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DATIVE CLITIC IN

Marian 1(lamer

1 INTRODUCTION

lu. this construction, the dative Cline -nya marks the verbal complement which I
will refer to as the (direct) object. The term (direct) object refer to thesyntactic
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re awe w~veclauseseate   trot  (3).

W such clauses, me possessor is marked with a genitive enefitie (-flggu is the
Possessor of mbapa �husbafld'). . The NP mbapa-ffggu constitutes the�nflminal

 of the matrix clause and the clause has no copular verb:

(3) [Mbafta -nffgu]NP -n ya
husband -ISO -380
�He (is) my husband'

In constructions like the one W (3), me dative elide -nya marks the only argument
of We non-verbal predieme, which in Kambera are always marked wlm ac from
either me aeeusadve or We dative paradigm. Without giving further motivation, I
will use We term �subjecf' to refer to We grammatical relation between an
intrausfdve predicate (including non-verbal ones) and its single argument as weft as
w We relation between a transitive predicate and its most agendve/controlling
argument. -

Having established this, we can compare We nature of the dative elide in the
eontiftuative construcdon in (I) - where it does not seem to have a referential
function - with its object-marking funedon illustrated in (2) and Its subject-marking
funcdon in (3). This will be the content of, respec6vely, section 4 and  below. w

The PaPef is organized as foHows. Flrst I will present the facts about RaffHera
.Pronommaf endcizatiofl that are relevant for the discussion in section 2. Then, in

non 3, the characterisdes of the Kambefa eontinuative aspect construction will be
dlscussed. Sec6on 4 and section 5 discuss eonstrucfions that are formafly related to
the continua6ve asPeef constrnedon. Secdon 6 contains a discussion of the findmgs
which are summarised in section 7. o

2 PRONOMINAL CLITICIZATION IN KAMBERA

Kambera is a he g language (Nichols 1986) in the sense that it has rich
morPhosyntaetic marking on me head of the elause, the verb: pronommaf aspectual
and/or modal elides together with the verb may constitute a complete tenee.
Definite verbal arguments are marked for person, number and case (Nommafive (N),
Genitive (G), Dative (D), Accusative (A)) by prominal elides attached to the veifnH
eomPlex. In addidon to pronominal cliticization, arguments can be expressed by
(adjoined) NPs, which are Wen used for disamNguafion or emphasis, discou
saHency or eontrasd The NPs, including me full pronouns, are op6onal and do
not show ease mar king.' Basie word order is SVO: subject NP - verb/verbal complex
Pius cit'tics - object Nfr (Klamer 1996c). 

fhe unmarked way w express a subject in a simpk declafafive sentence is with a
nomlna.dve ProcHue. This is shown in (4). In this sentence, the verb lambuta �drop
out' IS mtransidve and its subject na kl �We tree (lit. the wood)' is marked on W
verb with the nominative proclidc na- (We brackets Wdieate the opffonaHfy of the
NPs). - -

(4) (Na  ai)      Na-    tambuta  dafIgu  among
ART                              wood  3sN-   drop out  with   roof
�That tree is uprooted.'
(lit. that tree it is dropped out with root)

In (5)   me verb  pa/u  �hit'  is transitive,  the  subject na tau wdtu �the fat mafl'  is
marked on the verb with the nominative proclitic na-, the object with the accusative
enclitic -.

(5) (Na    tau         wdm)   ha-    pain  -fi a   (nyungga)
ART  person  be.fat   3sN-  hit     -ISA   I
�The big man hit me.'
(lit. the big marl he-hit-me I)

In (6) the double object (applicative) verb i.ng 'buy something for someone' has
two object arguments: a patient (�direct object') and a recipient (�indirect object').
The dative elide -ftgga now marks the recipient ~while We (patient) NP rt �vegetable'
is not cliticised on the verb because it is indefinite.

