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Semantic Role Assignment in Lushootseed Causatives 1
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Introduction
Non-Agent Causers: yo.yus-txW'have someone work'
Agent Causers: ?ux.-txW 'take someone somewhere'
Causatives Designating a Goal: y~c-~b-txW 'tell someone'
Psychological Predicates: sa?-txW'dislike someone'
Conclusion

O. Introduction
Bates (1997) argnes that Lushootseed sterns are subcategorized according to the semantic
roles they assign and that each stem designates one role for assignment to its absolutive argument.
Other roles are conveyed in oblique phrases. The semantic roles are drawn from a small universal
inventory including Agent, Experiencer, Patient, Goal, Causer and Causee. For example, the
intransitive predicate in (1), qw~lb 'cook', assigns Agent to its absolutive argument and Patient to
the oblique. This property is encoded here in the semantic frame (Ag,Pat).
(1)

(2)

qw~lb

-as
tsi +ad~y?
STEM ABS SUBJ MRKR DIRECT COMPLEMENT
cooks
if she
the woman
'If the woman cooks the salmon'.

?~

ti s?uladxW
OBLIQUE
the salmon

We employ underlining in the semantic frame to indicate the role assigned to the absolutive
argtllllent.This lexical marking is necessary, because, as Bates (1997) notes, Lushootseed surface
intransitives can be unergative (e.g., yayus 'work'); unaccusative, with a Patient subject (e.g., ?up
'end up on a lap~; or semantically bivalent, with an Agent or Patient subject. The examples in (2)
illustrate several different semantic frames of intransitive stems. 2 The first line of each example
gives the semantic frame and a. stem gloss. This is followed by a sample sentence showing the
mapping of the roles to the syntactic positions available in main clauses.'3

I We aclmowledge the support of our institutions, the Lushootseed speakers with whom we have
worked over the. years, and the community of Salish scholars. All errors are our own.
2

Abbreviations employed here follow Bates (1997).

3Lushootseed personal pronouns do not mark gender, and third persons are
always null in the main clause. In the other clauses third person collapses a number
distinction found in first and second person pronouns. As in Hess (1995)~ the gloss
SOMEONE is short for a definite and specific third person pronoun: 'he, she, it, they,
him, her, them'. The full line glosses may employ the specific English pronouns
appropriate for some in-context use of an example sentence.

a.

b.

c.

pus-il (Ag,Pat, Gol) 'throw'
?upusil
c~d
asp-throw-intr
Isgs
'I threw the ball.'
yayus (Ag,) 'work'
?u-yayus
0
asp-work
3S
'The woman worked.'

?~

t~

P DET

?~sbuluxwilc

ball

tsi
s-+ad~y?
DET-f nom-woman

?up (fat) 'end up on lap'
?u-?up
c~d.
asp-end up on lap Isgs
'I sat on his lap (without the intention of either of us).'

Each of the sentences in (2) illustrates the predicate stem assigning its designated
(underlined) role to the absolutive argument. In (2a), the first person singular subject is assigned
the designated Agent role, while (2b) shows a third person subject marker with a coreferential DP
realizing the designated Agent. The designated Patient role is assigned to the Isgs in (2c). The
oblique phrase in (2a) is assigned a non-designated role, Patient.
Hess (1993, 1995) categorizes stems as AGENT-ORIENTED or PATIENT-ORIENTED to
describe the distinctions shown in (2). The present analysis extends that work and, following Bates
(1997), shows how syntactic transitivity interacts with semantic role mapping. Hess (~995),
concentrating on main clauses, employs neither transitivity nor the idea of an absolutive subject m
his analysis. The present paper assumes Bates's (1997) position that the morphosyntax of
embedded clauses requires such descriptive machinery and we extend it here to the analysis of main
clauses.
As argued in Beck (1996), transitivizing morphological processes create a subject-object
relation and can have significant effects on the semantic properties of the resulting forms. The
absolutive argument in a transitive clause is the object position, realized in first and second persons
with an object suffix and in third person with a direct complement, possibly zero. A transitive
stem, therefore, assigns its designated (underlined) role to an object, and has the subject available
for mapping a non-designated role, most often Agent. The example in (3) shows a transitive stem
bas&on the same root as the example in (1): intransitive qw~l-b (Ag, Pat) and transitive qW~I-d
(Ag,Pat) assign the same rol~but designate them differently.
(3)

qW~I-d
qW~ld

(Ag,fat)
ti s?uladxW
STEM
DIRECT COMPLEMENT
'She cooks the salmon.'

