippine language s .  Thi s 

s tudy of predi cative morphology ( in c ons onanc e  with syntax ) i s  espe­

c i ally relevant when we take into considerat ion the fact that a numb er 

of cas e s  or in tagmemic terms c laus e  nuc lear tagmeme s in Ivatan do not 

obligat or i ly o c c ur . Their imp l i c i t  presence is s ignalled by a predicat­

ive affix . Cons ider : 

1 .  Na p a r u t u n g s i  i na s u  ma n u k .  

p S o 
caus ed-c o o k  fm mo ther fm c h i c k e n  

' Mo t h e r  caused ( s omeone ) to cook c h i c k e n .  ' 

2 .  Ipa n u t u n g  y a . 

p T/A 

c o o k - w i t h  dem 

' (Someon e )  cooks w i t h  t h i s . ' 

3 .  Um u y u g  u r a n u m . 

P 
flow 

T/S 

fm water 

' Wa ter flows . ' 

In 1 ,  the indirect obj ect  ( Y )  does not oc cur overtly . It i s  known 

to o c c ur imp li c it l y  between speaker and hearer and may oc cur explic i t ly 

becau s e  of the causative affix { p a- l } in the predi cative n a p a r u t u n g  

' ca u s e d - c oo k ' .  In the case of 2 and 3 the surface s tructures appear to  

b e  s imilar ( i . e .  both s entences cons i st of two e lement s ,  a predicat e  and 

a topi c ) ,  but t he underlying s t ructure s of the two are quite different . 

In 2 ,  the s tructure of the predi cat ive s ignals that the topic manife s t ed 

by y a  ' t h i s ' i s  as soci at ive instrument ( { i pa - l } ). The predicat ive also 

s ignals the pot ent ial o c currence in the s entence of the subj ect and 

obj e c t  fun c t i ons . In 2 ,  the speaker-hearer knows that these funct ions 

imp l i c it ly o c c ur .  In 3 ,  the focus affix whi ch i s  also an intran s i t iv­

i ser { um - } ind i cat e s  p lainly t hat no obj ect  fun c t i on can potentially 

o ccur . 

Thi s  paper at temp t s  to present the relat i on between syntax and the 

morpho logi cal s tructure of the Ivatan predicat ive . 

1 .  T H E  P R E D I CA T I V E  S T E M  

The predi cat ive i s  a c las s of words that manife s t  features such as 

focus , t ense , voice , or aspect ( which are ab sent in the other form c las­

se s )  and that fi l l  the predicat e  s lot of c laus e s  other than the equa­

t ional c lau s e . It may , however , manifest non-predicat e  tagmemes on the 
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c laus e  level generally manifested by nominals . Except for a few ad­

j ec t ival predi c at ives , it cons i s t s  of at least two morpheme s - a s t em 

and an affix and may potentially consi s t  of a s t em and layers of affix e s , 

inc luding the suprasegmental morpheme stre s s  or length . 

The predicat ive s t em may be s imple or derived . Ivatan has nine types 

of s imp le s t ems ( basically the verb s t em ,  numeral s t em ,  adj e c t ive s t e m ,  

and common noun stem)  whi c h  are formally d i s t inctive o n  t h e  bas i s  of af­

fixat ional pot ent ial . Affixes cons idered in cat egori s i ng the s imple 

s t ems are those that have bearing on syntax . The s e  inc lude both focus 

and voi c e  affixes .  Clas s i fying , t hen , the s imple s t em types by their 

syntac t ically re levant affixat ional potent ial , they are thus categori sed 

by the potential syntact i c  constructions into whi ch they may part i c ipat e . 

1 . 1 THE S I M P L E  S T EM 

The nine s imple s t em types may be labe lled as follows : 1 )  verb s t em 1 
( vs l )  whic h  i s  general ly an inherent ly tran s i t ive verb s t em ,  i . e .  i t  may 

take the tran s i t ive voice aff i x  {N_ } 3 without having to b e  affixed with 

a derivat ional affix that will then al low the prefixat ion of {N- } ;  

2 )  verb s t em 2 ( vs 2 )  whi c h  i s  general ly an inherently intran s itive verb 

s t em ;  3 )  noun s t em 1 ( ns l )  whi ch is a concrete noun such as a m u n g  

