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This a er e amines argument reversal constructions, as e em li ed y the nglish locative inver
sion e am les in

a n the cart sat a young woman who wore driving gauntlets and a wide shade hat, trimmed
with red o ies

rom the trees came the sound of steady dri ing u on the drifted leaves under them

n earlier wor on locative inversion, the grammatical function alternation of the
theme argument and locative was e lained y unders eci ed in
trinsic role classi cations in e ical Ma ing Theory that constrain argument function
ma ing Bresnan and Kanerva and Bresnan , for e am le, show that nglish and

hichewa locative inversion is allowed only with a theme locative argument structure and ro osed
feature decom ositions of grammatical functions that allow locative to alternate etween su ect
and o li ue and theme etween su ect and o ect, ut s ecify agent as non o ective so that
inversion involving active unergative redicates is not allowed also see ere , Harford
on locative inversion in  hishona
ther wor s on locative inversion and resentational focus constructions eg
on languages other than nglish and hichewa,
however, have re orted that a wider range of ver classes is allowed in these inversion constructions
Macho ane , emuth , emuth and Mmusi , dru emuth and Mmusi
, for e am le, resent com arative data on inversion constructions from Bantu languages
and show that esotho and etswana allow not only a theme locative argument structure in re
sentational focus ut also allow agent of an unergative ver s to e in the focus o ect osition
To account for these additional data, they suggest that agent and theme must e intrinsically un
ders eci ed in these languages  ther wor s that ma e use of unders eci cation of agent to solve
the ro lem of agentive o ect in include rnold for the ma ing of agent to o ect in
inverse voice and  dru in the study of orwegian e istentials and resultatives
hile unders eci cation analyses e lain a road range of inversion data, what is not ca tured
is the generali ation that agentive o ects or atientive su ects are cross linguistically mar ed,
as ointed out y dru Moreover, reversal constructions li e those in are uni ue and
distinct from other relation changing rocesses in that there is no overt mor hology to indicate
demotion or romotion of grammatical functions, suggesting that these constructions are rimarily
discourse driven This relation etween mor hosyntactic and ragmatic mar edness in inversion
then should also e re ected in any analysis of inversion
n this a er, along with the discussion of nglish locative inversion, resent additional data
from the Bantu language Kinyarwanda which shows agent atient reversal as would e rendered
in nglish as do ting the notion of viola le constraints in timality
Theory cf  rince and molens y , rchangeli and angendoen , Kager
for a general overview of the theory , show that argument reversal is a way of e ressing a
articular rominence relation among arguments, and that how languages e ress the relative
rominence of arguments is constrained y an interaction of constraints on information structure
and argument lin ing This line of research has een ursued in recent wor on resentational




focus constructions y  dru hat show in addition is that oth ty es of constraints can
e derived systematically using the harmonic alignment of universal mar edness scales develo ed
in
ection  resents the formal characteristics of nglish locative inversion n section ,  resent
data on inversion constructions argument reversal as well as resentational focus from Bantu
languages, drawing on emuth and Mmusi s wor on etswana and data from Kinyarwanda, and
show cross linguistic variation on ver classes that a ear in inversion constructions fter rie y

discussing the information structures of inversion constructions section , in section resent

an analysis of argument reversal

Bresnan osits a single constraint that nglish locative inversion is restricted to redicates

with the theme locative argument structure ocative inversion can occur ust in case the su ect

can e inter reted as the argument of which the location, change of location or direction e ressed
y the locative argument is redicated The argument structure of locative inversion is

schematically shown in

\ / no inversion

>< inversion

The constraint stated a ove on locative inversion is re ected in the following data irst,
transitive ver s where the highest argument is agent do not allow locative inversion The
argument structure and function ma ing is schematically re resented in

a mong the guests of honor seated my mother my friend ose
n this rainforest can nd a luc y hi er the reclusive lyre ird

C n the ta le was laced usan a tarte Tatin

econd, not all intransitive ver s allow locative inversion This is shown y the contrast etween
the a and e am les in and the corres onding argument structures in for the a
e am les and in for the e am les




a  mong the guests was sitting my friend ose

mong the guests was nitting my friend ose

a 1 the corner was standing a woman a nto the hole um ed the ra it
n the corner was drin ing a woman nto the hole e creted the ra it
a
Third, some assivi ed transitive ver s ermit locative inversion, shown in , which re resents

the argument structure in
a  mong the guests of honor was seated my mother
n this rainforest can e found the reclusive lyre ird