We employ an input-output metaphor for the suffIXing processes creating transitive stems.
With regard to causative formations, the input includes all stem-forming suffIXes preceding _txW,
along with the semantic frame for that stem; the output is the full form in _txW including its semantic
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In addition to adding a morphosyntactic argument position, causative -txWimparts a
distinction between Causer and Causee to the semantic frame of its input. Moreover, a _txW
formation is sensitive to the semantic structure of the input. When the input implies location or
translocation, the output targets the Patient.4 These forms are discussed in Section II below. On the
other hand, if no location or translocation is indicated, then the _txWinherits the role structure of the
input; these forms are discussed in Section I. As an example, compare the causative transitive
forms in (4), based on the input structures from (2), repeated here for convenience. We represent
the Causer-Causee distinction separately from the Agent-Patient-Goal distinction because Causer
and Causee are regularly assigned to arguments that already bear one of the other roles. The
example in (4a) shows a Causer that is simultaneously Agent. In contrast, (4b) shows a Causer that
is not an Agent. An Agent Causer performs the action described by the stem (walking,· singing,
working, loading). A non-Agent Causer effects causation at some metaphorical distance from the
stem's action (not sitting, but causing someone else to sit; not working, but causing someone else
to work; not burning up, but causing something else to burn). S
(4)

(Causee's lap)

Causer

frame.

a.

input:
output:
output frame:

pus-il (Ag,Pat,Goal) 'throw'
pus-il-txW'throw someone (as in wrestling)'
Ag, Pat, Gol
Causer

b.

Causer

Causee

7o-yayus-txW
asp-work-tr

o

input:
output:
output frame:

?up (Pat) 'end up on lap'
?up-txW 'put someone on someone ~ lap'
,
Pat, GQl

3S
Causer
'She made the woman work.'
c.

Causee

7o-pusil-tu-bs
asp-throw-tr-l sgO
'He threw me.'
input:
yayus (Ag) 'work'
yayus-txW'make someone work,6
output:
,
Ag
output frame:
tsi
s-+ad;y?
DET-f nom-woman
Ag-Causee

4 That is to say, the designated role of the transitive in _txW will be Patient, and
Patient will be assigned to the absolutive argument.

S Beck (1996) analyzes the (non-)Agent Causer contrast as involving EVENTEXTERNAL CAUSATION versus EVENT-INTERNAL CAUSATION.

70-7op-tu-bs.
asp-Iap-tr-l sgO
'They made me hold her on my lap (having fIrst brought the baby to me).'
The examples discussed so far illustrate the two main classes of _txW stems and we will
return to them in Sections I and II. Two other classes of _txW stems are more sensitive to the
semantic structure of the resulting _txW form than the semantics of the input. One class expresses
psychological predicates (e.g., 'anger at' , 'dislike of,) and the other requires Goal as the designated
role of the output, overriding any inheritance for the input. Sections ill and IV describe and
exemplify these classes.
The basic function of the _txW is to transitivize the form and to add a semantic role of Causer
that must be mapped to some position. (That is, the Causer role may not be implied.) The Causer
role is designated for the absolutive argument in _txW forms that denote psychological states, but
in all other _txWforms, the Causer maps to the subject position.7
We are now prepared to detail the various input-output relationships in _txW forms and to
bring much data to bear on the analysis. The next section discusses one of the most common
patterns in _txW.
I Non-Agent Causers: ~yus-txW 'put someone to work'
As mentioned above, causatives in -txWoften inherit the designated role of their input. When
inheritance obtains, the absolutive argument of the intransitive input corresponds to the absolutive
argument of the transitive stem. (Indeed, this is one of the reasons that ABSOLUTIVE is the
appropriate term here.) When the input has a designated Agent, _txWforms behave just as Gerdts
(1995) reports for Halkomelern causatives. In the _txW form, the absolutive is an Agent Causee and
the subject is a Causer.
It is possible to predict when inheritance will govern role assignment in a _txW formation,
viz., when the input does not imply location or translocation. The stem yayus 'work', for example,
designates Agent for its absolutive argument, and it forms a causative that also designates Agent:
yayus-txW'make someone work'. The causative tuqw-txW'make someone cough' inherits the
designated Experiencer role of its input stem tuqwu-b 'cough'. The input stem t' Qqw 'snap in two'
designates a Patient, and its _txWoutput does also: 'stop lI. song'.8 The examples in (5) illustrate
7 The examples are given here without reference to the other word-building
properties of the roots to which _txW attaches. It could be, however, that such reference
is essential to the best treatment of Lushootseed verbal morphology as a whole (cf.
Bates and Hess (in prep.».

