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Please do this squib on a computer, as with the other assignments, and submit
the answer via email in a file whose name has the following form:

yourname-550-F.doc or .pdf

Unless you have already contacted me to choose and alternative topic, your
squib should be written on the topic below. The squib should be submitted
by the 11:59 PM on Thursday, December 21st. It should be no more than ten
pages long, excluding the bibliography. The squib should make reference to some
existing literature on the topic but you should not worry about being exhaustive.
A total bibliography of a couple of specially useful sources is sufficient. Be sure
to use tree diagrams where appropriate to represent sentence structure.

Because this is an exam, you should not discuss the questions or your answers
with other students or with anyone else. If you have questions, send them to
me by email. I’ll be happy to answer them.

A syntactic construction called the “applicative” has been the subject of consid-
erable discussion in the syntactic literature. It is best known for its widespread
occurrence in the Bantu languages of Africa but is found in many other lan-
guages as well. The construction involves the addition to the verb of a “applica-
tive” suffix, which licenses an additional verbal argument. Compare (1) to (2)
from the Bantu language Chingoni:

(1) Kuku
grandpa

i-geg-a
SM-carry-FV

li-gela.
hoe

“Grandpa carries the hoe.”

(2) Kuku
grandpa

a-ku-va-geg-el-a
SM-PR-OM-carry-APPL-FV

va-jukulu
grandchild

li-gela.
hoe

“Grandpa carries a hoe for the grandchildren.”

(Note: SM is a subject agreement marker for “grandpa,” OM is an object-
agreement marker for “grandchild,” FV is a thematic vowel, PR is a present
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tense marker, and APPL is the applicative suffix.) The applicative construction
interacts in interesting ways with syntactic movement, including the passive.
Starting from the syntactic system of the textbook, provide an analysis of the
applicative construction in two languages where the syntax of the construction is
somewhat different. Crucially, the Bantu languages are often divided into two
syntactic classes, the so-called “symmetric” and “anti-symmetric” languages.
How difficult, if at all, is it to use the textbook system for this purpose? What
are the minimal changes in the system that you would propose to handle the
data you are describing? To get a head start on this project, read the paper
cited below and use it as one of your primary sources of information. You can
get the paper from the Van Pelt’s Franklin site.

Joan Bresnan and Lioba Moshi. 1990. Object Asymmetries in Comparative
Bantu Syntax. Linguistic Inquiry, Vol. 21, No. 2, pp. 147-185.
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