C n the ta le has een laced a tarte Tatin

ourth, locative inversion involving assive ver s is not allowed in the resence of an agentive

hrase
a mong the guests of honor was seated my mother y my friend ose
n this rainforest can e found the reclusive lyre ird y aluc y hi er
C n the ta le has een laced a tarte Tatin y usan
y
inally, not all assive ver s allow locative inversion even without a hrase or e am le,
as also discussed in Bresnan and Kanerva , when the assive su ect is a goal and
the goal mar ing re osition is incor orated in the ver as in , locative inversion ecomes

ungrammatical as shown in ¢



a e fought for these rights in these very halls
These rights were fought for in these very halls

¢ n these halls were fought for these rights

s shown a ove, all the ungrammatical e am les can e accounted for y ositing the constraint

that only the theme locative argument structure as in is allowed in the nglish inversion
construction also in  hichewa cf Bresnan and Kanerva
Bresnan and Kanerva and Bresnan for oth nglish and hichewa show that

the inverted locative in locative inversion is the grammatical su ect, and the inverted theme is
the grammatical o ect  imilarly in esotho and etswana, emuth and Mmusi have
argued that the inverted locative is the grammatical su ect and the ost osed element occu ies
the o ect osition Ithough the grammatical function status of the inverted elements in inversion
constructions is not uncontroversial for Bantu languages see, fore am le ere for hona |,
there seems to e clear evidence for the su ect and o ect status of inverted locative and theme
res ectively in the languages considered here n this a er, will not discuss this issue further

and will treat the rever al in inversion as the grammatical su ect and ostver al as the
o ect

n the ne tsection, resent cross linguistic data on inversion in the Bantu languages etswana
the facts e tend to esotho , drawing mainly on emuth and Mmusi s wor , and Kin

yvarwanda  also include resentational focus constructions with e letive su ects to show that
the same conditions hold across these di erent ut related constructions

s in  nglish and hichewa, esotho and etswana also ermit inversion of theme locative ar

guments emuth and Mmusi also show that these languages additionally allow reversal with
intransitive unergative redicates that ta e an o tional locative argument, as shown in a
similar ¢ am le is rovided y Macho ane , shown in
a Mo le fatshe ng go fula di gomo agent locative reversal
country gra e  cattle

n the country are gra ing the cattle

Monya o ho tsoets e uena
doorway s it you
n the doorway s it you

uch intransitive unergative redicates with an o tional locative argument are allowed in the
resentational focus construction as well, whereas the nglish e uivalent is unacce ta le as shown
in the literal translation  emuth



Ho ful a li ere masmong e | agent locative
gra e horses  elds
lit  There are gra ing horses in the eld

The resentational focus construction or reversal is not ermitted, however, with sim le tran

sitive redicates, as illustrated in emuth  Mmusi
a o et ela a smane o 0 e | agent theme
visit oys a grandmother

lit  There are visiting oys the grandmother

o wal ela 00 lo wlo
write a grandmother letter
lit  There is writing the grandmother a letter

n short, the facts resented here on esotho etswana allow inversion with unaccusative and
intransitive unergative, ut not active transitive redicates

Kinyarwanda e hi its a di erent attern from nglish hichewa and esotho etswana with re
s ect to conditions on reversal and resentational focus constructions  irst, Kinyarwanda does
not allow resentational focus with any two argument ver s, as shown y the contrast etween

the ungrammatical a e am les in involving two arguments, and the grammatical
e am les with a single argument  Ithough e am le is not com ara le to the etswana e
am le in , given Kimenyi s claim that the resentational focus construction is ossi le
only with single argument ver s, am assuming here that data li e is also unacce ta le in
Kinyarwanda
a Haraandi a umwaanan aramu e 1 agent inst
it write child with en

lit t there writes the child with a en

Ha ra andi a umwaana e 1 agent
it write
lit t there writes the girl

a Harasoma umu oo wa igita o e | agent theme
it read girl 00
lit  t there reads the girl the oo

Ha ra som a umu 00 wa e 1 agent
it read girl
lit t there reads the girl




n the other hand, Kinyarwanda allows reversal of all argument structure ty es we have een
concentrating on in our discussion theme locative , agent locative , and agent theme
Ithough not shown here, Kinyarwanda also allows reversal with redicates that ta e o tional
o li ue arguments other than locative e g instrument, manner if they are advanced ya licative
see Kimenyi

a Umu ira w a togo tse u muso i theme locative

all roll on hill
The all rolled down the hill

Umuso i w a togo tse ho umu ira reversal
hill roll all
lit  The hill rolled down the all

a Umunyeeshuuri y a gii ye w iishuuri agent locative
student he go to school
The student went to school