8 However, the following comment under the t' ;qW entry in the Lushootseed
Dictionarymakes it seem that 'the drummers' may be the absolutive argument of the

6 When it is useful, we underline the gloss for the absolutive argument.

_txW form. "This was done by making an abrupt spreading motion with the arms,
palms down as a signal for the drummers to stop (as when they are not getting the
rhythm right." The corpus does not include an example with a direct complement,
however.
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these properties.
(5)

(6)

input:
gW;)d-il
Ag

her son to bed:
output:
gW;)d-il-txW
,
Ag

The next example illustrates the causative inhen:.', ting the role structure of the
intransitive base ?;),y- 'eat', including its non-designated Patient, the food eaten.

Causer

(9)

Causee

'sit down, get up'

'sit someone down (pick up and place him)'

input:
yayus Ag

output:
yayus-txW
,
Ag
Causer

output
?ib;)s-txW
AglEat

(10) input
t'ili-b
Ag,Pat,Gol

Bates (1997) employs the double role AglPat to indicate automotion. The example
in (8) appears from the gloss to involve tr3l)S\ocation, but could be glossed 'retire'.
input
t;)dz-il
Ag

output
t;)dz-il-txW
Causer

'go to bed'

output
t'ili-b-txWll
Ag,
Causer

'walk, journey
'walk someone, walk anl!IlimJ!l, take someone out on a date'
by land'
,yu?ib;)stxWc;)d ti dsqW~ay? ?al kWi dukw;),ydat. 'I will walk ~ dQg tomorrow.
?u?ib;)stxWtsi li~)':2. 'He took the yQlJllg WitlJllill on a date.
?u?ib;)stub c.oo ?;) dbad, sbiaw. 'My father, Coyote, forced ~ to go on a
journey.'

A~
Causee

'put so~one to bed'
?u-t;)dz-il-tu-b ?;) tsi?i,y sI(wuy ti b~a?s. 'That mother put

9 This example and the next come from notes taken by Laurence C. Thompson
while conducting a fieldmethods course using a speaker of the Upriver Skagit dialect
of Northern Lushootseed at the University of Washington in the 1960's. The underlining and hyphens are our additions.

5

Pat

Causee

Our final example of a non-Agent Causer appears in (10): the first gloss for the causative,
'make someone sing', fits the present pattern. The second gloss, 'tum on the radio', is more common
in the Lushootseed corpus.

Pat,

Gol

Causee

'sing'
'make someone singj tum on r.a.dillj play IDllSkal instrument
?u-t'ili-b-txWc;)d ti?jt tidtid. 'I played the radill.'

Causer Causee

(8)

Ag,

'eat'
'feed someone'
?u-?;),y_txW ti ?aciHalbixw. 'They fed the people.'
qa(h) aciHalbixw kWi i'u- ?;),y-tu-b. 'Many people will be fed.'
b;)I(w ?;)sqWib [kWi] S-;),y-tu-b-s. 'Everything was prepared that she was fed.'

