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Abstract
The morphosyntax of verbal agreement in Uab Meto
by
Tyler Jacob Bui Lemon
Doctor of Philosophy in Linguistics
University of California, Berkeley

Professor Peter Jenks, Chair

This dissertation describes and analyzes the morphology and syntax of verbal agreement in Uab
Meto, an Austronesian language of Indonesia and Timor-Leste. The introduction provides back-
ground on Uab Meto, its speakers, and previous work on the language. Then the dissertation
presents analyses of several aspects of Uab Meto grammar. The second chapter analyzes the syn-
tactic structure of Uab Meto verbs and the morphology and allomorphy of elements within it, except
agreement. The third chapter analyzes the allomorphy displayed by the language’s verbal agreement
prefixes. The fourth chapter analyzes the syntax of these agreement prefixes in a broader clausal
context. Finally, the conclusion summarizes the main findings from these analyses and suggests
directions for future work.

These analyses yield several interesting findings. Firstly, the allomorphy of the verbal agreement
prefixes demonstrates conditioning by non-linearly adjacent morphemes, grammatical conditioning
from lower morphemes, and conditioning by multi-morpheme constituents. These types of condi-
tioning occur when the relevant morpheme or constituent of morphemes is structurally adjacent to
the agreement prefix. The dissertation proposes a modified Obliteration operation to create struc-
tural adjacency when intervening morphemes are null. Secondly, the syntax of verbal agreement
demonstrates that agreement can be nominative-aligned (i.e. prefer to target subjects) but sitin a low
position below tense-aspect-mood markers and negation. This dissertation places this agreement
on an independent Agr head immediately above Voice. Nominative case is still assigned by T, and
this divorcing of case and agreement leads to several differences in agreement behavior from “high
nominative” languages like English that link case and agreement to the same head. Ultimately,
all of these findings illustrate the benefits of working with speakers of understudied languages.
This research increases the documentation of Uab Meto, and it provides novel data that expand our
understanding of what is possible in language.



To my parents, grandparents, and sisters
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Chapter 1

Introduction and language background

1.1 Purpose of the dissertation and summary of contributions

This dissertation is about verbs in Uab Meto (ISO code: aoz), an Austronesian language spoken on
the island of Timor in Indonesia and Timor-Leste. It focuses especially on the Miomafo variety of
the language. I have decided to focus this dissertation on Uab Meto verbs, and especially verbal
agreement, for two reasons: the language is understudied, and the language’s verbal agreement
has some properties that are typologically unusual, both in the context of Austronesian languages
and of languages in general. Thus, writing about this topic simultaneously accomplishes the goals
of providing additional documentation and description of Uab Meto and of providing a detailed
analysis of one fascinating area of the language that can inform broader linguistic theory.

Within this broad topic of verbs in Uab Meto, there are a few specific areas that are the focus of
this dissertation. Chapter ] examines the morphosyntactic structure of Uab Meto verbs. There are
at least four overt morpheme slots in the verb, which can be described templatically as Agr-Voice-
Root-Caus. A maximal example is provided in (a), which consists of a 1st-person-plural-inclusive
agreement prefix 7-, the “deobjective” voice prefix ma-, the root foko ‘sit’, and the causative suffix
-b. A minimal verbal example is shown in (b), consisting of just the 3rd-person agreement prefix
n- and the same verb root, this time taking the form fook. Finally, (c) shows the same verb root with
3rd-person agreement and a causative suffix, with no voice prefix. This dissertation does not spend
much time on the toko/took alternation and related ones, which are part of Uab Meto’s process of
productive synchronic metathesis described in section , but it does focus on the other aspects
of Uab Meto verbal morphology highlighted in these examples. First, these examples show that
Uab Meto has verbal agreement dependent on the ¢-features of the subject. Second, they show that
the language has a voice alternation such that at least one voice is marked overtly. Third, they show
that the causative suffix transitivizes normally intransitive verbs, but certain voice markers like ma-
can affect this transitivization. Fourth, they show that agreement for the same subject can manifest
in more than one way. The 3rd-person prefix is n- in (b) and na- in (c).



(1) a. Hita t-ma-toko-b. c. lin na-toko-b kau.
1PL.INC.NOM 1PL.INC-DEOB-Sit-CAUS 3sG.NoM 3-sit-cAus 1sG.AccC
‘We seat each other.’ ‘He/she seated me.’
(YEK/NSK; elic. Dec. 8, 2021) (YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 27, 2021)
b. Ina n-took.

3sG.NOM 3-sit

‘He/she sits.’
(YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 27, 2021)

Chapter 2 analyzes these examples and many others in an effort to understand the morphology and
syntax of the full set of Uab Meto verbal affixes. () shows the affixes with overt manifestations,
but a careful examination of all the data reveal additional affixes. For example, monotransitive
verbs (a) usually become ditransitive when causativized (b), and this additional DP must be
introduced somewhere. Incorporating the observation that these causatives are “verb-selecting” in
the terminology of Pylkkénen (2008: 87) and thus select for a vP and only have one agent, this
provides evidence for an applicative head, as well as a vP.

2) a. Au ’-éok bolo. b. Au ’u-’-éku-t koo bolo.
1sc.NoM 1sG-eat cake 1sG.NoM 1sG-EPEN-eat-cAUS 2sG.AccC cake
‘I eat cake.’ ‘I feed you cake.’
(YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021) (YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021)

There are also verb-noun pairs like the one in (@). The noun menas ‘sickness’ in (@a) has a final
[s] that is lost from the corresponding verb mena/meen. In fact a fairly large set of C-final nouns
lose this final consonant when used as verbs. The verb in (@b) has an interpretation such that the
subject HAS the noun described by the verb. As will be discussed in more detail, this suggests
that some verbs in Uab Meto begin their life as nouns before being verbalized (Tan 2023: 181-
187). This process of converting nouns into verbs often involves deletion of the final consonant.
Chapter ] proposes a unique syntax and process of subtractive morphology associated with this
verbalization to capture these observations. This dissertation is written within the framework of
Distributed Morphology (Halle & Marantz 1993) and thus assumes that syntax extends into words
and that morphologically complex words can be decomposed into individual syntactic constituents
that combine hierarchically. Chapter @ motivates the existence of all the various heads in the verbal
complex and proposes an analysis of their morphology and syntax.

(3) a. menas b. Au ’u-meen.
sickness 1sc.NoM 1sG-sickness
‘sickness’ ‘T am sick.’

(LTK; AOZ2019-MONOL11, line 105) (YEK; elic. Dec. 15, 2021)

Chapter H takes the verbal structure proposed in chapter J and uses it to analyze an alternation ex-
hibited by the pairs of examples in (—c) and (), the alternation between asyllabic (C-) agreement
prefixes and syllabic (CV-) agreement prefixes. Causative marking, which I notate as vj,caus;, iS



one of the primary conditioning factors for CV- prefixes. This factor is grammatical in nature, rather
than phonological, as it occurs regardless of the form of v,caus), including when it is null, as in
(E]b). What is additionally notable about this allomorphy is that even when vi,caus; is overt, it is
never linearly adjacent to the agreement prefix. The root always intervenes. The lack of a phono-
logical factor suggests that this is allomorphic conditioning, but this conditioning poses a problem
for various theories of allomorphy, including theories that propose a strict condition of linear ad-
jacency (Embick 2010, 2015) as well as theories that only allow phonological conditioning from
lower morphemes (Bobaljik 2000).

(4) a. Faat=be n-moof. b. Na-mé6of-o fatu.
stone=DEF 3-fall 3-fall-caus stone
‘The stone fell.’ ‘He/she/someone dropped a stone.’
(YEK; elic. Oct. 6, 2021) (YEK; elic. Oct. 6, 2021)

Adding further complication, various other factors can block the conditioning of CV- agreement
by viicaus)- As seen in (a), deobjective ma- blocks CV- agreement. So some morphemes that
intervene linearly serve to block allomorphy, but others do not. Furthermore, other stems of 3+
syllables also block CV- agreement (B), including when none of the morphemes are 3+ syllables on
their own (Ea).

(5) a. n-oe-meta-b b. Au ’-kumani-b koo.
3-water-black-caus 1sc.NoM 1sG-smile-cAus 2sG.AccC
‘make dirty’ (Tan 2023: 328) ‘I make you smile.” (YEK; elic. Jan. 24, 2024)

Examples like (@b) are difficult to account for. These take CV- Agr despite not being causativized
and not having a clear phonological conditioning factor, like the stem being CC-initial. Following
Tan (2023), I attribute these to the presence of a denominal verb combining with a special v head,
v+HavE], Which also conditions CV- Agr.

All of this suggests that structure plays a role in this allomorphy. Chapter @ argues that these
patterns can be accounted for by positing a condition of structural adjacency for allomorphy, rather
than linear adjacency. Structural adjacency can be based on the structure of the verb as it is orig-
inally generated, or it can be created via a modified form of Obliteration (Arregi & Nevins 2007,
2012), an operation that can eliminate null morphemes from the structure. The exact formulation
of this operation will be discussed in that chapter. This account relies on Vocabulary Insertion
not overwriting grammatical information, suggesting it is an operation that purely adds informa-
tion (Harizanov & Gribanova 2014). Also necessary is the idea that if a morpheme is structurally
adjacent to agreement, factors that characterize the whole stem that it heads, like the number of
syllables, can factor in. Again, this requires reference to structure. Finally, these examples raise
the question of how to resolve competing conditioning factors. It would appear that when there is
a conflict, phonology wins over morphology (P » M, McCarthy & Prince [1993). Ultimately, this
allomorphy allows one to adjudicate between various theories of allomorphic conditioning.

Chapter E] expands the domain of analysis to the broader Uab Meto clause. While the chapters
before it focus on the structure of verbs and allomorphy displayed by affixes within it, chapter



examines the syntax of agreement in relation to higher clausal elements like negation (Ba) and
tense-aspect-mood (TAM) markers (Bb—d). Chapter 2 demonstrates that agreement, analyzed as
being instantiated by an independent Agr head (Hsieh 2020; Pollock [1989; Yuan 2021), is the
highest element in the verbal complex. It sits immediately above Voice, which introduces external
arguments, through evidence like agreement always targeting the highest argument, regardless of
where it is generated, and the observation that it is possible to nominalize verbs in such a way that all
heads except agreement are included. Chapter E] provides some more evidence along these lines for
what agreement is above, and it adds novel arguments showing that agreement is below negation
and TAM markers. Unlike in English (B), these elements do not agree and they do not prevent
verbs from agreeing. In addition, some of these elements can license ellipsis of VPs containing
the verb and its complement (), showing both that these elements are in the clausal spine (i.e.
they are not adjuncts), and they are above Agr, under the assumption that heads license ellipsis of
their complements (Merchant 2008, 2013). This conclusion is unexpected, given that nominative-
aligned agreement is typically located on a high functional head like T (Coon 2017b; Legate 2014;
Woolford 2010).

(6) a. Hai ka= m-166m=je =fa.
IPL.EXC.NOM NEG= |PL.EXC-like=3sG.ACC =NEG
‘We don’t like him/her.” (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, lines 271-272)
b. Atéin’=ini ok~oke’ lof na-tika=n bool.
man=pL.DEF all.RED~all FuT 3-heel=pL ball
‘All the boys will play soccer.” (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLIST001, line 277)
c. N-aka=m a hoo bisa m-éék  oto? Au bisa ’-éék oto.
3-say=and Q 2sG.Nom can 2sG-bring car 1sG.Nom can 1sG-bring car
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‘He said, “Can you drive a car?” (I replied) “I can drive a car.”.
(LTK; AOZ2019-MONOL11, line 188)

d. Hai he m-nao he m-méoép m-6é Bokin nae.
IPL.EXC.NOM IRR 1PL.EXC-gO IRR 1PL.EXC-work 1pPL.Exc-to Boking DEM.DIST
‘We wanted to go work in Boking there.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 218)

(7) a. He does not like(*-s) me. b. He {will/can/must} play(*-s) soccer.
(8) a. Iin bisa na-hana 'maka’ ka? b. Hoo m-soos sisi ka?
3sG.NoM can 3-cook rice  NEG 2sG.NOM 2sG-buy meat NEG
‘Can he cook rice?’ ‘Did you buy meat?’
lin bisa (na-haan). Au ka= (’-soos) =fa.
3sG.Nom can (3-cook) IsGc.NoM NEG= (1sG-buy) =NEG
‘He can (cook).’ ‘I did not (buy any).’
(YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 6, 2021) (YEK; elic. Nov. 3, 2021)

Furthermore, the location of the subject to the left of negation and TAM markers, as well as cases of
non-initial verbs agreeing with accusative-marked DPs (Q), suggest that agreement is independent



of case assignment (Hsieh 2020; Pesetsky & Torrego 2007). I propose that T attracts the highest
DP and assigns it nominative case, while Agr agrees with the highest argument in the domain of
its own verbal complex. The fact that verbs in the same clause can agree with different DPs further
shows that each verb has its own independent ¢-probe.

(9) a. Hoo mu-poi-n kau ’u-’koo ume.
28G.NOM 2sG-exit-caus 1sG.acc 1sG-from house
“You got me out of the house.” (YEK; elic. Feb. 23, 2022)
b. Hiit mama n-éék  kiit t-6é uim menas.
IpL.INc.NOM mom 3-bring 1pL.INc.Acc 1pPL.INC-to house sickness
‘Our mother brought us to the hospital.” (YEK; elic. Jul. 20, 2021)

Chapter @] finishes with a comparison of the properties of agreement in Uab Meto to various
other languages, establishing that 1. Uab Meto has true agreement, rather than any form of clitic
doubling, 2. its agreement is nominative aligned in not displaying any asymmetries in how it marks
agreement based on the origin of the DP it targets, unlike many languages with low agreement, and
3. its agreement is divorced from case. Ultimately, chapter gaims to make a typological contri-
bution to our understanding of the ways that verbal agreement can vary. In consistently targeting
the highest DP in the verb’s domain, Uab Meto agreement is nominative aligned. In treating all
subjects the same way, its case marking is also nominative aligned. However, Uab Meto suggests
that nominative-aligned agreement can be located anywhere in the clause as long as it is above the
Merge site of external arguments. Uab Meto is the first example to my knowledge of a “low nom-
inative” agreement language. Just as absolutive agreement can have high and low variants (Coon,
Baier & Levin 2021), so can nominative agreement.

This introduction provides the first step towards analyzing the phenomena described above.
It does so in the following way. Section provides general background on Uab Meto and its
speakers, and section discusses the data sources and previous work on Uab Meto referenced
in this dissertation, including my own fieldwork. These sections collectively demonstrate the un-
derstudied nature of the language, though with recent improvement. Then the introduction moves
onto the theoretical assumptions of this dissertation and descriptive essentials that allow one to
understand the data. Section discusses the theoretical framework in which this dissertation is
written, largely a combination of Minimalism (Chomsky 2000, 2001)) and Distributed Morphology
(Halle & Marantz [1993). Then section presents the orthography used in this dissertation and
how it interacts with pervasive phonological processes in the language like metathesis, and section

provides paradigms for and illustrates the use of the elements that are most important to this
dissertation, the language’s pronouns and verbal subject-agreement prefixes. This latter section
also features a proposal of how verb are assembled via head movement, based on the theoretical
assumption of Distributed Morphology presented in [1.4 that the root and any verbal affixes all in-
stantiate separate syntactic heads. These sections aim both to demonstrate many of the descriptive
essentials of Uab Meto and also some of the typologically interesting aspects of the language that
will be revisited in the main body of this work. Finally, section [1.7 lays out the structure of the rest
of the dissertation.



1.2 Background on Uab Meto

(Uab) Meto (/uaba? meto?/ = [?wab meto?]), also known as (bahasa) Dawan, Dawanese, bahasa
Timor, Timorese, or Atoni, is a Timor-Babar language in the Central-Eastern Malayo-Polynesian
branch of the Malayo-Polynesian languages, within Austronesian language family (Lewis, Simons
& Fennig 2015: 123). Many of these names are exonyms. The first endonym, (Uab) Meto, consists
of the words uab ‘speech’ and meto’ ‘dry’, referring to the fact that Timor has a dry climate com-
pared to many other islands in the Indonesian archipelago. The other endonym, Atoni’ [atoni?],
is the word for ‘person’ or ‘man’. Impressionistically, (Uab) Meto is the name most commonly
used by speakers of the language amongst themselves, while the exonym Dawan is more familiar
to outsiders, and thus speakers of the language often use it when communicating with outsiders.
I generally avoid using the name Dawan because some speakers consider it pejorative. Uab Meto
lacks /d/ in native words, and the term is often thought to be from a neighboring language’s word
for ‘enemy’ (Grimes, Bani & Caet 2012).

As shown in Figure , Uab Meto is spoken in most of the western third of the island of Timor
in Indonesia and the Timor-Leste exclave of Oecussi. It is labeled the “Meto cluster” (Edwards
2020: 5) for reasons that will become clear below. It has roughly 800,000 speakers (Lewis, Simons
& Fennig 2015: 14, 123), though there is growing language shift to Indonesian, especially among
younger people who study, work, and interact with non-Meto people in Indonesian.
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Figure 1.1: Languages of the Timor area (from Edwards 2020: 5)
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Edwards (2020: 5-6) notes that speakers generally consider Uab Meto to be a single language, but
the term “Meto cluster” is meant to capture the fact that there are many varieties of Uab Meto, as
shown in Figure . These varieties are identified and named by Uab Meto speakers themselves,



and the boundaries of these areas closely correspond to the borders between the pre-colonial king-
doms of western Timor. There is additional variation between villages within named areas. From a
linguistic standpoint, Uab Meto is a dialect continuum of closely related language varieties, a situa-
tion akin to that of the modern German varieties. The Kotos and Ro’is Amarasi varieties have been
given their own ISO code (aaz, rather than aoz), but I do not see any particular reason to separate
these as particularly distinct. In fact, based on sound changes, vocabulary, and morphology, Ko-
tos Amarasi appears to be more closely related to other Uab Meto varieties than to Ro’is Amarasi
(Edwards 2020: 8, Edwards 2021: 34, Tan 2023: 7). Though there are clear differences between
the varieties of Uab Meto, the full extent of the variation and even the question of whether these
varieties are the best way to understand variation in the language remain unknown.
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Figure 1.2: Self-identified varieties of Uab Meto (from Edwards 2020: 6)

As discussed in more detail in section , I have worked with speakers of the Miomafo,
Amanuban, Sonba’im, and Ro’is Amarasi varieties, and I have observed some variation in
phonology, especially in morphophonology, as well as some variation in the forms of functional
morphemes and lexical items. I have observed relatively little variation in the inventory of
functional morphemes and their uses and in syntax in general. Importantly for this dissertation,
I have not observed any significant differences in allomorphic conditioning between different
allomorphs of particular functional morphemes in verbs. There are many cases where speakers of
these varieties will translate something in exactly the same way, and there are also plenty of cases

ISonba’i is not shown on the map, but the speaker describes it as similar to Molo, and Tan (2023: 349) describes
it as similar to Kopas.



where they do not, but the differences clearly reflect distinct forms of a cognate. There are also
cases where the differences in phonology, the forms of functors, and especially vocabulary impede
communication. Because of this, Edwards (2020: 6) and I have both observed that speakers of
different varieties often communicate with each other using a combination of their variety of
Uab Meto, standard Indonesian, and Kupang Malay (the local vernacular variety of Indonesian).
Section discusses how I handle variation between the Uab Meto varieties in this dissertation.