Kw iishuuri ha a gii ye umunyeeshuuri reversal
to school it go student
lit  To school went the student

a Umuhuungu a ra som a igita o agent theme
oy he read 00
The oy is reading the oo

gita o cyi ra som a umuhuungu reversal
00 it read oy
lit The oo is reading the oy

The oo is eing read y the oy

n sum, Kinyarwanda allows reversal with even a wider range of ver classes than esotho etswana,
although it does not allow resentational focus with two argument ver s

Ta le summari es the cross linguistic variation of inversion constructions resented a ove




onstruction rgument tructure nglish  esotho

etswana
eversal loc th
letive su ect |e | th loc
eversal loc ag
letive su ect | e | ag loc
eversal th ag
letive su ect | e | ag th
letive su ect | e 1 th
1 ag
Ta le nversion onstructions

e can state some descri tive generali ations that emerge from the cross linguistic com arison
of the inversion constructions in ta le irst, in  nglish, the generali ation seems to e that an
agentive o ect is not allowed in these constructions reversal or resentational focusis ossi le only
with theme locative arguments The mar ed association of agent to o ect has een characteri ed

y an e licit constraint against agentive o ects in recent literature eg egendre, aymond,
and molens y , issen , dru , ells a

t the other e treme is Kinyarwanda, which allows argument reversal with all three argument
structure ty es However, the resentational focus construction is allowed only with single argument
ver s This might e a re ection of a constraint that e letive su ects are generally dis referred
an e letive su ect is allowed only when there is no other argument to 1l the su ect osition

n esotho and etswana, as o served y emuth and Mmusi , argument reversal is not
ossi le when oth agent and atient are resent ie active transitive redicates s discussed
earlier, emuth and Mmusi also show that the resentational focus construction is not ossi le in
esotho and etswana with active transitive redicates where oth agent and atient in ostver al
osition They claim that the ungrammaticality of is not due to a constraint on thematic
structure rather, the e am les are ruled out ecause agent and theme com ete for the focus
osition immediately ostver al o the agent cannot e ost osed when the theme is already
resent t this oint, do not have a etter e lanation to o er n the rest of the a er,
will restrict the discussion to argument reversal, although the analysis of reversal should e tend to
e letive focus constructions without ma or modi cation

nversions such as those in have een identi ed as carrying a discourse function of resenta
tional focus eg  ochemont , ochemont and ulicover , Bresnan ccording to

ulicover and ochemont , resentational focus re resents information that has not een
introduced into the discourse, although in later wor eg  ochemont , focus is inter reted as

an element that is not old information, or newer relative to to ic n other wor s, relative discourse

newness is ta en to e the ey to e laining the discourse structure of inversion constructions

eg Birner , Birner and  ard will not discuss in detail the e act nature of focus in

argument reversal constructions, ut the revious studies on all the languages considered here all
identify some ty e of focusing e ect of the ost osed element

n nglish and hichewa, the ost osed su ect in locative inversion is resentationally focused

ut can also e used as contrastive focus Bresnan and Kanerva in Kinyarwanda and a



neigh oring language Kirundi which also has agent atient reversal , the ost osed argument
receives focus Kimenyi , , Mc innis , and is said to e in the unmar ed focus
osition ostver al Thesameistruefor esothoand etswana, and atleast for esotho etswana
and hichewa, there is clear evidence from hrasal honology and word order atterns that the
ost osed element in inversion constructions is in the o ect osition  emuth and Mmusi ,
Bresnan and Kanerva
The re osed element in argument reversal, on the other hand, is said to e to ical, or relatively

old information and more salient e g Birner and ard that is, the information is either
already evo ed in rior discourse or infera le from the conte t The to ichood of the re osed
element can e identi ed y the the following characteristics i it cannot a ear in uestions

or clefts in nglish , in which the uestioned or clefted element is focus, and ii it can e relativi ed
and the relativi ed element is always to ic These facts can e e lained if we assume that the
re osed element in reversal ears a function cf Bresnan and Mchom o

n my analysis, will draw mainly on the characteri ation of the discourse structure in argument
reversal o served y Birner and ard, and assume that the ost osed element is focus, relatively
new information, and the re osed element is to ic, relatively old information in the reversal
construction more ne grained distinction of focus and the discourse e ect of reversal with
di erent ver classes eg unaccusative vs unergative might turn out to e more desira le in

