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PROMOTION AND TOPICALITY OF NEZ PERCE ORJECTS
Noel Rude
University of Oregon

The Nez Perce are indigenous to the plateau lands of the north-
western United States. They are famous for the Appaloosa horse, and
for Chief Joseph, the "Red Napoleon" who gained international
attention in the 1880s for his astonishing victories and escapes
from several United States armies. Army strategists still study his
tactics. 1In final defeat Chief Joseph was not bitter. His surrender
speech lives on as a classic in American literature.

The Nez Perce language belongs to the Sahaptian language family,
which has been linked with Penutian.l Both Yakima and Umatilla are
Sahaptian languages. Penutian is the most widespread language phylum
in the Western Hemisphere, embracing, if valid, not only various
languages in the western United States, but even Mayan in Central
America and Araucanian in Chile. Today Nez Perce survives among a
rapidly dwindling number of older people scattered on several
reservations in the states of Idaho, Oregon and Washington. There
are, fortunately, two fine collections of texts: Phinney (1934) and
Roki (1979). These as well as the insights of my informant Zelma
Minthorn have provided the data for this paper.2

Although this paper proposes to deal with the Nez Perce direct
object, it will be necessary to comment on the subject as well. This
is because the nature of the direct object is reflected in the coding
strategies of the subject. The first section of the paper looks at
the structural properties of both subject and object. Next follows
a structural description of various promotional and demotional
strategies, and then in the conclusion are some comments on the
function of the direct object.

1. Syntactic constructions.

1.1. Subject.

1.1.1. General characteristics. Subjects in Nez Perce have
obligatory number agreement on the verb in certain aspectual suffixes,
as the following examples show. Person has nothing to do with the
selection of the morphemes that index subject number agreement. Note
that subject-verb agreement for number is with a nominative subject;

a transitive verb agrees with the semantic agent, not the patient.

1) Intransitive verb, first person subject

Singular Plural
kiuse kus{ix
'I am going' 'We are going'

2) Intransitive verb, third person subject
Singular Plural
hikduse hikus{ix
'He3 is going' 'They are going'
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3) Transitive verb, first person subject

Singualr Plural

7eke7nipi§g ?eke?nipsiix

'I am biting it' 'We are biting it'
4) Transitive verb, third person subject

Singular Plural

péeke?nipse péeke?nipsix

'He is biting it' 'They are biting it'

There are several aspectual suffixes that do not inflect for number.
Whenever they occur, a prefix pe- is optionally available to mark
the plurality of the subject.4 Once again agreement is with a
nominative subject. For the following examples deletion of pe-
would be necessary if the subjects were singular.

5) Intransitive verb

First person Third person

Egkﬁuye higgkﬁuye

'We went' 'They went'
6) Transitive verb

First person Third person

?epeke?nipe peepeke?nipe

'We bit it' 'They bit it'

The syntactic subject in Nez Perce is that argument that obligatorily
triggers number agreement in the verb via the suffixes -se/-siix,
etc., as well as optional plural agreement with the prefix pe- in
just those situations where the aspectual suffix does not encode
number.

1.1.2. Intransitive clauses.

1.1.2.1. Subject-verb agreement. Every finite verb in Nez Perce
obligatorily indexes the person of its subject. Different morphology
is involved, however, depending on whether the verb is transitive or
intransitive. 1In the intransitive clause third person subjects
trigger verbal agreement via the prefix hi-, first and second person
via zero marking. The following four examples are given to
illustrate subject-verb agreement for person in intransitive clauses.

7) g;kﬁuye 8) wéet g;kﬁuye
1NOM-went QUESTION 2NOM-went
'I went' 'Did you go?'

9) Eikﬁuye 10) wéet Eikﬁuse
3NOM-went QUESTION 3NOM-be going
'He went' 'Is he going?'

1.1.2.2. NP case marking for subject. Nez Perce marks the case roles
of NPs via a set of about 20 different suffixes, the subject of an
intransitive verb being the unmarked case. Although it will not be
dealt with in this paper, it is worth noting that word order is

extremely variable in Nez Perce; all possible word orders are
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encountered in the texts. Independent pPronouns such as occur in the
examples below are optional (the conditions on their use will not be
dealt with in this paper). They are included here as examples of
the non-case marked NP subjects of intransitive verbs.
11) ?{in-g @-paayna watiisx

I 1NOM-arrived yesterday

'I arrived yesterday'

12) Aoki 3:34
kaa hi?lwiaxwaqca ?ipi
and 3NOM-be screaming she
'And she is screaming'

13) Phinney 12:16-17
kii wéawa—ﬂ Eiyéwtelume néagcigﬁ hiﬁéy2§
here mosquito 3NOM-dipped head one-into pail-into
'Here Mosquito dipped his head into a pail!

1.1.3. Transitive clauses.

1.1.3.1. Subject-verb agreement. Subject-verb agreement for person
is obligatory for every finite verb in Nez Perce. The same agreement
prefixes discussed in 1.1.2.1. above sometimes index the subject in
a,transitive verb, other times a different set of prefixes are used:
pee- for third person, and ®e- for first and second person.> The
factors that determine this choice will be dealt with later. Suffice
it to note that it is entirely the nature of the object and not the
subject that conditions the special subject-verb agreement prefixes
of transitive verbs.