1.3 Data sources and previous work on Uab Meto

1.3.1 Fieldwork on Uab Meto

Most of the data in this dissertation come from primary fieldwork, so here I will describe the cir-
cumstances under which the data were collected, the types of data collected, and the speakers who
shared their language with me. I began fieldwork on Uab Meto in 2019. In June of that year I
traveled to Indonesia to participate in a program for training in linguistic fieldwork and language
documentation. This program was directed by Peter Cole and Gabriella Hermon of the University
of Delaware, with significant contributions by Yanti of Atma Jaya Catholic University of Indone-
sia, Jermy Balukh of Cakrawala Nusantara Kupang, and Asako Shiohara of Tokyo University of
Foreign Studies. The program was funded through a grant to the Univrsity of Delaware from the
Documenting Endangered Languages (DEL) program of the National Science Foundation (NSF)
(award BCS — 1747801, grant title “Collaborative Approach to the Documentation of Endangered
Languages in Linguistically Diverse Locales™). That year the program took four early-stage doctoral
students in the US, namely me, Jahnavi Narkar of UCLA, Tamisha Tan of Harvard (at the time),
and Grace Wivell of Stony Brook. We first went to Jakarta for several days of intensive instruction
in the Indonesian language. Then we flew to Kupang, the largest city on the island of Timor, for
about a week of training in fieldwork. At this point we each met our two teammates. My team-
mates were Yoakim Kenjam and Nona Seko, who are respectively native speakers of the Miomafo
and Amanuban varieties of Uab Meto. They were both undergraduate students of Jermy Balukh at
the time and speak English well, which was very helpful at a time when my Indonesian was still
minimal. We worked together in Kupang to collect a wordlist and some basic sentences, determine
the sound inventory of the Miomafo variety of the language, and develop an orthography. We also
used this time to make sure that everyone was comfortable with all of the software (FLEx, Elan,
Audacity) and equipment (Zoom H1 recorder, tripod, personal phones) that we were using. We then
traveled to Yoakim’s home village of Oelneke, which is located in the Miomafo area about a 6-hour
drive from Kupang. We spent about three weeks in July 2019 recording speakers in Oelneke. Most
recordings were naturalistic narratives are about a variety of topics including personal narratives,
folk tales, historical accounts, and farming and weaving techniques, among others. There were
also some naturalistic conversations with similar themes. Lastly, we twice used The jackal and
crow picture task (Carroll, Kelly & Gawne 2011)) for speakers who wanted a more structured task
from us. All of this resulted in 29 recordings, of which 23 are monologues, 3 are conversations,
2 involve the instrumental stimulus discussed above, and 1 is a word and sentence list, for a total



of about 9 hours of audio and 1 hour of video. Yoakim and Nona provided initial transcriptions
and translations, and I performed initial glossing. Roughly 1.5 hours of these recordings have been
transcribed and glossed, and perhaps another 2 hours have only been transcribed. Finally, all the
student-speaker teams spent about a week back in Kupang preparing the various files for archiv-
ing. These recordings are archived in PARADISEC in the AOZ2019 collection (Yanti et al. 2019)
and are cited in this dissertation with the speaker’s initials and the name of the recording in that
collection.

I have also conducted independent fieldwork with several different Uab Meto speakers. In
chronological order, in July and August 2019 I elicited some morphological paradigms and sim-
ple sentences from Yoakim Kenjam. From June 2021 to June 2022, Tamisha Tan and I conducted
weekly elicitation sessions over Zoom with Yoakim Kenjam and Nona Seko acting as consultants,
yielding approximately 40 hours of audio and video recordings. These will be archived in PAR-
ADISEC in the TIBLI collection. In June and July 2022 Tamisha Tan and I met for two weeks in
Singapore with Yoakim Kenjam, Nona Seko, Yefri Bilaut (Sonba’i-variety speaker), and Sarlince
Bana (Ro’is Amarasi-variety speaker) acting as consultants, yielding approximately 26 hours of au-
dio and 28 minutes of video. Tamisha and I made the majority of the recordings together, but there
are some where only one of us was present. Most of these recordings (26) are elicitation sessions,
but there are also 6 stories created with Story-builder cards (Sardinha 2011|) as well as 6 naturalistic
narratives and conversations between consultants about their time in Singapore. The majority of
these recordings have been archived in PARADISEC in the TLT1 collection (Tan et al. 2022), and
the ones I made without Tamisha Tan will be archived in the TIBL1 collection. Finally, in January
and February 2024 I conducted several elicitation sessions over Zoom with Yoakim Kenjam acting
as consultant, adding up to about 5 hours of audio and video recordings. These will also be archived
in the TIBL1 collection. In this dissertation I only cite data from the elicitation sessions with these
speakers where I was present. These data are cited with the initials of the relevant consultant(s),
“elic.”, and the date that the example was elicited.

The names, speaker initials, and some demographic information for the cited speakers are as
follows. They are presented in the format: name (initials; gender; age as of December 20, 2024;
education; other languages spoken). Sarlince Bana (SRB; f; 31; college; Indonesian and English),
Yefri Bilaut (YFB; m; 31; college; Indonesian and English), Anselmus Feka (AMF; m; 25; high
school; Indonesian), Kanisius Feka (KSF; m; 59; primary school; Indonesian), Yuliana Fobia (YAF;
f; 48; high school; Indonesian), Lambertus Kapitan (LTK; m; 61; primary school; Indonesian),
Hironimus Kenjam (HNK; m; 55; secondary school; Indonesian), Yoakim Efrem Kenjam (YEK;
m; 30; college; Indonesian, Tetum, and English), Nona Seko (NSK; f; 30, college; Indonesian and
English)

1.3.2 Previous work on Uab Meto and its contribution to this dissertation

In addition to data from primary fieldwork, this dissertation also references some data and many
ideas from previous work on Uab Meto, and so here I will summarize the relevant work. Theoreti-
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cally oriented work on Uab Meto started around 1990, Tarno et al. (1992) is an early grammar in
Indonesian of the Molo variety that focuses mostly on the phonemic inventory, morphology, and
phrasal syntax. I cite some data from this source due to the variety of word forms that it presents to
demonstrate the use of various affixes. The earliest work on the Miomafo variety of Uab Meto that
I am able to accessd is Steinhauer ((1993) on Miomafo verbal morphology, especially focusing on
agreement-prefix allomorphy, verbal suffixes and enclitics, and the forms of roots in different envi-
ronments. I do not adopt much in the way of theory from this work, but with the exception of voice
alternations, it describes many of the relevant morphemes in the verbal complex and demonstrates
a high level of attention to phonetic precision that makes its data useful to reference. Steinhauer
((19964a,b) are detailed descriptions of the synchronic metathesis in nouns in the Miomafo variety.
Here again I find the descriptions and data useful for my work and cite some data from them, but I
do not adopt much of the theory. Arka (2001) is an early work on Uab Meto grammar in which Arka
argues that Uab Meto exhibits nominative-accusative alignment, focusing mostly on case marking
in Miomafo and Biboki. In section I cite some of the basic-sentence data that he uses to sup-
port his argument. I also provide much more data and argumentation for this alignment in case
marking and verbal agreement in chapter @] Manhitu (2007) is a 25-page Indonesian-English-Uab
Meto dictionary from which I cite some data. It has been useful to me for several reasons: it cites
verbs in a default 3rd-person form; it often provides several ways to translate something into Uab
Meto, its Indonesian translations facilitate the identification of potential loanwords, and it reliably
indicates [?], which many early sources do not.

The pace of work on Uab Meto seems to have picked up in the 2010s. First, there are a number
of publications from 2010 onwards that I do not cite elsewhere in this dissertation. Budiarta 2012
reaches the same conclusion about the nominative-accusative alignment of the Amanuban variety
as Arka (2001) does about Miomafo and Boboki. Grimes, Bani & Caet (2012) discusses quantifi-
cation in Amarasi and Baikeno. Metboki & Bellamy (2014) discusses measure words and numeral
classifiers in Amanuban. Culhane (2018) is a BA thesis that discusses consonant epenthesis in
Amfo’an, where it occurs in a larger set of environments than in other varieties of Uab Meto. Wu-
landari (2019) discusses consonant assimilation in Amanatun. Moving onto publications that I do
cite, Blust (2013) is not principally about Uab Meto, but he has conducted some of his own field-
work on the Molo variety, and he sometimes presents data from this fieldwork and from others’

There is also earlier descriptive work on Uab Meto that I do not reference elsewhere in this dissertation. The
earliest documentation of Uab Meto of which I am aware is works featuring wordlists for the Molo (Miiller [1857)
and Amanuban (Kleian 1894) varieties. Later Pieter Middelkoop published a sketch grammar (Middelkoop [1950)
and dictionary (Middelkoop [1972), also focused on the Molo variety. Middelkoop ({1963) also published a collection
of texts from several varieties of Uab Meto, seemingly including at least Ro’is Amarasi, Amanuban, Amanatun, and
Molo. All of these are in Dutch apart from Middelkoop ([1963) in English, reflecting the colonial history of Timor and
Indonesia more broadly. The fact that the Molo variety is emphasized in much of the early work on Uab Meto likely
correlates with its historical prestige (Tarno et al. 1992: 10; Steinhauer 1996a: 222). Published writing in Uab Meto
itself is fairly limited — most writing by Uab Meto speakers is done in Indonesian — but the Unit Bahasa dan Budaya has
translated various parts of the Bible into several varieties of Uab Meto. The closest to Miomafo is a Baikeno-variety
translation of the Gospel of Mark (Unit Bahasa dan Budaya 2004).

3Edwards (2020: 10-11) mentions two other works on Miomafo that I am unable to access, an MA thesis on its
morphology (Talul 1988) and an Optimality-Theory analysis of its segmental phonology (Isu 2013).
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work on the language when discussing the typology of Uab Meto and surrounding Austronesian
languages in the context of Austronesian as a whole. Naniana Benu, sometimes with co-authors,
has a series of descriptive publicationsH on different aspects of the morphosyntax of Amanuban.
In this dissertation I cite some data from Benu (2016) describing causatives, Benu, Iye, Simpen,
et al. (2022) on causatives and double-object constructions, and Benu, Iye & Abbas (2022) on re-
ciprocal and passive-equivalent constructions. Following Edwards (2020), I refer to passives as
statives, though I depart from his and other previous work in describing the “reciprocal” prefix
ma- as “deobjective” for reasons discussed in section . Lastly, Kate Mooney*® has written a
paper on metathesis in Molo (Mooney 2022) and a dissertation that includes Molo data in a broader
discussion of metathesis in different languages (Mooney 2023).

The work with which I have engaged the most comes from Owen Edwards and Tamisha Tan.
Owen Edwards has published various papers (Edwards 2016a,b, 2017, 2018) and a book (Edwards
2020) on the phonetics, phonology, and metathesis in the Amarasi varieties. He has also published
a comparative dictionary of cognates in Uab Meto and closely related languages on the neighboring
island of Rote (Edwards 2021). These works additionally analyze some of the variation between
the different varieties of Meto and their historical development. In this dissertation I cite some
data from Edwards (2017, 2020, 2021)) and some discussion of differences between varieties of
Uab Meto in Edwards (2016a). However, the most important thing that I take from Edwards is
many of his glosses, his analysis of Uab Meto word, foot, and syllable structure, and his analysis
of metathesis in Edwards (2020). Especially early on, his glosses were helpful in providing me
with a rough idea of how I should gloss words from the Miomafo variety. This also provided me
with a starting point for semantic analyses of the various functional morphemes in the language.
His analyses of word, foot, and syllable structure and of metathesis translate well to the facts sur-
rounding the language’s agreement-prefix allomorphy that I analyze in chapter @, so I adopt them,
citing ideas where applicable. The major specific ideas from Edwards (2020) that factor into this
dissertation are: 1. the idea that all lexical roots are minimally disyllabic where each vowel fills a V
slot in a (C)V(C)V(C) foot, with the exception of monosyllabic ha/ah ‘eat’; 2. the idea that many
C-final nouns can be made into verbs via a process of subtractive morphology that removes the
final consonant of the root, a process I attempt to formalize; and 3. the first thorough description of
agreement-prefix allomorphy, which I expand on and analyze.

Asnoted in section , Tamisha Tan and I first met in Indonesia in 2019 through our participa-
tion in the program for training in linguistic fieldwork and language documentation described there.
We also conducted fieldwork together in 2021 and 2022, both virtually and in person. Due to this
history of interaction and the fact that we both work on varieties of Uab Meto, our work often but
not always focuses on similar issues. Tan (2021) is a presentation that compares subject agreement
in different languages across Nusa Tenggara Timur (East Nusa Tenggara, southeast Indonesia) and

4Other publications include Benu (2014) describing the forms pronouns and nominal and verbal agreement, Benu
(2017) on reduplication, Benu (2019) on possessive constructions, and Benu (2022) on non-verbal clauses and serial
verb constructions as well as all the other topics that Benu covers elsewhere.

>Kate Mooney initially began working on the Molo variety of Uab Meto in 2018 through her participation in the
same program for training in linguistic fieldwork and language documentation in which Tamisha Tan and I participated
in 2019.
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proposes a diachronic pathway for the development of Uab Meto’s verbal agreement. Tan (2022)
examines copular constructions and quantified DPs in Kotos and Ro’is Amarasi. Most importantly
for this dissertation, Tan 2023 analyzes the morphology, syntax, and historical development of af-
fixes in the Kotos and Ro’is Amarasi verbal complex. The verbal complex is quite similar across
Uab Meto varieties, so there are many useful insights that I incorporate into this dissertation, again
citing ideas where applicable.

The most significant contributions from Tan (2023) to this dissertation concern certain aspects
of the structural analysis of verbs and their applications to agreement-prefix allomorphy. Because
of the degree to which our research has interacted, I will provide a timeline of the relevant work.
My original conception of Uab Meto verbal structure is laid out in Lemon (2024a) on the syntax of
verbal agreement in Miomafo, a WCCFL 39 proceedings paper originally submitted in 2021. This
is revised and expanded into my Ph.D. qualifying paper (Lemon 2023), approved in February 2023,
which forms the basis of chapter { of this dissertation. The structures there include V, v (including
causative v), Appl, Voice, and Agr as distinct heads. Tan (2023), published in June 2023, adopts
the idea of an independent Agr head that handles subject agreement immediately above Voice, and
I in turn adopt some ideas from Tan (2023) concerning the structure of the verbal complex and
incorporate them into this dissertation. These ideas include: 1. the idea that Uab Meto causatives
are “‘verb-selecting” in the typology of Pylkkédnen (2008: 87) (i.e. select for a vP) and thus between
v and Voice, and some of the arguments used to demonstrate this; 2. the idea that many verbs are
denominal, being formed from roots that first combine with an n head before combining with a
special v head, v[gg)/Visnavey; and 3. viigave) is an allomorph of vi,pg) conditioned by the presence
of a Voice head that introduces an external argument, Voicep;. I also incorporate the idea from
Tan (2023) that vi,yavg) plays a role in agreement-prefix allomorphy through its involvement in the
conditioning of syllabic (CV-) agreement prefixes, though her formalization is distinct from mine.
Lastly, on a more minor note, I incorporate her gloss and corresponding analysis of a verbal enclitic
=n as a dative (pAT) marker. Beyond what has been mentioned so far, Tan (2023) and I have distinct
views of the inventory of Voice prefixes, which suffixes to treat as causative suffixes, and how non-
agentive causees are introduced (Appl and vj,caus) are combined for her, but separate for me). We
also have very distinct analyses of agreement-prefix allomorphy (chapter 3) that fall out from these
differences. The relevant contrasts are discussed in more detail in section .

The sources that I have just summarized report data from several different varieties of Uab Meto,
so the reader may wonder how this dissertation handles this variation. As noted in section m
most of the data in this dissertation come from primary fieldwork, and my fieldwork has primarily
been with speakers of the Miomafo variety, so I use data from this variety whenever possible, to
ensure that generalizations originally made on the basis of other varieties extend to Miomafo or to
present a new generalization when needed. In many cases, speakers of the different varieties say
something in the same way, and in those cases I use data from non-Miomafo varieties when they
allow for a neater presentation. Of course, there are other cases in which the varieties differ in how
they say something, and in those cases I explicitly identify the non-Miomafo data as such in the
surrounding prose.
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1.4 Theoretical assumptions of this dissertation

The analyses in this dissertation are cast in Distributed Morphology (Halle & Marantz 1993) and
more broadly within Minimalism (Chomsky 1995, 2000, 2001)). There are several core assumptions
and analytical tools that result from these frameworks that factor extensively into this dissertation.
The most important one is the idea that syntax extends into words. Morphemes within a word are
independent syntactic objects in the same way that whole words are. Words, roots, clitics, and
affixes are the same kind of object in the syntax; it is only in the morphology and phonology that
these show differences. A related and crucial assumption of this framework is that morphologically
complex words are assembled via head movement. I assume that Uab Meto head movement obeys
the Head Movement Constraint (Travis |1984), assembling every head between the root and Agr
into a single verb-word by moving the root up through every intervening head, forming larger and
larger complex heads at each step, until the complex head finally combines with Agr, and the verbal
complex is fully derived. These complex heads are assembled in such a way that the hierarchy of
the heads is maintained and can be referenced by later operations. In particular, I assume that Vo-
cabulary Insertion, an operation that adds phonological content to terminal nodes, starts at the root
and proceed outwards one morpheme at a time (Bobaljik 2000), making reference to the hierarchy
of the heads. Vocabulary Insertion chooses from possible morphemes and allomorphs to insert at
a particular terminal node according to the Subset Principle (Halle & Marantz [1993), whereby the
vocabulary item matching the largest set of features on a node, but crucially not a superset, is se-
lected. I also assume that hierarchical structure is relevant for allomorph selection, which will be
elaborated on in detail in chapter @

Another assumption that falls out from the assembly of morphologically complex words via
head movement is that lexical roots do not have any inherent categorization like noun, verb, adjec-
tive, etc. Instead, roots are simply of the category Root (Marantz [1997; Pesetsky 1995), and they
derive their conventional syntactic category by combining with a category-defining head like n for
nouns and v for verbs (Arad 2003; Embick 2015; Harley 2013, 2014; Marantz 1997, among others).
These heads can stack, and thus, words can be recategorized.

