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NGyt ax and Semantics 18s Diachronic Syntax The Hartvelian

Case" by Alice 0 Harris, Academic Press, 1985
& Review Article by B G Hewith, Linguistics Department,

Hull University, England.

1. Given the prestige attaching to this series in the general
linguistics world, it is highly likely that the present

{exceptionally expensive) volume will be read or consulted by

many who have no direct acquaintance with the languages being

described but who are nevertheless interested to discover

something about the four Eartvelian languages, that happily seem

to be attracting ever more attention. Thus, it is only fair that

such & readership should have at its diszposzal a detailed and
critical examination of the central arguments of this book so

that they will be in a better position to judge for themselves

Fhe walidity af what I see asz the major claim of the word

(namely, that, although an Ergative-alignment existed to control

case-marking with Series Il tense-mood forms in Prmtﬂ_ﬁartvelian,

this gave Way, possibly as early as in the Late Common Kartvelian

period, ta one of Active-alignment). The active-hypothesis was

advanced for Modern Georgian by Marris in 1981,

In my review of
]

that earlier work {Hewitt 1983) I demonstrated the irrelevance of

ractivity’  te case—assignment in the modern language, whilst

recognising the potential for its futwe development, and argued
in favouwr of the traditional Ergative-hypothesis (see also the
more extensive defence of this view in Hewitt Forthcoming a). 1t

will, therefGFEKhardly surprise anybody that 1 find no merit in

seeking to trace back to the parent-language, which is what
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Harris 1% here essaying, & phenomsnon that does not actually

since argu s g = e 7 onn
ey wli However , arguments in favouwr of activity’' and

agaiﬁgt ergativity are here vigorously presented, it 4g necessary
vet again to consider how the facts of the languages concerned
could pmﬁﬁibly lead to Harris’® idiosyncratic interpretation(s)

1T =mhall first set out the facts of case-marking and

verb“agreement found in Modern Georgiany variations on these

patterns within the sister-languages will then be noted, so that
the uninitiated reader will thereby gain a frame of reference
within which to place the summary of Harris’ views that follows.
The way will then be open for the presentation of the major
criticisms. Blips and errors, important in themsslves byt ot
peatring crucially on any line of argumentation, will then be
Cnngideredq arnd I shall finish with a list of plain errata,

m_ o Thiree patterns of case-marking exist in Georgian (the
brachetted"ﬁoman numerals indicate the set of verhal

ancurd”markerg associated with each nominal d:

Subject Direct Indirect
Object Object
pattern A Narrative(i) Mominative(ii) Dative (ij)
wn.n

pattern B Mominative{(i}) Dative(ii) Dative(ii)

erh o
pattern Dative(ii) Mominative (i)

B

tvis-nominal

(where —tyis is the postposition "for’ and governs the Genitive

casa). 1he tense-mood forms (=screeves) are grouped into thres

series Series I consists of the Present Indicative, Present

gubjunctive, Imperfect Indicative, Future Indicative, Future

subjunctive and Conditional; Beries II consists of the Aorist
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IndicatiVE and Aaorist Subjunctive (= Optative); o
i T PSyries I
ie LI

consists of the Ferfect (= Ist Evidential), Fluper ¢
ect (= 77
rd

Evidential) arnd IIIrd Subjunctive. The distributi
Loy
n of

casE”marki”g patterns among the four verb-classes
|
53

Deries 1 II LT
Class 1 B p C
Class =2 B E B
Class = E A c
Class 4 C C C

Examples will illustrate the differences between tp
Tl

verb-classess: the a—example will show the Fresent
(Series I,

b—@x ampl e the Aorist {(Beries II), the c—exampl
the = &
the Ferfe
2t

(Geries 111) form in each case —

Class 1
(1a) L ac i magida—s ak ‘etebs
mar-—-NOM table-DAT he/makes/it/FRES
‘The man is making a table”
(1) b Aac—-ma magida gaak sta
MARE MO A0OFR
‘The man made a table”’
(ic) kT ac—s magida gauk ‘etebia
DT MO FERF
‘The man {(has) apparently made the tablg:
Class £
(7a) kac-i b wvdeba

NOM he/dies/FRES

‘The man is dying’




{20 kfac—-1 mak Tvda
MOM A0OR
‘The man died’
{2c)  k'ac—i momk ‘vadara
MOM FERF

‘“The man {(has) apparently died’

Class 3
{3Za) k'ac—i ¥ Tras
MOM he/cries/FPRES
‘The man is crying’
{3b) kTac—ma it’ira
MAFR AOR
‘The man cried’
Zc)  klacws ut ‘irinlia
DAT FERF
‘The man {(has) apparently cried’
Class 4
{(4a) k'ac—s c'ign—i MoOSc  Ons
DAT  book-NOM he/likes/it/FRES
‘The man likes the book’
(4bh) Kk ac-s clign-i moes " ona
A0R
"The man liked the book’
(4c) kTac-s ciign—-i mosc Tonebia

FERF
“The man (has) apparently liked the book’

Although the surface—forms of the morphemes often differ in the






























































































































































































