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Abstract . | B g YHE, i b B T L
Case is an old concept in.grammar, which.has survived right from
traditional grammar: to the current grammatical. theories. This paper
critically examines the notion of case within different grammatical |
framewarks. Our interest'is mainly in the role of syntax and ;ém;m_h_'és_"" .1:" I
in case determination and the level of grammatical 'analysis (deep or *
surface) at which case'is assigned.” While traditional grammar used .
case as a morphological cum syntactic category, generativé grammar,
takes case to be a purely syntactic affair. Case grammar assuines case

10 be a semantic notion that has syniactic relevance. In'the principles = *
and parameters approach, ‘case is seen' as an’abstract'feature which - "
every overt NP must possess.' The' Iﬂ.:'eugrﬁ:_ém_ﬁi wéqﬁqugssef,ﬂf each”’

|, conception of case are highlighted. =~ ' "'’ sl i s %
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L0 Introduction : en  SASer o R oy .

The term ‘case’ is an old concept in ‘grammar. It originated from the Greek word

'ois’, which translated into ‘kasus’ in lhtiri‘rricﬁqing_*deviatiun"{cf. Lyons,’
*1968:289). The word ‘case’‘therefore has to do with ‘lexical deviation’, In other

words, the lexeme deviates from! its normal ' form iu‘mﬂnct some gfmnmmir.:a_:!:

®elationships. This idea gave rise to the use of ‘case’ as 4 grammatical terminology.

" The notion of case has been conceived in variuus ways by different grammarians,

- following developments in:-grammatical' analysis. - This . paper sets 1o examine
| Shtically, the various notions of case -as conceived - in. different grammatical
| fn ' aditional notion of case and conception of case

m eworks, Section 2 discusses the tr : :
. Within the di ; he generative grammar framework. §ect1uni3 tries-to .
. n the different models of the ge tical models,. highlighting the strengths

" com, i the ma
~ “"Mpare (he case notions across the gram is the summary and conclusioi: - . °
s - oHt : - LIE ¥ ’

L, ™ weaknesses of ech assumption. Section 4 S A
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2.0 Case notions within different grammnticnl frameworks .- )
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2.1 The traditional notion of case
In the traditional grammar, ‘case’, was seen as the inflectional forms of nouns due to

' their different syntactic functions. Accurdmg to the trad:tmnal grammarians, case was
the most important inflectional category ¢ of lha,nnun as tense was the most important
inflectional category of the verb. Cunmdcr (1) (a), and (b) below from Haegeman '

(1991:143): ;

(l}u Caesar Belgas vincit |J Belgae Caeserem tement n?
“Caesar BEIEIEHS‘heals 't Belgians. Caesar * fear -
" ‘Caasm' beats the Belglans' rRAE '-"I‘hc Bclgmns fear Caesar

j.-l. iy

The Latin data m (l} tHustrate the: twu fnrms wh:-::h NPs can take 1o rﬂﬂect their
different s:mtachc funr:.lmns in thc senlence ‘Cae.sar and lhe Belglans ta.ke: two
different forms in thc suhje:ct and the ub_lec:t pasmuns When thﬂy‘ functmn ES sub_]e,ct, :
they are in the * nummanve case zmd when the,y funclmn as, nl:uect the_',' are in the
‘accusative’ case. Ve s s e et ,

Traditional grammanans ubserved the mnrphnlugmal mﬂt:ctmns c:-n nnuns in
languages like Latm and hascd on that 14:hf'fﬂrn.::nt case- f'nrms were 1denllﬁed Latm for |
example has 511 case fc:-rms ThB}F mclude nnmmatwe accusatwe. vnc:atwe, gﬁmtwe. :
dative and ‘ablative. The nominative is the case assnmated with the Sl.leECl of the |
sentence, the accusative is used to mark the oh_lect of a transitive ‘verb, the dative
marks the indirect object, the vocative is the case of address, the gﬁmtwe is the casey
of possession, while the ablative though with a variety of functions, rmunl:,F murks thu
mstrummt w:th whmh somethmg:s dunu © Ry 2%

,The case forms of Latm nouns are to snma extent mterdepnndent on gender' m;l;l
numbr:.r. Th—.: table belﬁw Jllustrate,s lhc {:ommun pattern of declensmn found in Latin -

i PNt L A L . § e R . ' L | : e s
Y " " i ] i L ! x I
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dory e Vgiel’ (feminine) - | ‘w :
nominative | puella ..., -.]. 4 lt][:}:' {Tl,mf“_h'l'“} h:ll;;! {nnuter}
- uNocatlive . Jpuella . . . Tape., - : I. -b i m. o
‘wjo_@ccusative | Puellam: .. .., lupum . ..y« bcllum' l- -
__genitive . . |ipuellae; + . ... sl bellum -1 1, 4
dative.- .. [|.Pevllae . . . ire. et A bellt o .,
ablative puella ™ — -z::u n
Q

(ef. Lyons, 1968:290)
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Thﬂ table contains the smgulnr forms of the nuuns The case and

are fused in Latin such that it 15 not pusmb]c to be segmented mtc:l :tn:::f " “&mppi? mﬂ

- marking ‘particular case and Pﬂﬂlﬂular number, The table also shows thal.a:ll fl:le ;J::

. forms are not reflected on a partichlar noun, The pattern of declension on feminine

gouns such as puelln ‘girl’ ‘differs from that of ' mnsculme (c 8- lupus ‘wolf” or n::ullner

(e.2. bellum ‘war'). 1114:11: is no difference betwcen the ‘genetive and the dnuw.-. forms

of ‘girl’. The two cases are realized as ‘puellac’, Biit such distinction is seen in ‘wolf”
and ‘friend’ as shown in (3) below: ... . . v hd