Causee

The example in (7) is ambiguous between a non-Agent Causer reading for ?ib;)s-txW
'walk the dog' and an Agent Causer reading 'carry her while walking'. The former analysis is
included here.
input
?ib;)s
Ag/Pat

output
?;),y_txW
Causer

'work'
'put someone to work'
?u-yayus-txw. 'Put him to work'9
?u-yayus-txWC;)XW. 'You gave him a job.'

(7)

input
?;),y_1O
Ag,Pat

Under the present analysis, the 'tum radiQ on' and 'play lIllI£kal instru~nt' readings are
metaphorical in that the 'singer' (the radio, musical instrument) is not a volitional actor in the eventj
nevertheless, an Agent analysis seems appropriate.
Our discussion now tums to another numerous class of causative stems: those that assign an
Agent Causer role.

n

Agent Causers: ?uXW_txW 'take something somewhere'
The previous section showed that causative formation adds a Causer subject to an input that
already assigns some role to its absolutive argument. The Causer role can simply "fill out" the
semantic frame ofthe output, leaving the rest of the input role structure intactj this is inheritance.
The present section discusses the other general pattern of role assignment in causatives, namely,
10 It is not clear why the causative form ?;),y_txW 'feed someone' is based on a
non-occurring root ?;),y-, rather than on the existing stem ?;),y~ 'eat'. Truncation or
deletion may be involved in the causative formation, or the intrasitive stem might
contain a non-productive suffix.
11 t'i1ibtx Wenters into another causative pattern which is considered in Section
III below.
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that wherein the Causer shares the subject position with an Agent and a competing generalization
overrides inheritance.
As mentioned in the introduction to this paper, Agent Causers realize the subject of
causatives whose input stem involves translocation or location of a Patient. The Patient need not
be the designated role in the input, but the designated role of the output is always a Patient Causee.
These _txW forms all imply translocation, and we include events of speaking and loading as
trans locative events, where the message or the load is Patient.
The following example shows that a locative input may result in a causative in this class
denoting translocation with an Agent-Causer and a designated Patient.

Events of buying and selling imply an Agent (the seller), a Goal (the buyer) and a Patient (the
item exchanged). The examples in (15) illustrate the Patient designated in the causative
form.

(11)

input
?a(h)

f.at

output
?a(h)-txW
Ag,

Pat

Causer

Causee

'be there'
'have / take something/soroeone somewhere'
xWul':>xw c:>xw tu-?a(h)-txW tsPi+ ~ 1a tsi?H ~. 'You will just have there ~
intestines.'
cad swatixWt:>d ti?:>? d:>xw- ?a(h)-tu-b-~. 'To which country is it that ~ have been taken?
b:>Kw c:>l:>p i'u-li+-?a(h)-txw. 'You folks will have it all along with you.'

(15)

input
xWuyu-b
Ag,Pat,Gol

Causer

output
pus-il-txW
Ag,

fat,

Causer

Causee

(16)

input
?ujlw

(13)

input
t'uc-il
Ag, Pat, Gol

output
t'uc-il-txW
Ag,

fat,

Causer

Causee

(14)

input
xwt'-agW-il
AgLfa.t

output
xWt'-agW_il_txW
Ag,
Pat

'climb down'

'bring soroeone/something down'

Causer

(17)

Causee

7

input

?a.i
~

~

grnnd-

output
?uXW_txW
Ag,

fat

Causer

Causee

output
?a.i-txW
Ag,

£.at

Causer

Causee

'come'
'bring someone / something'
?u- ?a.i-txWti sqW"bllY? ' [Someone] brought till: dog.'
sali2 kWi i'u-?ai-txWcaxW6ia? 'You should bring ill'!! rru:;ks.'

Gol

'shoot'
'shoot II projectile'
?u-t'uc-il-txWc:>d ti i.is.ad. 'I shot till: arrow.'