Subject-verb agreement for number, as discussed in section 1.1.1.,
treats the semantic agent of a transitive clause the same as the
subject of an intransitive clause. The prefixes Régf and “e-,
however, agree only with agentive/experiencer subjects in certain
transitive clauses. 1In view of this I shall refer to them as ergative
(or ERG). They are not strictly semantic markers. Their occurrence
is conditioned by the syntactic and/or pragmatic nature of the direct
object (to be discussed later), and hence ergative is a more accurate
term than agent. But I use this term at the risk of confusing the
reader. It must be realized that Nez Perce has no corresponding
"absolutive"” case. Nez Perce is not an ergative language in the
classical sense, where the ergative case stands in counterdistinction
to an absolutive case in which the semantic accusative of a transitive
verb is encoded the same as the subject of an intransitive verb. Nez
Perce, rather, has a nominative subject that links the semantic agent
of a transitive verb with the subject of an intransitive verb. Aand
then, in addition, the subject of a transitive verb often triggers
ergative agreement via Eégf/ZEf. Although the subjects of transitive
and intransitive verbs are in this way distinguished in Nez Perce,
the accusative object of a transitive verb and the subject of an
intransitive verb are not linked by an absolutive case in the language.
Since the morphemes hi-/g- (discussed in 1.1.2.1. above) must be
prefixed to a transitive verb when EéSf/ZST are not, they will there-
fore be designated as nominative (or NOM) in this paper.
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NOMINATIVE ERGATIVE
1st/2nd person g- Pe-
3rd person hi- pée-
Table 1. Subject-verb agreement prefixes for person.
In the following examples, subject-verb agreement for person is
contrasted in intransitive and transitive clauses.

14) First person

Intransitive Transitive
gfkﬁuye ngéegwiye
1NOM-went 1ERG-stole
'I went' 'I stole it'
15) Third person

Intransitive Transitive
Qikﬁuye gégpeegwiye
3NOM-went 3ERG-stole
'He went' 'He stole it'

1.1.3.2. NP case marking for subject. A subject NP that has ergative
agreement in a transitive verb is also 1tse1f case marked with the
ergative suffix -nim/-nm. In example 16 xaxaac '‘grizzly bear' is the
unmarked subject of an intransitive verb in contrast with 17 where
the same noun is the subject of a transitive verb and is consequently
case marked ergative. There is concord in case marking between
adjectives and a head noun in Nez Perce, as is observable in the
ergative NP in 17.

16) kaa Ei§iiéemne gé¥aac
and 3NOM-became angry grizzly
'And Grizzly Bear became angry'

17) Eéexne hlmeqllsnlm 01kaw1lsn1m xaxaasnlm
3ERG-saw big-ERG horrible-ERG grlzzly-ERG
'The big horrible grizzly bear saw him'

The ergative case is limited to third person subject NPs in Nez
Perce.® Independent pronouns for first or second person never
inflect for the ergative case. Compare the following: in 18

there is no distinction between nuun 'we' in the intransitive and
the transitive clause, but in 19 7121 'he/she/it' 15 the subject

in the intransitive clause, while the ergative 712n1m is the subject
in the transitive clause.

18) First person

Intransitive Transitive

nGun ¢-Egkﬁuye ntiun 7eggpée§wiye
we 1NOM-PL-went we 1ERG-PL-stole
'ﬂg‘went' 'Eg_stole it!

19) Third person

Intransitive Transitiye
7igi Eikﬁuye ?ipnim peepeexwiye
he 3NOM-went he-ERG 3ERG-stole

'He went' 'He stole it’
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The Nez Perce case suffix -nim, in accord with many ergative
languages, is also the genitive marker.? Below are two examples of
genitive constructions. Note that, although first and second person
pronouns never inflect for the ergative case, they do for the
genitive, as in 20.

20) nlunim wéetes 21) héamagg.ciééamqal
we-GEN land man-GEN dog
'our land' 'the man's dog'

In a genitive construction the head (or possesse?) noun is never
itself case marked ergative,8 as, for example, pike 'mother' is not
in 22 below.

22) héamagg pike Eéexne
man-GEN mother 3ERG-saw
'The man's mother saw him'

1.2, Direct object. We have already noted two peculiarities of the
Nez Perce direct object: the fact that it is the grammaticalization
of the direct object (not the subject) that determines ergative
subject-verb agreement and also ergative NP case marking. There are
three other grammatical characteristics of the direct object to
consider: NP case marking for direct object, the peculiar treatment
of first and second person direct objects, and plural object-verb
agreement.

1.2.1. NP case marking for direct object. Direct object NPs are case
marked with the suffix -ne. Unlike ergative NP case marking, this
includes all independent pronouns, even first and second person.

The next three examples exhibit overt direct object NPs case marked
with -ne. Examples 24 and 25 illustrate case concord between
adjective and noun.

23) phinney 145:11-12
kii gégﬁenweme qiiwgg 7iceyéeyegg
now 3ERG-talked with o0l1d man-OBJ coyote-ERG
'Now Coyote talked with the old man'

24) RAoki 3:2-3

PRI 14 ) s <. se 97 YT
lpnim poopciyawnax inekiix titluune imeesne
he-ERG 3ERG-would kill even big-OBJ deer-OBJ

'He would kill even a big deer'

25) Roki 3:45
?ee zgﬁyéagno7qa ku7sgé. wegweqégg_ titlﬁugg
you 2ERG-can find places-in frog-OBJ big-OBJ
'You can find a big frog in these places'

1.2.2. First/second person direct objects. One peculiarity of the
high topicality of first and second person is manifested by both
subject and direct object in Nez Perce: both deflect ergative
marking. While first and second person NPs are never marked ergative,
first and second person direct objects prohibit ergative subject-verb
agreement. In example 26 below the nominative pronoun ?fin 'I' has
ergative agreement in the verb with ?a-, while the nominative subject
agreement with g- in the transitive verb in example 27 is due to there




being a second person direct object.

