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This paper attempts to investigate applicativesRirkai, a Formosan
language, by examining distinct thematic roles redrby the oblique
markerki. This paper argues that (i) tkemarked thematic roles are in
fact applied arguments in applicatives; (ii) th@syanmetries in the
passive are due to A-movement properties that eaadsounted for by
the phased-based approach (Chomsky 2001; McGi@ig, 2002); (iii)
Rukai's inventory of applicative heads houses astiéApplHsenefactive
ApplLsource ApplLRecipient ApplHGoal, ApplHMmalefactive and ApplHReason
and (iv) Chen’s (2008) tripartite distinction ofagnmatical voice (e.g.,
the active/passive/object voice) in Rukai is douibtf

1. Introduction

Crosslinguistic variartions in the syntax of apatige constructions have been
studied in previous literature. Pylkkdnen (2002ppmses that there are two
types of applicatives, High applicatives and Lowplagatives, which have
distinct lexical semantics and different argumetrictures. In addition to
Pylkkadnen’s argument, McGinnis (2001, 2002) argtiest the distinction
between High and Low applicatives is a result freodtifference in movement to
the subject position and that such distinction bancorrectly predicted by a
phased-based account (Chomsky 2001). As for Formdmaguages, Chen
(2007) identifies different projections for the Higow applicatives in Atayal.
Following the previous research on applicative trmiesions and by first
giving a description of the thematic roles that ¢enmarked by the oblique
markerki in Rukai, another Formosan language, this pagemats to explore
whether Rukai has applicative constructions. Therek proposal is that (i) the
ki-marked thematic roles are in fact applied argusémtapplicatives; (ii) the
(a)symmetries in the passive, as demonstrated atiose 3, are due to
A-movement properties that can be accounted fahbyphased-based approach
in McGinnis (2001, 2002); and (iii) Rukai's invemyoof applicative heads
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houses at least AppHdnefactive ApplLSource ApplLRecipiens ApplHGoal
ApplHmMmalefactive and ApplHReason Based on the analysis in this paper, | will
also point out that Chen’s (2008) tripartite distion of grammatical voice (e.g.,
the active/passive/object voice) in Rukai is questble.

This paper is organized as follows: section 2 iiefly describe the use of the
obligue markerki to mark various thematic roles; (a)symmetriesha Rukai
passive voice constructions will be presented atige 3, followed by section 4,
which provides an phase-based solution as in Md&i(2001, 2002) to such
(a)symmetries; section 5 examines the inventoriRuifai applicative heads and
section 6 discusses the implication in the analpsesented in this paper for
Chen’s (2008) argument for the object voice in Rul&nally, section 6
concludes this paper.

2. Thematic roles marked by the oblique markeki

Rukai has three analytic case markkas ku and ki, among which ka marks
nominative ku accusative, anki oblique and genitivé.As pointed out by Chen
(2008), ki seems to have the most divergent behaviors in steof its
grammatical occurrencésFor the purpose of this paper, in this sectionill w
only give a brief description of the various theimables that can be marked by
the oblique case markéds, with emphasis on the Recipient, the Source, the
Benefactive, the Goal, the Malefactive, and thesRaa

2.1 Recipient

One of the thematic roles that can be marked byliigue case markés is the
Recipient, as shown in (1) and ¢2).

(1) a.  wa-bayi ku laimai ka Takanau ki~ Muni
NFUT*-give ACC clothes  NOM PN OBL PN
‘Takanau gave the clothes to Muni.’

! These three case markers have rather complicatedngatical behaviors that frequently interact
with tense, aspect, and specificity/definitenedsctvare beyond the scope of this paper. Readers ar
referred to Chen (2008) for more discussion ofétthsee case markers.

2 For the purpose of the paper, | only discusshkenttic roles introduced by the oblique madker
Readers are referred to Chen (2008) for more detgjarding the use kf.

% The data were collected during a fieldtrip fromi25to 05/26, 2009, in Budai township, Pingtung
county, Taiwan.

4 List of abbreviations:

1 first person 2 second person 3 third person
ACC accusative case CAU causative DEM demonegrati
GEN genitive case NOM nominative case NFUT nanfutense
OBL oblique case OV  object voice PASS passivee/o
PN  proper name RED reduplication SG  singular
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b. wa-bayi ku laimai ki~ Munika Takanau
NFUT-give ACC clothes OBL PN NOM PN
‘Takanau gave the clothes to Muni.’