'My aunt sold

'go'
'take somethingLsmne_QllJ;l somewhere'
?uXW-tu_b_:>xw ?:> tsi?;>? ?axWadus tj?;>? stawixWa?+ [dxW?al] t'aq'bid;>xw •••
'Basket Ogress took the children up inland [from there] ... '
day ti?:>? kikawic l:>gw;>b stubs kWi i'u-?uXW-txW ti?:>? stawixWa?+ ?al ti?:>? daxW?ahaxW?a
ti?;>? sw:>dabS. 'It was only Little Hunchback, a young man, who took till: children to the site
of Swinomish.'

Gol

'throw'
'throw something /throw someone (as in wrestling)'
?u-pus-il-txWc:>d. 'I threw someone.'
?u-pus-il-tu-b c:>d. 'I got thrown (while wrestling).'
huy pus-il-txW-:>xw ti:?a1 ~di± SJtd~. 'Then she threw [down~] undergarment."

~.

The Lushootseed corpus contains many examples of causatives built on stems implying
automotion, describing events of walking, canoeing, jumping, etc. The examples in (16 - 20) show
Agent Causers who transport a designated Patient.

AgLfa.t

input
pus-il
Ag,Pat,Gol

Gol

Causee

'sell'
'sell something'
?u-xwuyu-b-txWti?:>? ?al?al c.rl. ' He sold our house.'
?u-xwuyu-b-tu-b ?;> tsi?;>? d?:>pus ti?:>? .spfu2 1a tsi?:>?
daughter's cedar-root basket.'

The Goal role implied by the input and output forms in (12 - 14) can be realized in a
prepositional phrase headed by a directional prepositiolli like dxW?al 'toward'.

(12)

output
xWuyu-b-txW
Ag,
Fat,

(18)

input
cub;>
AgLfa.t

output
cuba-txW
Ag,

Pat

Causer

Causee

'go/come up
'bring someone/something up from shore'
from shore'
s1a~ ti?H la-cuba-txw. 'What is he bringing up from shore?'
[tu-]cuba-tu-b-axW ti2i± qWiqw+ay?ulc ?a tsi?a??i ?adad ?i tsi?i+ wHwH.

8
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Snipe took that little ~ ~ up from shore.'
(19) input

output

saxw-~b

saxw-~b-txW

AglPat

Ag,

I'.a.t

Causer

Causee

'run, jump'

The next section discusses causatives that contrast with (22) in targeting the Goal, rather than
the Patient.

'run offwith someone/something, kidnap'

qa(h) slaxil kWi tu-(s-)saxw-ab-tu-b-s~.
saxw-ab-tu-b-axw • ' [The canoe pulled by a 'magic' seal] lurched forward with [them in it as
captives].'
... cada xWul' tu-Ia-saxw-ab-txWti?it~. '... and 1 will just run the food over [to the
neighbors].'
(20)

input
fc-il

A.gLI>at

output
lc-il-txW
Ag,

I'.a.t

Causer

Causee

'arrive'
'arrive bringing SQm~ /something'
fc-il-txW-ax w ti?a? wiWsu. 'She arrived with the children.'
?u-tc-il-tu-b cad. 'They arrived with llli\ in tow.'
... cta tu-tc-il-txW-axw dxW?al kWi tuhuyutab cat s?usababdxw...
'... and we will bring it (out) [Le., tell it] about how we were made unfortunate
Example (7) in the previous section showed that ?ioostxW'walk' is ambiguous between a nonAgent Causer reading, e.g., 'walk the dog' and an Agent-Causer reading. The latter is illustrated
below.