'fish ' ;  4) noun s t em 2 ( ns 2 )  whi c h  i s  an ab strac t noun pertaining t o  an 

emot ion such as a d a w  ' lo v e ' ,  a m u  ' fear ' ;  5 )  noun s t em 3 ( ns 3 ) whi c h  i s  a 

concrete noun p ertaining spec ifi cally to meteorological conditions like 

c h i m u y  'rain ' ,  c h i d a t  ' l ightning ' ;  6 )  noun s t em 4 ( ns4 ) whi c h  i s  an 

ab stract noun pertaining t o  a quali t y  such as a v i d  ' beauty ' ,  p y a  ' good­

n e s s ' ,  ka r a n g  ' ta l l n e s s ' ;  7 )  noun s t em 5 ( ns5)  whi c h  i nd i cat e s  the 

p eriod of the day and whi c h  may either be  a bound form or a free form , 

e . g .  - ku y a b  ' afternoon ' and a h e p  ' night ' ;  8 )  numeral s tem ( nums ) such as 

p i t u ' s e v e n ' ,  wa h u  ' e ight ' ;  and 9) adj ect ival s t em ( adj s ) 4  such as d e k e y  

' sma l l ' ,  a r u  'many ' ,  r a k u h  ' b i g ' ,  v a y u  ' n e w ' .  

1 . 2 THE V ER I V EV STEM 

The derived s t em cons i s t s  of a c ore manifested by e it her a nsI , ns3 , 

or ns4 root and a derivational affix or cons i s t s  of a nsl p lu s  a p lur­

aliser . The derivat ional affix is limited to a morphologically fun c ­

t i onal affi x  whi c h  increase s  o r  decrease s  the f o c u s  o r  voi c e  affixat i onal 

potential of the s imp le s t em .  Unlike the voi c e  affixes whi c h  also in­

crease or decrease the focus affixat ional potent ial of the s imp le s t em ,  

the predicat ive derivat i onal affix i s  not syntac t ically relevant in 

s ignalling potential s lots in s yntax as the voice affixes do . Cons ider : 
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4 . 
{ma d a W  (Sf ) 

a d a w  ' lo v e ' 
i c h a d a w  (Af ) 

jma n ga d a d a w  (Sf ) 

a d a d a w e n  (Of ) 
versus - a d a d a w  

i p a n g a d a d a w  (Af ) 

p a n g a d a d awa n (Rf ) 

This s imp le noun s t em 2 ,  a d a w ,  i s  inflectable for only two non­

predi cate focus e s : subj ect  and as s oc i at ive and thus the syntac t i c  con­

s truc t i on int o which a d a w  as a predicat ive s tem enters are unexpandable 

b eyond the subj ect  and associat ive s lot s in t erms of nuc lear c l au s e  

tagmemes .  The derived s t em5 - a d a d a w ,  however , may b e  inflected for 

subj e ct , obj ect , as soc iat ive , and referent focus e s  so  that the syntac t i c  

constru c t i ons int o whi c h  - a d a d a w  ent ers into are more complex i n  terms 

of potential c laus e  expansion . For a case of a de creas e ,  c onsider : 

s .  a v i d  ' b e auty ' 

jm a k a V  i d ( S f )  

k a y  i r e n  ( Of )  

i p a ka v i d  (Af ) 

p a k a v i r a n  ( Rf ) 

versus - a v y a v i d  

{m a y a v y a v  i d ( S f )  

i p a y a v y a v  i d (Af ) 

p a y a v y a v i r a n  ( Rf ) 

In t he case of a v i d ,  ns 4 ,  the derivat ional affix decrease s  the af­

f i xat ional potent ial of the stem . The s imp le s t em a v i d  may be affixed 

with the augmentat ive { i p a - 2 }  or the p o s s e s s ive affix { ka - 3 }  whi c h  makes 

i t  p o s s i b le for the stem to b e  inflected for obj e ct focus and thus al­

lows the predi cative to enter into a transit ive construct ion . If a v i d  

were affixed with a derivat ional affix , the resulting s t em - a v y a v i d  

cannot b e  affixed with { i p a - 2 }  or { ka - 3 }  and the predi cative with this 

s t em part i cipat e s  only in an intran s i t ive construct ion . The augmentat ive 

aff i x  { i p a - 2 } is an inner affix whereas the associative focus affi x  

{ i pa - l }  i s  a n  outermos t  affi x . 