NOMINATIVE ERGATIVE/GENITIVE DIRECT OBJECT
I ?{in ?{inim ?{ine
‘he/she/it'  ?ipi ?ipnim ?ipn_é
'man’ héama héamagg héamagg
'coyote’ ?iceyéeye 7iceyéeyegg ?iceyéeyegg
'old woman' ?4atway 7éatwaygig 7éatway£3
'old man' q{iwn qfiwgig q{iwgg
'deer’ ?{mes 7iméesgig 7iméesgg
'child! miya?c miya7ésgig_ miya7ésgg
Table 2. Examples of the Nez Perce subject/direct object cases.

The nominative subject-verb

agreement with hi- in 28 is due to a first person direct object.

Note that the independent pronoun is case marked as a direct object
with -ne in 28, and that in 29, even though having nominative
agreement in the verb, the subject NP is marked ergative with -nim.
This combination of nominative subject-verb agreement and ergative
case marking on the NP can only be caused by a first or second person
direct object. It is interesting to observe in comparing 26, 27 and
29 that the existence of a grammatical direct object is marked, but
only once in the clause, either by NP case marking or by ergative
subject-verb agreement.

26) ?{in ?ataamyaana 27) ?{in g-tlamyaana

I 1ERG-hit I INOM-hit
'I hit him' 'I hit you'

28) 7{igg_gi;éamyaana
I-OBJ 3NOM-hit

'He hit me'

29) Ei;éamyaana ?4atwaynim
3NOM-hit old woman-ERG
'The old woman hit me'

1.2.3. Plural direct object agreement in verb. The verb in Nez Perce
optionally agrees with a plural direct object by prefixing nées-.4
Just as with plural subject-verb agreement (section 1.1.1l. above),
plural direct object agreement in the verb is also indifferent to
person. For example, compare the following.

30) ?andastaamyaana 31) g-niastaamyaana

1ERG-PL-hit 1NOM-PL-hit
'T hit them'’ 'I hit you all'

In 30 above naas- agrees with a plural third person direct object,
and in 31 the same morpheme agrees with a plural second person direct
object. 1In 31 the second person direct object has deflected ergative
subject-verb agreement, in accordance with the principles outlined in
1.2.2. above. Table 3 below gives in paradigm form all the subject/
direct object verbal agreement prefixes discussed so far. Subject-
verb agreement for person is represented horizontally and verbal
agreement for plural subject/direct object is shown vertically.
prefix RéST' as is observable in table 3, does not co-occur with

The
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NO PLURAL SUBJECT-VERB PLURAL SUBJECT-VERB

AGREEMENT PREFIX AGREEMENT WITH pe-
PLURAL DIRECT PLURAL DIRECT
OBJECT VERBAL OBJECT VERBAL
AGREEM%NT AGREEMENT
WITH nees- WITH nées-
1/2 NOM @- ﬁ-nées- g-pe- ﬂ-penées-
1/2 ERG ?e- ?enées- ?epe- ?epenées-
3NOM hi- hinées- hipe- hipenées-
3ERG pée- péeggf

Table 3. Argument agreement in Nez Perce verbal prefixes.

nées-. Plural direct object verbal agreement with nées- causes
demotion of ergative subject-verb agreement when the subject is third
person; it does not when the subject is first or second person. This
demotion, however, never carries over to the subject NP, as can be
seen in example 33 below. Example 32 illustrates the absence of
ergative marking on non-third person NPs (see also examples 18 and

19 as well as section 1.2.2. above), but its occurrence in the form
of the subject-verb agreement prefix ®e-. Example 34 has ergative
marking on both the subject NP and the verb, both subject and direct
object being third person (in contrast to 33 where nées- precludes
the co-existence of the third person ergative subject-verb agreement
prefix pée-.

32) ?{in %enéeshexne walésgg
I 1ERG-PL-saw knife-0OBJ
'I saw the knives'

33) ?ipnim hinéeshexne walésgg
he-ERG 3NOM-PL-saw knife-OBJ
'He saw the knives'

. /4 4 ’,
34) ?ipnim peexne walasna
he-ERG 3ERG-saw knife-OBJ
'He saw the knife'

2.0. Promotion to direct object. 1In this section I am going to
describe the structural devices by which a non-patient object can be
promoted to direct object. It is clear that this is controlled, in
some cases at least, by discourse considerations. Comment, however,
on any discourse motivations for the optional promotions will, for
the most part, have to be deferred till the concluding section of
this paper.

2.1. Dative promotion. The human (conscious) participant object of

a bitransitive verb must obligatorily appear as the direct object.
The semantic patient is therefore demoted from the direct object;

if it occurs as a surface NP it is never case marked. In examples
35, 36, 37 and 39 below the semantic patient is a surface argument,
and in none of these examples is it case marked as a direct object.
In 37, 38 and 39 the semantic dative is a surface NP and in each case
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is marked as a direct object. The ergative subject-verb agreement
in 35, 37 and 38 co-occurs with third person direct objects, which
in each case is the recoverable or surface semantic dative. Note
that in 39 it is the first person dative object ?iine 'me' that
demotes the ergative subject-verb agreement to the nominative hi-.
In 36 ndad- agrees with a plural dative object (keléemet could be
either singular or plural). 1In 40 ndas- agrees with titéogana

'the Indians', the animate source from which the horses were stolen.

35) Aoki 18:61
Zgwyéhimta7ko7qa mée¥sem
1ERG-could show mountain
'I could show him the mountain'

36) Aoki 13:38
weetu hinéaéniqana keléemet
not 3NOM-PL-gave pipe
'He did not give the pipe to them'

37) pPhinney 145:7-8
kaa 7ee weelu &a?i? yiyewiisgg. Zgﬁniise pahap
and you not rightly poor one-OBJ 2ERG~give daughters
'And it is not right for you to give your daughters to such a

poor one'
38) Phinney 31:2
kawd? héamagm_géene 7éatway35

then man-ERG 3ERG-said old woman-OBJ
'Then the man told the old woman, "..."