Other important aspects of the broader framework of Minimalism that I assume include the op-
erations Merge and Move to generate structure and move constituents from one part of the structure
to another (Chomsky [1995), as well as the operation Agree (Chomsky 2000, 2001)), which allows
for the copying of features, typically ¢-features like person and number, from a goal to a probe that
seeks such features.

Lastly, I assume that the derivation of words and sentences is split into distinct stages as con-
ceptualized in Chomsky & Lasnik (]1993) and Halle & Marantz (]1993) and built on by work like
Arregi & Nevins (2012) and Harley (2014). Broadly, derivations are assumed to start with syn-
tactic operations like Merge, Move, and Agree. Then there is a split such that the outcome of
syntactic operations is sent to the Logical Form (LF) branch for semantic interpretation, and it is
also sent down the Phonological Form (PF) branch that first includes a morphological component
for morphological operations like Impoverishment, Linearization, Fission/Fusion, and Vocabulary
Insertion, followed by a phonological component where processes like metathesis (Mooney 2022),
assimilation, epenthesis, and deletion occur. Within particular components, operations can be or-
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dered relative to each other. Within a larger syntactic structure, not all parts of the structure undergo
particular operations at the same time. Rather, Spell-Out, or the set of operations between syntax
and phonology (Arregi & Nevins 2012: 4), occurs cyclically, triggered by Merging particular heads
into the structure, often labeled “phase heads” (Chomsky 2001). Exactly which heads are phase
heads, and how Spell-Out proceeds within a phase once a phase head is reached, are a matter of
debate (see, for example, Deal & Wolf 2017).

This section has presented a general overview of the theoretical assumptions that factor into this
dissertation. At applicable points in the dissertation I discuss in more detail relevant assumptions
and arguments for particular views of the ordering of operations, what information is available to
them, and their effects, that is, what is gained, what is lost, what changes, and why. Various pieces
of Uab Meto data, especially regarding agreement-prefix allomorphy in chapteré and the syntax
of agreement in chapter @, argue for particular views of how certain operations in morphology and
syntax must proceed.

1.5 Phonological basics and orthographic conventions

This section discusses the phoneme inventory of the Miomafo variety of Uab Meto and the cor-
responding orthography used in this dissertation, as well as a pervasive and productive process of
metathesis that affects the form of roots and some functional items. These aspects of the language
are discussed here in the hope of making the data presented in this dissertation more comprehensible
to readers who are not previously familiar with the language. Section discusses the phoneme
inventory and orthography, and section discusses metathesis and how it interacts with the
vowel inventory and the selection of the forms of vowel-initial enclitics that attach to metathesized
morphemes.

1.5.1 Phoneme inventory and orthography

The phonemesE of the Miomafo variety of Uab Meto are provided in Table . This inventory
is identical to that of Steinhauer (1993: 131-132), though it was determined through independent
data gathered in 2019 by a team consisting of me and teammates Yoakim Kenjam and Nona Seko.
Uab Meto does not have a standardized orthography, or even a particular unofficial orthography
in widespread use to my knowledge, so my team devised a practical orthography based on the
phoneme inventory we determined. The symbols used in our orthography are mostly what one
would expect based on the International Phonetic Alphabet (IPA), but symbols that differ from the
IPA are indicated in angle brackets < > next to the IPA transcription. The Uab Meto data presented
in this dissertation adopts this practical orthography.

6See discussion later in this section about the close-mid vowels [e] and [o].
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Labial | Alveolar | Postalveolar | Velar | Glottal Front | Back
Stop p b t k ?2<> Close i u
Affricate . Close-mid | e <é> | 0 <6>
e dz ~ 3 <j> .
Fricative f S h Open-mid | € <e> | o <0>
Nasal m n Open a
Lateral 1

Table 1.1: Uab Meto phonemes and orthography

As noted above, the orthography used in this dissertation is mostly what one would expect based
on the IPA, with a few exceptions. Among consonants, [?] is represented by <’>, and [d3]~[3]
is represented by <j>. Among vowels, <e> and <o> represent the open-mid vowels [e] and [9]
respectively, and <é> and <6> represent the close-mid vowels [e] and [o] respectively. The close-
mid vowels [e] and [o] appear to be allophones of the open-mid /e/ and /o/ respectively (Edwards
2020: 92), but minimal pairs sometimes result from metathesis and vowel assimilation, leading to
the need for distinct orthographic representations. These mid-vowel contrasts are perhaps a derived
environment effect (Kiparsky [1973). A more thorough explanation of this pattern is provided in the
discussion of metathesis in section .

Dialectal differences and loanwords also impact the phonemic inventory. The Kotos and Ro’is
Amarasi varieties differ from the other Uab Meto varieties, including Miomafo, in that they replace
/1/ with /r/ in native words (Edwards 2016a: 113). Speakers of Miomafo and other /1/ varieties often
use /r/ in loanwords, and Kotos and Ro’is Amarasi do the same with /1/. Speakers of all varieties of
Uab Meto use /d/, /g/, It/ <c>, Iwl, i/ <y>, In/ <ny>, /y/ <ng>, and /o/ <e> in loanwords, especially
newer ones, which most often come from Indonesian.

Beyond the representation of phonemes, there are a few other aspects of the orthography of this
dissertation that the reader should know. First, known loanwords and loan roots within words are
italicized in glossed examples. This is done to differentiate them clearly from other morphemes in
an example, which is especially useful when discussing how loan roots interact with final-consonant
deletion (section ) and agreement-prefix allomorphy (). Second, due to the fact that the
chief concern of this dissertation is Uab Meto verbal agreement, verbal agreement prefixes are un-
derlined in every other example in this dissertation. Third, following Edwards (2020), a vertical bar
or “pipe” <|> is used to separate segments that are epenthesized to the edge of a word for phonotac-
tic reasons from segments that belong to actual morphemes in a word. All three of these additions
are illustrated in (|10). (a) shows a loan root, palsai, from Indonesian percaya ‘believe’ (Tan
2023: 227), with the underlined 1sG subject agreement prefix - attached to it. This example also
shows two instances of word-final [a] epenthesis, after the future-tense marker lof and the irrealis
locative marker on. (b) shows word-initial [a] epenthesis before the underlined 3sG/3pL agree-
ment prefix n-. This epenthesis occurs optionally but frequently to break up CCC sequences across
word boundaries (a) as well as phrase-initial CC sequences. Uab Meto has a strict prohibition
against CCC sequences, and it also has a strong but violable dispreference for tautosyllabic CC
clusters. This is despite the fact that word-initial CC sequences are frequent, as seen both for the
root skool ‘school’ and the root + the agreement prefix combinations 'palsai ‘(1) believe’ and nmui’
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‘there is/are’. Vowel epenthesis allows the first consonant in a CC sequence to be syllabified as a
coda, e.g. [?on skoil] — [?0.nas.ka:l] ‘to school’. There is also [?] epenthesis used to resolve hiatus
across morpheme boundaries (*V-V) (Tan 2023: 97) and to ensure all words begin with a consonant
(Steinhauer 1996b: 479; Edwards 2017; Edwards 2020: 120). Because there is no contrast between
V-initial and ?V-initial words, my team’s orthography does not indicate word-initial epenthetic [?],
like the ones in on [?on] (IRR.LOC) and iin [?i:n] ‘he/she/it’ in (a), anmui’ [?an.mwi?] ‘there is/are’
in (b), and au [?au] ‘T’ in (c). Our orthography does indicate word-initial [?] when it is part of a
morpheme, as with 1sG ’'(u)- in ’palsai [?.pal.sai] ‘(I) believe’ in (a) and 'u’amib [?u.?a.mib] ‘(I)
tell to look for’ in (c). Our orthography also indicates word-internal epenthetic [?] like the one
between agreement and the root in "u’amib, because [?] is contrastive word-medially. All epenthetic
segments are glossed as EPEN.

(10) a. Au ’-palsai iin lofla n-nao onja skool.

1sG.NoMm 1sG-believe 3sG.NOM FUT|EPEN 3-g0 IRR.LOC|EPEN school
‘I believe he/she will go to school.” (YEK; elic. Jun. 29, 2022)

b. Aln-mui’  ma-tepo-s.
EPEN|3-have DEOB-hit-NMLZ
‘There is a fight.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Sep. 29, 2021)

c. Au ’u-’-ami-b koo faaf=jes.
IsGc.NoM 1sG-EPEN-look.for-caus 2sG.acc pig=one
‘I tell you to look for a pig.” (YEK; elic. Feb. 2, 2024)

Other than these additions, the orthography follows typical conventions for punctuation and capital-
ization. Because this dissertation includes Uab Meto data from other sources, their transcriptions
are adjusted when necessary to maintain a consistent orthography and glossing.

1.5.2 Metathesis and its interactions

Another aspect of Uab Meto phonology that must be mentioned due to its pervasiveness is the lan-
guage’s productive synchronic metathesis. Uab Meto has a process whereby the final CV sequence
of a word metathesizes into a VC sequence. There are no suffixes larger than C, so the final CV
sequence of a word is effectively always the final CV sequence of the root. Uab Meto has consistent
stress on the penultimate syllable of the word, excluding any enclitics (Edwards 2020: 111-113),
so one can generalize that the CV sequence that metathesizes is the one that immediately follows
the stressed syllable (Edwards 2020: 176). The details of Uab Meto metathesis are complicated,
to the point of warranting a book-length treatment in Edwards (2020) and significant attention in
(Mooney 2022; Steinhauer [1993, 1996a.,b), so here my aim is merely to describe the language’s
metathesis in enough detail to ensure that the data presented in this dissertation are comprehensi-
ble. The metathesis patterns described here are those of the Miomafo variety, which differ slightly
from those in other varieties.

There are two types of metathesis in Uab Meto. In the first type, which I label type 1, the vowel
within the metathesized VC sequence retains a distinct vowel quality from the vowel preceding it.
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This type of metathesis often but not always co-occurs with final-consonant deletion in eligible
stems. In the second type, which I label fype 2, the second vowel fully assimilates into the first.
Type 1 metathesis occurs on CV-final verbs before objects (Steinhauer 1993: 142), adjuncts,
and other verbs (Edwards 2020: 311), unless the following word begins with a CC sequence, in
which case metathesis is blocked to avoid creating an illicit CCC sequence. (a shows the verb
italiit ‘see’ before an object; (b) shows fani/faen ‘return’ before an adjunct, and (c) shows halah
eat before an object. These objects and adjuncts are not CC-initial, so the verbs are metathesized.
However, they surface in their unmetathesized, CV-final forms when followed by CC-initial objects
and adjuncts (d-f).

(1)

a.

C.

Au it maan=bes.
1sGc.Nom 1sG-see chicken=one

‘I see a chicken.’
(YEK; elic. Feb. 2, 2022)

Au ’-faen on ume.
1sG.NoM 1sG-return 1RrR.LOC house

‘I return home.’

(YEK; AOZ2019-MONOO1, line 7)
Iin na-ah sisi.

3sGg.NoMml 3-eat meat

‘He/she eats meat.’
(YEK; elic. Nov. 3, 2021)

d.

Au neon unu’ le’ au ’-ita
Isc.Nom day first REL 1sG.NoM IsG-see
bnao kolo.

boat bird

‘(That was) my first time that I saw an air-
plane.” (YAF; AOZ2019-MONO04, line 61)
Au ’-fani ’-tee ume.
1sG.NoM lsG-return 1sG-arrive house

‘I arrive home.’

(YEK; AOZ2019-MONOO01, line 7)

lin fe’ na-ha ‘maka’.

3sG.NoM still 3-eat rice

‘He/she is still eating rice.’
(YEK; elic. Aug. 25, 2021)

Type 1 metathesis also occurs on nouns before attributive modifiers (Steinhauer 1996a: 229) (a
VS. b), but not before numerals (c) and demonstratives (d). If the noun ends in a consonant,
in addition to metathesis, the final C deletes (e Vs. f).

(12)

a.

Hoo mu-’-aena-’ kau

on

ume.

2SG.NOM 2SG-EPEN-TUN-CAUS 1SG.NOM IRR.LOC house
“You run/take me home.” (YEK; elic. Oct. 20, 2021)

Au ’-taam  fuunn=es|a

’-bii=n

uim menas.

1sG.NoM 1sG-enter moon=0ne|EPEN 1SG-RLS.LOC=DAT house sickness
‘I was in the hospital for one month.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONOI11, line 105)

Hai bisa mi-péni

Neno ii na-"uul.
day DEM.PROX 3-rain

n-tee

kolo bo’ haa ai’ bo’ niim.
IpL.EXC.NOM can 1pL.Exc-get 3-arrive bird ten four or ten five

‘We can get up to 40 or 50 birds.” (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, lines 68-69)

‘Today it is raining.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Feb. 16, 2022)
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e. a-mépu-t

SUB.NMLZ-WOrk-NMLZ

‘worker, employee’ (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 250)
f. a-méoép-o lele

SUB.NMLzZ-work-NMmLz field

‘field worker, farmer’ (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 248)

C-final verbs do not metathesize before objects (a—b) (Steinhauer [1993: 143), adjuncts (c), or
other verbs (d).

(13) a. Iin n-o’en kau, n-aak Lamber?

3sG.NoM 3-call 1sG.acc 3-say Lamber

‘He called me, said “Lamber”?’ (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 173)
b. ’u-leko-’ ... u-le’u-n au mootr=e.

IsG-good-caus ... 1sG-bad-caus 1sG.Nom motorcycle=DEF

‘I fixed...broke (the tire of) my motorcycle.” (HNK; AOZ2019-MONO06, line 738)
c. Hoo o06m labah m-eu Kkau.

2sG.NoM 2sG.come quickly 2sG-to 1sG.acc

“You come quickly to me.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Sep. 8, 2021)
d. Au kaes=le neem na-poi-n  kau.

1sG.NoM boss=DEF 3.come 3-exit-caus 1sG.Acc

‘My boss came to take me out.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 133)

For both nouns and verbs, metathesis occurs and the final C is preserved if the following element
is a vowel-initial enclitic ().

(14) a. a-méop-t=ini b. ’u-leok-’=e
SUB.NMLZ-WOrk-NMLZ=PL.DEF 1sG-good-caus=3sG.AccC
‘the workers’ ‘(D) repair it’
(LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 88) (HNK; AOZ2019-MONO06, line 739)

If a C-final noun is followed by a CC-initial attributive modifier, the final consonant is deleted,
but metathesis is blocked (a) (Steinhauer (1996a: 230); (b) shows menas ‘sickness’ without
deletion. If a C-final verb is followed by a CC-initial object, adjunct, or verb, there is also no
metathesis, but there is epenthesis instead of consonant deletion (Bb).

(15) a. uim mena ’naek
house sickness big
‘big hospital’ (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 60)
b. Nane au he ’-mate=n|a ’-bii=n nane=t.
DEM.DIST 1SG.NOM IRR 15G-die=DAT|EPEN 1SG-RLS.LOC=DAT DEM.DIST=SET
‘At that point I wanted to die there.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONOI11, line 102)
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Lastly, roots that end in a VVCV(C) sequence simply drop the final vowel when metathesizing
(a—b), rather than converting the final CV sequence into a VC sequence (Edwards 2020: 172). As
with other forms of metathesis, this is blocked before a CC-initial word (|l 6c) or if a verb is C-final
(d). (a) shows that the final [a] is part of the verb aena/aen ‘run’, not an epenthetic segment.

(16)

a.

d.

Au ’-aen.

EPEN-15G.NOM IsG-run

‘Irun. (YEK; elic. Feb. 2, 2024)

Oke=t aa iin n-ait n-éki ’koe’=les.

then=sEeT FILL 3sG.NoMm 3-pick.up 3-bring crL.animal=one

‘Then it took one of them (a fish).” (AMF; AOZ2019-INS001; line 12)

M-aena m-téén on Kupan nae.

1PL.EXC-run 1pL.EXC-more IRR.LOC Kupang

‘We ran away back to Kupang.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 47)

T-sae e m-uu=t mu-"-aiti-’ ne tolak dam=e  n-ook
IsG.INC-rise FILL 2sG-cOome=SET 2sG-EPEN-pick.up-caus FILL push basin=DEF 3-with
ne oot=be nuup-n=a.

FILL Car=DEF space.under-3sG.INAL=DEF.OBV

‘When we arrive there if you lift the basin (of the truck) to dump, do it from the bottom
of the truck.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONOI11, line 95)

The same rules for consonant deletion on nouns apply. The consonant is deleted before attributive
modifiers (b) but kept with enclitics (c). Metathesis occurs in both cases.

7)

a.

uaba’ c. au uab’=e

speech 1sG.NoM speech=DEF

‘speech’ (Edwards 2020: 172) ‘my speech/story’

uab meto’ (YAF; AOZ2019-MONO004, line 353)
speech dry

‘Uab Meto, dry speech’
(Edwards 2020: 278)

Type 1 metathesis affects the vowels in the metathesized root in various ways. The relevant effects
can be summarized as in (). These descriptions are based on discussion in Steinhauer (1996a:
229). /a/ assimilates into the preceding vowel (a); open-mid vowels become close after close
vowels (b); open-mid vowels and following close vowels become close-mid Vowels[j (c); close
vowels become open-mid after /a/ (d); and VVCV roots drop the final V (e). Otherwise, one
simply changes the order of the final consonant and vowel (|[L8f). The various patterns are illus-
trated in Table . Verbs in this table include default 3rd-person agreement. The data in this table
come from a combination of Steinhauer (1993, 1996a,b), Edwards (2020: 161-175), and my own

fieldwork.