The predi cat ive derivat ional affix i s  a redup li cative affix ( u sually 

the first or first two syllab les  of the root are redup licat ed ) . Affi xa­

t i on of the derivat ional affix to the noun root generally results in a 

b ound form , e . g .  - s a s a l a w s a w  from sala w s a w  ' wind ' .  A case when the non­

s imp le noun s t em does not result in a bound form i s  when a s emant i c  

c hange attends t h e  s tem change a s  in t h e  non-s imp le s t em c onveying t h e  

d iminut ive , e . g .  v a v a ha y  ' p l ayhous e ' . 

In predi cat ivis ing a s t em ,  the affixat i on of the derivational affi x  

t o  t h e  noun root r e s u l t s  in a meaning different from t h e  predi cative 

the s t em of whi c h  is s imp le ,  e . g .  m a y b a ka  'ra i s e  cat t l e ' versus 

m a y ba ba ka ' craw l o n  a l l  fours ' .  This change in meaning is also evident 

when a plural noun is predi cat ivised . When k u s i k u s i na ' ki tchens ' i s  

predicat ivi s ed forming ma y ku s i ku s i n a ' do the things re lated to the 

k i t chen ' ,  k u s i k u s i n a ' k i tchens ' be come s s i ngular and the not i on of 

p lurality is attached t o  the activities  connec t ed with the kit chen . Or 
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consider ma y v a h a y  'p lay h o u s e k e ep ing ' with the s t em v a v a h a y  'p layhous e '  

and m a y v a h a v a h a y  ' do the a a t i v i t i e s  aonne ated w i t h  the hous e ' with the 

s t em v a h a v a ha y  ' ho u s e s ' .  The s imp le noun s t ems t hat may be  affixed with 

a derivat ional aff i x  are nsl ,  ns 2 ,  ns3 , and ns 4 .  The derived noun s t ems 

( dns ) , then , are dnsl , dns 2 , dns3 , and dns 4 .  dnsl is further subc las­

s ified into d ln s l  and d2nsl ( the former exhib i t i ng a redupli cat ion of 

only the first s y l lab le of the s imple s t em and the latt er exhibi t ing a 

redup l i c at i on of the firs t  two s y l lab l e s  of the s imp le s t em acc ompanied 

by meaning di fference , e . g .  m a y l a l a m i t  ' p lay with a lo t h  remna n t ' versus 

m a y l a m i  l a m i t  ' work w i t h  a l o t h e s ' .  A difference in the locati on of the 

primary stre s s  p lus meaning difference occur in dlnsl , hence dlans l and 

d lbns l ,  e . g .  - l a l a m i t  from l a m i t  ' a l o t h ' and l a l a m i t  ' a lo t h  remnan t ' .  

2 .  T H E  P R E D I CA T I V E  AFF I X E S  

The predi cative affixes are categor i s ed i n  t erms of form int o :  non­

redup li cat ive affix e s , redup licat ive affi xe s ,  and suprafixe s . In t erms 

of funct i on ,  the predi cat ive affixes  may be  general ly c las s ified into 

two : the morphologi cally functional and the s yntac t i cally and/or s eman­

t i cally functional affix e s . 

The morpho logically funct ional affixes do not give any s emant i c  

modific at ion to the predi cative s t em nor are they dire c t l y  re levant t o  

s yntac t i c  s tructure s . They funct ion e i ther t o  allow or restrict focus 

and/or voice affixes that may be  affixed to the s t em or to make d i s t inct 

morphologi cal d i stribut i on s  thereby making d i s t inct s emant i c  feature s 

of homophonous affixes . 

The syntac t i cally and/or s emant i cally functional affixes  may be sub­

divided into aspect and non-aspect affixes . The aspect affix e s  may be  

subcat egor i s ed into act ion asp ect affix e s  ( e . g .  augmentative , d i s tribut­

ive , abi lit ive or acc idental , frequentat ive , repe t i t ive ) and t ime aspect 

affixes  ( e . g .  habitual , punct i liar ,  durat ive , inceptive , cont i nuat ive ) .  