(21) input
?ibas
AglPat

output
?ibas-txW
Ag,

Pat

Causer

Causee

Example (22) illustrates a causative denoting an event of speaking following the present
pattern and designating the Patient, that is, the messagey.as the absolutive argument.
input
qWi?-ad
Ag,Pat,Gol

output
qWi?-ad-txW
Ag,
I'.a.t,
Causer

m. Causatives Designating a Goal: yac-ab-txW'tell someone'

To this point in the discussion, all the causatives in _txWhave designated either an AgentCauser or a Patient-Causee as their absolutive argument. In addition to these, some _txW forms
designate a Goal-Causee for their absolutive argument in an interesting expansion of the
derivational potential of the Lushootseed transitivising system.
If the input describes an event with actantsAgent, Patient and Goal, as many predicates
involving speaking or loading do, then _txWcan designate a Goal role as absolute even ifthe input
designates a Patient. This operation is more complex than either inheritance (Section I) or an output
constraint (Section 11). This role-switching strategy increases the voice-determining derivational
potential ofthe transitivizing suffIx system, because transitivesin non-causative {-d / -t-} always
inherit the designated role of their input. Many of the causatives which designate a Goal have
counterparts in {-d / -t-} based on the same input which designate a Patient. The input frame
matches the {-d / -t-} form, not the causative:
(23)

Gol

?u?up coo. 'I inadvertently set on someone's lap (because the bus stopped abruptly).'
?u?upu-d ti?jf ?ibacs. ' She put her grandson on her lap.'
?u?up-txW tsi staday? ' Someone sat some third party on the woman's lap.'
4

The corpus has ten examples of causatives that designate a Goal, two of which are
ambiguous between the Goal reading and the non-Agent Causer reading. Not all of the input stems
imply a Goal, but all of the -txWforms specify a designated Goal.
(24)

'walk, travel
'carry ~Qm~ while walking, walk someone'
over land'
gWallil kWi -ku-s-?ibas-txW-s tsi?a? kia?s. 'And [she] took her grandmother a long way.' [At
this point the grandmother (who is really Coyote in disguise) is being car:ried to a gathering
on the older sister's back.]

(22)

'call loudly'
'announce someone'
?u-qWi?-ad-tu-b kWi~. ' [They] called out ~ 1llIlIle in a loud voice.'

input
qil
I'.a.t,Gol

output
qil_txW
(Ag),

Pat,

Causer

Causee

'ride (in canoe)'
'load (canoe)'
qil-txWto) adsialay? 'Load ¥QUI shoyelnose ClIlille.'

input
output
qil
qili-d
I'.a.t,Gol
Ag,
I'.a.t
Gol
'ride (in canoe)
'load items (into canoe)
qili-d tW ~. 'Put the food in the canoe.
tuXW~ tu-qili-t-ab. 'But I was forced on board.'

Causee

9
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(25)

input
?up

£at

232

output
?up_txW

,

input
y.,c-.,b
Ag,Pat,Gol

Pat,

Causer

Causee's lap

'end up on lap'
'put someone on someone el£e.'s lap'
?u-?up-txW 1s.i~. '[Someone] sat [some third party] on ~woman's lap.'
?u-?uP-tu-bS.. ' [They] made llli.l hold [her] on my lap.'

output
y.,c-oo
Ag,

Fat,

Causer

Causee

Gol

'report'
'tell about somethinglsomeone'
[?u-]y.,c-.,d tj?.,? shuyut;ilis 2>l ti?;)? sqalalitut. 'He told about whlll ~ ~
had~mhim.'

?u-y.,c-t-lIlru± C.,XW. 'You told on us..'
input
?up
'end up on lap'

output
?upu-d
Gol
Ag,
Fat,
'put someone on one's own lap'

input
c.,ba?
Pat,Gill

output
c.,ba?-txW
(Ag),
Pat,

£at

output
gWaagWa(d)_txW
Ag,
Pat,

(29)

Causer

(26)

(back)

'backback'
'have a pack
on back'

Gill

Causer

Causee
(x's back)

Causer

'load a pack on someone's back'

gW.,gWa(d)_txW
Ag, Pat, 0_01
Causer

Section I noted that example (10) t'ilibtxWis ambiguous between 'sing to someone' and
'make someone sing'. Only the first reading is relevant to the Goal pattern, and it is the only one
analyzed in (30).

output
xay-.,b-txW
Ag,
QQl
causer

causee

'laugh'
'smile at someone'
(?u-]xay-.,b-tu-bS.. 'Someone smiled at llli.l.'
(28)

input
y.,c-.,b
Ag,Pat,Gol

Causee

'scold someone'
tiI.,b ?u-gW.,gWad-(t)u-b ?., tsi?.,? slCWuys [tili± C:!di±]. 'Right away his mother scolded him
[(lit that one)].'