(6) (I        Arna)   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 We direct object as
illustrated in (7):

Cl Ama) na- kei- ngga -nya
ART father 3sN- buy -lsD -3sD
�Father buys it for me.'
(lit. Father he buys me It)

(7)

Sentence (7) shows that there are two �slots' for object elides, both following the
verb; first, the indirect object is marked with a dab.ve elide followed by another
dative elide marking the direct object. This is remarkable, because the second dative
elide refers to a direct object (patient), which is usually marked with an accusative
elide, as we saw in (5) above.2

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

(8) a. Ningu uma -nggu
be.hefe house -ISO
�I have a house.'
(lif. (here) is a house of mine)

j L This is an idiosyncratic restriction on clitic clusters in xxfibers: the second postverbal object clitic
j must always be dative~ Let me note at this point that the facts given here, alf]]iough correct do not
j represent s full account of 'Kalnhem chticizatioa', which is much more complex and irregular than
t these examDles sugRest. (cf. the references oive,n ahovv\
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b. Na    urns    -eggs
ART  house  -lsG
�My house.'

c. Na    uma    bidi   -nggu
ART  house  new  -ISO
�My new house.'

Apart from markmg a possessor, a genitive enclitic is often used to mark subjects as
well. This was illustrated in (2). where We possessive enclitic -nggu marks the
subject of pa/u �hit'. I will refer to clauses with such genitive subjects as �nominal
clauses'. They will be further  in section 4 below.

3 CONTINUATIVE ASPECT CONSTRUCTION

The focus of this paper is to determine We role of We dative elide in continuative
aspect constructions. As we have seen, in a continuafive aspect construction two
pronominal elides are attached postverbafly: a genitive and a dative, in that order. In
We sentences (9)-(12) We clitics in bold constitute We continuative aspect
construction. The examples show that We continuative construction is used for both
activity verbs, such as lalut �go' and pabanjar �tafk', and stative verbs, such as manju
�be hungry' andpi!:xb` �be blind'.

(9) Laku -nggu -nya
go -IsG -3sD
�lam going.'

(10) Ka pafn bafxjar du da -nya .ka nd
CNJ  -FMfx -3pG -3sD -PRF DE[
�So they were talkingnalked' for a while.'

(11) Manjd        -ma     -nggu   nya   ina
be.hungry  -EMP   -180     -3sD  mother
�lam Creeling) hungry, mum.

(12) Poki -na nya? Mm, poki -na -nya
be.band -380 -3sD yes be.blind -380 -3sD
�Is he blind?' �Yes, he is blind.'

The function of the genitive-dative clitic  on is aspectual in We sense that it
is used to express We fact that the event or state expressed by We predicate continues
or endures - hence its name.

The sentences in (13) illustrate We use of We intransi6ve4 verb mutung �bum
with fire' in clauses with various aspectual and temporal properties. The

conn.nuative aspect marking of We subject in (13a) makes We aspect of We clause
unbounded, continuous and non-completed compared to We (default) nominative
marking of the subject in the sentences (l3bd):

(13) a Mutung -fxa -nya na urns
burn -380 -3sD ART house
�The house is/was aflameWurning.'

b. Na-   mutung
3sN=  burn
�It             burns/is burned/is burning/will burn.' etc.
(depending on context) '

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

d       Na-   mutung  -pa       na      uma     hau
3sN-  burn        -IMPF  ART  house   one. CLP
�SHH another house has burned (down).'

e. Na- mutung na urns jaka u- pajulu `wiu]lgu epi
3sN- burn ART house if 2sN- play use fire
�The house win burn (down) when you play with fire.'

In the sentences (9)-fl3a) We genitive dine marks the subject while the dative clitic
- always We third person singular -nya in continuafive aspect consuucfiofxs - seems
to be superfluous as it does not express a grammatical relation. How did We dative
end up in this construction? How and why did this particular construction develop an
interpretation of continuative aspect? A possible answer to both of these questions
wHl be presented in the  of this paper.

4 STRUCTURAL AMBIGUITY WITH TRANSITIVE NOMINAL
CLAUSES

As mentioned above, We continuative aspect consnuction is formally related to
nominal clauses, more particularly, transitive nominal clauses. The genitive enclitic
marking We subject of transitive clauses makes them resemble possessed Nfxs. The
functional (semantid discourse) properties of nominal clauses are diverse and rawer
complex (cf. Klamer 1994:94-98). However, all nominal clauses share We property
that they are unasserted propositions and/or do not express We main narrative line in
discourse.

The sentences (14) and (15) Hlustrate some simple nominal clauses. In (14) We
verb mai �come' is intransitive and the genitive subject is -na �3s, his/her/its'. In
(15) We verb pafu �hit' is transitive and We subject is genitive -mu �2s, your', while
We object is marked with dative -nya �"38, it'.