39) Aoki (1970) 138
bi?niye 7{ig§_le7éptit wax néaaqc wa?waaktam

3NOM-gave I-OBJ twenty and one trout
'He gave me twenty-one trout'

40) Roki 17:9
sikem titéoqagg_ hinéaspa¥wiqana
horse Indian-OBJ 3NOM-PL-stole
'He stole horses from the Indians'

2.2. Benefactive promotion. When the dative/benefactive status of an
object is not implicit in the semantics of the verb, then a special
verbal suffix is required and this animate participant is promoted
to direct object.9 In the texts benefactive promotion is just as
obligatory as dative promotion. There is a benefactive NP suffix in
Nez Perce, however. But in texts it only occurs in such verbless
environments as in 42 below, or with abstract NPs as in 41,10

41) Phinney 115:6
héeneku? ¢—7inikééim watiiski’gxn
again 2NOM—-put-BEN—IMP1 tomorrow-for
'put it for me again for tomorrow'

42) Aoki 14:5
... talawi ta’c siiéaﬁgzg
if good horse-for
*... if good for the horses'
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The benefactive verbal suffix —éﬁi in 41 above does not promote
'tomorrow' to direct object. Rather, it marks the promotion to
direct object of the conscious participant 'me', whose first person
status is the reason for the nominative subject-verb agreement. 1In
each of the following 5 examples -- all of which have the benefactive
verbal suffix -~ the semantic patient is a surface NP, and in none
of them is it the direct object of the verb. The plural direct
object agreement prefix néeé- in 46 agrees with the benefactive
(even though the semantic patient is also plural). In 47 a first
person benefactive direct object has demoted ergative subject-verb
agreement from 227 to g- (as in 41 above), just as a first or second
person direct object would do to a normal transitive verb,

43) pPhinney 142:13-14

qéaca7c2im12 Eéanygéya timduni ?iméesnim tupé?snim
grandmother-ERG 3ERG-make-BEN-ASP bow deer-GEN rib-GEN

'The grandmother made him a bow of deer's rib'

44) Phinney 137:14
wlagit kix Zgﬁi°enis yﬁ7sgg tuyé
therefore let me 1ERG-shoot-BEN-ASP poor one-OBJ pheasant
'Therefore, let me shoot a pheasant ggg_zbg_ggor one'

45) Phinney 315:13-14
23ﬁpé&;e392}3 s$&¥ piéfiﬁi&g
1ERG-get-BEN~go-ASP clothing girl-OBJ
'I will go get clothing for the girl'

46) Phinney 325:15
”» 9. J . ]’(' ,
eneecinpeniy uusx kaa soox
2ERG-PL-get~-BEN-IMP bowl and spoon
'Get for them the bowl and spoon'

47) pPhinney 151:14
?iniit do? himéedis Q—hanyééip
lodge very large 2NOM-make -BEN-IMP
'Make a very large lodge for me’

2.3. Genitive promotion. The same verbal suffix used for benefactive
promotion also serves for genitive promotion. Genitive promotion is
at least partially optional (as will be seen later in the discussion
of the antipassive). It applies’to either alienable or inalienable
possession. In both 51 and 52 nées- agrees with a plural genitive
of alienable possession.

48) Aoki 20 (1, 2) 1
ngﬁukwegg&§e 7ip2é_ titine
1ERG-know-GEN-ASP he-OBJ heart
'I know his heart'

49) Aoki 17:138
kfimet kaa Eéppci&awna’xsana kﬁksgg_ miyaZc
then and 3ERG-kill-GEN-ASP Cook-OBJ child
'Then they killed Cook's son'
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50) Aoki 4 :29
kaa nuusnu E__pqe’np nye xaxaasna
and nose 3ERG-grab-GEN-ASP grlzzly—OBJ
'And he grabbed grizzly bear's nose'

51) Phlnney 96 13
kuds h1neesk1ye7nye 76ypaa¥at talatat
thus 3NOM-PL-do-GEN-ASP all five cedar sticks
'Thus he did to all five of their cedar sticks'

52) Phlnney 323:7
xalap hindeskiye?nyel4
open 3NOM-PL-do-GEN-ASP
'she opened theirs (the door)'

The suffix -nim does mark a genitive noun in a demoted object NP.
For example, in 53 below genitive promotion has occurred. But
?1meesn1m 'the deer's' has not been promoted to direct object, it
being marked w1th -nim instead of -ne. The plural (there is verb
agreement with naas —) direct object “recoverable from context is
'the wolves''.

53) Phlnney 267 :16-7
ku?ski hindasyogopnaysa ?imdesnim piips tequpénixt
thus 3NOM-PL-éat heartily-GEN-ASP deer-GEN bone leftover
'Thus he eats their (the wolves') leftover bones of the deer
with much gusto'

2.4, Locative promotions.

2.4.1. Directional dative promotion. A dlrectlonal dative is promoted
to direct object by the verbal suffix —yuu/-nuu, as in 55 below, where
the verb has been transitivized by it. The same verb with intransitive
morphology is contrasted in 54.

54) AOkl 1:7
waagi kaa h1x11cemne xaxaac
now  and 3NOM-be angry-ASP grlzzly
'Now Grizzly Bear got angry'

55) Phlnney 113:9
kaa 7aatwayn1m komac EL_}lcemnuuye texﬁexne
and old woman-ERG terribly 3ERG-be angry-DIR-ASP locust-OBJ
'and the old woman became terribly angry at Locust'

Directional dative promotion with the verb kuu- 'go' is often idiomatic
for 'to marry', as in 57 below. In 56 there is no promotion; the
clause is intransitive.