future wor

This section resents an analysis of the cross linguistic variation on reversal discussed in sections
and  The core of my analysis uilds on the argument ut forward y issen and further

develo ed y rstein that mar edness e ressed in terms of the harmonic alignment of

universal scales lays a central role in e laining various mor hosyntactic henomena such as the
active assive and direct inverse o ositions, and accusative ergative s lits in ergative languages
argue that argument reversal arises as a conse uence of an interaction etween argument structure
and information structure e ressed in terms of mar edness constraints

The in is assumed to e universal, according to richness of the ase molens y

n synta , the is ta en to consist of a redicator and its argument s , and other
mor hosyntactic and semantic information in a language inde endent form Bresnan To a ear,
Bresnan The generator rovides all ossi le linguistic forms of language made availa le

y Universal rammar Here ta e a candidate to e a air of an f structure and a c structure,
though only selected information is given for clarity and com actness

n esta lishing a set of constraints needed to account for the resent data, rst show that the mor
hosyntactic mar edness of inversion constructions that e hi it non canonical lin ing atterns can
e e ressed through harmonic alignment of two universal scales, the relational hierarchy and the
thematic hierarchy n addition, e tend the notion of harmonic alignment to functional reali ation
of discourse information to re resent the generali ation that su ects tend to e old er familiar
information cross linguistically The systematic derivation of the constraints on lin ing and infor
mation structure is shown in



Universal cales Harmonic lignment onstraint Hierarchies
u su u a u u u a
a su su  a su  a su
u u u u
u u ect, su on u ect, a roto gent, roto atient
Harmonic alignment of the universal scales, shown in the middle column in , 18 one in which

the highest element on one scale aligns with that of the other The mar ed alignment of the two
scales is derived y reversing asu hierarchy of harmonic alignment and re ing the avoid o erator
, shown in the last column in ach of the constraint hierarchies in constitutes a
su hierarchy which is universally  ed, although the elements in a given su hierarchy can e
inter olated with other constraints The to most alignment in each constraint su hierarchy
generally gures more rominently in the grammar
The to most constraints in u and su a dis refer atientive su ect and

agentive non su ect res ectively The constraint which will e crucial for nglish that agentive
o ects are to e avoided ise ressed y thelatter n esotho and etswana, agentive o ect is
ermitted in reversal involving intransitive unergative redicates, as in , ut not with sim le
transitive redicates where atient is su ect This generali ation can e e ressed y local con
unction of two lin ing constraints u su a co occurrence of atientive su ect and
agentive non su ectis anned ocal con unction, rst ro osed y molens y , is designed
to rule out the worst of the worst case mar ed structures eg agentive o ects, atientive su
ects are admitted in a grammar, ut not when they co occur in the same domain The restriction
in esotho and estwana stated a ove re resents the worst of the worst case Mar ed lin ing of
argument to function without a mor hological mar eg assive, inverse, or case mor hology is
enali ed y local con unction of the lin ing constraints, con oined with a constraint against ero
mar ing cf  issen These lin ing constraints are stated in omit the constraint
against atientive su ect u as it does not, y itself, lay a crucial role

Lin ing Constr ints

a u su  a a reviated as u su a enali e the co occurrence
of roto atient reali ed as su ect and roto gent reali ed as non su ect without a
mor hological mar

su a enali ea roto gentthat is reali ed as a non su ect

m ortantly, locally con oined constraints universally outran single constraints t follows that,
in the resent conte t, co occurrence of atientive su ect and agentive o ect is universally worse
than having an agentive o ect alone This redicts that if a language allows reversal with transitive

redicates, as in Kinyarwanda, it must also allow reversal with intransitive unergative redicates
The reverse, however, is not necessarily true esotho and etswana allow the latter ut not the
former
The constraint in e resses the generali ation that su ects tend to e old er information
cross linguistically This constraint ca tures the o servation that a  resentationally focused ele
ment a ears ostver ally and elongs in o ect osition in inversion constructions e g Bresnan




, emuth and Mmusi

nfor tion tr ct ring Constr int

u enali e su ects that re resent new information or su ects cannot e
new information

n addition, we will need constraints that derive the asic clause structure and ositioning of
discourse rominent elements to ic and focus n the resent discussion, ado t the alignment
constraint ells , and omit other constraints that give us the hrase structures
in the languages considered here for sim licity