(2) a. wa-saulri ku paisu ka Takanau ki~ Muni
NFUT-return ACC money NOM PN OBL PN
‘Takanau returned the money to Muni.’
b. wa-saulri ku paisu ki~ Munika Takanau

NFUT-return ACC money OBL PN NOM PN
‘Takanau returned the money to Muni.’

As can be seen in (1) and (MJuni is marked byki as the Recipient of the
Themeslaimai ‘clothes’ andpaisu ‘money’ respectively. Note that the word
order in Rukai is flexible: the RecipieMuni can either precede or follow the
Agent Takanau, which is nominative-case-marked g The flexible word
order is also observed in Chen (2008) and in tHesesguent sections in this
paper.

2.2 Source

The obliqgue markeki can also be used to mark the Source, as shov@).in (

(3) a. wa-langai ku daane ka Muni ki ~ Takanau
NFUT-buy ACC house NOM PN OBL PN
‘Muni bought the house from Takanau.’
b. wa-langai ku daaneki Takanau ka Muni
NFUT-buy ACC house OBL PN NOM PN

‘Muni bought the house from Takanau.’

In (3), ki marks the Sourc&akanau, from who the AgentMuni bought the
house, which is the Theme.

2.3 Benefactive

In Rukai, we find abundant examples, as illustrated4)-(10), in which the
obligue marker is used to mark the Benefactive.

Transitive

(4) pa-ka-tuase ku tigami ka Muniki ~ Takanau
CAU-KA-leave ACC letter NOM PN OBL PN
‘Muni sent the letter for Takanau.’

® Since the oblique and the genitive cases sharsatne fornki, (3b) is ambiguous with the other
meaning ‘Muni bought Takanau'’s house.’
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(5) wa-cikipi ku laimai ka Muni ki ~ Takanau
NFUT-knit ACC clothes NOM PN OBL PN
‘Muni knitted the clothes for Takanau.’

(6) wa-bulru-bulru-aku ku abulru ki~ Muni
NFUT-RED-tell-1SG.NOM ACC story OBL PN
‘| told the story for Muni?

Intransitive

©) tu-a-daane ka Muni ki ~ Takanau
do-NFUT-house NOM PN OBL PN
‘Muni built the house for Takanau.’

(8) wa-dralra-dhaku ki Muni
NFUT-dance-1SG.NOM OBL PN
‘I danced for Muni.’

9) wa-sena-dhaku ki Muni
NFUT-sing-1SG.NOM OBL PN
‘I sang for Muni.’

(20) ki-kali-aku ki Muni
pluck-yam-1SG.NOM OBL PN

‘| plucked yams for Muni.’

Examples (4)-(6) involve transitive verbs, wheré&s(10) contain intransitive
verbs. In both sets of examples, the Benefactiveaeked by the obliquid.

2.4 Goal

Though not as rich in examples that involve the éBactive, Rukai does have
the Goal marked by the obliqie as exemplified by (11)-(13).

(12) wa-kela ki daane-li ka Muni
NFUT-come OBL house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘Muni came to my house.’

(12) wa-daruru ki daane-li ka Muni
NFUT-arrive OBL house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘Muni arrived at my house.’

(13) pa-ka-tuase ku tigami ka Muni ki  Takanau
CAU-KA-leave ACC letter NOM PN OBL PN

‘Muni sent the letter to Takanau.’

® For the same reason as mentioned in footnote)3h4$ an alternative meaning ‘I told Muni's
story.’
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In (11) and (12), the&i-marked daaneli ‘my house’ was the termind\iuni
approached; whereas in (13gkanau is marked byi as the end to which the
accusative-case-marked Thetigami ‘letter’ was transited.

2.5 Malefactive/Reason

The last twoki-marked thematic roles to be introduced in thigisacare the
Malefactor and the Reason. Examples (14) and (@3 the Malefactive and
the Reason respectively, both are marked by thiguoditi.

(14) wa-tubi ki Takanau ka Muni
NFUT-cry OBL PN NOM PN
‘Muni cried because of Takanau.’

(15) wa-lakai ki Takanau ka Muni
NFUT-laugh OBL PN NOM PN

‘Muni laughed because of Takanau.’

In (14), Muni cried for the sake ofakanau; while in (15), Takanau was the
Reason thatuni laughed.