"The close vowels sometimes remain close vowels, rather than lowering to close-mid.
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(18) a. VCa— VVC d. aCV e — aVopen-midC
b. VcloseCVopen—mid — VcloschloseC e. VVCV — VVC
C. Vopt:n—midC\/close — Vclose—michlose-midC f. Otherwise: V]CVZ — VIVZC

VilV,— | a € i 0 u

a na-hana — n-mate — n-ami — laso — asu —
na-haan ‘cooks’ | n-maet ‘dies’ n-aem ‘looks for’ | laos ‘poison’ | aos ‘dog’

. n-nena — n-nene — n-éki — neno — n-mépu —
n-neen ‘hears’ n-neen ‘pushes’ | n-éék ‘brings’ neon ‘sky’ n-méop ‘works’

; n-ita — na-hine — bibi — kilo — kiul | n-inu —
n-iit ‘sees’ na-hiin ‘knows’ | biib ‘goat’ ‘kilogram’ n-iun ‘drinks’

o n-oka — n-"ote — n-méni — kolo — n-méfu —
n-ook ‘with’ n-’oet ‘cuts’ n-méén ‘live’ kool ‘bird’ n-moof ‘falls’
n-tupa — ume — n-mu’i — n-mui’ n-futu —

4 n-tuup ‘sleeps’ | uim ‘house’ ‘has, there is’ unattested n-fuut ‘ties’

VVCV n-aena — n-aen ‘runs’ na-maunu — na-maun ‘is crazy’ n-aiti — n-ait ‘picks up’

Table 1.2: Type 1 metathesis vowel outcomes

Two examples in this table are worth pointing out due to the fact that they have distinct unmetathe-
sized forms but the same metathesized form, n-nena/n-neen ‘hears’ and n-nene/n-neen ‘pushes’.
Examples like these demonstrate that the unmetathesized forms are the underlying forms of these
roots (Edwards 2020: 175). It is fully possible to predict the metathesized form of a root based on
its unmetathesized form, but the reverse does not hold.

Type 2 metathesis fully assimilates the second vowel into the first. This type of metathesis
occurs on CV-final stems before underlyingly vowel-initial enclitics. This is shown first for nouns
in (). () only shows stems that end in /i/, /e/ <e>, and /o/ <0>, and /u/. For Ca-final stems, it is
unclear whether they undergo type 2 metathesis, because type 1 metathesis already assimilates the
final /a/ to the preceding vowel (a VS. d), so the results are the same either way. In addition,
there appears to be a phonotactic constraint against [a]-final words in isolation in native vocabulary,
which results, quite fascinatingly, in an apparent absence of nouns whose last vowel is /a/ that do
not also have a following consonant, either as part of the root or a suffix, despite plenty of verbs
ending in /a/. <e>/[e]-final stems have additional complications that are discussed below.
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(19) a. le’ fafinae e. faaf=je
REL pig DEM.DIST pig=DEF
‘(the one which is) that pig’ (YEK; ‘the pig’
AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 266) (YEK; elic. Aug. 18, 2021)
b. ume f. uim=le
house=DEF house=DEF
‘house’ (Steinhauer [1996b: 483) ‘the house’ (Steinhauer 1996b: 483)
c. kolo g. le’ kool=be
bird REL bird=DEF
‘bird’ ‘the bird’
(AMF; AOZ2019-INS001, line 25) (AMF; AOZ2019-INS001, line 28)
d. mépu h. siin méép=be
work 3rL work
‘work’ ‘their work’
(LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 59) (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 59)

A important process related to type 2 metathesis shown in (e—h) is the insertion of a consonant
at the beginning of underlying V-initial enclitics before all V-finals stems except /a/-final stems,
discussed below. The choice of consonant is determined allomorphically by the final vowel of the
unmetathesized form of the root, providing evidence that the unmetathesized form is the underlying
form. (e-h) feature the definite article enclitic =e, which also serves as a 3sG.acc pronoun. This
enclitic surfaces as =je after /i/, =le after /e/, =be after /o/ and /u/, and =e when it attaches to a
stem that underlyingly ends in /a/ (@c) or a consonant (c) (Steinhauer 1996b: 483). Other V-
initial enclitics like inceptive aspect =en, =es ‘one’, =o- ‘self’, and =a ‘just, only’ also exhibit this
allomorphy (Steinhauer 1993: 150).

Type 2 metathesis occurs on CV-final verbs before vowel-initial enclitics (@a) and often
sentence-finally (b . One can compare the faan form of ‘return’ in these examples to faen in
(b) and fani in (e). Curiously, there are plenty of verb roots that end in /a/, so one can see
that type 1 and type 2 metathesis produce the same result for these stems (a Vs. @C). (@c) also
shows that vowel-initial enclitics lack consonant insertion after these stems.

(20) a. Mi-lali=te es~esa=te n-faan=jen on iin ume.
1pL.EXC-finish=SET one.RED~0One=sgT 3-return=INCP IRR.LOC 35G.NoM house
‘When we finished, everyone returned home.” (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, lines 85-86)
b. Hai éém/aim labah=ma m-faan.
IpL.Exc 1pL.EXC.come quickly=and 1pL.ExcC-return
‘We come quickly and return.” (YEK; elic. Sep. 8, 2021)
c. Afi au ’-jit=e n-bii pasar.
yesterday 1sG.NoM 1sG-see=3sG.Acc 3-RLs.LoC market
‘Yesterday I saw it at the market.” (YFB/YEK/NSK; elic. Jun. 27, 2022)
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Ce-final nouns do no undergo type 2 metathesis, even when an enclitic_attaches (a). Ce-final
verbs do not undergo this type of metathesis when an enclitic attaches (b) but can undergo this
type of metathesis sentence-finally (c). See (a-b) and () for other forms of ‘house’ and
‘die’. Notably, the special /l/-initial forms of enclitics are conditioned here without total vowel
assimilation, showing that consonant insertion does not depend on total vowel assimilation.

(21) a. uim=le

house=DEF
‘the house’ (Steinhauer [1996b: 483)
b. Aténi’ na-mena=m  on he n-ma~maet=la.

man 3-sickness=and IRR.LOC IRR 3-die.RED~die=just
‘People were sick and were dying.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 111)
c. lin ka= na-toon =fa=m n-aak li’aan’=e n-maat.
3sG.NoM NEG= 3-tell =NEG=and 3-say child=DEF 3-die
‘She didn’t tell (me) if the child died.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 350)

C-final stems and underlyingly VVCV-final stems do not undergo type 2 metathesis. The relevant
environments yield the same form as type 1 metathesis; no vowels change in quality (). The forms
of underlyingly vowel-initial enclitics are affected as expected by the final vowel of underlyingly
VVCV-final stems (Edwards 2020: 225). For example, enclitics after aiti/ait ‘pick up’ take the jV
form (@a), while those after aenal/aen ‘run’ take the no-initial-consonant form (b).

(22) a. n-ait=je b. ’-aen=en on Kupang
3-pick.up IsG-run=INcP IRR.LOC Kupang
‘picks it up’ ‘I ran off to Kupang.’
(Edwards 2020: 225) (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 4)

The type 2 metathesis outcomes described above can be summarized as in (@). Fewer stems un-
dergo this type of metathesis, so the rules are less complex. These rules only apply to VCV-final
stems. An open-mid vowel and following high vowel become identical close-mid vowels, keep-
ing the oroginal frontness or backness of the first vowel (@a). Otherwise, the first vowel does
not change at all, and second vowel completely assimilates into the first vowel (23b). C-final and
VVCV-final stems only undergo type 1 metathesis. The various vowel outcomes are illustrated in
Table |I.3. As with Table , the data in this table come from a combination of Steinhauer (1993,
19964.,b), Edwards (2020: 161-175), and my own fieldwork.

(23) a. Vopen—mid, ocfrontCVclose — Vclose—mid,ocfronthlose—mid, ocfrontc
b. Otherwise: V{CV, — V,V,C
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VilVy— | a e i 0 u

a na-hana — n-mate — n-ami — laso — asu —
na-haan ‘cooks’ | n-maat ‘dies’ n-aam ‘looks for’ | laas ‘poison’ | aas ‘dog’
n-nena — n-nene — n-éki — neno — n-mépu —

© n-neen ‘hears’ n-neen ‘pushes’ | n-éék ‘brings’ neen ‘sky’ n-méép ‘works’

. n-ita — na-hine — bibi — kilo — kiil n-inu —

! n-iit ‘sees’ na-hiin ‘knows’ | biib ‘goat’ ‘kilogram’ n-iun ‘drinks’
n-oka — n-’ote — n-moéni — kolo — n-méfu —

© n-ook ‘with’ n-"oot ‘cuts’ n-méon ‘live’ kool ‘bird’ n-méof “falls’
n-tupa — n-mu’i — n-muw’ n-futu —

u unattested . unattested .
n-tuup ‘sleeps’ ‘has, there is’ n-fuut ‘ties’

VVCV same as type 1

Table 1.3: Type 2 metathesis vowel outcomes

Now that these metathesis patterns have been explained, we can return to a point made in section

m, the idea that close-mid vowels [e] and [o] appear to be allophones of the open-mid /e/ and /o/

respectively (Edwards 2020: 92). Type 2 metathesis allows one to derive minimal pairs between
close-mid and open-mid vowels even though this contrast does not exist in the underlying forms.

Some minimal pairs resulting from this process are provided in (@). First, open-mid vowels become

close-mid vowels before high vowels. This always happens during metathesis, and it also usually

happens even when the vowels are not adjacent, e.g. /mepu/ — [mepu] ‘work’ (d). After this

raising, when the second-vowel fully assimilates into the first, they both end up as close-mid (R4ja-
b). If the underlying open-mid vowel is not followed by a close vowel, this raising to close-mid
does not take place. Thus, when the second vowel fully assimilates into the first, they both end up

as open-mid (

24) a.

c-d).

Au ’-héél.

1sG.NoM 1sG-slice

‘I am slicing.” (Steinhauer 1996a: 223)
‘slice’ = /heli/ — [heli] (mid-vowel raising) — [he:l] (type 2 metathesis)

Au ’-60t.

1sG.NoMm 1sG-burn

‘I am burning.” (Steinhauer [1996a: 223)
‘burn’ = /otu/ — [otu] (mid-vowel raising) — [o:t] (type 2 metathesis)

Au ’-heel.

IsGc.NoM 1sG-pull

‘I am pulling.” (Steinhauer 1996a: 223)
‘pull’ = /hela/ — [he:l] (type 2 metathesis)

Au ’-oo0t.
1sc.NoM 1sG-cut
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‘I am cutting.” (Steinhauer [1996a: 223)
‘cut’ = /ote/ — [?o:t] (type 2 metathesis) — [o:t] (*[27])

Lastly, underlyingly VV(C)-final roots and stems do not undergo any form of metathesis, because
they do not have the necessary post-tonic CV sequence (Edwards 2020: 176). These are still worth-
while to look at, because they allow one to see the conditioning vowel of the stem overtly adjacent
to the enclitic whose form it conditions. The final [0] of nao ‘go’ (@a) conditions the [b]-initial
form of inceptive =en (R3b), and the final [i] of fui ‘write’ (25c) conditions the [d3]-initial form
of the 3sG accusative =e (25d). Examples like these provide another argument for the unmetathe-
sized forms of roots and stems being the underlying forms. If these are the underlying forms, then
one can say that enclitic allomorph selection takes place before metathesis, and the conditioning
environment for particular forms is whatever segment is adjacent to the enclitic at this stage.

(25) a. Ina n-nao.
3sG.NOM 3-go
‘He went.” (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, line 63)
b. Au ’-nao=Dben.
IsGc.NOM 1sG-go=INCP
‘I am starting to go.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 6, 2021)
c. Au ’-tui au kaan-k=e.
1sG.NOM 1sG-write 1sG.NOM name-1SG.INAL=DEF
‘I wrote my name.” (YEK; elic. Nov. 24, 2019)
d. Buuk=be sekau esa n-tui=je?
book=DEF who Foc 3-write=3sG.AcC

‘The book was written by who?” (More literally: ‘The book, who wrote it?”)
(YEK/NSK; elic. Aug. 4, 2021)

VVC-final roots and stems behave like other C-final stems in selecting for the V-initial allomorph
of underlyingly V-initial enclitics (@).

(26) a. hiit kuan b. Kkuan=e
IpL.aNc.NoM village village=DEF
‘our village.” ‘the village.
(KSF; AOZ2019-MONO003, line 35) (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, line 6)

1.6 Case and verbal agreement: Morphology and alignment

Now that I have discussed the essential aspects of Uab Meto phonology and morphophonology, in
this section I will discuss the basics of the morphology and alignment of case and verbal agreement
in Uab Meto. I will provide pronoun and agreement prefix paradigms and show that Uab Meto has
nominative-accusative alignment both in its case marking and in its verbal agreement. The section
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will finish with a brief discussion of the head movement to Agr that I assume occurs to form the
verbal complex. This is relevant for creating the proper complex-head configuration for allomorphy
within the verbal complex, and it is also needed independently to derive the correct word order in
ditransitive constructions.

1.6.1 Paradigms

Though most nominals in Uab Meto are not marked for case, personal pronouns show a distinc-
tion between nominative and accusative, with the nominative forms also being used for possession
(@b, @b). Some pronouns have distinct unmetathesized and metathesized forms (Table , left
side). This is shown below in the relevant cells as unmetathesized/metathesized. In general, the
unmetathesized forms are used before consonant clusters (@a), and the metathesized forms are
used elsewhere (@b). Additionally, the 3sG.acc enclitic =e is subject to considerable allomorphy
of a different fashion. As discussed in section , it surfaces as =e when it attaches to a stem that
underlyingly ends in /a/ or a consonant, =je after /i/, =le after /e/, and =be after /o/ and /u/.

Regarding verbs, Uab Meto is typologically unusual among Austronesian languages in general,
but typical of languages of the Lesser Sunda Islands in southeastern Indonesia, in having obligatory
verbal agreement with subjects in person and number (Blust 2013: 88). Verbs are marked with one
of two sets of subject-agreement prefixes, an asyllabic set consisting of single consonants and a syl-
labic set consisting of the same consonants and a following vowel (Table , right side). Particular
verbs take prefixes from one set or the other; the choice between the two sets is largely conditioned
by the phonology and morphology of the stem along with some lexical variation (Edwards 2020:
440). This allomorphy will be discussed in more detail in chapter @

SG PL SG PL

NOM | Acc | Nom ACC asylL. | syll. | asyll | sylL

INC hita/hiit | kita/kiit INC t- ta-

IsT - - IsT 5 ; -
EXC au kau hai kai EXC - u- m- mi-

2ND hoo koo hii kii 2ND m- mu- m- mi-
3rD ina/iin | =e sina/siin 3rD n- na- n- na-

Table 1.4: Uab Meto pronouns (left) and agreement prefixes (right)

1.6.2 Case and agreement alignment and the derivation of the verbal
complex

With an understanding of case and agreement morphology in place, we are now ready to discuss
their alignment. Importantly for chapter @, Uab Meto exhibits nominative-accusative alignment
in its pronouns and its verbal agreement prefixes. I will illustrate this first with simple, 1-verb
sentences. To start, unaccusative (E?Ia) and unergative (@b) verbs agree with nominative-marked
subjects, and the agreement prefix takes the same form in both cases. This pattern shows that there is
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no split among intransitive verbs, ruling out active-stative alignment. In the examples in (@)—(@),
the nominative subject and the agreement prefix that reflects its ¢-features are bolded®.

27) a. Ina n-moof. b. Iin n-aen.
3sG.NoMm 3-fall 3sG.NOM 3-run
‘He/she falls.” (Steinhauer 1993: 135) ‘He/she ran.” (Arka 2001f: 1)

Monotransitive (@) and ditransitive (@) verbs also agree with nominative subjects. These sen-
tences show that intransitive and transitive subjects are marked the same way morphologically,
and verbs agree with these nominative subjects, rather than any object. These examples rule out
ergative-absolutive alignment. Thus, one can conclude that Uab Meto has NoM-acc alignment in
its pronouns and verbal agreement.

(28) a. Iin na-tiik kau. b. Au ’u-tiik=e.
3sc.NoM 3-heel 1sG.acc IsGc.NoM 1sG-heel=3sG.Acc
‘He/she kicked me.” (Arka 2001: 1) ‘I kicked him/her.” (Arka 2001: 1)
29) a. Au ’-fee koo pena’. b. Sina n-fee kau pena’ bian.
IsG.NOM 1sG-give 2sG.Acc corn 3pL 3-give 1sG.Acc corn some
‘I give you corn.’ ‘They gave me some corn.” (YEK;
(YEK/NSK; elic. Mar. 16, 2022) AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 268)

The discussion in this introduction so far has been primarily descriptive. Starting from this point
the discussion will shift to being more theoretical. What follows is the first part of this disserta-
tion’s theoretical analysis of Uab Meto verb and clause structure. The analysis that follows presents
aspects of Uab Meto clause structure that I propose are present in every clause with at least one
verb. This is intended to serve as a summary of the core syntactic proposals of this dissertation, all
aspects of which will receive more attention in the chapters to come.

The derivations of all sentences with verbs in Uab Meto involve agreement and movement.
DPs can be base-generated in several different places. I follow Harley (2014) in assuming that pa-
tient DPs are generated as complements of the root, and I follow Pylkkédnen (2008), Harley (2013),
Legate (2014), and Alexiadou, Anagnostopoulou & Schifer (2015) (among others) in assuming
that external arguments are introduced in Spec,VoiceP. I also assume that inherently ditransitive
verbs introduce the recipient in a specifier of the root. These DPs can be targeted for agreement and
movement. I will argue in chapter E] that Agr sits immediately above Voice and targets the highest
DP for agreement. I will also argue there that this DP moves to Spec, TP, where it receives nomi-
native case. Movement of the subject to Spec,TP is necessary to derive its usual place preceding
TAM markers and negation. Objects stay in-situ. Additionally, I propose that verbal complexes are
derived through head movement minimally of the root, v, and Voice to Agr. This has the effect of

8Uab Meto is a pro-drop language. Agreement is mandatory, but overt pronouns are not required (@a, @b).
However, overt pronouns are used very frequently (c, b), and their use does not appear to be pragmatically marked.
All the examples cited here are naturalistic. It remains unclear what factors govern their use.
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deriving the correct word order in ditransitives, where the verbal complex precedes both objects,
and it also helps account for the allomorphy that the root, v, Voice, and Agr condition on each
other (chapter @), by bringing all the relevant heads into a complex-head structure (chapter ). To
illustrate my assumptions about the derivation of basic sentences, the proposed structure of (R9b)
is provided in (@). The solid arrow represents movement, and the dashed arrow represents the
¢-probe on Agr targeting the highest DP for agreement.

(30) TP

kau  Root DP
y T
pena’ bian

A small number of verbs like fee ‘give’ in (@)/(@) are inherently ditransitive, with a recipient DP
introduced by the root itself, but a larger number of verbs can be made ditransitive through processes
like causativization. This involves adding more heads into the verbal complex. For example, the
monotransitive verb na’a/naa’ ‘hold’ in (B 1ja) can be made into the ditransitive na’at ‘hand to’ (b)
with the addition of -#, one of the allomorphs of causative v (Vj,caus))-



28

(31) a. Au ’-paa’ fatu. b. Au ’u-na’a-t Tyler fatu.
Isc.NoMm 1sG-hold stone Isc.Nom 1sG-hold-caus Tyler stone
‘I hold a stone.” (SRB/YFB/YEK/ ‘I hand Tyler a stone.” (YFB/YEK/NSK;
NSK; elic. Jun. 27, 2022) elic. Jun. 27, 2022)

As will be discussed in more detail in chapter @, causatives in Uab Meto are of the middle-sized
vP-selecting or “verb-selecting type in the typology of (Pylkkdnen 2008: 87; Tan 2023: 327). This
means that vj,caus) selects for a vP. Relatedly, causatives do not embed a second agent. The causer is
introduced as an agent in Spec, VoiceP, but the causee is introduced lower, in Spec,ApplP. Crucially
for our purposes here, this means that in addition to Voice, v, and the root, Appl and vp,caus] also
head-move to Agr when present. This derives the correct word order, with the causee Tyler after
the verb. This head movement is illustrated in () for the causativized transitive in (b).

