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1 INTRODUCTION LV N

Kambera is an Austronesian language of the Sumba-Bima group of Central Malayo-
Polynesian languages, spoken by approximately 150,000 speakers on the eastern
part of the island of Sumba in Eastern Indonesia. Klamer {1994) provides a detailed
description of the language. This paper discusses one of the most salient
constructions in Kambera: the continuative aspect construction. This construction is
illustrated in (1).

(1) Laku -nggu -nya
go -1sG  -3sD
‘l am going.’

The sentence in (1) shows that in this construction the subject is marked with the
genitive enclitic -nggu ‘st person singular (I, my)’, while the second clitic, the
dative -nya ‘3rd person singular (him/her/it)’ does not seem to have a referential
function at all. This is quite a remarkable situation, because if a pronominal clitic
does not have a referential function, why does it occur at all?

The aim of this paper, then, is to discuss the nature of the dative third person
clitic -nya in continuative aspect constructions like (1). Is it true that -nya does not
have a referential function, i.e. is an ‘empty morpheme’, or does it mark a verbal
argument after all? To find the answer to this question, we must look at two other
constructions in Kambera that are formally similar to the continuative construction.

Firstly, we will look at transitive nominal clauses - clauses with an agent
that is marked with a genitive enclitic (here -nggu) and a patient marked with a
dative clitic (here -nya), as illustrated in (2):

(2) Palu -nggu -nya
hit -1sG  -3sD
‘T hit him.’
In this construction, the dative clitic -nya marks the verbal complement, which I
will refer to as the (direct) object. The term {direct) object refers to the syntactic

*

I wish to thank the audience at AFLA 2, Tom Giildemann and the anonymous referes for their
comments and questions on the conference version of this paper. The revision of the paper was made
possible by a fellowship of the Royal Netherlands Academy of Arts and Sciences, Abbreviations: A =
accusative, APP = applicative morpheme, ART = article (na = singular, da = plural), CLF = classifier,
CNJ = conjunction, CTR = marker of controlled clause, D = dative, DEI = deictic element (space/time),
DEM = demonstrative, EMP = emphasis marker, G = genitive, IMPF = imperfective, LOC = locative
preposition, MOD = mood marker, N = nominative, NEG = negation, PRF = perfective, RDP =
reduplication.
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relation between a transitive predicate and its less-agentive/controlled argument.

Secondly, we will look at clauses with a possessed nominal predicate, as in (3).
In such clauses, the possessor is marked with a genitive enclitic (-nggu is the
possessor of mbapa ‘husband’) . The NP mbapa-nggu constitutes the nominal
predicate of the matrix clause and the clause has no copular verb:

(3 [Mbapa -ngguly, -nya
husband -1sG -3sD
‘He (is) my bhusband.’

In constructions like the one in (3), the dative clitic -nya marks the only argument
of the non-verbal predicate, which in Kambera are always marked with a clitic from
either the accusative or the dative paradigm. Without giving further motivation, I
will use the term ‘subject’ to refer to the grammatical relation between an
intransitive predicate (including non-verbal ones) and its single argument, as well as
to the relation between a transitive predicate and its most agentive/controlling
argument.

Having established this, we can compare the nature of the dative clitic in the
continuative construction in (1) - where it does not seem to have a referential
function - with its object-marking function illustrated in (2) and its subject-marking
function in (3). This will be the content of, respectively, section 4 and 5 below.

The paper is organized as follows. First I will present the facts about Kambera
pronominal cliticization that are relevant for the discussion in section 2. Then, in
section 3, the characteristics of the Kambera continuative aspect construction will be
discussed. Section 4 and section 5 discuss constructions that are formally related to
the continuative aspect construction. Section 6 contains a discussion of the findin £s
which are summarised in section 7.

2 PRONOMINAL CLITICIZATION IN KAMBERA

Kambera is a head-marking language (Nichols 1986) in the sense that it has rich
morpho-syntactic marking on the head of the clause, the verb: pronominal, aspectual
and/or modal clitics together with the verb may constitute a complete sentence.
Definite verbal arguments are marked for person, number and case (Nominative N),
Genitive (G), Dative (D), Accusative (A)) by prominal clitics attached to the verbal
complex. In addition to pronominal cliticization, arguments can be expressed by
(adjoined) NPs, which are then used for disambiguation or emphasis, discourse
saliency or contrastivity. The NPs, including the full pronouns, are optional and do
not show case marking.” Basic word order is SVO: subject NP - verb/verbal complex
plus clitics - object NP (Klamer 1996¢).

The unmarked way to express a subject in a simple declarative sentence is with a
nominative proclitic. This is shown in (4). In this sentence, the verb tambuta ‘drop
out’ is intransitive and its subject na Qi ‘the tree (lit. the wood)’ is marked on the
verb with the nominative proclitic na- (the brackets indicate the optionality of the
NPs).

1 For details on the properties of Kambera clitics, see Klamer (1994, 1996a,b).
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(9 (Naai) na- tambuta dingu amung
ART wood 3sN- drop out with root
“That tree is uprooted.’

(lit. that tree it is dropped out with root)

In (5) the verb palu ‘hit’ is transitive, the subject na tau witu ‘the fat man’ is
marked on the verb with the nominative proclitic na-, the object with the accusative
enclitic -ka.
(5) (Na tau witn) na- palu -ka (nyungga)
ART person be.fat 3sN- hit -1sA 1
‘The big man hit me.’
(lit. the big man he-hit-me I)

In (6) the double object (applicative) verb kei.ng ‘buy something for someone’ has
two object arguments: a patient (‘direct object’) and a recipient (‘indirect object’).
The dative clitic -ngga now marks the recipient, while the (patient) NP ri ‘vegetable’
is not cliticised on the verb because it is indefinite.