56) Roki 18 3
9 Ié . Ié
sooyaapoo kawa qo? mexseemx hipekuye
whiteman then quite mountain-to 3NOM-PL-go-ASP
'"The whitemen had gone to the mountains'

57) Aoki 11:1 (tltle of a "true" tale)
7aw11nm peeklz__ee wexpuusne
widow-ERG 3ERG-go-DIR-ASP rattlesnake-OBJ
'Widow marries a rattlesnake'
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Genitive promotion takes over directional dative promotion,
as can be seen in 58 below. The morpheme for benefactive/genitive
promotion is suffixed to the verb after the locative suffix -xdh/-nﬁh.

58) Phinney 229:4
kaa wéhqo7 weptéésgg simes Eéégzgg’e&sene wegweqéém
and now eagle-OBJ bed 3ERG-go-DIR-BEN-ASP frog-ERG
'And now the frog went to Eagle's bed'

Directional dative promotion is optional (its motivation will be
speculated on later). The promotion of directional datives has not
occurred in 60, 61 and 62 below.

59) Aoki 9:106
kawo ? hickiliine yi’c
then 3NOM-went home poor
'Then the poor thing went home'

60) Phinney 151:2-3
kawo? Qipkilfine pisftﬁ
then 3NOM-went home father-to
'Then she went home to her father's'

61) P@%nney %2:3 , ,
metu kawo? hikuuye  xaxaacpx
but then 3NOM-went grizzly-to
'Nevertheless she went to Grizzly Bear's (lodge)'

62) Phinney %70:13-14
kii hikuuye pisftx
now 3NOM-went father-to
'Now she went to her father's'

In example 63 there are two clauses; in the first the directional
marking is on the independent pronoun ?iméemx 'to you all', in the
second clause the same referent has been promoted to direct object
by the suffix -Eéé_and consequently there is plural direct object
verbal agreement via nas-.

63) RAoki 13:19-20

dalawi lemtdus ngébsana ?iméem§
if enemy 3NOM-enter-ASP of you all-to
. ’ . 1) ’ .
hinaspaynoosana ?imemlemtuusnim ...

3NOM-PL-arrive-DIR-ASP your-enemy-ERG
'If an enemy comes in to you, your enemy comes to you, ...'

2.4.2. Allative promotion. Inanimate allative objects can also be
optionally promoted to direct object. The following two examples
contrast the allative case of the noun (example 64) with promotion to
direct object of an allative object (in 65), both with the same verb
kuu- 'go’.
64) Aoki 17:43-44

kala ﬂ-kusfix yéwwinmai

just 1NOM-go-ASP Rapid River-to

'We are just going to Rapid River'
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65) Phinnex 103:11-%2 ,
metu weetu? ”alaana tamawiin qatét gééxzuusinm
but not fire-OBJ too near 3ERG-go-DIR-ASP

'But they are not coming too close to the fire'

T@g following two examples make the same contrast with the verb
paay- 'arrive'.
66) Aoki 2:2 ,

kiimet Eipagéipa himeéfisgg’hiqugg

then 3NOM-PL-arrive-ASP big-LOC  bench-LOC

'Then they arrived at a big bench (of the river)'

67) Aoki 12:21
kiimet Egpaygégma kinu? tegpe’éhgg
then 3ERG-arrive-DIR-ASP here prairie-OBJ
'Then he came here to the prairie’

In example 68 there are two locative objects, one of which has been
promoted to direct object. In 69 the promoted direct object is
evidently the 'whiteman' who is in the house, since ?infitx 'to the
house' has not been promoted.

68) Phinney 78:2-3
kfimet kond petgep’niyduye téekinpe  ?infine
then there 3ERG-suddenly come-DIR-ASP meadow-LOC lodge-OBJ
'Then he suddenly came upon a lodge in a little meadow'

69) Aoki 17:48-49
kfi kiye ’infitx ’ekiydusix
now we house-to 1ERG-go-DIR-ASP
'Now we are going to the house to him'

It is not entirely clear at this preliminary stage exactly what the
motivation for locative promotion is. Any perusal of the texts,
however, reveals that unpromoted animates are very rare and that
promoted inanimates are also somewhat rare. As we have seen, on
occasion even the highly topical first and second person independent
pronouns are not promoted to direct object. Here is another example.
70) Phinney 79:6-7

kala kunku? °finim2§_§imaméotosx§£§

just always my-to 3NOM-consider superior-ASP

'Just always they are considering themselves superior to me'

2.4.%. Ablative promotion. Aoki (1970, page 97) lists a verbal suffix,
—(g)aagiik, and an example sentence in which it has marked the promotic
of an ablative argument to direct object.

71) Aoki (1970) 97
kailo? ZEméitpééswisiga kaa higggyaka7ykéagiiksa
just 1ERG-disobey-ASP and 3NOM-PL-fly-ABL-ASP
'We just disobeyed her (our mother) then she flew away from us'

Aoki contrasts wéeke7zkse 'TI am flying' as an example of the same
verb without ablative promotion. The following two example§ have
unpromoted ablative nouns, which in Nez Perce suffix -(p)kinix.
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Note that the unpromoted NP in 72 below is highly animate.