(32) TP

DP, ™

Voice Apple Voice ApplP
Q_ /\ t2 /\
Appl V3 [+CAUS] DP Appl’
-
\Z1 V[+CAUS] Tyler  Appl VPLicaus)
/\ -t t6 /\

Roots v V[+CAUS] vP

na’a - t3 /\
\Y RootP
ty A

Root DP
SN

fatu

In summary, Uab Meto has NoMm-acc alignment. Uab Meto verbs preferentially agree with intran-
sitive and transitive subjects marked with nominative case, distinct from the accusative case that
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marks objects. Subjects move to Spec, TP to receive nominative case, and the root, Voice and any
other heads in the clausal spine that are present between them head-move to Agr. All of these
aspects are elaborated on and justified in the chapters to come. Chapter 2 will discuss all the el-
ements that head-move into the verbal complex; chapter @ will use the structure formed from the
movement of these heads to Agr in order to account for the allomorphy that these heads condition
on each other; and chapter E] will discuss case and agreement from a syntactic standpoint.

1.7 Structure of the dissertation

The rest of this dissertation proceeds as follows:

Chapter @ describes and analyzes the morphology, syntax , and some of the semantics of all the
different affixes in the Uab Meto verbal complex. The chapter argues that Uab Meto verbs, include
the following heads from lowest to highest: Root, n, v/v.gg/Vi+uave;, Vi+caus), Appl, Voice, Agr.
Some of these heads, like Voice, come in several types that will be motivated. The root, v, Voice, and
Agr are always present, while the other heads are only present in specific circumstances. Affixes
that display allomorphy, like stative m(a)- and vi,caus;, and affixes that display some other form
of phonological manifestation, like the subtractive morphology of v,gg)/V[+navg), also receive an
analyses of these morphophonological properties.

Chapter [ describes and analyzes the allomorphy displayed by Uab Meto’s subject-agreement
prefixes. It assumes the analysis from chapter E that places Agr in the highest position in the ver-
bal complex, and thus, all relevant allomorphic conditioning comes from structurally lower heads
and stems. First is a detailed description of the patterns, including some patterns that are lexically
idiosyncratic, such as verbs that involve root-vowel changes either in addition to or in place of the
usual agreement prefixes. Then the chapter turns to a discussion of important theoretical under-
pinnings of the analysis. The proposed Obliteration operation for Uab Meto verbs is described
step by step and contrasted with related but distinct Pruning (Embick 2010, 2015) and Obliteration
(Arregi & Nevins 2007, 2012) operations. There is also a discussion of Uab Meto syllable and
foot structure, which clarify how the number of syllables in stems is determined for the purposes
of Agr allomorphy. Then the chapter moves onto the analysis of Agr allomorphy, showing how
a requirement for structural adjacency between Agr and the conditioning head or stem, combined
with Obliteration of null intervening morphemes, can account for the various patterns. The chapter
finishes with a discussion of alternative analyses and their pros and cons. These analyses include 1.
attributing a much larger share of the allomorphy to phonological conditioning via a greater propor-
tion of CC-initial stems to avoid creating illicit CCC sequences, 2. a ghost consonant that creates
covert CC sequences that have the same effect as overt ones, and 3. conditioning based on the prop-
erties of Spell-Out domains. The chapter finishes with a discussion of the theoretical contributions
of the proposed allomorphy analysis.

Chapter 4 begins with a typological framing of different forms of agreement that have been
proposed in previous work: high absolutive, low absolutive, and high nominative, the last of which
is often just described as nominative. The chapter then introduces Uab Meto negation and its various
TAM markers and demonstrates that these elements are above Agr through evidence like these
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elements’ inability to agree, their not blocking agreement on verbs, and the ability of some of
them to license VP ellipsis, which elides agreement. Then the chapter provides some additional
evidence, following up on chapter , showing that Agr is above all the other projections within the
verbal complex, and agreement maintains nominative alignment in its preference for agreeing with
the highest DP, regardless of it origin. There is also some discussion of topic and focus, which
are also above agreement. This discussion allows one to have a complete picture of Uab Meto
clause structure. The analysis ultimately proposes that agreement is on an independent Agr head
immediately above Voice, while a higher T head moves the subject to it and assigns nominative case
to it. Then the chapter turns to a typological comparison of Uab Meto agreement with agreement in
other languages. The chapter demonstrates that Uab Meto agreement is true agreement and not any
form of clitic doubling through evidence like its frequently co-occuring with subject pronouns, its
being obligatory, and its being compatible with non-referential subjects. The chapter also examines
some consequences of the separation of agreement and case assignment and locating agreement
within each verbal complex. Agr can agree with DPs bearing both nominative and accusative case.
In addition, the possibility of multiple verbs, each with their own Agr probe, results in verbs in the
same clause agreeing independently, often targeting different DPs.

Chapter greiterates the main findings of the dissertation, discusses open questions, and pro-
poses possible directions for future work.
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Chapter 2

The structure of the Uab Meto verbal
complex

2.1 Introduction and summary of the chapter

This chapter discusses the various elements that can appear in the Uab Meto verbal complex and
their relative hierarchy. This chapter also analyzes the allomorphy displayed by a few v and Voice
heads, which is not a main focus of the chapter but is nevertheless important. Section 2.2 motivates
the existence of the various v heads that turn heads of different categories into verbs. “Default”
v combines with roots, and vp,gg and vi,gavg; combine with roots that have previously combined
directly with a nominalizing head (n). In terms of allomorphy, n and “default” v are always null.
Vi+navg] 1S an allomorph of vi,gg; inserted in the context of any Voice head that introduces an ex-
ternal argument, notated as Voice|p). Neither vi,pg) nor vi,uave) have any overt allomorphs in a
direct sense, but both often trigger the deletion of the final consonant of the nouns that they ver-
balize, a form of subtractive morphology. Section @ discusses vi,caus), Which morphologically
causativizes verbs, and Appl, which introduces the causee of causativized transitives. vi,caus; has
five allomorphs that are mostly lexically conditioned, -b, -’, -n, -t, and -@. Appl is always null. Sec-
tion discusses the Voice heads “default” Voice, stative m(a)- and deobjective ma-, which are
straightforward to distinguish both morphosyntactically and semantically. “Default” Voice yields
an active syntax, and it is always null. Stative m(a)- suppresses agents, and it takes the form m- in
its unproductive use on verbs and ma- in its productive use on stative nominalizations. Deobjec-
tive ma- _suppresses patients, and it takes the form ma- in its productive verbal and nominal uses.
Section 2.5 discusses the syntax of Agr, though its complicated allomorphy is saved for chapter @
Section 2.6 concludes.

This chapter analyzes the structure of the verbal complex to conclude that the root is the lowest,
followed by n, followed by default v/v,gg/Viinave), then vi,caus), then Appl, then Voice, and then
Agr. This hierarchy is illustrated in (33). Not all of these heads are present in every verbal complex.
There are four parts that are always present; from lowest to highest these are the root, v, Voice,
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and Agrm. In causativized verbs there are also Appl and v,caus), Which are between v and Voice.
Denominal verbs have roots that first combine with n and then vi,gg; or vi,navg) instead of “default”

V.
(33) Agr
Agr Voice
- PN
Voice  Appl

N

Appl  Viicaus

N

V. V[icaus]

T

N V/VBE)/V+HAVE]

N

Root n

There are many other parts of the clausal spine above Agr, including negation and tense-aspect-
mood (TAM) marking as well as A projections like Topic and Focus, but these do not have any
effect on allomorphy within the verbal complex, so these will be set aside for the time being. More
thorough discussion of these parts of the Uab Meto clausal spine and why they are placed above
Agr can be found in chapter E] and in (Lemon 2024a).

2.2 The root and category-defining heads

This section will discuss the lower part of the verbal complex, below vi.caus). The heads in this
part of the verbal complex include the root, n, “default” v, vj,gg, and [,nave)-

2.2.1 The root

Following standard practice in Distributed Morphology (Halle & Marantz 1993), I assume the ex-
istence of a Root head separate from other heads within words and sentences. Roots contribute the
lexical meaning of the words in question. In Uab Meto, words with roots can be divided into nouns
and verbs. The easiest way to distinguish them is morphologically. Nouns lack agreement, while
verbs have it. Simple nouns can be morphologically bare (34a), while verbs require agreement
(@b), as is shown below for the root mépu ‘work’.

! Agr is absent in nominalized verb stems (see section @), but it is present in all actual verbs.
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(34) a. Siin mépu m-bii=n Oe’sao ii.
3rL work 3-rLS.LOC=DAT Oe’sa0 DEM.PROX
‘Their work is in Oe’sao here.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONOI11, line 12)
b. Sina n-mépu m-bii=n Oebobo naan.
3rL 3-work 3-rLs.Loc=DAT Oebobo DEM.DIST
‘They worked in Oebobo there.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 39)

In Uab Meto, as in other languages, roots first combine with functional heads that categorize the
root. The root may combine with an nominalizing (n) head to form a noun or a verbalizing (v)
head to form a verb. Categorizing heads can also combine with larger constituents to change their
category (e.g. changing a noun into a verb or the opposite). There are several such heads in Uab
Meto.

2.2.2 “Default” v

The first kind of v is the “default” v. This v combines with roots to turn them into verbs, and it
adds event semantics for the event described by the root (Alexiadou, Anagnostopoulou & Schifer
2015: 50). I assume this v is present in all non-denominal verbs, meaning all verbs where the
root first combines with a v head instead of an n head. This group includes verbs of all types of
transitivity, including the non-causativized verbs in (@)—( and (B1la) as well as the causativized
verb in (B1jb). This v is illustrated in the trees in (30) and (32). This v is always null and does not
affect allomorphy of other parts of the verbal complex, so there will not be much to say about it in
this chapter.

2.2.3 n, vi,BE], and V[, HAVE]

Some verbs in Uab Meto are formed on nominal bases, rather than root bases. Structurally, this
means that roots in these cases first combine with an n head before combining with a v head. A
special type of v, v,gg), combines with a nominalized root. This v head is always silent. This portion
of the analysis draws heavily from Tan (2023: 181-187), who herself draws on Myler (2016). Tan
observes that a significant portion of CV-initial verbs that have syllabic agreement prefixes can be
analyzed as denominal. The relevant roots are first covertly nominalized before combining with
v, Voice, Agr, and the rest of the sentential structure. This nominalization is quite low, attaching
directly to the root, in contrast with the often overt nominalization affixes that attach to Voice that
will be discussed in section @

These covertly nominalized roots combine with vi,gg), which has two allomorphs. In the ab-
sence of an external argument, it surfaces as v,pg;, which adds the semantics of ‘to be NOUN’,
where the noun is indicated by the nominalized root. In the presence of an external argument, this
v head surfaces as v,yave;, Which adds the semantics of ‘to have NOUN’, where the noun is again
indicated by the nominalized root. In their analysis, the selection of the vj,yavg) allomorph is con-
ditioned by the presence of a Voice head that introduces an external argument, which can be notated
as Voicep;, where D stands for “determiner”. Sample vocabulary entries based on Myler (2016:
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254) and Tan (2023: 184) are provided in (). I assume that in order for the v,yavg; allomorph
to be conditioned, it must be structurally adjacent to Voice|p). I will also propose a condition of
structural adjacency for agreement-prefix allomorphy in section 3.4,

(35) a. V[4+BE] — V[+HAVE] /VOiCC[D] _
b. VI[+BE] — V[+BE] / elsewhere

On the surface, this alternation may appear to be one of distinct v heads with distinct semantics,
but Myler (2016: 255) analyzes the alternation between v,pgg; and vj,gavg; as allomorphy. In his
analysis, the English verb have (@a) is a light verb that is the spell-out of the light verb be when
it is in a transitive clause. This transitivity is supplied by Voice introducing an external argument.
Many languages lack the have allomorph and instead express possession in an intransitive way, such
as with an existential or locative construction. (36b) shows an example from Russian. The differing
interpretations of v,gg) and v gavg; are due, in his view, to the allosemy of the Voice head with
which v, gg)/Visnave combine, rather than v, gg; and vi,pave) having different semantics themselves.
(B7) provides sample allosemy rules and associated semantics for agentive (@a) and possessive
(B7b) Voice heads, which are instances of Voicep;, and a default identity-function alloseme (37),
which does not introduce an external argument and so is not Voicep;. As discussed in section
, I assume that “default” or “active” Voice exhibits allosemy and the associated variation in
the introduction of an external argument along the lines of (E?I).

(36) a. Ihave abook. (Myler 2016: 5)
b. Umenja est’ kniga.
at 1sG.GEN be,,;;.3.SUB book

‘I have a book.” (Myler 2016: 5)

(37) a. [[Voice]] +— Ax..Aes.Agent(x,e) / _ (agentive, dynamic event)
b. [[Voice]] «+— Ax..Aes.Holder(x,e) / _ (stative eventuality)
c. [[Voice]] +— Ax.x / _ elsewhere (Myler 2016: 255)

Some denominal verbs have an unaccusative structure and combine with vj,gg;. This is not the cor-
rect environment for the v,gavg; allomorph, so one derives the default vi,gg) interpretation whereby
the subject IS the noun described by the denominal verb. Some examples are provided in (). The
bolded verbs in these examples could be analyzed respectively as being derived from the nouns ate
‘slave, servant’ (Tan 2023: 184), ma’mu’i ‘poor, unfortunate’ (Tan 2023: 284), and kulu ‘teacher’.

(38) a. Hoo m-"aet. c. Au he ’-kuul.
25G.NOM 2sG-servant 1sG.NoM IRR 1sG-teacher
“You are a servant.” (Tan 2023: 184) ‘I want to be a teacher.’
b. Iin fe’la &ma’muu’, (YEK & NSK; elic. Nov. 3, 2021)

3sG.Now still|EPEN 3-poor

‘They (the people) are still poor.”
(YAF; AOZ2019-MONO004, line 153)
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The proposed structure of (@c) is provided in (@). It is based on a structure for (a) provided in
Tan (2023: 185).

39) TP
DP, T
au T AgrP
he /\
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, Voice VP[,BE]
> /\ t2 /\
Voice V3 [+BE] VI[+BE] nP
- /\ t3 /\
N5 V[+BE] n ROOtP
A - ts /\
Root, n Root DP,
kuul -g |7} t

Other denominal verbs combine with a Voice head that introduces an external argument, forming an
unergative predicate. This environment conditions the vj,gavg) allomorph, and so one derives the
interpretation whereby the subject HAS the noun described by the denominal verb. Some examples
are provided in (@). The bolded verbs in these examples could be analyzed as deriving from the
nouns menas ‘sickness’, foo ‘smell, stink’, masa-f ‘form, shape’, mina’ ‘oil’, sufa’ ‘blossom, tree
flower’, fua-f ‘fruit’ (Tan 2023: 182, 184, 435-457), and bua’ ‘clod, wad, clump’ (Manhitu 2007:
9)4. In (4(0a-d), more idiomatic translations are given first, followed by more literal translations.

(40) a. Au ’u-meen. c. Hoo mu-maas.
1sG.NoM 1sG-sickness 25G.NOM 2sG-form
‘I am sick.” / ‘I have sickness.’ “You are beautiful.” / “You have form.’
(YEK; elic. Dec. 15, 2021) (YEK; elic. Oct. 28, 2021)
b. Au ’u-foo. d. Na-miin.
1sGg.NoM 1sG-smell 3-oil
‘I stink.” / ‘I have a smell.’ ‘It is delicious.” / ‘It has oil.’
(Steinhauer [1993: 136) (YEK; elic. Sep. 29, 2021)

’The -f suffix present on some of these nouns appears on inalienable nouns for generic uses when they are un-
possessed. It is dropped when these nouns are verbalized. Dropping final root or suffix consonants is common when
verbalizing nouns in Uab Meto (Edwards 2020: 259-260).
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e. Haunuunh=e  tuun-n=e biasa kalu na-suuf ai’ na-fua kool=be
tree banyan=DEF top-3sG.INAL=DEF usual when 3-tree.flower or 3-fruit bird=DEF
na-mfau.
3-many

‘Usually when the banyan tree has flowers or fruit, there are many birds.’
(YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, line 65)

f. Hai mi-bua ok~oke  m-bii kuan=e.
IpL.Exc.NOM 1PL.EXC-clump all.RED~all 1PL.EXC-RLS.LOC Vvillage=DEF
‘We all gathered together in the village.” (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, line 6)

The proposed structure of (@a) is provided in (). Tan (2023: 185) proposes that these unergative
predicates containing vi,yavg; are covertly transitive, with the denominal verb being coindexed
with a silent and/or covertly incorporated object. Nothing about agreement-prefix allomorphy or
any other allomorphy in the verbal complex depends on this choice, so I remain uncommitted either
way, and the tree below represents them as truly unergative.

41) TP
DP; T
au T AgrP
(%) /\
Agr VoicePp;
Agr Voice; p) DP, Voice’ p;
u- /\ t] /\
Voicep, V3 [+HAVE] Voicep) VP HAVE]
- A 6 /\
ns V[+HAVE] V[+HAVE] nP
/\ -(remove s) t3 /\
Root, n n RootP
meen - ts ‘
Root

ty

Lastly, there are also some overtly transitive denominal verbs that combine with vj,yavg;. The
verbs in (@) could be analyzed as deriving from the nouns tika-f ‘heel’ (Tan 2023: 454) and hina-f
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‘knowledge’. The literal meanings of the resulting verbs ‘kick’ and ‘know’ could be something like
‘have a heel on’ and ‘have knowledge of”.