Aspect affix e s  s emant i cally modify the predi cat ive s t em but are not 

s yntac t i cally relevant in t erms of c laus e  expan s ion . The d i s tribut ive 

aspect , however , indicat e s  a p lural subj e c t  or obj ect , depending on the 

predi cative focus . The act i on aspect affixes are inner affixes  whi le 

the t ime aspect affixes occur in outermo s t  posit ion . The durat ive aspect 

suffix { - a n 3 } ,  however , occur s  in an i nner p o s i t ion if  the focus aff i x  

i s  a suffix as i n  p a y c h a ma h p a n a n  ' is done a l l  nig h t ' .  The non-aspect 

affixes are syntacti cal ly re levant i n  t erms of c laus e  e xpans ion . They 

are subcat egor i s ed into focus affixes and voice affix e s . The focus af­

fixes o ccur in outermos t  posit ion and the voice affi xes in inner p o s i ­

t i on .  A detai led d i s c u s s ion of the various affixes i s  not pos s ib le in 
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t h i s  paper . Cons ider , then , the general s cheme o f  Ivatan predi cat ive 

affixes in t erms of funct ion as shown in the configurat ion as a summary 

of t he Ivatan affixes ( on next page ) . 6 

2 . 1  THE  STEM A NV FOCUS  A F F I XES 

Focus refers to a relat ionship between the predi cat e and a non­

predi cate c laus e  level tagmeme , the top i c , where the bas i c  funct ion 

( cas� use ) of the top i c  i s  s ignalled formally by an affix ( the focus af­

f i x ) in the predicat ive manife s t ing the predicat e .  The t o pic7 c an be 

any of the c lause level tagmeme s : subj ect , obj ect , as soc iative , referent , 

indirect obj ect , obj ect/re ferent , or obj ect/as s o ciat ive . Each of thes e  

tagmeme s o r  func t ions ( cons idered here a s  deep s tructure cas e s ) are 

marked by certain part i cles , the funct ion markers . When any of them 

functions at the same t ime as top i c , the funct ion marker s ignalling i t s  

base funct ion i s  replaced b y  a topic marker ( e . g .  u before common nouns ) 

and the basic funct ion of the top i c  i s  s ignalled by the predicat e . Suc h  

tagmeme functioning a s  t o p i c  i s  then s aid to be  focus sed . Inflect ing , 

t he n ,  the predicat ive for focus i s  a device for i dent ifying which of the 

c lause const ituent s has been s ingled out as top i c . The focus affix 

ind i cat e s  the logical funct ion ( the deep s tructure funct ion ) of the noun 

phrase serving as top i c . For instanc e , the focus affix - e n  in a h a  p e n  

' g e t ' indi cat e s  that the logical funct ion o f  the top i c  u v a h a y a n g  ' th e  

kn ife ' in the s entence 

6 .  A h a pe n  mu u v a h a ya n g . 

g e t  y o u  fro knife 

' Ge t  the knife . ' 

i s  0 b j ect 0 6 .  

D ifferent s t ems may inflect d ifferent ly in t erms of focus . The number 

and types of focus affixes to whi c h  a s t em may be  inflected s ignal s  the 

number and types of potent ial nuc lear c laus e  tagmeme s whi ch may con­

s titute constructions into whi c h  the s t em may enter . For instanc e ,  if  a 

s tem i s  inflectable for subj ect , obj e ct , referent , and associat ive 

focuse s , the s t em may enter int o syntact i c  cons truc t i on s  where subj ect , 

obj e ct , referent , and assoc iative tagmemes are among the cons t i tuent s 

and if a s t em i s  not inflectable for a part i cular focus type , e . g .  

obj e c t  focus , i t  does not enter into a syntac t i c  construct ion where an 

obj e c t  tagmeme oc cur unl e s s  a non-focus aff i x  that al lows such focus 

infl e c t i on o ccurs with the s t em ( e . g .  the derivat ional redup li cative 

affix in - a d a d a w) or unl e s s  a non-focus affix s ignals the oc c urrence of 

the obj ect  ( e . g .  the causative affix { p a - l }  in ma p a wy u g  ' aa u s e  x to 

f l ow ' ) • 



TABLE 1 

SUMMARY OF A F F I XE S  

I V A T A N  A F F I X E S  

I ( 
SYNTA CTICA L L Y  A ND/OR SEMA NTICA L L Y  FUNCTIONAL A FFIXES 

( 
No n - A s p e c t  Affix e s  

I 
I 

( Focu s/Te ns e Affi x e s  Vo i c e  1ffixes 

1 ) : (ma- i l - Sf 
2 )  - ( um- ) - S f 8 / intvsr 
3 ) - (ma - 2 ) - Of /abilit-

ive , accidental asp 
4 )  - ( - En l ) - Of 
5 ) - ( - E n 2 ) - yf 
6 )  - ( i - i l - Af ( instru-

mental ,benefactive , 
causal ) 