2.6 Summary

So far, we have seen that the oblique maliecan serve to mark distinct
thematic roles, including the Recipient, the Soutbe Benefactive, the Goal,
the Malefactor, and the Reasbrn section 3, | will show that in the Rukai
passive voice constructions the Theme argumentJeshasymmetrically with
the ki-marked Recipient and Source but symmetrically wiitle ki-marked
thematic Benefactive, with regard to their A-movertngroperties.

3. (A)symmetries in the Rukai passive voice constctions

In section 2, we have seen that in the active voimastructions, the oblique
markerki can mark various thematic roles. In this secttbm, attention will be
drawn to the distinct A-movement properties betwbeo sets of the passive
voice constructions in Rukai: one involves the Theand the Recipient/Source,
and the other contains the theme and the Benegactiv

In the Rukai passive that involves a Benefacteither the Benefactive
(16a-b) or the Theme (17a-b) can be raised toubgst position.

" It seems unclear how the interpretationkbphrase is determined. For instance, kiphrase
denotes a Recipient in (1a) but a Benefactive )n The problem is more evident in (13): sentence
(13) is identical to sentence (4) except for therpretation of th&i-phrase. | tentatively assume that
that the principle that can rule out the opposiigation (e.g., théi-phrase denotes a Benefactive in
(1a) and a Recipient in (4)) is pragmatic and ciongd by linguistic context. | leave this problem
for further research.
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(16) a. ki-a-cikipi ku laimai nakuane ka Muni

PASS-NFUT-knit ACC clothes 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Muni is having the clothes knitted foer by me.’
‘The clothes were knitted for Muni by me.’

b. ki-a-bulru-bulru ku abulru nakuane ka NMun
PASS-NFUT-RED-tell ACC story 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Muni is having the story told for heybme.’
‘The story was told for Muni by me.’

17) a. ki-a-cikipi ki~ Muninakuane ka laima
PASS-NFUT-knit OBL PN 1SG.OBL NOM clothes
‘The clothes were knitted for Muni by me.’
b.  ki-a-bulru-bulru ki~ Muninakuane ka &ou
PASS-NFUT-RED-teach OBL PN 1SG.OBL NOM  story
‘The story was told for Muni by me.’

In the passive that involves a Source or a Redpiem the other hand, the
Source (18a) and the Recipient (18b-c) can be rdaskenominative, whereas
the Theme cannot (19a-%).

(18) a. ki-a-langai ku daane nakuane ka Takana
PASS-NFUT-buy ACC house 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Takanau is having the house bought froim by me.’
‘Takanau sold the house to me.’

b. ki-a-bai ku laimai nakuane ka Muni
PASS-NFUT-give ACC clothes 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘Muni was given the clothes by me.’

C. ki-a-saalru ku paisu nakuane ka Takan
PASS-NFUT-lend ACC money 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Takanau is having the money lent to hipnrbe.’

‘Takanau borrowed the money from me.’

(19) a.* ki-a-langai ki Takanau nakuane ka daane

PASS-NFUT-buy OBL PN 1SG.OBL NOM house
‘(Intended meaning) The house was bought fromamhal by me.’

b.* ki-a-bai ki~ Muninakuane ka laimai
PASS-NFUT-give OBL PN 1SG.OBL NOM clothes
‘(Intended meaning) The clothes were given to Myynme.’

c.* ki-a-saalru ki ~ Takanau nakuane ka spai
PASS-NFUT-lend OBL PN 1SG.OBL NOM money
‘(Intenden meaning) The money was lent to TakdmaMuni.’

Interestingly, (19a-c) become acceptable if ther&wand the Recipient is
removed. Compare (20a-c):

8 1 find (18b) unacceptable, in contrast to CheB@08) observation.
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(20) a. ki-a-langai nakuane ka daane

PASS-NFUT-buy1lSG.OBL NOM house
‘The house was bought by me.’

b. ki-a-bai nakuane ka laimai
PASS-NFUT-give 1SG.OBL NOM clothes
‘The clothes were given by me (to someone).’

C. ki-a-saalru nakuane ka paisu
PASS-NFUT-lend 1SG.OBL NOM money
‘The money was lent by me.’

In the next section, | will argue that tkemarked thematic roles are in fact
applied arguments in applicatives, as proposedytikBnen (2002). In addition,

the (a)symmetries in the passive as shown aboveébeaaccounted for by the
phased-based approach in McGinnis (2001, 2002).

4. Arguing for applicatives in Rukai

The comparison among (18b-c), (19b-c), and (20becpinds us of similar
phenomena in English (21a-g).