(42) a. Au ’u-tiik=e. b. pleent=e karna na-hiin kiit
1sG.Nom 1sG-heel=3sG.acc government=DEF because 3-knowledge 1pL.INC.ACC
‘I kicked 3sa.’ ‘because the government knows us’
(Arka 2001} 1) (YAF; AOZ2019-MONO04, line 171)

(@), (@), and (@) show that the denominal verbs that combine with v,pg; take asyllabic agreement
prefixes, and those that combine with v,gavg; take syllabic agreement prefixes. This observation
will be important in the discussion of agreement-prefix allomorphy in chapter @

It may strike the reader as odd that there are two allomorphs, vi,gg; and vi,navg), that are both
null. Shouldn’t allomorphs have distinct forms? While the evidence for a direct, overt expression
of either of these allomorphs is unclear, as will be discussed below, the allomorphs differ in their
behavior after Vocabulary Insertion. More specifically, as discussed in section , null v, pave
and vi,caus) are not subject to Obliteration when null, unlike null “default v”” or vi,gg;. Obliteration
(Arregi & Nevins 2007, 2012) is a post-syntactic operation that eliminates morphemes from the
structure based on some trigger condition. Eligibility for the version of Obliteration proposed in
section is primarily phonological. All morphemes that are Obliterated are null, but not all null
morphemes are Obliterated. For reasons discussed below, v,gg; may not actually be null, requiring
the postulation of an additional process in that explains why v(,gg) acts as if it has been Obliter-
ated in some circumstances. Ultimately, there is something featurally distinct about the phonology
or morphology of vi,navg), even if it does not correspond to a segmental or suprasemental feature,
and this motivates the postulation of distinct allomorphs.

There is some evidence for overt phonology associated with vp,gg; and vj,gavg; from apparent
subtractive morphology in some noun-verb pairs. More specifically, many of the noun-verb pairs
mentioned above, especially those in (@) and (), feature a noun that ends in a consonant and a
verb that lacks that final consonant. In some cases, the missing final C on the verb corresponds to
a clear synchronic suffix on the noun, such as inalienable -f on hina-f ‘knowledge’ being dropped
from the verb na-hina/na-hiin ‘knows’ (), so cases like these are not surprising. One could say
that the n affixes that attach in these cases are different, that the same affixes have null allomorphs
when combining with a verbalizing head, or that inalienable agreement affixation is not an n head
but is only possible in non-verbalized structures. On the other hand, there are also some cases
where the consonant that is missing from the verb is clearly part of the root, even to the point of
being etymologically reconstructed back to Proto-Malayo-Polynesian (PMP) (Edwards 2020: 455,
Tan 2023: 200). Some examples are shown in ([3]). The PMP reconstructions are provided in IPA
based on the reconstruction of Blust (2013: 554).

(43) a. uim menas (< PMP *ma-pogios ‘sick’)
house sick
‘hospital’ (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 105)
b. ulan (< PMP *qujjan ‘rain’)
rain



38

‘rain’ (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 134)
c. mina’ (< PMP *minak ‘fat, grease’)

oil

‘oil’ (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 103)

d. Au ’u-meen.
1sG.NoMm 1sG-sickness

‘I am sick.” (YEK; elic. Dec. 15, 2021)

e. Neno ii na-"uul.
day DEM.PROX 3-rain

‘Today it is raining.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Feb. 16, 2022)
f. Na-miin.

3-oil

‘It is delicious.” (YEK; elic. Sep. 29, 2021)

These could be considered examples of subtractive morphology, and I ultimately believe that is the
correct analysis. However, it is hard to generalize about what causes the process because of its
inconsistent application. For example, though the final /s/, /n/, and /?/ of the base nouns elide in
the corresponding verbs in (@), they remain for the verbs in (@). In all cases the final consonant
is morphologically part of the root.

(44) a. monas d. Au ’-monas.

naked 1sG.Nom 1sG-naked

‘bare, naked’ (Manhitu 2007: 22) ‘I am naked.” (Steinhauer 1993: 134)
b. léitan e. mi-loitan keen-t=ini

repair 1pL.EXC-repair shoot-NMLZ=PL.DEF

‘(a/the) repair’ ‘(we) repaired the guns’

(based on Tan 2023: 450) (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, line 14)
c. papa’ f. na-papa’

wound 3-wound

‘wound’ (Tan 2023: 242) ‘is wounded’ (Tan 2023: 242)

The roots in (@) and (@) do not have any clear phonological differences that would allow one to
explain this difference in behavior, nor do they have any clear morphosyntactic differences. Both
denominals that combine with v(,pg (asyllabic agreement prefixes, @) and those that combine with
vi:uavEe) (syllabic agreement prefixes, #4)) can drop the final C of the noun or not, suggesting lexical
specificity (Tan 2023: 101). We have not yet seen a denominal that combines with vi,gg) that drops
its final C, so an example is provided in (#5). Another is (@b).



39

(45) a. leel meto’ . n-meto
field dry 3-dry
‘dry field’ ‘is dry’ (Tan 2023: 238)

(YAF; AOZ2019-MONO04, line 255)

Adding to the lexical idiosyncrasy, there are even some verbs that add a final consonant in compar-
ison to the corresponding noun (#6). As discussed in section , there are several -C allomorphs
of causative v (v[.caus)), including -’, but there is no apparent causative meaning here.

(46) a. leke/na-leke’ b. Hoo mu-leke’.
dirt / 3-dirt 2sG.NoM 2sG-dirt

‘dirt, grime’/‘dirty’ (Manhitu 2007: 6, 7) ‘You are dirty.” (YEK; elic. Jan. 24, 2024)

From the data that we have seen so far, one can say that only the verbs that exhibit final C-deletion
are actually denominal, while the other verbs are formed from roots that combine directly with a v
head, but one can find variable behavior even within the same verb roots in different contexts. For
example, the noun metan ‘black’ (@a) loses its final /n/ when used as an intransitive verb (@b).
It retains its /n/ in the nominal compound oe metan ‘dirt, black water’ (@a) and also keeps the /n/
when used as an intransitive verb (48b), but it drops the /n/ again in its causative form (#8c). While
the nominal forms consistently retain the final /n/, being a verb is not sufficient in this case to predict
the loss of the /n/.

47) a. Ao-n=e metan.
body-3sG.INAL=DEF black

b. Iin nees-n=e n-meta.
3sG.NOM contents-3SG.INAL=DEF 3-black

‘His body was dirty.’

(LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, lines 128)

‘Its contents (i.e. insides) are black.’
(HNK; AOZ2019-MONOO06, line 789)

(48) a. oe metan b. n-’oe-metan
water black 3-water-black

‘be dirty’

(Tan 2023: 328)

c. n-’oe-meta-b
3-water-black-caus

‘black water’
(YEK; elic. Jan. 24, 2024)

‘make dirty’
(Tan 2023: 328)

Tan (2023: 240-242) analyzes these alternations as arising from historical suffixes that are still
productive in other places in Uab Meto. In cases like the inherited root consonants in (@) this
would have involved reanalysis of these root consonants as nominal suffixes or enclitics. Some
examples of /s/, /?/, and /n/ being used in these ways in the modern language are shown in (@).
(@c) and (#9d) show the homophonous 3sG inalienable possession suffix -n and plural enclitic =n
as which a root-final /n/ could have been reanalyzed. This is a plausible historical origin of the
pattern, and explains why the majority of observed cases of final-C loss between nouns and verbs
involve consonants that correspond to known affixes and enclitics.
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(49) a. tepo-s c. aas=be fefa-n
hit-NnmLz dog=DEF mouth-3sG.INAL
‘a hit’ ‘the dog’s mouth’
(Steinhauer 1993: 151) (AMF; AOZ2019-INS001; line 31)

b. ma-tepo-’ d. tua-f hiit ai’ fanu=n

STAT-hit-NMLZ person-INAL seven or eight=pL
‘(thing that is) hit’ ‘seven or eight people’
(YEK; elic. Jul. 28, 2021) (YEK; AOZ2019-MONO002, line 23)

However, speakers must still learn this pattern in the contemporary language, and interestingly this

eneralization about which consonant participate in final C-loss is not absolute. For example, susal
(g@a) is a loan from Malay/Indonesian susah ‘sad, difficult’ (Tan 2023: 321) that participates in
this process. I am unsure of the source of the /I/ in the Miomafo-variety version of the loan, though
Manhitu (2007: 7) gives both the forms susal and susar for ‘suffering’, suggesting that this loan is
present in both /I/-using and /r/-using varieties of Uab Meto. Relevant for our purposes here, neither
the /h/ in the loan nor /1/ or /r/ that replaced it in the Uab Meto nominal forms is a consonant that
corresponds to any suffix or enclitic in the language of which I am aware, either synchronically or
historically. And yet, we still see the loss of this consonant across different varieties of the language
in the causative verb, including Amanuban (@b), Amarasi (@c), and Miomafo (@d).

(50) a. Au he ’-pikir  susal sa’a. c. na-susa-b
1sG.NoM IRR 1sG-think difficult what 3-difficult-caus
‘I don’t think it’s difficult at all.’ ‘troubles someone’
(HNK; AOZ2019-MONOO06, line 168) (Tan 2023: 321)
b. Au ‘u-suse-b koo. d. Naika’ mu-suus-b=o0-m.
1sG.Nom 1sc-difficult-caus 2sG.Acc NEG.IMP 2sG-difficult-caus=self-2sG.INAL
‘I make you sad.’ ‘Don’t cause difficulty for yourself.’

(Benu, Iye, Simpen, et al. 2022: 178) (HNK; AOZ2019-MONO006, line 291)

The existence of examples like (@), which features both a loanword and consonant that is unlikely
to have every been analyzed as a suffix, suggests that there is a genuine process of subtractive
morphology in the derivation of verbs from nouns in Uab Meto. On this point I agree with Edwards
(2020: 259-260). The difficulty, as noted above, is in predicting exactly when it occurs. Some verbs
do it, and some verbs don’t. Tan (2023: 242) notes that final-C loss is more common with final /?/
than other consonants, and that this may represent the presence of a synchronic nominalizing suffix
/-?/ in the relevant cases, but there are still exceptions like (@f) that need to be accounted for.
Ultimately, I leave an analysis of verbalizing final-C loss to future research. What I have at-
tempted to demonstrate here is that v,gg; and v gavg) can have an overt phonological presence,
though this is only apparent in a difficult-to-classify subset of C-final denominal verbs. This is im-
portant for a general understanding of verbal derivation in Uab Meto, and it will also be important
in section for the analysis of agreement-prefix allomorphy and how it interacts with various
other heads in the verbal complex, including vi,gg and vi,gave;. This knowledge will especially
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prove useful in section in deciding when special Obliteration rules need to be posited for v
heads.

2.2.4 The syntax of the root, its arguments, and categorizing heads

I assume, following convention, that the root is the lowest element in the verbal complex, and it
combines with a category-defining head before any other functional projections (Marantz 1997,
Arad 2003, Harley 2013, 2014, Embick 2015, among others). Relevant to the analysis here is
that v and n are categorizing heads that turn the root into a verb or a noun respectively. These
categorizing heads do not need to be the first functional projections to combine with a root, but
a root must combine with one of them first before potentially combining with others. Because
denominal verbs are by definition first categorized as nouns, they must first combine with n before
being recategorized as verbs by combining with v. Relevant structures are provided in (@) and ()
above. As we will see in sections and , categorizing heads can combine at higher points,
with non-categorizing material intervening, but one can still take away from this discussion the idea
that the lowest part of a lexical word in Uab Meto (and possibly every language) consists of a root
and the first categorizing head.

The trees in this dissertation also assume, following Harley (2014), that roots can take comple-
ments. In fact, roots can also be analyzed as taking specifiers in some cases, such as with verbs that
are inherently ditransitive like fee ‘give’ (@). As we will see in section , this assumption can
help explain contrasting judgments in acceptability of causer subjects, as opposed to agent subjects,
with different types of ditransitive verbs, due to the different heights at which causees can be intro-
duced relative to causers. This evidence will also form part of an argument in sections -
for the postulation that Voice is above Appl, which is above v.

2.3 vp.caus) and Appl

We will now move to the middle part of the verbal complex, just above the n and v category-defining
heads. This part of the verbal complex includes causative v (vj,caus;) and the Appl head that intro-
duces the causees of causativized transitives. These projections are only present in morphologically
causativized verbs.

2.3.1 The morphological manifestation of v.caus;

vi+caus] has several allomorphs, including -’ (), -b (), -n (@), -t (@), and -& (). All the overt
allomorphs are a single consonant. Semantically, vi,caus; adds an additional causative event such
that a causer causes a causee to carry out the event described by the lexical verb. The (a) examples
below show base verbs, while the (b) examples shows their causativized counterparts.
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(51) a. Au ’-faen. b. Au ’u-fani-’ koo.

1sG.NoM 1sG-return 1sG.NoMm 1sG-return-caus 2SG.ACC

‘I return.” (YEK; elic. Jul. 30, 2019) ‘I return you.” (YEK; elic. Jul. 30, 2019)
(52) a. Au ’-sae. b. Hoo mu-sae-b kau.

1sc.NoM 1sG-rise 2SG.NOM 2SG-rise-CcAUS 1sG.AccC

‘Irise.” (YEK; elic. Mar. 25, 2021) “You raise me.” (YEK; elic. Mar. 25, 2021)
(53) a. Un~uun’=e, au ’-poi  ’u-’koo skool=e.

first. RED~first=DEF 1sG.NoM 1sG-exit 1sG-from school=pEr
‘First I finished (primary) school.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11; line 2)

b. Au kaes=le neem na-poi-n kau.
1sG.NoM boss=DEF 3.come 3-exit-caus 1sG.AccC

‘My boss came to take me out.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 133)

54) a. Au ’-naa’ fatu. b. Au ’u-na’a-t Tyler fatu.
Isc.NoMm 1sG-hold stone Isc.Nom 1sG-hold-caus Tyler stone
‘I hold a stone.” (SRB/YFB/ ‘I hand Tyler a stone.’
YEK/NSK; elic. Jun. 27, 2022) (YFB/YEK/NSK; elic. Jun. 27, 2022)
(55) a. Mna-ha-t ajn-puun. b. Maans=e na-puun-< sina mna-ha-t.
NMLZ-eat-NMLZ EPEN|3-rot SUN=DEF 3-1ot-CAUS 3PL NMLZ-eat-NMLZ
‘Food rotted.’ “The sun rotted their food.’
(SRB/YEB; elic. Jun. 30, 2022) (SRB/YFB/YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 2, 2022)

Unaccusative, unergative, and monotransitive verbs can all be causativized. fani/faen ‘return’ (),
sae ‘rise’ (), poi ‘exit’ (@), and punu/puun ‘rot’ () are unaccusative (Tan 2023: 104, 178, 229).
na’a/naa’ ‘hold’ (b4) is monotransitive. Unergative verbs (Tan 2023: 178) like tupa/tuup ‘sleep’
(69 ) and aenalaen ‘run’ (7)) can be causativized with the same suffixes. For ‘run’, consultant YEK
prefers the -’ causative suffix with this verb, while NSK prefers -b.

(56) a. Ina n-tuup es haal’=e tuun.
3sG.NoM 3-sleep 1PFv.LOC bed=DEF top

‘She is sleeping on the bed.” (YEK; AOZ2019-WORDLISTO001, line 261)
b. Au ’u-tupa-b koo.
IsGc.NoM IsG-sleep-caus 2sG.NOM
‘I put you to sleep.” (YEK; elic. May 19, 2021, based on Steinhauer 1993: 154)

(57) a. Iin n-aen.
3sG.NOM 3-run
‘He/she ran.” (Arka 2001: 1)
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Hoo mu-’-aena-’/-b kau on ume.
2SG.NOM 2SG-EPEN-TUN-CAUS 1SG.NOM IRR.LOC house

“You run/take me home.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 20, 2021)

Monotransitive verbs can also be causativized. We have already seen (@) with na’a/naa’ ‘hold’
with the - allomorph of vj,caus). Other examples include mnau ‘remember’ with -b (), aitilait
‘pick up’ with -’ (59), and éku/éok ‘eat’ (@) and inu/iun ‘drink’ with -¢ (). For ‘drink’, consultant
YEK prefers -, while consultant NSK prefers -’.

(58)

(59)

(60)

(61)

a.

e

o

&

Au ’u-mnau koo.

1sG.NoM 1sG-remember 2sG.ACC

‘I remember you.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Feb. 2, 2022)

Au ’u-mnau-b koo he m-soos manu.

IsG.NoM 1sG-remember-cAuUs 2SG.ACC IRR 2sG-buy chicken
‘I remind you to buy a chicken.” (YEK; elic. Feb. 2, 2022)

Oke=t aa iin n-ait n-éki ’koe’=les.
then=sEeT FILL 3sG.NoMm 3-pick.up 3-bring crL.animal=one
‘Then it took one of them (a fish).” (AMF; AOZ2019-INS001; line 12)

T-sae e m-uu=t mu-"-aiti-’ ne tolak dam=e  n-ook
IsG.INC-rise FILL 2SG-cOme=SET 2SG-EPEN-pick.up-caus FILL push basin=Der 3-with
ne oot=be nuup-n=a.

FILL Car=DEF Space.under—3SG.INAL=DEF.OBV

‘When we arrive there if you lift the basin (of the truck) to dump, do it from the bottom
of the truck.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONOL11, line 95)

Au ’-é6k bolo. b. Au ’u-’-éku-t koo bolo.
1sc.NoM 1sG-eat cake 1sG.NOM 1SG-EPEN-eat-CAUS 2sG.ACC cake

‘I eat cake.’ ‘I feed you cake.’

(YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021) (YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021)E

Au ’-jun oe(l). b. Au ’u-’-inu-t/-’ koo oe(l).
1sG.NoM 1sG-drink water 1sG.NoM 1SG-EPEN-drink-cAUs 2sG.Acc water
‘I drink water.’ ‘I give you water.’

(YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021)E (YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021)

One notable effect of causativization is its effect on agreement-prefix allomorphy. Base verbs
that take Agr ﬁeﬁxes from the asyllabic set in their base uses switch to syllabic prefixes when

causativized (

—, except @). Base verbs that take syllabic prefixes continue to do so when

3A [?] is epenthesized after agreement to prevent the grammatically-required syllabic Agr prefix from attaching to
a vowel-initial stem.
4‘water’ is oel in the Miomafo variety and oe in the Amanuban variety.
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causativized (). This change to syllabic prefixes for most causativized verbs occurs regardless
of the choice of vi,caus; allomorph. This means that for verbs that take the -& allomorph, this
change in Agr prefix allomorph is the only overt morphological indication of causativization, as
with punu/puun ‘rot’ (), mafu/maof ‘be dizzy, be drunk’ (62), and mofu/moof ‘fall’ (@).

(62) a. Au ’-maof. b. Au ’u-maof-o koo.
Isc.NoMm 1sG-dizzy Isc.NoM 1sG-dizzy-cAaus 2sG.Acc
‘I am drunk.’ ‘I make you drunk.’
(YEK; elic. Oct. 27, 2021) (NSK; elic. Oct. 27, 2021)

(63) a. Au ’-aak  kaha’, au ka= ’-méof =fa=t.