To ic aligns left in the clause count from left for num er of violations

The twosu ect constraints in are needed to constrain alternative com eting structures that
could re resent in ut information The su ect constraint in a is familiar in other framewor s
such as ariants of the constraint in have een ro osed elsewhere in the literature

eg rimshaw , rimshaw and ame  odovici , dru

a very redicate must have a su ect

void e letive su ect

The faithfulness constraint in ensures that the o timal candidate faithfully re resents the
discourse information newness in the in ut cf hoi , egendre et al , ells a

The rominence levels e g neutral discourse rominent to ic or focus in
the in ut must e faithfully re resented in the out ut

f these constraints, again the crucial interaction in the evaluation will e etween the lin ing
constraints in and the discourse constraints in and

The crucial ran ing di erences among the three language ty es considered here are shownin  a
n nglish, the constraint against agentive non su ects su a outran s the discourse con
straints The e ect of this is that, for e am le, even when agent is focus discourse rominent
and new information , it will not e reali ed aso ect This will incur a violation for u ,
ut since it is lower ran ed the violation is not fatal = n the other hand, when a non agent roto

atient or other non roto roles li e locative is to ical, the discourse constraint will
force it to e left most, rovided that su a is not violated
n esotho etswana, the discourse constraints ran elow u su a ut a ove the

single constraint su a Thus these languages allow an agent to e reali ed as o ect when it
is relatively new information, ut do not allow co occurrence of a atientive su ect and agentive




o ect even when the atient is to ical ote that this does not mean atientive su ect and

agentive non su ect are anned all together, as these languages certainly have assive However,

the assive corres onds to a di erent in ut with a di erent rominence relation of arguments ,

and for that in ut, the o timal out ut would e one in which agent is reali ed as a demoted or

su ressed argument n Kinyarwanda, the discourse constraints outran  oth lin ing constraints

The e ect is that any argument which is new information must e in immediately ostver al focus
osition

a ngish
u su  a on u a u

esotho ets n
u su  a u , on u a

C in r nd

u , u su  a on u a

The ta leau in re resents the in ut ag ocus, t To ic and a set of candidates
generated y Thesu scri t for To ic and for ocus in the candidate set indicate that the
argument associated with is discourse rominent those without are discourse neutral
n , the high ran ing lin ing constraint su a refers agent to e reali ed as su ect, even
though that would violate the discourse constraint u gent atient reversal candidate

is therefore ruled out, and the o timal out utiso ectto icali ation ¢ n esotho etswana,
shown in , agent atient reversal is ruled out y u su a es ecting , a

to ical atient will e to icali ed to initial osition Moreover, ecause su a is lower ran ed
than the discourse constraint, the focal agent will e reali ed as o ect The o timal candidate is
i , which gives a sentence li e n the other hand in Kinyarwanda,
shown in , oth lin ing constraints are lower ran ed than the discourse constraints, which lace
the to ical element in initial osition and force the focal element to e non su ect The resultant
form is reversal ote also in assing that if the in ut contains agent and atient that are
oth discourse neutral no to ic or focus , in all the languages here the candidate in will win
it faithfully re resents the rominence level of the in ut neutral and violates no lower ran ed
constraint




nglish

o agent theme reversal in

n ut ag ocus, t To ic
a ag t
t ag
C t ag
d t ag
e t ag
f e | ag
g 1 ag
h ag t
i t e | ag
ag t
o agent theme reversal in esotho etswana
n ut ag ocus, t To ic
a ag t
t ag
C t ag
d t ag
e t ag
f e | ag t
g 1 ag t
h ag t
i t e | ag
ag t




gent atient reversal in Kinyarwanda

n ut ag ocus, t To ic
a ag t
U t ag
C t ag
d t ag
e t ag
f 1 ag
g 1 ag
h ag t
i t e | ag
ag t

or redicates with agent and locative arguments, the result of the constraint evaluation will
e the same as transitive redicates for nglish, shown in an agentive o ect will e avoided,
and the winning candidate is one that re resents to icali ation of the locative argument n
esotho etswana, the high ran ed u su a is not relevant for the candidates that are
shown here o the discourse constraints come to e decisive the o timal form is reversal of
agent and locative , there y ma ing the focused agent the non su ect and the locative, the
older information, the su ect The situation in Kinyarwanda is the same as the earlier ta leau for
agent atient reversal The reversal construction is the winning candidate