(21) a. He was given the book by me.
b.  The book was given to John by me.
c.* The book was given John by me.

d. John was baked a cake by me.

e.* A cake was baked John by me.

f. A cake was baked by me.

Like (18b-c), (21c) and (21e) are ungrammatical nvilee Recipient John is
present. And similar to (20b-c), (21f) is acceptabVhere the Recipient is
removed. More importantly, the ungrammaticality{1®) and (21c) on one hand
and the grammaticality in (21b) on the other suggiest theki-phrase in the

Rukai active sentence is more like the indirecteobjin (22a) but not the
to-phrase in (22b).

(22) a. | gave John the book.
b. I gave the book to John.

Following the observation above, we may speculaé the contrast between
(19) and (20) is due to A-movement properties. theowords, théi-phrase is
an argument located higher than the Theme arguarehthe ungrammaticality
in (19) is a result from the violation of relatieid locality (Rizzi 1990; Chomsky
1995; McGinnis 1998, 2001, 2002). More specificallgrgue that thé&i-phrase
is an applied argument in Pylkkédnen’s (2001) sense.

In section 4.1 | will elaborate more on the pragbsapplicatives that
involve the Recipient and the Source.

4.1 Low Recipient/Source applicatives in Rukai
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According to Pylkkanen (2002), Low applicatives thearelation between two
individuals. Such relation can be interpreted &masfer of possession (either a
‘to-the-possession-of’ or a ‘from-the-possession4aation). Based on the
discussion in previous sections, | follow Pylkkéreemd argue that (23) involves
a Low Recipient applicative and (24) a Low Sourgplizative, with the
ki-marked Recipient and Source base-generated imepective specifier of
Applé.RecipienUSourqeand the Theme as the complement of ApplL, as show
(25).

(23) wa-bayi  ku laimai ki Muni ka Takanau
NFUT-give ACC clothes OBL PN NOM PN
‘Takanau gave the clothes to Muni.’
(24) wa-langai ku daane ki Takanau ka Muni
NFUT-buy ACC house OBL PN NOM PN
‘Muni bought the house from Takanau.’
(25) vP
\Y VP
/\
\% AppILP

Source/Recipient  Appll’
ApplL Theme

Along this line of thoughts, the contrast betweEs)((19), and (20) can then be
accounted for by the phase-based approach proppnsétiomsky (2001) and
McGinnis (2001, 2002). Since A-movement resped@tivized locality, in the
Rukai passives only the higher, applied object, elgnthe Source or the
Recipient, can A-move to the subject position. ¢wihg McGinnis (2001,
2002), | argue that this is because in Low applieat both the
Source/Recipient and the Theme are within the donddi the vP phase.
Therefore, the phase-EPP feature addedPtoan be checked only by the Source
or the Recipient, which is located higher than Tieeme, as exemplified by
(26).

° Diagrams (25) and (26) face a problem regardingdwarder. In the surface order, the Theme

argument precedes the Recipient/Source, as in(223)-However, the Theme is placed after the

Recipient/Source in (25-26). For expository coneeng, word order issues do not concern us here.
Whether Rukai has left/right branching specifiemptement or scrambling phenomena is irrelevant
here.
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(26) VP

VP DOMAIN
/\

\% AppILP
Source/Recipient  ApplLl’

ApplL Theme

v |
/\

As represented in (26), since the Source/Recipgentoser to T, it blocks the
lower Theme from A-moving to the specifier of T,niee the contrast between
(18) and (19). Moreover, since (20) involves no 18elRecipient (hence not an
applicative), in contrast to (19), the Theme is potvented from undergoing
A-movement to the subject position.

4.2 High Benefactive applicatives in Rukai

We have seen in (16) and (17) that both the Themdetlee Benefactive can be
the subject in the Rukai passive. Along the reagppiresented above, | argue
that (5) and (6), repeated here as (27) and (28ylve the High applicative,
which according to Pylkk&nen (2002), heads a mtatietween an individual, an
applied argument, and an event described by thb, weith the ki-marked
Benefactive base-generated in the specifier of Wpptefactive and the Theme
as the complement of V, as shown in (29).

27) wa-cikipi ku laimai ka Muni ki Takanau
NFUT-knit ACC clothes NOM PN OBL PN
‘Muni knitted the clothes for Takanau.’