8 )  - ( i cha - i l - Af 
( causal , comitative ) 

9 )  - ( i - 2 ) - Of /Af 
10 ) - ( ka- d - Pf  
11 ) - ( - a n  i l - Of/Rf 
12 ) - ( - a n 2 ) - Rf ( loc-

ative , non-locative 
13 ) - (j a - ) - P f / exclam-

atory 
14 ) - ( i n - ) - past tense 
15 ) Counting reduplicat-

ive 

Non- D i rJc t i ona l 
I 

1 )  - ( ka - 3 ) - pos­
sessive 

2) - ( pa - I ) - caus­
ative 

3 ) - (ya - ) - simili­
tude 

4 )  - ( ch i - I ) - im-
pression 5 )  - ( ch i - 2 ) ­
parti cipative 

6 )  - (Red ) - redu­
plicative com­
parative 
degree 

7 )  - ( Stre ss ) ­
superlative 
degree supra­
fix 

I 
D i r e c�i o n a l  

I 
1 ) - (N- ) - direc-

tional affix 
( one way ) 
tvsr 

2 )  - ( y - ) - direc­
tional (re­
flexive , re­
c iprocal ) 1ntvsr 

1 )  

2 )  

3 )  

4 )  

5 ) 

1 . 
A sp e c t  A ff1-x e s  

I . I 
A c t 1- on A sp e c t  

- ( i pa - 2 ) -
augmentative 

- ( i c ha - 2 ) -
distributive 

- ( ka - 2 ) -
abilit ive , 
accidental 

- (p i - ) - frequen-
tative making a 
cardinal an 
ordinal number 

- (Reduplicative ) -
repetitive 
aspect 

1 )  
2 )  

3 )  
4 )  

5 ) 

1 
Time A sp e c t  

- ( - E n 3 ) - habitual 
- ( - E n , ) - punctiliar 

- ( -an 3 ) - durative 

- (Str e s s ) - inceptive 
suprafix 

- (Length) - contin-
uative suprafix 

1 )  

2 )  

8The subject focus may also convey the verbal notion 'becoming ' which - (ma - I ) - does not , e . g .  umhu tab 'become bubbly ' ,  
ma h u t a b  'bubbly ' ,  um i da k  'become white ' ,  maydak 'white ' ,  uma s i n  'become salt ' ,  ma s i n  'salty ' .  

) 
MORPHOLOGICA L L Y  

FUNCTIONAL A FFIXES 

Reduplicative enabling 
root to be affixed 
with certain affixes 
conditioning the affixa-
t i onal potent i al of the 
stem 

- (pa - 2 ) - makes distinct 
distribution and func -
tion o f  homophonous 
affixes 
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Thi s  does not mean , however , t hat a l l  n tagmeme s can alway s oc cur i n  

one s ingle syntac t i c  cons truc t i on when t h e  s t em i s  inflectab l e  for all n 

tagmeme s .  The type of focus of the construction may imp o s e  c on s traints 

on the type of tagmeme s that may oc cur in a par t icular c onstru c t i on . 

That focus i s  a fun c t i on o f  the predicat ive s tem,  consider the comparison 

between verb stem 1 ,  verb s tem 2 and noun s t em 2 in t erms of focus 

infle c t i on s  when they are unaffixed with optional voice  affixes ( Table 2 

where x = pre s ence ) .  

T A B L E  2 

No n-Predi aa te Vsl Vs2 Ns2 
Foaus Affi xes 

l. Subj ect x x x 

2. a )  Obj ect x 

b ) Obj/Ref 
c )  Obj/As 

3.  Associative x x x 

4 .  Referent x x 

- r u t u n g -u y u g  a d a w 
Sample stem 

' ao o k ' 'flow ' , love ' 

If the predi cative s t em i s  unaffixed with optional voice affixe s , 

- u y u g  'flow ' does not enter int o a syntac t i c  construction where an 

obj ect  i s  pres ent and a d a w  ' lo v e ' does not enter into a syntac t i c  c on­

s truc t i on where an obj ect  or a referent o c curs . 