Isc.NoM 1sG-say NEG 1sG.NOM NEG= lsG-fall =NEG=SET
‘I said no, I did not fall.” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONOI11, line 175)

b. Na-mé6o6f-& n-aen iik’=e=t, n-oba aas=be fefa-n.
3-fall-caus 3-finish fish=DEF=SET 3-to dog=DEF mouth-3sG.INAL

‘It dropped the fish, right into the dog’s mouth.’
(AMF; AOZ2019-INS001; lines 30-31)

The particular vj,caus) allomorph that a verb takes is lexically idiosyncratic. There are no apparent
phonological or grammatical factors that affect the choice of suffix. The best candidate that I have
found is that -7 is almost entirely attested on causativized monotransitives in the Miomafo variety
on which this chapter is primarily based, but even with -f there are exceptions like sanu/saon ‘(go)
down’ (@).

(64) a. =ma ’-sanu ’-fani=m
=and 1sG-down lsG-return=and ...
‘and I went down again, and...” (LTK; AOZ2019-MONO11, line 324)
b. Hai mi-sanu-t sina m-bii=n cabang Oe’o nane=m
1pL.EXC.NOM 1PL.Exc-down-cAus 3PL 3-RLS.LOC=DAT branch Oe’o DEM.DIsT=and ...

‘We dropped them off at the Oe’o bus branch there, and ...’
(LTK; AOZ2019-MONOL11, line 226)

Another piece of evidence for lexical idiosyncrasy is the fact that there are a few cases of the same
root taking different suffixes, even for the same speaker. A particularly interesting example is pro-
vided below in (@). Tan (2023: 325) lists 6 verbs that the Amarasi varieties attest with more than
one vi,caus) allomorph. In some of these cases, like the one below, there can be a meaning differ-
ence associated with the change from one to another. For example, the root froko/took ‘sit’ means
‘settle’ when combining with -b and ‘seat” when combining with -’. Notably, different speakers
that I have consulted have different patterns than this. Amanuban consultant NSK allows both suf-
fixes, but with the opposite meanings associated with each. Meanwhile, Miomafo consultant YEK
allows both but has no meaning difference, only having the more literal causative meaning of ‘seat’.
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(65) a. na-toko-b c. lin ma-toko-’.
3-sit-cAUS 3SG.NOM STAT-Sit-CAUS
‘settles, makes someone reside/inhabit’ ‘It (e.g. land) is settled.” (NSK) / ‘He/She/It
(Tan 2023: 325) is seated.” (YEK; elic. May 11, 2022)
b. na-toko-’ d. Iin ma-toko-b.
3-sit-cAaus 3SG.NOM STAT-Sit-CAUS
‘seats someone, builds something’ ‘He/She/lt is seated.’
(Tan 2023: 325) (YEK/NSK; elic. May 11, 2022)

As another example of lexical idiosyncrasy by dialect, (@) shows the outcome of asking four con-
sultants (YEK, NSK, SRB, and YFB) to translate the same Indonesian sentence kamu menjatuhkan
saya ‘you drop me’. They were all seated together in the same room with me and Tamisha Tan and
therefore were part of the same conversational context. Furthermore, this is not one of the verbs
that Tan (2023) lists as permitting more than one vj,caus; allomorph. Nevertheless, we received
translations featuring -@ (YEK and NSK, @a), -’ (SRB, p6b) and -7 (YFB, @c).

(66) Indonesian sentence to translate: b. Hoo mu-méfu-’  kau.
Kamu men-jatuh-kan saya. 2sG.NoM 2sG-fall-caus 1sG.acc
2sG  av.tv-fall-caus 1sc “You drop me.” (SRB; elic. Jul. 2, 2022)
“You drop me.” (created Jul. 2, 2022) ¢. Hoo mu-moéfu-t  kau.
a. Hoo mu-moéuf-& kau. 2sG.NoM 2sG-fall-caus 1sG.acc
2sG.NoM 2sG-fall-caus 1sG.acc “You drop me.” (YFB; elic. Jul. 2, 2022)

“You drop me.
(YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 2, 2022)

Some of this may be idiolectal variation, but the data available to me suggest that at least for verbs
like mofu/mouf/modf, this is a point of dialectal variation. Amanuban speaker NSK agrees with
Miomafo speaker YEK in using -& (@). Benu (2016) provides the Amanuban example (@a),
which uses the same -& as Amanuban speaker NSK. Furthermore, Tan (2023) provides the Ro’is
Amarasi example (@b), which uses the same -’ as Ro’is Amarasi speaker SRB.

(67) a. Hoo mu-moéuf-& kau. b. Hoo mu-méfu-’  hape=jaan
2sG.NoM 2sG-fall-caus 1sG.acc 2sG.NoM 2sG-fall-caus cell.phone=DET.MED
“You cause me to fall.’ “You dropped the handphone.’
(Benu 2016: 153) (Tan 2023: 324)

The only firm conclusion that can be made about the allomorphy of v,caus; is that the -b allomorph
is the default. -b is the most productive suffix (Edwards 2020: 454, Tan 2023: 321), occurring on
the largest number of verbs, and it is also applied to loans. One example is Malay/Indonesian
susah ‘sad, difficult’, which takes the -b allomorph in the Amanuban (a), and Amarasi (@b), and
Miomafo (@c) varieties. Another example shown later in (b) is Dutch lezen ‘read’, rendered in
the Amarasi variety as resa/rees.
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(68) a. Au ’u-suse-b koo. c. Naika® mu-suus-b=o-m.
1sc.NoM lsc-difficult-caus 2sG.acc NEG.IMP 2sG-difficult-caus=self-2sG.INAL
‘I make you sad.’ ‘Don’t cause difficulty for yourself.’

(Benu, Iye, Simpen, et al. 2022: 178) (HNK; AOZ2019-MONOQ06, line 291)
b. na-susa-b

3-difficult-caus

‘troubles someone’ (Tan 2023: 321)

This lexical idiosyncrasy associated with vj,caus] can be expressed through relatively uninformative
vocabulary entries for the five allomorphs of vi.caus; like the ones in (69). These are based on the
patterns in the Miomafo variety among verbs that we have seen in this section. [-t] is the default for
causativized transitives, which involve a special Appl head to introduce causees; this is discussed in
more detail in section . Lexical selection overrides grammatical and phonological selection.

(69) a. vpcauvsy <—  [-t]/ Appl _ OR _ sanu/saon ‘go down’
b. vicausy  —  [-’]/fanilfaen ‘return’, aenalaen ‘run’, aiti/ait ‘pick up’, ... _
C. Vicaus) <  [-9D1/mofulmoédf ‘fall’, punul/puun ‘rot’, mafu/maof ‘dizzy’ ... _
d. Viicaus <—  [-n]/ poi ‘exit’ ... _
€. Vicaus) <  [-b]/elsewhere

As one can see from these entries, the allomorphy of vi,caus) is mostly lexically selected, based
on the identity of the root. In the verbal structure being developed in this chapter, vj.caus) is not
structurally adjacent to the root, but section discusses how these morphemes can be made
adjacent.

2.3.2 The syntax of vj.caus;

Now that the morphology and allomorphic effects of the causative suffixes have been discussed, we
can move onto their syntax. I assume that -, -b, -n, -@, and -t are causative v (v.caus)) heads, in
line with analyses of morphological causatives in languages like Hiaki (Harley 2013) and Acehnese
(Legate 2014). As noted in section , I assume that patient DPs are generated as comple-
ments of the root and that agents are introduced in Spec,VoiceP. Causers are often interpreted as
agents, but crucially for the purposes of accounting for agreement-prefix allomorphy, morpholog-
ical causativization does not add a second agent (and therefore a second VoiceP to introduce it).
The causee is not interpreted as having any agentivity in the situation. The general pattern is that if
the base verb only has an agent or patient, causativization adds whichever of these two is missing,
and if you already have an agent and patient, causativization adds a recipient/beneficiary that is also
interpreted as a causee. This is summarized in (@).
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verb with causative suffix
unaccusative (patient) monotransitive (agent/patient)
unergative (agent) monotransitive (agent/patient)
monotransitive (agent/patient) — ditransitive (agent/patient/recipient)

(70) base verb

LI

The conclusion that these causative suffixes do not create a verbal configuration with two agents is
perhaps most obvious with causativized unaccusatives like mofu/méof ‘fall’ (), but it may initially
be less obvious with unergatives and transitives. However, there are a few ways to show that the
causee in these constructions is not an agent.

(71) a. Faat=be n-moof. b. Na-moéof-& fatu.
stone=DEF 3-fall 3-fall-caus stone
‘The stone fell.’ ‘He/she/someone dropped a stone.’
(YEK; elic. Oct. 6, 2021) (YEK; elic. Oct. 6, 2021)

The first piece of evidence comes from consultants’ comments on meaning differences between
suffixed and periphrastic causatives. The latter are formed in a manner similar to English, with a
causer subject of mo’e/moe’ ‘make, do’ and an accusative-marked causee that is interpreted as the
subject of the embedded verb, as shown in (). Regarding meaning differences, consultants YEK
and NSK comment that the suffixed causative in (61b) describes a situation where I am holding up
a bottle to your mouth and pouring the water in. On the other hand, they comment that periphrastic
causative ([/2a) describes a situation where I am telling you or forcing you to drink water, but you
are in direct control of the drinking. The same semantic contrast can be seen with éku/édk ‘eat’
(bdb vs. [72b).

(72) a. Au ’-moe’ koo m-iun  oe(l).
1sG.NoM 1sG-do 2sG.Acc 2sG-drink water
‘I make you drink water.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Jul. 14, 2021)
b. Au ’-moe’ koo m-é6k bolo.
Isc.Nom 1sG-do 2sG.Acc 2sG-eat cake
‘I make you eat cake.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 20, 2021)

The same contrast can be observed with unergative verbs. For example, the sleeper object/causee
of tupaltuup ‘sleep’ causativized with -b in (56b) does not have any agentivity over the process
(like a child being put to sleep by its mother). On the other hand, the causee of the periphrastic
causative in ([/3a) is typically interpreted as being forced to sleep while retaining agentivity in the
sense of direct control over the sleeping action described by the lexical verb. The same contrast can
be seen with aena/aen ‘run’ (@b vs. [73b). It might seem odd that causativizing both unergatives
and unaccusatives leads to monotransitive verbs with an agent and patient, but Legate (2014: 119)
makes the same observation about Acehnese, another Austronesian language of Indonesia.

(73) a. Au ’-moe’ koo m-tuup.
Isc.NoM 1sG-do 2sG.Acc 2sG-sleep
‘I make you sleep.” (YEK; elic. May 19, 2021)
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b. Hoo Z-moe’ kau ’-aen  on ume.
2sG.NoM 2sG-do 1sG.acc 1sG-run IRR.LOC house

“You make me run home.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Oct. 20, 2021)E

As noted by Tan (2023: 327), this property and others point to Uab Meto suffixed causatives being
of the middle-sized vP-selecting or “verb-selecting” type in the typology of Pylkkdnen (2008: 87),
where a causative head selects for a root that has combined with a categorizing v. One piece of
evidence that these suffixed causatives are not the (smaller) “root-selecting” type is that it is possible
to have non-agentive adverbial modification of either the causing event or the caused event (Tan
2023: 328), as seen in (@) with labah ‘quickly’. I assume that all verbs in Uab Meto feature
roots that combine with a v that categorizes roots as verbs and adds event semantics (Alexiadou,
Anagnostopoulou & Schifer 2015: 50), in this case for the caused event. vj.caus; then combines
with the resulting vP and contributes causing event semantics. This means that there are two events,
either of which can be described by labah. If v|,caus) selected directly for a root, rather than a root
and v that introduces the caused event, there would only be one v head introducing one event, and
thus we would not expect this ambiguity of which event is being modified.

(74) Hiit ta-’-aena-’ siin labah.
1PL.INC.NOM 1PL.INC-EPEN-TuUn-cAuUs 3pL quickly

‘We make them quickly run.” OR “We quickly make them run.’
(YEK; elic. Jan. 23, 2024, based on Tan 2023: 328)

Evidence that these suffixed causatives are not of the larger Voice selecting type (also called “phase
selecting” by Pylkkidnen (2008: 87)) comes from the impossibility of agent-oriented modification
of the caused event/causee, like with instruments (Tan 2023: 330). If you have an instrumental
modifier néki ’sono’ ‘with a spoon’, this can only be interpreted as describing the causer in (b—
d), never the causee. However, if you use a periphrastic causative, as opposed to a suffixed one,
then it is possible for the instrument to describe the causee ([/5e). This difference can be attributed
to the idea that the suffixed causatives are monoclausal, and thus there is only one agent. Agent-
oriented modifiers are only semantically compatible with modifying that one agent, the causer in
Spec,VoiceP. The causee is introduced in a lower, non-agentive position. However, periphrastic
causatives are biclausal, thus allowing for two agents to be introduced in separate VoicePs, and for
agent-oriented modification to target the causee.

(75) a. Yoakim n-iun  kofe.
Yoakim 3-drink coffee
“Yoakim drinks coffee.” (NSK; elic. Apr. 13, 2022)
b. Yoakim n-iun kofe n-éki ’sono’.
Yoakim 3-drink coffee 3-bring spoon
“Yoakim drinks coffee with a spoon.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
c. Context: Nona uses a spoon to give Yoakim coffee to drink.

>The 2sc/1pL.Exc/2pL asyllabic Agr prefix m- is often null before [m]-initial stems (Steinhauer 1993: 135).



49

v Nona na-’-inu-t Yoakim kofe (n-€ki ’sono’).
Nona 3-epeN-drink-caus Yoakim coffee (3-bring spoon)
‘Nona gives Yoakim coffee to drink (with a spoon).’
(YEK & NSK; elic. Apr. 13, 2022)
d. Context: Nona gives Yoakim coffee, and Yoakim uses a spoon to drink it.
# Nona na-’-inu-t Yoakim kofe (n-éki ’sono’).
Nona 3-epeN-drink-caus Yoakim coffee (3-bring spoon)
‘Nona gives Yoakim coffee to drink (with a spoon).’
(YEK & NSK; elic. Apr. 13, 2022)
€. Context: Nona makes Yoakim drink coffee, and Yoakim uses a spoon to drink it.
v" Nona n-moe’ Yoakim n-iun kofe (n-€ki ’sono’).
Nona 3-do  Yoakim 3-drink coffee (3-bring spoon)
‘Nona makes Yoakim drink coffee (with a spoon).’
(YEK & NSK; elic. Apr. 13, 2022)

The examples in () demonstrate that this is a semantic issue, rather than an issue of verb agreement
on the verb éki/éék ‘bring’/‘use’/‘by means of’, since all arguments are 3rd-person. The same
pattern also holds when the arguments are 1st- and 2nd-person, providing morphological evidence
that the instrumental modifier can only agree with an argument that can be interpreted as an agent
(@a—b . Causees of suffixed causatives are not eligible ([76c), but causees of periphrastic causatives
are ([76d).

(76) a. Au ’-iun kofe (’-éki ’sono’).
IsGc.NoMm 1sG-drink coffee (1sG-bring spoon)
‘I drink coffee (with a spoon).” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
b. Context: I use a spoon to give you coffee to drink.
v Au ’u-’-inu-t koo kofe (C-€éki ’sono’).
IsGc.NoM 1sG-EPEN-drink-caus.appL 2sG.Acc coffee (1sG-bring spoon)
‘I give you coffee to drink (with a spoon).” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
c. Context: No context OR I give you coffee, and you use a spoon to drink it.
* Au ’u-’-inu-t koo kofe ({’-/m-}éki ’sono’).
IsG.NoM 1sG-EPEN-drink-caus.ApPpL 2sG.Acc coffee ({1sG-/2sG-}bring spoon)
‘I give you coffee to drink (with a spoon).” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
d. Context: I make you drink coffee, and you use a spoon to drink it.
v Au ’-moe’ koo m-iun kofe (m-€ki ’sono’).
I1sc.Nom 1sG-do 2sG.Acc 2sG-drink coffee (2sG-bring spoon)
‘I make you drink coffee (with a spoon).” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)

The properties discussed above suggest that vi,caus) selects for a vP complement; it does not em-
bed a second agent. I assume that this complement vP is headed by the “default” v present in most
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clauses to verbalize roots and add event semantics, or by v,pg)/Vi+navg) in the case of denominal
verbs. Under this assumption, Voice must be above vi,caus;; there is no other possible place for it
between the root and v,caug). To 111ustrate this analysis, structures for a plain and causativized un-
accusative are provided in ([/7) and ( ). These provide structures for (52a) and (b) respectively.
Causativized unergatives like (57b) can be analyzed in a structurally identical way to causativized
unaccusatives ([7§) despite having a distinct non-causativized structure.

(77) TP
DP, T
au T AspP
@ /\
Asp AgrP
%] /\
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, Voice vP
- A tZ /\
Voice V3 \% RootP
- A t3 A
Root, \% Root DP,

sae - ty t)
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(78) TP
DP, T
hoo T AspP
@ /\
Asp AgrP
(%) /\
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, DP, Voice’
mu- /\ t] A
Voice V3 [+CAUS] Voice VP[+CAUS]
- A %) /\
V4 V[+CAUS] V[+CAUS] vP
/\ b s /\
Roots \ \ RootP
sae - iy /\
Root DP
5 /N
kau

For causativized transitives, I propose that their causees are introduced in an applicative (Appl)
head that sits between vi,.caus) and Voice. The proposed structure of (60b) is given in ([79). ([79)
is based on the structure provided by Legate (2014: 125) for a similar causativized transitive in
Acehnese. The original, agentive argument of the non-causativized verb is introduced instead as a
non-agentive causee below Voice. Spec,VoiceP is reserved for the causer, which is interpreted as
the agent.
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(79) TP
DP, T
au T AspP
@ /\
Asp AgrP
%) /\
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, DP, Voice’
‘u- /\ 4 /\
Voice Applg Voice ApplP
g_ /\ tz /\
Appl V3 [+CAUS] DP Appl’
-
V4 V[+CAUS] koo  Appl VPpicaus)
/\ -t t6 /\
Roots \% V[+CAUS] vP
¢ku  -O t3 /\
v RootP
7} A
Root DP
5N
bolo

The discussion above shows that vi,caus) can take vP complements headed by “default” v. One
might wonder at this point if vj,caus) can take vP complements headed by the other types of v in
the language, namely vp,gg) and vppave;. Indeed, it is possible to causativize denominal verbs,
which means that vj,caus; can also take vP complements headed by verbs that are formed in their
baseline uses by combining with v,pg)/Visnave). For denominals that are formed with vj,gg this
process is straightforward. For example, the denominal 'ate/’aet ‘be a slave, servant’ combines with
vi+gE; to form an intransitive stative verb, and it can further combine with null vj,caus) to derive a
transitive causativized verb meaning of ‘enslave, put into servitude’ (@a). For verbs that combine
with v gavg) there is an interesting catch. For example, bua ‘gather’ (from bua’ ‘clump’), combines
with vi,pave) when intransitive bua (@b). It can then combine with the overt v,caus; allomorph
-b to form the transitive causativized buab ‘gather (something)’ (@c). However, recall from (35)
and surrounding discussion in section that vi,navg) surfaces as a conditioned allomorph of
v:eg] only when it is structurally adjacent to a Voice head that introduces an external argument
(Voicep)). viscaus) intervenes between Voiceqy and v,pg)/Vi:nave), leading to the insertion of the
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vi:sg] allomorph. This difference is schematized in () and (@).