(28) wa-bulru-bulru-aku ku abulru ki Muni
NFUT-RED-tell-1SG.NOM ACC story OBL PN

‘| told the story for Muni.’
(29) AppIHP
T
ApplH’
Benefactive  ApplH’
/\
AppIH VP
\% Theme
The fact that both the Theme and the Benefactive moave to the subject
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position, as in (17), then can be accounted fothieyphase-based approach. As
demonstrated in (30), ApplH heads a phase (fos ithe sister of VP and,
perhaps in combination with VP, assigns a thete-tol the applied argument
generated in its specifier), thus providing an &sehatch” for the lower Theme
to stack up above the higher Benefactive, withoatlity violations, to check
the phase-EPP feature added to AppIHP in the pagbeGinnis 2001, 2002).
Once the Theme occupies the higher specifier oflA@mnd is closer than the
Benefactive to T, it can move further to the sgeciéf T, hence the subject.

(30) AppIHP
T

Theme AppIH’

/.\
Benefactive ApplH’
DOMAIN

[phase-EPP]

According to McGinnis (2001, 2002), phase-EPP omlApis obligatory, but
the DO and 10 in spec-ApplHP may be in either c-owmnd order. Thus, for the
Benefactive to be the subject in (16), the Theno&dun underneath rather than
stacks up above the Benefactive, as shown in (31).

(31) AppIHP
Benefactive ApplH’

T
Theme ApplH’
DOMAIN

4.3 Summary

Based on Pylkkdnen and McGinnis, | have proposatiRinkai has applicatives
and at least three applicative heads, namely Apgltfactive ApplLSource and
ApplLRecipient'® If the analysis is on the right track, then ratliean an
“oblique” marker, the markeki in these cases is used to mark the applied

10 | assume that applicative heads in Rukai haveved oealizations.
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argument. In the next section, | will examine Rikanventory of applicative
heads.

5. Rukai's inventory of applicative heads

Chomsky (1998) claims that a particular languagstmuoake its own selection
from a universal inventory of functional element$e also points out that
crosslinguistic variations have two sources: (ileson and (ii) the way a
language packages the selected elements into #igntaeads. Thus, after
arguing for the three applicative heads (e.g., Bpphefactive ApplLSource and
ApplLRecipien) in Rukai, | now turn to the question: how manyligative heads
exist in Rukai? More specifically, are the activ€®d-(12) and (14)-(15)
applicatives? This question is difficult because @@ no longer rely on the
locality violation test, since these actives doasimvolve the Theme.

However, | argue that the answer is positive foo t@asons. First, these
Theme-lacking actives have their passive counttsgar)-(34).

Benefactive
(32) a. ki-a'-tu-daane nakuane ka Takanau
PASS-NFUT-do-house 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Takanau is having a house built for him tme.’
‘I built a house for Takanau.’
b. ki-a-dralrai nakuane ka Takanau
PASS-NFUT-dance  1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Takanau is danced for by me.’
‘I danced for Takanau.’
C. ki-a-sena nakuane ka Muni
PASS-NFUT-sing 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Muni is sung for by me.’
‘I sang for Muni.’

Goal

(383) a. ki-a-kela nakuane ka daane-su
PASS-NFUT-come 1SG.OBL NOM house-2SG.GEN
‘(lit.) Your house was come to by me.’
“Your house was visited by me.’

b. ki-a-daruru nakuane ka daane-su

PASS-NFUT-arrive  1SG.OBL NOM house-2SG.GEN
‘(lit.) Your house was arrived at by me.’
“Your house was visited by me.’

11 Note that the affixing ordering in (7) and (35a)dveis reversed in (32a). The verbal prefiix
precedes the nonfuture pref in (7) and (35a) but the former occurs after ldter in (32a).
Although not the main concern of the paper, thisather puzzling and worth a note. | thank the
anonymous reviewer who pointed this out.
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Reason/Mal efactive

(34) a. ki-a-lakai nakuane ka Takanau
PASS-NFUT-laugh 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Takanau was laughed at by me.’
‘Takanau was ridiculed by me.’

b.  ki-a-tubi nakuane ka Takanau

PASS-NFUT-cry 1SG.OBL NOM PN
‘(lit.) Takanau was cried for by me.’
‘Takanau saddened me.’

Since the Benefactive/Goal/Malefactive/Reason can gassivized, as in
(32)-(34), they are supposed to be core argumathenrthan oblique elements.
Specifically, they are applied arguments introduogdhe applicative head. The
fact that in the active the Benefactive/Goal/Matfee/Reason can be marked
only by ki but not the accusativiel, as exemplified by (35)-(37), denies their
status as the internal argument of V.