2 . 2  THE S T EM ANV V O I C E  A F F I X ES 

Voice i s  a feature of the predicat ive real i s e d  by affixes whi c h  

s ignal t h e  relat ionship of t h e  part i cipants to t h e  act i on wuch that the 

potent ial o ccurrenc e or non-occurrence of a c laus e  leve l tagmeme is 

indicated . 9 The voice affix i s  synt act i cally relevant i n  t erms of 

c laus e  e xpans i on .  For ins tanc e , the causative { pa - d oc curring with a 

part i cular type of verb s t em s ignal s the pot ential oc currence of the 

indirect obj ect  ( y ) tagmeme making the construction ditran s i t ive and 

indicat i ng the sub- as agent rather than actor in the s ituat i o n ,  e . g .  

7 .  Na pa r u t u n g  s i  i n a j i  Ma r y a  s u  ma n u k .  
p S (agent ) Y ( actor ) 0 
'Mo t h er cau s e d  Mary to cook ahi aken . ' 

or o c c urring with another type of verb s tem , it s ignals the potential 
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oc currence o f  an obj ect  tagmeme , t hereby trans i t iv i s ing an otherwise  in­

tran s i t ive predi cat ive , e . g .  

8. Na p a w y u g  s i  Ma r y a  s u  r a n um . 

P S 0 
'Mary aaused the water to flow . ' 

Other voice affixes are directional in nature . They indicate whether 

an act i on is of one dire c t i on ,  whi ch , when oc curring with a part i cular 

type of predicat ive s t em ,  carr i e s  over to a recip ient indi cating the 

pot ent ial occurrenc e of the obj e ct s lot ( a  trans itive act i on ) as in : 

9 .  ma n g a r e k  ' k i s s  someone ' 

1 0 .  ma n we s w e s  ' turn s ome th ing 0 1'  someone ' 

or whether an act ion i s  of a reflexive direct ion or reciprocal direction 

indi cating the ab s ence of an obj e ct in syntax , e . g .  

11 . ma y a r e k  ' ki s s  eaah o t her ' 

1 2 .  ma ywe s w e s  ' turn ones e lf '  

Voi c e  affixes are e i ther obligat ory or opti onal t o  certain s t em 

type s . Different s imple s t ems vary als o  according t o  the voice affix e s  

t h e y  may take . For instanc e ,  the causative affix { p a - l }  may be affixes  

t o  the s imp le s tem - r u t u n g  ' ao o k ' whi c h  be long to the  category verb 

s t em 1 as in m a p a r u t u n g  ' aa u s e  01' make x aook ' but the causative affix 

cannot be affixed to the s imp le s tem a d a w  ' lo v e ' whi c h  b elongs to the 

cat egory noun s t em 2, unle s s  s ome other affix oc curs to allow the af­

fixat ion of the causative affi x , i . e . a derivational aff i x , e . g .  

ma p a d a d a w  ' a l low x to s ho w  affe a t i o n ' with t he derivat ional affix in 

- a d a d a w .  The imp li cat ion o f  this  i n  syntax i s  that the nuc lear gram­

mat i c al s lot , t h e  indirect obj ect s lot , whi ch i s  s i gnalled by the 

causative affix may o c cur with a ysl predi cat ive but not with a ns2 pre­

dicat i ve . Con s i der the compar i s on between Ysl , ys2 ,  ns2 and dns2 in 

t erm of voi ce affixes and focus affixes  in Tab le 3 where + = obligatory , 

- = ab senc e , x = presenc e ,  and ± = optional . 

( Table 3 overleaf . )  
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l . 

2 .  

!ABLE 3 10 

Vo i a e  a n d  Fo aus Vsl 
Affixe s 

Directional voice af-
fix ( signals 0 slot) + 

a ) Sf x 
b ) O/Rf x 

OlAf 
Of 

c )  Af x 
d )  Rf x 

Causative voice affix 
( signals Y for vsl 
and 0 for vs2 )  ± 

a ) Sf x 
b )  Of -

OlAf x 
c )  Af -

d )  Rf -

e ) Yf x 

vs2 Ns2 Dns2 

- - + 

x x x 
- - x 

x x x 
x - x 

± - ± 

x - x 

x - -

- - -
- - -

x - -

- - x 

The pres ence of a dire c t i onal voice affix N- in the predicative 

s ignals the obj ect  s lot in syntax . Cons ider : 