72) Aoki’13:l9 , , ,

keleemet miyooxatopkinix hisepeelkiliicine

pipe chief-ABLATIVE 3NOM-pass around-ASP

'Starting from the chief they passed the pipe around!'
73) Phinney 41:6

hipawspiyxtoga megséemkihix

3NOM-PL-move back-ASP mountains-ABLATIVE

'They moved back from the mountains'

2.4.4. Additional locative promotions. Among the verbal suffixes
listed on pages 93-103 of Aoki 1970 are those that we have just
discussed involving the various promotions to direct object. BAoki
also lists there several suffixes that we have not yet discussed
that concern the semantics of the direct object. These include
-(g)éatk 'as the direct object passes by', -ég_'over the direct
object', -éece ‘on/upon the direct object!', -s0? 'against the direct
object', and -(E)ﬁukini 'as the direct object approaches'. Often
these suffixes merely add semantic detail to the direct object of an
already transitive verb. Sometimes, however, they are involved in
transitivizing an intransitive verb. The following examples that
involve promotions to direct object are from Aoki 1970, unless
otherwise noted. The verbs Eif 'say, tell' in 74 and wehi- 'bark'
in 77 can also take dative direct objects without these promotional
suffixes. I have not yet found a clear example of promotion
involving -éece.

74) -(n)Aatk promotion
a. ku?stiit koni Qipigg_ héeneku?
same there 3NOM-say-ASP again
'she said the same thing again'

b. Phinney 53:8-9

ku?stiit kona pha-g-natka héeneRu?
same there 3ERG-say-PASSING-ASP again

'she said the same thing to him as he passed again'

75) -ég romotion

a. huuxelece b. Eéhogalégga
3NOM-roll-ASP 3ERG-roll-OVER-ASP
'It is rolling' 'It is rolling over him'
76) -so”? promotion
aT_B;wistokéhsagi b. ?awstokdhso?sa
1NOM-shoot upward-ASP 1ERG-shoot upward-AGAINST-ASP
'I shoot upward!' 'I shoot upward against someone'

77) -(n){ukini promotion
—_ T N
a. hiwehne cigaamgal
3NOM-bark-ASP dog
'The dog barked!
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b. Phinne; ’480:3 , ,
kaa cigaamgalm waago” peewehnuukiniye
and dog-ERG now 3ERG-bark-APPROACH-ASP
'And now the dog barked at him as he approached'’

Some of these locative suffixes can co-occur with simple directional
promotion via "XéE/'EéE- In 78 the verb nikdex- 'draw back a bow'
occurs with simple directional promotion, and in 79 this already
transitivized verb (nikeexndu- 'draw back a bow at') has the additional
suffix -%aatk 'as the direct object passes by'.

78) Phinney 37:13
Eipkeexgég§e
3NOM-draw-DIR-ASP
'He draws back his bow at me'

79) Phlnney 37: 11

kaa waaqo'> ceepk1 EL_pkaaxnoo-7aatka

and now arrow-INST 3ERG-draw-DIR—PASSING-ASP
2.5. Associative promotion. Nez Perce has an associative case that
is distinct from the instrumental. A noun in the associative case
suffixes -(n)iin, as in 80 below, while in the instrumental case -ki
is suffixed, as in 81.

80) Phinney 45:12
métu kond? hiyqsu7ﬁ§g_ ?iceyéeye soo¥£ig
but there 3NOM-sit-SG.ASP coyote spoon-ASSOC
'But there Coyote sits with the spoon'

81) Phinney 21:7
walébbi. Eég;qeseweygg
knife-INSTR 3ERG-quickly cut-ASP
'He cut it quickly with the knife'

In the texts most examples of the associative case involve animates.
When an inanimate is in the associative case, as in 80 above, subject-
verb agreement is singular, while with an animate there is plural
subject-verb agreement, as in the following two examples.15

82) Phlnney 261:13
kala qaaca7c11n hlteemek51x
just grandmother-ASSOC 3NOM-barbecue-PL.ASP
'He is just barbecuing it with his grandmother’

83) Phinney 10:2
hltéé&yec1ne qaaca7c11n waawa
3NOM-dwell-PL.ASP grandmother-ASSOC mosquito
'Mosquito was living there with his grandmother'

The associative case is optionally promoted to direct object in Nez
Perce via the verbal suffix -twe, as in 84 below. Example 85 contrasts
the same verb without a promotion to direct object of an associative NP.

84) Phlnney 154:6
kaa waaqo’ pehetE__ E__yyeetwene kala
and now sister-ERG 3ERG-move-ASSOC-ASP just
'And now her sister just went with her'
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85) Phinney 480:11
?iy, kala ku? ?itdu Eiwéyagg
oh  just something 3NOM-move-ASP
'0h, just something was moving'

3.0. Constructions involving adjustments in both subject and direct
object.

3.1. The antipassive. The antipassive in ergative languages has been
described as the reverse mechanism of the passive.l® While the
passive promotes a direct object to subject, the antipassive promotes
the ergative to absolutive case. In both mechanisms there is demotion
-- in the passive it is the agent that gets demoted and in the anti-
passive it is the patient. Also, there is in both mechanisms a
detransitivization of the verb. Now, since there is no absolutive
case in Nez Perce, the Nez Perce antipassive cannot involve a promotion
to it. But it does involve the loss of all ergative marking in the
clause. The ergative subject becomes a nominative subject (with
nominative subject agreement) and the direct object is demoted in the
sense that it no longer controls ergative marking in the clause, nor
is it ever case marked as a direct object NP. The antipassive clause
resembles an intransitive clause in that its verb has the same kind

of subject agreement, and also in that the subject NP is not case
marked. This antipassive, instead of being the Nez Perce answer to
the passive in European languages, is really the reverse or undoing
of the Nez Perce object promotion strategies.