® (I Ama) na- kei -nja rf
ART father 3sN- buy -3pD vegetable
‘Father buys them vegetables.’

In addition, it is also possible to cliticize both the indirect and the direct object, as
illustrated in (7): '

() (I Ama) na- kei- ngga -nya
ART father 3sN- buy -1sD -3sD
‘FFather buys it for me.’

(lit. Father he buys me it)

Sentence (7) shows that there are two ‘slots’ for object clitics, both following the
verb; first, the indirect object is marked with a dative clitic followed by another
dative clitic marking the direct object. This is remarkable, because the second dative
clitic refers to a direct object (patient), which is usually marked with an accusative
clitic, as we saw in (5) above.

Finally, in (8) the basic function of the genitive clitic which usually marks the
posscssor is illustrated. A possessed NP is not necessarily definite (cf. (8a)) and the
possessive clitic attaches to the phrase rather than to the head noun (cf. (8b-c)).

(8) a Ningu uma -nggu
be.here house -1sG
‘T have a house.’
(lit. (here) is a house of mine)

2 This is an idiosyncratic restriction on clitic clusters in Kambera: the second postverbal object clitic
must always be dative. Let me note at this point that the facts given here, although correct, do not
represent a full account of 'Kambera cliticization', which is much more complex and irregular than
these examples suggest, (cf. the references siven abhave)
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b. Na urns -eggs
ART house -IsG
Myhouse.'

c. Na uma bidi -nggu
ART house new -1SO
My new house.'

Apar tfrommarkmgapossessor, agenitiveencliticis often used to mar ksubj ectsas
well. Thiswasillustratedin (2). where Wepossessive enclitic -nggu marksthe
subjectof pa/u hit'.1 will refer toclauses with suchgenitive subjectsas nominal
clauses. Theywill befurther in section4 below.

3 CONTINUATIVE ASPECT CONSTRUCTION

Thefocus of thispaperis to determineWerole of Wedative elide in continuative
aspect constructions. As we have seen, in a continuafiveaspect constructiontwo
pronominalelides ar e attachedpostver bafly:agenitiveanda dative,in thatorder.In

We sentences (9)-(12) We clitics in bold constitute We continuative aspect

construction.The examplesshow that Wecontinuativeconstr uctionis used for both
activity verbs,such aslalut go' andpabanjar tafk',andstativever bs,suchasmanju
behungry'andpi!:xbbeblind'.

(99 Laku -nggu -nya
go -1sG -3sD
lam going.'

(10) Ka pafnbafxjardu da -nya .ka nd
CNJ -FMfx -3pG -3sD -PRF DE[
Sothey weretalkingnalkedfor awhile.

(11) Manjd -ma -nggu nya ina
be.hungry -EMP -180 -3sD mother
lam Creelinghungrymum.

(12) Poki -na  nya? Mm, poki -na  -nya
beband -380 -3sD yes beblind -380 -3sD
Isheblind? Yes, heisblind.'

Thefunction of thegenitive-dativeclitic on isaspectualin Wesensethatit
is usedto expressWefactthattheevent or stateexpressedby Wepr edicatecontinues
or endur es- henceitsname.

The sentencesin (13) illustrateWeuse of Weintransiévedverb mutung bum
with fire' in clauses with various aspectual and temporal properties. The
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conn.nuativeaspect mar kingof Wesubject in (13a) makes Weaspect of Weclause
unbounded, continuousand non-completed compar edto We(default) nominative
mar kingof thesubjectin the sentences(I3bd):

(13) a Mutung -fxa -nya na urns
burn -380 -3sD ART house
ThehouseiswasaflameWurning.'

b. Na- mutung
3sN=burn
It bur ng/isbur ned/isbur ning/willburn.' etc.
(dependingpn context)'

c. Na- mutung -f:a
3sN- burn  -PRF
Itis burned(down).'

d Na mutung -pa na uma hau
3sN- burn -IMPFART house one.CLP
SHHanotherhousehasbur neddown).'

e. Na mutung na wurns jakau- pajulu “wiu]lgepi
3sN- burn  ART house if 2sN- play use fire
Thehousewin burn(down) whenyou play withfire.'

Inthe sentences(9)-fl3a) Wegenitivedine markghe subject whilethedativeclitic
- always Wethirdper son singular-nyain continuafiveaspect consuucfiofxs- seems
to be superfluousasit doesnot expressa grammaticalelation. How did Wedative
end upin thisconstruction'How andwhy didthisparticularconstructiondevel opan
inter pretatiorof continuativeaspect? A possibleanswer to both of these questions
wHIbe presentedin the of thispaper.

4 STRUCTURAL AMBIGUITY WITH TRANSITIVE NOMINAL
CLAUSES

As mentioned above, We continuativeaspect consnuction is formally related to
nominal clauses,mor e particularlytransitivenominal clauses. The genitive enclitic
mar kingWesubjectof transitiveclausesmakesthem resemblepossessed Nfxs.The
functional (semantid discour se)pr oper tiesof nominalclausesar ediver seand rawer
complex (cf. Klamer 1994:94-98). However ,all nominal clauses shareWeproperty
thatthey areunassertedpr opositionsand/or donot expressWemain narrativedinein
discour se.

The sentences(14) and (15) Hlustratesome ssmple nominal clauses.In (14) We
verbmai come' is intransitiveand thegenitive subjectis -na 3s, his/her/its'. In
(15) Weverbpafu hit'is transitiveand Wesubj ectis genitive-mu 2s, your', while
Weobjectis markedwithdative-nya " 38t'.