The examples in (27- 29) show our analysis of events involving communication..where the
audience is Goal.
input
x.ay-.,b
Ag,Gol

Causee

'speak to someone'
?u_gw.,gWat_(t)XWc.,d. 'I spoke to him.'
?u-gw.,gWat-(t)u-M. ' He spoke to llli.l.'

gW.,1 huy, c.,ba?-tu-b-.,xw. 'And then [they] loaded [his) back.
gW.,1 huyil.,xw rnima?.,rl tj?;)? l<OOi± [s-.,s-]c.,ba?-tu-b-s. 'And this which was put on [~
back became small.'

(27)

Causee

'get to talking'
'converse with someone'
gWaagWa(d)_txW ti?;)?~. 'He talked to ~ ~rs. [about what he was going to do].'
gW.,gWa(t)_txW
Ag, Pat, Gill

(30)

output
y.,c-.,b-txW
Ag,
Pat,

QQl

Causer

Causee

'tell a story to sOllli.lone'
ya?+ I.,cu-y.,c-.,b-tu-b ?., ti?.,? ?iis.,ds .,lgW.,? ~ stawixWa?+. 'In vain their families tried
to tell tlli:se cllikh:en [about Basket Ogress] .
... cxWa +U-y.,c-.,b-txWkW(i)~. '... and you will tell your friends [about my return].'
11

input
t'ili·b
Ag,Pat,Gol

output
t'ili-b-txW
Ag, Pat,

Gill

Causer

Causee

'sing'
'sing to someone'
tu-l.,cu-t'ili-b-tu-b.s.. ' She was sin:ging to llli.l.'
It is not clear whether the Goal is implied in the input or if the Goal is supplied by the _txW
formation.

The last and smallest class of causatives we review here denote psychological states. We
turn to these in the next section.
12
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Iv. Psychological Predicates: sa?-tx 'dislike someone'
The _txW form, but not the input, is a psychological predicate in this, the smallest class of
_txWforms. The input stems either assign no role or they might assign Patient, depending on the
predicate analysis of "adjectives", but the psychological predicate has a role structure unrelated to
that of the input stem. The Causer is the designated role and the subject maps Experiencer.
W

(31)

input
sa?

output
sa?-txW
fat?
Exp, Causer
'bad'
'dislike someone'
sa?-tu-h£ C:;IXw. 'You hate~.'
put c~ sa?-txw. 'I do not like [it].'

(32) input
dukw

fat?

output
dukW_txW
Exp,~

'strange, bad'
'get angry with someone'
1:;1-dukW-tu-b tj?:;I? ~. ' She became angry with~.'
xWul' ?u-dukW-tu-b ?:;I tsi?:;I? b:;lda?s. 'His daughter simply became angry with him.
Our final example appears in (33):
(33) input
output
hikw
hikW-txW

fat?

Exp,~

'big'
'respect someone'
ha?t ti?it gW-ad-s-:;Is-hikW-tu-b?:;I t(i) ad?iis~. 'Your people will have great respect for Yllli.'
The example sentence shows the 2sg subject prefix mapping the designated
role of hikW_txW 'respect' in a passive construction.

V. COilclusion
This working paper grows out of our work (Bates and Hess (in prep)) on the derivational
potential ofLushootseed stems. Although we have yet to conduct an exhaustive search of the
literature on causatives, we believe that the generalizations above, about Goal arguments of
causative predicates, are new to the literature on Lushootseed.
We have discussed four patterns of role assignment in causatives; these four are the most
numerous in the Lushootseed corpus. Another common pattern involves the affixation of the
causative suffix to predicates of negation; these are beyond the scope bfthe present paper, as
are some interesting generalizations about the interaction of stative aspect and causatives.
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