Benefactive
(35) a. tu-a-daane ka Muni ki/*ku lalake
do-NFUT-house NOM PN OBL/ACC child
‘Muni built the house for the child.’
b. wa-dralra-dhaku ki/*ku lalake
NFUT-dance-1SG.NOM OBL/ACC child
‘I danced for Muni.’
c. wa-sena-dhaku ki/*ku lalake

NFUT-sing-1SG.NOM OBL/ACC child
‘I sang for the child.’

Goal
(36) a. wa-kela ki/*ku daane-li ka Muni
NFUT-come OBL/ACC house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘Muni came to my house.’
b. wa-daruru ki/*ku daane-li ka Muni
NFUT-arrive OBL/ACC house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘Muni arrived at my house.’

Mal efactive/Reason

(37) a. wa-tubi ki/*ku lalake ka Muni
NFUT-cry OBL/ACC child NOM PN
‘Muni cried because of the child.’
b. wa-lakai ki/*ku lalake ka Muni
NFUT-laugh OBL/ACC child NOM PN

‘Muni laughed because of the child.’

Thus, (35)-(37) are all applicatives denoting atieh between an individual
(e.g., Benefactive/Goal/Malefactive/Reason) anéwant described by the verb.
Following the Transitivity Restriction (PylkkdnerO@2) that (i) only High
applicative heads should be able to combine withrgatives, and (ii) Low
applicative heads denote a relation between thdiealfgirect objects, thus
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cannot appear in structures lacking a DO, | arduws (35)-(37) are High
applicatives that involve ApplBtnefactive ApplHGod, ApplHMalefactivg and
ApplHReasop respectively.

So far, we have seen that aside from Ageltdfactive ApplLSource and
ApplLRecipient Rukai has another three High applicative headplApoal
ApplHMalefactivg and ApplHReason We may now continue to wonder whether
other applicative heads exist in Rukai, such asliApptrumert, ApplHLocative,
ApplHAftecteg, and ApplHpossessorAffecteproposed for Atayal in Chen (2007). A
close scrutiny of the linguistic data reveals ti&t answer is negative. It seems
that the Rukai inventory of applicative heads doeesinclude Applhhstrument
To encode the Instrument in an event, Rukai mu$t o. serial verb
constructions, rather than justmark the the Instrument. Compare (38a) with
(38b-d):

Instrument

(38) a. arakai ku kwange pa-pacai ku babui ka uniM
use ACC gun CAU-die ACC boar NOM PN
‘Muni used the gun to kill the boar.’

b.* wa-pa-pacai ku babuiki kwange ka Mun
NFUT-CAU-die ACC boar OBL gun NOM PN
‘(Intended meaning) Muni killed the boar witlyan.’

c. * ki-a-pa-pacai ki kwange nakuane ka babu
PASS-NFUT-die OBL gun 1SG.OBL NOM boar

‘(Intended meaning) The boar was killed by méhva gun.’
d. * ki-a-pa-pacai ku babui nakuane ka kwange

PASS-NFUT-die ACC boar 1SG.OBL NOM gun

‘(Intended meaning) The gun was used by meltahd boar.’

The same behaviors are observed for the LocatiuekaRdoes not have
ApplHLocative Compare (39a, d) with (39b-c, e-f) and (39g) w&Bh-j)?

Locative
(39) Intransitive

a. wa-pacai i-kai ki~ daane-li ka  Muni
NFUT-die be-DEM OBL house-1SG.GEN NOMPN
‘Muni died in my house.’

b.* wa-pacai ki daane-li ka Muni
NFUT-die OBL house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘(Intended meaning) Muni died in my house.’

c. * ki-a-pacai iniane ka daane-li

PASS-NFUT-die 3SG.OBL NOM house-1SG.GEN
‘(Intended meaning) My house is where he/she.died

2 An anonymous reviewer wondered why the Locatigiarent marked bii fails to occur as the
subject in (39), in contrast to ttkemarked elements in (32)-(34). | agree with theeeer that the
contrasts between (32)-(34) on one hand, and (3% eother, imply that Rukai may have two types
of ki, one for core argument and the other for obliqgeiment. However, currently | have no solid
evidence for this non-uniform approach and leaiiisue for further investigation.
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wa-dralrai i-kai ki daane-li ka Mun
NFUT-dance be-DEM OBL  house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘Muni danced in my house.’