o agent locative reversal in

nglish

n ut ag ocus, loc  To ic
a ag loc
loc ag
c loc ag
d loc ag
e loc ag
f e | ag loc
g e | ag loc
h ag loc
i loc e | ag
ag loc
gent locative reversal in esotho etswana
n ut ag ocus, loc  To ic
a ag loc
loc ag
c loc ag
d loc ag
e loc ag
f e | ag loc
g e ag loc
h ag loc
i loc e | ag
ag loc




gent locative reversal in Kinyarwanda

three language ty es neither of the lin ing constraints will

gent is also

functional reali ation of roto gent and that of roto atient where roto

Theme locative reversal in  nglish
nut t ocus, loc  To ic

a t loc

O loc t

c loc t

d loc t

e loc t

f e | loc

g e | loc

h t loc

i loc e | t

t loc

n ut ag ocus, loc  To ic

a ag loc

O loc ag
c loc ag
d loc ag
e loc ag
f e | ag loc
g e | ag loc
h ag loc
i loc e | ag

ag loc
or redicates with the theme locative argument structure, reversal is the o timal form in all

e relevant since they refer only to the

resent



Theme locative reversal in esotho etswana

nut t ocus, loc  To ic
a t loc

loc t
c loc t
d loc t
e loc t
f e |1 loc
g e | loc
h t loc
i loc e |1 t
t loc
Theme locative reversal in Kinyarwanda
nut t ocus, loc  To ic
a t loc
loc t
c loc t
d loc t
e loc t
f e loc
g e loc
h t loc
i loc e |1 t
t loc




eturning to the earlier data on nglish locative inversion resented in section , illustrate how
the current ro osal of argument reversal accounts for the core cases, and also oint out remaining

ro lems irst, inversion involving transitive redicates li e the e am le in is ruled out y
su a, as the agent is reali ed in the o ect osition
n the ta le was laced wusan a tarte Tatin c
loc ass ag t
econd, the contrast in acce ta ility etween the a and , again, follows from the high
ran ing  su a constraint a re resents an inversion of theme and locative, the winning
candidate in , whereas involves inversion of agent and locative which corres onds to the

losing candidate in

a  mong the guest was sitting my friend ose a
loc t

mong the guest was nitting my friend ose
loc ag

Third, in the assive where the agent is su ressed and theme argument is the highest argument,
locative inversion is ossi le since  su a is not relevant

mong the guests of honor was seated my mother a
loc ass t
There are two sets of data that are not ca tured y the analysis ne is the fact that locative
inversion is not ossi le in the assive when an o li ue agent is resent cf n the way the
constraint system is set u , the structure in istuled out y su a However, we do not want

to rule out an o li ue agent of assive all together in nglish n fact in a fuller analysis, we assume
a di erent in ut for assive in which agent is non rominent as o osed to discourse neutral or
discourse rominent an o timal out ut for that in ut is one in which a non rominent agent is
reali ed as a demoted argument o li ue or su ressed ith that in mind, is allowed in

rinci le in the resent a roach the inversion is etween the theme and locative, and the agent
will e reali ed as an o li ue

mong the guests of honor was seated my mother y my friend ose a
loc ass t ag not ruled out
There might e an alternative e lanation, however, for these cases ea ers have consulted

with seemed to nd locative inversion with a assive ver containing a hrase other than an




o li ue agent eg tem oral adver ial hrase, ur ose clause e ually ad  This suggests that

the unacce ta ility of e am les li e is due to conditions other than the thematic structure
erha s due to the stative inter retation of locative inversion or other semantic conditions that

may need to e ta en into account uch restrictions can e made e licit in a fuller system of

constraints
nother set of data that remains unaccounted for in my analysis is an inversion in which the
highest argument is goal cf , as there is no e licit constraint against having a goal as direct

o ect in the constraint system ro osed here

n these halls were fought for these rights c
loc re go not ruled out

This a er has rovided further su ort to the idea that arameteri ed intrinsic classi cations of
roles eg o or unders eci ed in are etter viewed as viola le constraints which interact
with constraints on discourse structure t further demonstrates that the mor hosyntactic mar ed
ness and ragmatic mar edness of inversion constructions can e related and e ressed through
harmonic alignment of universal scales  ross linguistic variation on reversal can thus e derived

y relative ran ing of these universal constraints without recourse to language articular sti ula
tion on le ical ro erties Much further wor is needed, however, toe lain a roader ty ology of

argument reversal constructions
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