As we have seen (section 1), it is the existence of (or promotion
to) direct object that controls ergative marking in the clause in Nez
Perce. It is not the nature of the subject. Conversely, the anti-
passive must be viewed as the demotion of the direct object. It is
the nature of the direct object (whether semantic or pragmatic) that
triggers antipassive in Nez Perce. It is never the nature of the
subject.

RAoki (1970, page 106) describes one of the functions of the
constructions that I am calling the antipassive. He contrasts the
following.

86) zgméfisa miya’ésgg
1ERG-hear-ASP child-OBJ
'I hear a child'
87) p-mi¢iisa miya®c
1NOM-hear-ASP child
'I hear my child'
The following examples show the possessor of the direct object as
coreferential with the subject by use of the antipassive construction.

88) Phinney 306:6-7

kawd? gi;eméeteéelikg 7i1§flp cfickan ?iceyéeye
then 3NOM-spread out-ASP red blanket coyote

'Then Coyote spread out his red blanket'

89) Phinney 137:4
Id ’ ’ . s
¥axaac waaqo”? suu?um hitwiixne
grizzly now master 3NOM-follow-ASP
'The grizzly now followed his master'
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90) Phinney 83:12
Eiyéwlqug Colakstimt gégaac
3NOM-want-ASP hand-drum grizzly
'Grizzly wants his hand-drum'

A genitive pronoun coreferential with the subject may show up in the
object NP, as in 91 below. Since this necessitates the antipassive
construction, the genitive is therefore not promoted to direct
object (example 48 is repeated again from above as 92 below for
comparison) .

91) Aoki lO 14
lamlamatki p1t11n h17cesu7upe 71pn1m samx
quickly girl 3NOM-cut-ASP she-GEN shirt
'Quickly the girl cut her shirt'

92) Aokl 20 (1, 2) 1
7ecuukwe__1§e 71pne timine
1ERG-know-GEN-ASP he-OBJ heart
'I know his heart’

The Nez Perce antipassive also seems to serve the function of coding
a non-specific or generic direct object. The eriterion seems not to
be the semantic specificity of the referent but the relevance to
the discourse of its specificity (see Givdn 1982). The following
examples of antipassive constructions appear to involve just such
situations. Although in both cases there actually is a logical
referent, in neither does this fact have any pragmatic relevance.

93) Aoki 5:96-97
’ . . .29,
soox hiweye”npixneme himeeqgis
spoon 3NOM-leaving pick up-ASP  big
'As she left, she picked up a big spoon'

94) Phinney 145: 1-2
kii héeneku? ceep h1°n1pe haacwal
now again arrow 3NOM-take-ASP boy
'Now the boy again took an arrow'

When any antipassive clause contains a genitive noun in the direct
object, the genitive noun will not be promoted, but will have the
genitive suffix -nim/-nm/-m. The following is an example (but I am
not sure why 'the woman's advice' should have been demoted).

95) Phlnney 30:7
hlttoolaz_ 7ééyatom_ tiwlyext
3NOM-forget-ASP woman-GEN advice
'He forgot the woman's advice'

The mechanisms of promotion to direct object must be viewed as feeders
to the antipassive. The following two examples of the antipassive
involve, respectively, dative promotion and directional dative
promotion. Dative promotion requires no verbal suffix, it being
obligatory in all cases.
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96) Phinney 17:6
kala ?iwéepne séqsin hiﬁfi ana
just wife pitch 3NOM-give-ASP
'He would just give his wife pitch gum'

97) Phinney 327:16-17
kaa pfst Biﬁaxpaykééya sf%eqs
and father 3NOM-bring-DIR-ASP liver
'And she brought her father the liver'

3.2. The passive. Nez Perce has a passive construction that totally
demotes the ergative case and promotes the direct object to subject.
The copulas yégf 'be' or widde- 'become’ are introduced in the
passive clause to code tense/aspect and subject-verb agreement, and
the main verb suffixes -(n)iid/-yiin. Compare the following.

98) Phinney 173:7-§
waliimceepki pee’wiye
arrow-INSTR 3ERG-shoot-ASP
'He shot her with an arrow'

99) Phinney 175:6
» /s /s
ewyiin hiiwes
shoot-STATIVE 3NOM-be-ASP
'She is shot!

The mechanisms of direct object promotion must also be viewed as
feeders to the passive construction. Numerous examples exist in the
texts of the promotion to subject of a dative direct object. But it
has been extremely difficult to find examples of other semantic cases
being so promoted by the passive. I am awaiting the opportunity to
check out this prediction with an informant. Previous checks with
my informant have revealed the unacceptability of the semantic
patient in a bitransitive clause ever being promoted to subject, this
being predictable due to the obligatory status of dative promotion

in Nez Perce. The following are examples from texts of dative
promotion feeding the passive rule.

100) Aoki 12:2-3
ke yogﬁé insfine we?nikéiﬁ maééboo
which those 3NOM-be-PL.ASP name-STATIVE
'... those which were named Maﬁéboo’

101) Aoki 15:30
kaa konimyawa Biyéa7nfiqa temcﬁukweaié
and of that reason 3NOM-become-PL.ASP teach-STATIVE
'And for that reason they used to be taught it

102) RAoki 19:2-3
kine ?detx ﬂ—ggyééézgi wiisepfinewié.wéetes
here you all 2NOM-PL-become-ASP allot-STATIVE land
'Here you all will be alloted land'

3.3. The impersonal passive. A non-referential subject can still
have ergative agreement in the verb if there is a direct object. 1In
such cases number agreement is singular although the English
impersonal 'they' often occurs as the translation in the texts. The
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following two examples contrast subject demotion; in the first
example (103) via the impersonal passive, in the second (104) via
the passive.