wa-dralrai ki ~ daane-li ka Muni
NFUT-dance OBL house-1SG.GEN NOM PN
‘(Intended meaning) Muni danced in my house.’

ki-a-dralrai iniane ka daane-li
PASS-NFUT-dance  3SG.OBL NOM house-1SG.GEN
‘(Intended meaning) My house is where he/she enhc

Transitive

g.

j.*

wa-cikipi ku laimai i-kai ki daane ka Muni
NFUT-knit ACC clothes be-DEM OBL house NOM PN
‘Muni knitted the clothes in a house.’

wa-cikipi  ku laimai ki  daane ka Muni
NFUT-knit ACC clothes OBL house NOM PN
‘(Intended meaning) Muni knitted the clothes ihause.’

ki-a-cikipi ki daane nakuane ka airhai
PASS-NFUT-knit OBL  house 1SG.OBL NOM clothes
‘(Intended meaning) The clothes were knitted l&yima house.’
ki-a-cikipi ku daane nakuane ka daane
PASS-NFUT-knit ACC house 1SG.OBL NOM house
‘(Intended meaning) The house was where | knittedclothes.’

As for the Affectee, Rukai’'s inventory of applioati heads does not seem to
house ApplHfiectee (40) and ApplhbossessorAffecte@d1):

(40)

(41) a.*

b. *

wa-pacai ki Takanau ka Muni
NFUT-die OBL PN NOM PN

‘(Intended meaning) Muni died on Takanau.’

wa-kane ku babuiki Takanau ka Mun
NFUT-eat ACC boar OBL PN NOM PN
‘(Intended meaning) Muni ate the boar on Takanau
ki-a-kane ku babuiki  Muni ka Takanau
PASS-NFUT-eat ACC boar OBL PN NOM PN

‘(Intended meaning) Takanau was eaten the boay dvumi.’

To summarize, the applicative heads in Rukai inel(at least) ApplHenefactive
ApplLsource ApplLRecipient ApplHGoal, ApplHMalefactive and ApplHReason In
Section 5, | will sidetrack a little bit and brigftliscuss what implications the
Rukai applicative might have for the Rukai objeetiwice proposed by Chen

(2008).

6. A response to Chen'’s (2008) tripartite voice digction in Rukai

Chen (2008) establishes a connection between néndtian and grammatical
voice formation in Rukai, for which the object veiwas argued to be a type of
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voice constructed via nominalization. The objedteaexhibits similarities with
the passive voice in that it promotes objects tesy#actic subjects. Besides,
unlike the passive, which can apply to the direct idirect object in
double-object sentences, the object voice onlyiappb the direct object, as
shown in (42).

(42) a. ta-badh-ane-li ki ~ Takanau ka mii
NFUT-give-OV-1SG.Gen  OBL PN NOM clothes
‘The clothes are what | gave Takanau.’
b. * ta-badh-ane-li ku laimai ka Takanau

NFUT-give-OV-1SG.GEN ACC clothes NOM PN
‘(Intended meaning) Takanau is given clothes by me

However, if the analysis in this paper is correzg( the Recipient in (42) is
generated in the specifier of Apmiecipiens higher than the Theme) and if the
object voice is, as proposed by Chen, on par wighetctive and the passive, we
should not expect that in the objective voice camsion the 1O fails to move to
the subject position (since it does not violate koality condition). Also, the
DO leapfrogs over the 10 without inducing any vima of locality is
unexpected. In short, unless the dilemma as destebove can be resolved, the
recognition of the three-way distinction of gramioalt voice in Rukai is
inappropriate.

7. Concluding remarks

In this paper, | attempted to examine applicatindRBukai. We observed that the
obligue markerki can serve to mark distinct thematic roles, incigdihe
Recipient, the Source, the Benefactive, the Gda, Malefactive, and the
Reason. | further argued that (i) tiemarked thematic roles are in fact applied
arguments in applicatives; (ii) the (a)symmetriestlhe passive are due to
A-movement properties that can be accounted fahbyphased-based account;
(iii) Rukai’'s inventory of applicative heads housass least AppliBenefactive
ApplLsource ApplLRecipient ApplHGoal ApplHMalefactivg and ApplHReason and
(iv) the claim that Rukai has tripartite distinetiof grammatical voice (e.g., the
active/passive/object voice) is questionable.
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