(80) a. n-’ate vs. na-’ate-0

3-servant 3-servant-caus
‘be a servant’ vs. ‘put (someone) into servitude’ (Tan 2023: 111)

b. Hoe, aim he ta-bua he t-moe’ hiit alat|a
hey 2pL.come IRR 1PL.INC-clump IRR 1PL.INC-dO 1PL.INC.NOM CUStOM|EPEN
m-bii=n hiit kuan.
3-RLS.LOC=DAT lPL.INC.NOM Village
‘Hey, come gather so that we do our custom in our village.’
(KSF; AOZ2019-MONO003, line 35)
c. Na-bua-b=e n-jael Oelneke.
3-clump-caus=3sG.acc 3-become Oelneke
‘It was gathered together to become Oelneke.” (YAF; AOZ2019-MONO004, line 258)
(81) a. Baseline v,pg) denominal verb b. Causativized vj,gg) denominal verb
Agr
Agr Agr Voice
/\ na- /\
Agr Voice Voice V[+CAUS]
- A g_ /\
Voice V[+BE] V[+BE] V[+CAUS]
- /\ /\ -
n V[+BE] n V[+BE]
/\ - A -
Root n Root n

“ate - ’ate -
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(82) a. Baseline v,gayg) denominal VerbE b. Causativized v,gavg) denominal verb

Agr
Agr Agr Voicep
/\ na- /\
Agr VOiCC[D] VOiCG[D] V[+CAUS]
ta- /\ @ /\
Voicep) V[+HAVE] V[+BE] V[+CAUS]
- /\ /\ -b
n V[+HAVE] n V[+BE]
A -(remove ) A -(remove )
Root n Root n
bua - bua -

This shift to the v,gg) allomorph under vi,caus) is desirable given that causativization in cases like
(@c) leads to the addition of an internal argument, which is present in unaccusative denominals
that combine with vp,pg; in all cases, like ate/aet (a, @a). In this case, the argument associated
with the main event described by the verb is internal, rather than external as with vj,gavg;. The
external argument is now associated with the causing event described by vi.caus;. This change is
also desirable for reasons that we will see in more detail in section B.4}; vj.caus) and vj,navg; are not
Obliterated after Vocabulary Insertion, even when they have no clear phonological manifestation,
while v,gg) must Obliterate in the presence of vi.caus) in order to create adjacency between the
root and vp,caus) for the lexical selection of vi.caus; allomorphs. The necessity of allowing this
selection can be seen in the choice of -& by ’ate/’aet (80a) rather than the default -b. Limiting this
special Obliteration to one allomorph makes it easier to generalize about the process.

In light of all this discussion, a partial structure of (8(c) is provided in ( )H. This section has
shown that denominal causativized verbs behave like normal causativized verbs in taking syllabic
agreement prefixes and selecting from the same set of vi,caus) allomorphs. Agreement and vi,caus;
treat these two types of verbs identically.

®See section m for discussion of noun and verb pairs where the verb lacks the final consonant of the noun, and
why this appears to be a process of subtractive morphology.

"It is unclear at this time how to treat the resultative clause njael Oelneke ‘to become Oelneke’ syntactically. For
now, it is depicted as an adjunct of vj,caus;.
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(83) TP
DP, T
proye T AspP
(%) /\
Asp AgrP
%) /\
Agl‘ VOiCCP[D]
Agr VOiCCz [D] DP] Voice’ [D]
na- /\ 5] /\
Voice|p) V3 [+CAUS] Voicep)  VPicaus
- /\ tz ‘
V4 [+BE] V[+CAUS] V' [+CAUS]
/\ -b /\
ns V[+BE] V’ [+CAUS] AgrP
/\ -(remove ’) /\ :
Rootg n V[+CAUS] VP[+BE] njael Oelneke
bua -2 [§] /\
V[+BE] np
U /\
n RootP
ts /\
Root DP

2.3.3 The syntax of Appl

The Appl head posited in section is always silent. It does not display any allomorphy, and it
does not have any apparent effects on the allomorphy displayed by other parts of the verbal complex,
but it has syntactic effects that will be discussed below.

I follow Pylkkénen (2008: 88) in assuming that vi,caus; adds causative event semantics but does
not itself introduce the causee, and usually not the causer. This led to the postulation of Appl in
section to introduce the causees of causativized transitives, as shown in examples like ([79). It
was further shown that the causees of causativized transitives (as well as of other verbs in Uab Meto)
are not interpreted as agents. On the other hand, the causers are interpreted as agents. Causers also
control agreement and act as subjects, suggesting both that they are introduced in Spec,VoiceP and
that they are the highest DP in the verbal complex. Appl must therefore be below Voice.
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There is additional evidence that Appl is between Voice and v[,caus; that comes from the pos-
sibilities for sentences with non-agentive causers. In fact, not all causers are created equal. Agents
can be interpreted as causers, but there can be PPs and DPs that directly name causers (or more
precisely, causing events) without being agents. This distinction is manifested in English in terms
of which entities can combine with verbs that participate in the causative alternation both as DP
subjects and as PP adjuncts introduced by from. Causing events can do both (@a—b), but agents
can only be DP subjects (@c—d). The examples in (@) are based on data in (Alexiadou, Anagnos-
topoulou & Schifer 2015: 7-8).

(84) a. The storm broke the window. C. The vandals broke the window.
b. The window broke from the storm. d. * The window broke from the vandals.

I do not have any data to indicate whether PP causers are possible in Uab Meto. However, DP
causers like aenn=e ‘the wind’ and faat=be ‘the stone’ are possible in lieu of DP agents, as shown
in () with s6é ‘open, release, pay’ and (@) with pe’alpee’ ‘break, shatter’. The (a) examples
feature non-causatived verbs; the (b) examples show a canonical 1sG agent of causativized verbs;
and the (c) examples show non-agentive causers of causativized verbs.

(85) a. Neem=besa=te n-s6é¢ koo n-éék fauk=at, n-6ék ne
day=one=ser 3-open 2sG.acc 3-bring how.much=sgt 3-bring FILL ...

‘Every day they paid you with how much, with umm...’
(LTK; AOZ2019-MONOL11, line 62)
b. Au ’u-s6é-n nees=be.
IsGc.NoM 1sG-open-caus dOOr=DEF
‘I opened the door.” (YEK; elic. Apr. 20, 2022)
C. Context: There was a storm, and there was wind.
v  Aenn=e na-s6é-n nees=be.
wind=DEF 3-open-cAaus dOOr=DEF
‘The wind opened the door.” (YEK; elic. Apr. 20, 2022)

(86)

&

Piik’=e m-pee’.
plate=DEF 3-break
‘The plate broke.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
b. Au ’u-pe’a-’ pika’.
1sc.Nom 1sG-break-caus plate
‘I broke the plate.” (YEK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
c. Context: There’s a stone that’s falling. The stone falls and hits the plate.
v Faat=be na-pe’a-> pika’.
stone=DEF 3-break-caus plate
‘The stone broke the plate.” (YEK; elic. Mar. 30, 2022)
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However, something curious happens in ditransitive causativest. With causativized éku/éck ‘eat’
and inu/iun ‘drink’, agent subjects are possible (@a, @a), but causers like uul upu ‘(the) storm’ are
not (E?Ib, @b), even in semantically plausible situations like a storm causing a situation of hardship,
like having to drink old coffee or eat old cake. In order to express this sort of meaning, periphrastic
causatives with monotransitive main verbs need to be used (87c, @c).

(87) a. Yoakim na-’-éku-t kau bolo mnaa’.
Yoakim 3-gpeEN-eat-cauUs 1sG.acc cake old

“Yoakim made me eat old cake.” (YEK & NSK; elic. May 25, 2022)

Context for (b) and (c): There was a storm and a flood. Because of this, I cannot buy
new cake. I have to eat old cake.

b. *Uul upu na-’-éku-t kau bolo mnaa’.
rain storm 3-EPEN-eat-cAUS 1sG.acc cake old

Intended: ‘The storm made me eat old cake.” (YEK & NSK; elic. May 25, 2022)

c. v Uulupu n-moe’ kau ’-é6k bolo mnaa’.
rain storm 3-do  1sc.acc 1sG-eat cake old

‘The storm made me eat old cake.” (YEK & NSK; elic. May 25, 2022)

(88) a. Nona na-’-inu-t Yoakim kofe.
Nona 3-epeN-drink-caus Yoakim coffee
‘Nona gives Yoakim coffee to drink.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Apr. 6, 2022)

Context for (b) and (c): There was a storm and a flood. Because of this, you cannot buy
new coffee. You have to drink old coffee.
b. *Uulupu na-’-inu-t koo kofe mnaa’.
rain storm 3-EPEN-drink-caus 2sG.acc coffee old
Intended: ‘The storm made you drink old coffee.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Apr. 13,2022)
c. v Uulupu n-moe’ kiit t-iun kofe mnaa’.
rain storm 3-do  1pL.INC.Aacc 1pL.INc-drink coffee old
“The storm made us drink old coffee.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Apr. 13, 2022)

The inability of these ditransitive causatives to have non-agentive causer subjects can be attributed
to the positions in which causers and causees can be introduced. Alexiadou, Anagnostopoulou &
Schifer (2015: 9) analyze PP causers like from the storm in (@b) as being introduced as adjuncts
within vP,caus;. They analyze DP causes like the storm in (84a) as being introduced in Spec,VoiceP
and being equated to the causing event via a special form of Event Identification (Pylkkinen 2008:
93). True agents are always introduced in Spec,VoiceP and related as agents to the event via the
typical form of Event Identification (Kratzer [1996). However, if one were to divert a bit from

81 define “ditransitive causatives” as verbs that are ditransitive when causativized. These are always monotransitive
as base verbs. By extension, I define “monotransitive causatives” as verbs that are monotransitive when causativized.
These are mostly intransitive as base verbs but are sometimes monotransitive (@, @). Examples like these provide
evidence that vi,caus) adds causative event semantics but does not introduce an argument.
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Alexiadou, Anagnostopoulou & Schifer (2015) and assume, loosely following Pesetsky (1995), that
non-agentive causers are always introduced in vP},caus) in Uab Meto, then this difference between
monotransitive and ditransitive causativized verbs could be accounted for.

One aspect of the principle of Relativized Minimality (Rizzi [1990) is that for processes like A/A-
movement, the probe on T, C, or whatever head finds the highest eligible argument in its c-command
domain and targets that one for movement. Applying this principle to the data here, both agentive
causers introduced in Spec,VoiceP and non-agentive causers introduced in Spec,vP[,caus) are the
highest DPs in the clause when there is no causee in Spec,ApplP, as in the case in monotransitive
causatives. Thus, T targets both types of causer DP for movement to Spec,TP. This is shown in
(@) which depicts the subject of (86b) and (@) which depicts the subject of (@ ).

(89) TP

/\

AgrP
@
Agr VoiceP

Agr Voice, V01ce
U‘ /\ tl /\
Voice V3 [+CAUS] Voice VvPicaus)
- /\ t /\
V4 V[+CAUS] V[+CAUS] vP
/\ i £ /\
Roots % \% RootP
pe’a -O t4 A
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(90) TP
DP, i
faat=be T AspP
@ /\
Asp AgrP
%) /\
v Agr VoiceP
VP[cAUS]
DP, V’[+CAUS]
t /\
V4 V[+CAUS] V[+CAUS] vP
/\ . s /\
Roots \ v RootP
pea -O ts /\
Root DP
5
pika’

In ditransitive causatives, an Appl head above v, caus; introduces the causee. Under this assump-
tion, agent subjects are possible because they are introduced in Spec, VoiceP, which asymmetrically
c-commands Spec,ApplP. An agent is the highest DP and can be targeted by T for movement to
Spec, TP, as shown in () for the agent in (87a). However, a causer introduced in Spec,vP.caus)
is lower than a causee introduced in Spec,ApplP, so it cannot raise to Spec,TP over the causee.
Spec,ApplP asymmetrically c-commands Spec,vPp.caus; , and therefore movement of a DP in
Spec,VP [1caus) would be a violation of Relativized Minimality. This is illustrated in () for the
causer in (87b).



O

TP
DP; T
NS T
Yoakim T AgrP
%)
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, DP; Voice’
na- /\ t1 /‘\
Voice Apple Voice ApplP
- /\ t /\
Appl V3 [+CAUS] DP Appl’
o5-
Vi V[+CAUS] kau  Appl VPLcaus)
/\ -t te /\
Roots v V[+CAUS] v
’éku - t3 /\
v RootP
7] /\
Root DP
ts ::

bolo mnaa’
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92) TP
DP;, T
N — T
uulupu T AgrP
%) /\
Agr VoiceP
/‘\ /‘\
Agr Voice, Voice ApplP
na- /\ t /\
Voice Apple DP Appl’

s N T

* _Appl Viscaus]  kau  Appl VPL.caus]
6 /\
W oF o~

/\ t t] /\
Roots A% V[+CAUS] v
’éku - t3 /\
v RootP
t /\
Root DP
b _

bolo mnaa’

Periphrastic causatives like those in (@c) and (@c) differ from suffixed causatives in allowing
both causer and agent subjects. Periphrastic causatives avoid violating Relativized Minimality,
because they are biclausal while suffixed causatives are monoclausal. Evidence for this includes 1.
periphrastic causatives can be modified with conflicting time adverbials, while suffixed causatives
cannot (@); 2. periphrastic causatives can be doubly negated, while suffixed causatives cannot (@);
and 3. both the causer and causee can receive an agentive interpretation in periphrastic causatives,
while only the causer can receive an agentive interpretation in suffixed causatives (@—@). This
biclausality of periphrastic causatives allows for there to be two vPs and two VoicePs. This means
that a VoiceP introducing the causee can be embedded below a matrix vP introducing the causer.
Appl is not needed to introduce the causee, thus creating a configuration where the causer is always
higher, regardless of whether it is also an agent.

93) a. Afi ina n-moe’ koo he neno ii m-iun kofe.
yesterday 3sG.NoM 3-do  2sG.Acc IRR day DEM.PROX 2sG-drink coffee
‘Yesterday I made you drink coffee today.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 9, 2022)
b. *Afi {neno ii} au ’u-’-inu-t koo kofe {neno
yesterday {day DEM.PrROX} 1sG.Nom lsG-EPEN-drink-caus 2sG.acc coffee {day
ii}.
DEM.PROX }
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Intended: ‘Yesterday I gave you coffee to drink today.’
(YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 9, 2022)

94) a. Iin ka= n-moe’ koo =fa ka= m-iun =fa kofe.
3sG.NOM NEG= 3-do  2SG.ACC =NEG NEG= 2sG-drink =NEG coffee
‘He didn’t make you not drink coffee.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 9, 2022)
b. Au ka= (*ka=) ’u-’-inu-t koo (*=fa) =fa kofe.
1sG.NOM NEG= (*NEG=) 1SG-EPEN-drink-cAuUs 2sG.Acc (*=NEG) =NEG coffee
‘I didn’t (*not) give you coffee to drink.” (YEK & NSK; elic. Mar. 9, 2022)

The precise syntax of biclausal structures in Uab Meto, including periphrastic causatives, remains
unresolved. For now, I follow Tan (2023: 73-75) in positing that in periphrastic causatives, the
matrix verb mo’e/moe’ ‘make, do’ embeds a clause that is at least large enough to allow negation
(@a) and some TAM marking, such as irrealis he (@a, )E. In section #.2, 1 analyze he as a
T head, suggesting that periphrastic causatives embed at least a TP. Given this, a structure for ta
periphrastic causative with the matrix agent Nona in (a) is provided in (@)@, and a structure for
the periphrastic causative with a matrix non-agentive causer in (88c) is provided in (97).

95) Au ’-moe’=le (he) na-meen.
Isc.NoM 1sG-do=3sG.acc (IRR) 3-sickness
‘I make him/her sick.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Sep. 29, 2021)

9This embedded clause can optionally include an embedded nominative subject coindexed with the accusative
causee (), though this may be a distinct, larger embedded structure, given the small translational difference.

(1) Au ’-moe’=le he iin na-meen.
1sG.NoM 1sG-do=3sG.Acc IRR 3sG.NoM 3-sickness
‘I make him so that he is sick.” (YEK/NSK; elic. Sep. 29, 2021)

19This sentence is not given in a full example. This tree is given as a sample derivation to demonstrate how the
structure of (@) would differ if the matrix subject were an agent instead of causer.



63

(96) TP
DP; T
N T
Nona T AgrP
%]
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, DP, Voice’
- /\ tl /\
Voice V3 Voice vP
@ N e T
Rooty v v RootP
moe’ - t3 /\
Root TP
t4 /\
DPs ™
W
kiit T AgrP
%]
Agr VoiceP

Agr Voiceg Dp Voice’

t- ts i :

Voice \%} te t7 (3

- /\ kofe mnaa’
Rootg v

iun -
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97 TP
DP;, T
uulupu T v AgrP
%)
Agr VoiceP
Agr Voice, i vP
n_
/\ /\
Voice V3 DP; v’
@ N b~
Rooty v v RootP
moe’ - t3 /\
Root TP
t4 /\
DP;s ™
M\
kiit T AgrP
%)
Agr VoiceP

Agr Voiceg Dp Voice’

t- ts i :

Voice A% te t7 tg

- /\ kofe mnaa’
Roots v
iun -

In fact, it is possible to have a causer subject, causee, and theme all within a suffixed causative
construction, but only when the causee is introduced by the root, below vj.caus), rather than by
Appl. Another way to express a meaning like the one in (@b,c) is to use the verb hao ‘feed’, which
tolerates both agent (@a) and causer (O8b) subjects when causativized.

(98) a. Au ’u-hao-@ koo mna-ha-J mnaa’.
1sc.NoM 1sG-feed-caus 2sG.Acc NMLz-eat-NMLz old
‘I feed you old food.” (YEK; elic. Apr. 6, 2022)

b. Context: There was a storm and a flood. Because of this, you cannot buy new food.
You hav