13 . N a n u t u n g  a k u s u  ma n u k . 

p 
aooked 

S 
I 

o 
fm ahiaken 

' I  aooked a h i a k e n . ' 

1 4 .  N a d a w  a k u  n u  m e t d e h . 

p S A 
was - i n - Zove I fm a h i Z d  

, I w a s  i n  Z o v e  ( b eaause o f )  a ahi Z d .  ' 

1 5 .  N a �a d a d a w  a k u s u  m e t d e h . 

p S o 
( s howed) Zove I fm a h i Z d  

' I  s howed Z o v e  to t h e  a h i Z d . ' 

In 1 4 , n u  me t d e h  ' funa t i o n  marker chi Zd ' i s  not the obj ect  of n a d a w  ' wa s  

i n  Z o v e ' but t h e  cause o f  an emotional s tat e of an affectant , thus the 

funct ion marker nu ( the assoc iat ive funct ion marker ) instead of s u  ( t he 

funct i on marker indi cating the function o b j ee� 0 6 ) .  



The occurrence of the causative voi ce affix { p a - l }  s ignals the in­

direct obj ect  when the predi cat ive stem is vsl and the direct obj ect  

when the predi cat ive s t em i s  vs2. 

16 . Na£.!!..r u t u n g  a k u j i M a r y a  su ma n u k .  

p s y o 
caus e d - c o o k  I fm Mary fm c h i c k e n  

' I  cau s e d  Mary t o  c o o k  chi cken . ' 

17 . Na£.!!..wy u g  a k u  s u  r a n u m . 

p S 0 
c au s ed-f7,ow I fm water 

'I  cau s e i  t h e  water to f 7, o w .  , 
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Table 3 further shows that the oc currence o f  a n  optional voice affix 

in the pre d i cat ive not only s ignals the occurrenc e  of tagmeme s whi c h  

cannot o ccur when t h i s  v o i c e  affix i s  abs ent but al s o  l imi t s  t h e  occur­

rence of focus affixe s ,  thereby re s tri c t ing the pre s ence of certain 

tagmeme s ( the array of case s ) in s yntax . The associat ive does not oc cur 

in s yntax when t he causat ive voice affix is present in the predi cat ive . 

The referent may o c cur , however , but the s entence i s  strained when the 

indirect obj e c t  also occurs . 

3 .  P RO P O SA L 

It i s  proposed , therefore , that syntac t i c  s tudie s  should analy s e  

morphology in consonance with syntax and t hat morphology and s yntax 

s hould not be studied independently of each other . Our Ivatan s tudi e s  

support t h e  relevanc e  o f  t h i s  point of view in t h e  c a s e  of t h e  c l o s e  

correlat i on between s ent ence ( c laus e )  t y p e s  and s imple s t em type s . It 

lends emp iri cal evidenc e  to F illmore ' s  theor i s ing quoted above , i n  so 

far as the array of cases defining the s entence types of a language 

have the effect of imp o s ing a classificat i on of verb s in the language . 

As to whether the asp e c t s  of the verb c lassifi cat ion in this  s tudy are 

univer sally valid , we c an only spe culat e . 

The predi cative c las s i f i cat ion in this  s tudy c on sidered s tructural 

features such as s t em type and affixat i on and semant i c  features such as 

tran s itive s en s i t ivity , concretene s s , abs t ractne s s  ( emot ion and quali t y ) ,  

meteorological cond i t i o n ,  t ime , and quant ity . Whi le it i s  postulat ed 

t hat the s imp le s t ems exhibit inherent s emant i c  features ,  this  aspect 

of this  paper needs further s tudy . 



NOTES 

1. Char l e s  J .  F i llmore , "The Case for Cas e " , Univ elt4 al4 in L i ng ui4 tic. 

T h eolt y ,  ed . Emmon Bach and Robert T .  Harms ( New York : Holt , Rinehart 

and Winston , Inc . , 1968 ) ,  p .  21 . 