103) Phlnney 153: 16-17
waaqo? ku? mine E__pulelplyksene héacwalg
already somewhere 3ERG-trample under-SG.ASP boy-OBJ
'Already somewhere they have trampled the boy under'

104) Phlnney 154:2-3
ku? mine ?ée kala haama tuleelplyklln ¢—wees8
somewhere you just husband trample under-STATIVE 2NOM-be-ASP
'Somewhere your husband is just trampled under'

4.0. Concluding remarks. The broad range of semantic roles that can
be promoted to direct object in Nez Perce suggests a strong
correlation between syntactic form and pragmatic function. The
frequent promotion of animates over inanimates, and of highly specific
over non-specific participants argues for the high topicality status
of the Nez Perce direct object (see Givdn 1976 and Silverstein 1976).
The obligatory promotions all involve conscious participants: datives,
benefactives, genitives. This phenomenon that allows for the promotion
to direct object of a wide variety of semantic cases has been observed
in several distinct languages and language groups (for references see
chapter 4 of Givdn 1979 and chapter 5 of Dik 1980).

Heath (1976) considers seven functions of antipassive constructions.
Among these are the constructions in Australian languages that promote
the ergative case to absolutive so as to permit coreferentiality with
the absolutive subject of a preceding clause, "category-linked"
antipassives which apply only to specific tense, aspect, and/or modal
categories, and antipassives that function to demote "indefinite,
obvious, or insignificant" direct objects. Category-linked antipassives
seem to be an areal feature of the diverse ergative languages found
from the Pyrenees to the Himalayas. The Sumerian antipassive, for
example, is believed to have marked the imperfective aspect, the
ergative construction having been reserved for the perfective
(Michalowski 1980). The Nez Perce antipassive functions as a demotion
of the direct object, similar to Heath's characterization of antipassive
constructions in English, Uto-Aztecan, and Eskimo. The antipassive
serves the opposite function in Nez Perce to that of the direct object
promotions. Pragmatically irrelevant (see Givdn 1982) direct objects
are demoted.

Nez Perce thus presents a clear case where the ergative construction
is entirely dependent on the (discourse) status of the direct object,
not the subject. The "impersonal passive" (see section 3.3), which

encodes non-referential subjects, employs ergative subject-verb agreement
when the direct object is pragmatically relevant. At the very least

this shows that transitivity marking must consider the relative welghts
of subject and direct object (see Hopper and Thompson 1980, and Givdn
1981). Further comment on the pragmatics of subject and direct object

in Nez Perce must await a more detailed analysis of the available texts.
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FOOTNOTES
lSee pages 287-288 of Voegelin and Voegelin (1977).

2For the examples cited in this paper I have normalized the
orthographies of Phinney and Aoki, using Aoki's system except for
indicating vowel length by writing the vowel letter twice.

3Nez Perce has no grammatical gender, but to simplify matters
I translate 'he' rather than ‘he/she/it'. 1In examples cited from
texts the translation will be determined by context.

4The conditioning factors in the optionality of the plural
markers pe- and nées- will not be dealt with in this paper. But it
is to be expected that discourse factors such as are discussed in
the conclusion to this Paper are involved.

5The vowel e [z] alternates with a, and u with o, in accordance
with the much discussed Nez Perce vowel harmony. For a description
see Aoki (1970). It should also be noted that Eégj prefixed to a
stem with initial we (e) results in EéEJ and Eééf + wa(a) similarly
results in gég. A phonological rule regularly converts ewe into uu
and awa into 0o.

6See Silverstein (1976) for a universal hierarchy that predicts
this split ergative system.

7 . . . .
See Givon (1980) where the ergative case is shown to arise
either from genitive marking or agent marking in passive constructions.

8A subject NP that contains a genitive has subject-verb agreement
with that genitive, rather than with the head noun. Subject-verb
agreement for person, however, is in accordance with the following
paradigm, as opposed to that in table 1 of this paper (cf. also Roki
1970, page 106).
NOMINATIVE ERGATIVE

1st/2nd person g- hi-

3rd person e~ pée-

9The usual allomorph of the benefactive suffix, "E):fﬁ?ﬂfi)'
is evidently the historical result of a serialization with the
simple verb stem ?eni- 'give'. Thus ?ewi- 'shoot' + %en{- 'give'

g . . T
becomes ?ewi’?eni- (as in example 44) and means 'shoot it for someone'.

OMy informant, a relatively young speaker, will permit -?ayn
to mark the promoted benefactive object NP in a clause such as the
following. Whether this is an innovation under the influence of
English or merely some peculiarity that has yet to surface in the
texts is not now apparent.

walc Eéépygéya héama7azg
knife 3ERG-make-BEN-ASP man-for
'He made the knife for the man'

lIn this paper, whenever a suffix is underlined such that the
final aspectual or imperative suffix of the verb is left dangling, I
will merely note the left-over suffix as ASP or IMP without further
refinement.
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12The ergative suffix -pim, in contrast to -nim, has the added
value of an honorific.

The morpheme -te 'go in order to do something! is suffixed
after the benefactive suffix. It is not itself a promotional suffix.
It always refers to the subject of the clause, be the verb transitive
or intransitive.

14
A restricted class of punctual verbs occur with aux111ary kuu-

'dog go'; for example: xalap 'open', Xeieg 'close', 11k12 'touch'
iuglg tbreak', etc.

15 s s . . . . .
The distinction between animates and inanimates being made by

number agreement in the verb also applies to reciprocals. Compare
Aoki (1970), page 90.

6 . . . . .
! See the index to Dixon (1980) for the Australian antipassive,

and Kalmar (1979) for the Eskimo version.
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