2 .  See Cesar A .  Hidalgo and Arace l i  C .  Hidalgo , T h e  Stltuc.tulte 0 6  

I v atan : Phono logic.al , L exical , and Gltammatic.al Compon ent4 ( 1970 ) ,  mimeo­

graphed ; " Ivatan Morpho logy : the Predicat ive s " ,  The Philippine ] o ultnal 

0 6  L i ng ui4tic4 1 ,  No . 2 (December , 1970 ) ;  and Araceli  C .  Hidalgo , "Focus 

i n  Philippine Languages " ,  The P hilippine ]oult nal 0 6  Ling ui4 tic� 1 ,  
No . 1 ( 1970 ) .  

3 .  Thi s  s t em c las s i s  the large s t  of the s t em c las s e s . Further i nve s ­

t igat i on ind i cat e s  that a subc las sificati on of t h i s  c las s i s  des irable , 

but this i s  not done in this  paper ." 

4. The Postal-Lakoff doctine considers adj e c t ive s as a sub s e t  of verb s . 

See F i l lmore , op . c it . , p .  2 7 . 

5. A di chotomy of infle c t i onal affixes and derivat ional affixes i s  not 

presented i n  this  s tudy as a c l ear-cut d i s t inct i on between the two i s  

not p o s s ible : a derivat i onal affix may als o  b e  an infle c t i onal affix 

s imultaneous ly . For instanc e ,  the noun s t em a v i d  ' b e a u ty ' may become a 

predicative by prefixing { ma - l }  t o  form m a v i d  ' b eautifu l ' .  The prefix 

{ m a - l }  may then be  c las s ified as a derivat ional affi x  in t hat it governs 

the form c la s s  of t he word , but at the same t ime i t  may be c la s s if i ed as 

an inflect ional affi x ,  i . e .  as a focus/tens e  affi x . 

6 .  For a detai led d i s cus s ion of the Ivatan affixes , s e e  Hidalgo and 

Hidalgo , A Tagm emic. Gltammalt 0 6  I v atan ( Mani la : Lingui s t i c  Society  of the 

Phi lippine s ,  1971 ) , pp . 51-136 . 
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7 .  Howard McKaughan and other l i ngui s t s  use the t erms sub j ect  and 

acto r ,  respective ly for the t erms t op i c  and sub j e c t  in this  paper . To 

use the term actor could be mis leadi ng for the grammat i c al unit t o  whi c h  

t h i s  t erm refers could be  act or ,  agent , e t c . al l marked formally in the 

same manner i n  Ivat an .  The term subj e c t  is thus deemed preferab l e  leav­

ing the t erm top i c  for t he tagmeme focused by the predi cat e , i . e .  the 

surfac e struc ture fun c t i on . 

The pro c e s s  of marking as topic  a c laus e  tagmeme i s  lab e l led focus ing , 

not t op i ca l i sat ion . F ocusing in this  s tudy i s  call ed by F i l lmore ( 19 6 8 )  

as pr imary top i ca l i z at i on and b y  Mc Kaughan a s  subj ect ival i zat ion . 

McKaughan calls  topicali sation F i l lmore ' s  s econdary top i c a l i z a t i on whi ch 

i n  Ivatan i s  the pro c e s s  of p ermuting a non-predicate c laus e  tagmeme ( E )  
t o  c l au s e  initial p o s i t i on and connecting E t o  the rest  o f  the c laus e  

by a parti c l e  whi c h  r e sult s in giving t h e  not i on o f  unders coring o r  em­

phas i sing the ident ificat i on of E .  Thi s  proc e s s  i s  called i n  our s tudy 

i d en t i f i ca t ion- emphas i s  and top i ca l i s a t i on is used to refer to the 

pro c e s s  of permuti ng a non-predi cate tagmeme t o  c laus e  initial p o s it ion 

and conne cting this  tagmeme to  the rest  of the c laus e  with a conj unct ive 

parti c le whi c h  re sult s i n  a t o p i c - c omment c haracter for the c laus e ,  a 

s t y l i s t i c  t ransformation having no overtone of empha s i s ing an ident ifica­

t i on .  

8 .  See note at bottom o f  Tab le I ( page 3 1 ) .  

9 .  Not all c laus e  level nuc lear tagmeme s are c orre lat ed with a voice 

affi x , but c laus e  level nuc lear tagmeme s , whether t hey are c orre lated 

with a vo i c e  affi x  or not , are as s o c iated with a focus aff i x . 

10 . See Hidalgo and Hidalgo , " Ivat an Morphology : the Predi cat ive s " ,  

for other voice  affi xe s ,  op . c i t . 
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