1 ' I . "
‘¢ (3)a. amici ‘ friend’s LR LR
1 lupi wulf’s" .}gemuve Pt e e
i b. amico ' ‘o friend’ P P PR
L lupo 10 wolf* }ﬂﬂwe e e
{  There is also a distinction in tmdltmnal gﬂmmar between ‘grammatical’ and
local’ case functions. While grammnncal' imy  syntactic relations such as
subjective, objective, posseéssive. ‘Local’ is undEn, .10 'include temporal as well as

gpatial distinctions. The following local cascareubm,rved in mesh taking the nnun
allo’ ‘house’ for example, " * ¢+ WP o0l e ST edefuo

: :":t-ll- LR
]
t

interior inessive tallosa . | ‘in the house™ . . .
elative tallosta, ‘from (inside) tiu: hnuse -
; illative’ * | ' - talon” """ | ‘into the house’ - :
.+ |exterior ' |adessive - | ° rtalolla’’ ‘" [ ‘at(or near) the house =
i ablative ¢ .| ' talohta « - | ‘from (cutside) the house
: allative '« | "¢ rallolle. s  *to or towards the house’ -

s —— T i (efLyons, 1968:299)°

| Fmsh marks with d1ffercnt casu 'forms the exact pnmt uf raference and dlr:clmn of _

- Movement. This is shown by thé-infixes -1- and -s-.
~* Initially, the traditional notion of case was limited to the murphﬂlug:ca] reﬂ:xes
on nouns as seen in languages like Latin. However, there are many languages, such

- % English, that do not show any morphological inflection on their noun to distinguish

- the different syntactic functions. Many people have argued thnt the traditional notion
. o case can be extended to such languages, but some people are opposed tn that. For
. -SXample, Cassndy (1934:24) says, “Case will be properly used and will continue to
 have some meaning DI‘I]}" if lha ass

ﬂl!:hmg on the term tu mr:‘lude other sorts, ﬂ

H ‘fitional case distinctio
e lei?eﬁfé:zsgfa A::curd"‘lg to Fillmore (1968 156), pmpomuﬂn in Engllsh or the

d

f furmul distinction be abandoned”.

..-n-l--"-lr—ﬂ=

sociation with inflection is fully recognized anr.i if -

n has been exlendcd to the so calle.d"r
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absence of a preposition before a noun phrase, which may be treated as correspond r
to a zero or unmarked case affix is selected on the basis of several types of struc

features, and in ways that are exactly analogous to thase which determine particular
case forms in a language like Latin”, Based on this assumption, the traditional case
distinction was applied to other languages with no overt case morphemes attached to.
the nouns. Some of the criteria for case distinction in such language are: the use of
prepositions, and the relative word order, as in English. This is illustrated below: |

(5)a. The girl killed a snake (nominative) |
b. The snake bite the girl (accusative) }
c. The doctor gave the girl some drug (dative)
d. The doctor gave some drugs to the girl (dative)
e. They lured the man with the girl (ablative)
f. The girl's bag is missing (genitive)

Relative word order is used to indicate nominative, accusative and dative cases as i 2
(52, b and c). Altematively. the dative case can be indicated with the use of
preposition ‘to’ as in (5d). The ablative is marked by the preposition *with’ as in (5e]
and the genitive is shown by the use of ‘s’ or alternatively by the use of j
preposition ‘of” as in (6) below: ¢
1

(6) The bag of the girl (genitive)

Applying the traditional case distinction of Latin to other languages may be
problematic. This is because the case system of one language differs from that of
another. Fillmore (1968:5) observes that looking for one man’'s case system il
another man’s language is not of course a good example of the study of case
Moreover, even in language with overt case markers, the number of case markers
varies. There are two cases in old French, six in Latin, three in Hindi and R

five in ancient Greek, ten in Russian, eighteen in Hungarian, twenty six in Audi
Archi. and forty six in Tavassgrian (Mel'cuk, 1986 in Kiefer, 1992:217). ]

L

2.2 Case in the generative framework |

. : o@hﬁxﬁl?ﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁﬁ}_ developed a system of rules for generating infinite num"
sentences in a language. This system of grammatical analysis is referred to
generative grammar.
A '.“- jith _..,’“,,_-:ﬂm: _&nm??umk, the idea that case can be extended to languages
mﬁhgmmﬂmm on their nouns is incorporated. In the version of gener:
grammar ﬂﬂvuloped in Chomsky (1965) popularly known as the standard the

ghs | case 1§ seen as a surface structure phenomenon and not Fl'ﬂﬂ-ﬂllf 1
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deep sltructure at all, It is merely the surface }nﬁlliz;;[ial;' of
relationships. The surface realizations include: noun
constraint on word order, etc. They are introduced by bt
and surface syntactic relationships. . DL S kg l

Let us take for.example, the English pronominal system that is morphological
| marked for case. The case, form of pronoun is dependent on its surface syntactic

reation. In other words, case form 15 assumed after transformation has taken place.
Compare the two forms below: o _

paﬁi;::ulur -Syntactic
inflections, prepositions,
s of various'kinds of deep

f:'l'| - e '.! P

(7) a. John slapped him., ' ' ' .,r\ REBC ,I | T -
| b.- He was slapped by John. © = " R L L A R

i A ' wrel G g ey e

The two structures above are semantically, similar. *He’ in.(7b) takes the nominative
1 case due to the passive transformation which has moved the pronoun from its base
4 position as the complement of the verb to the subject position. Similarly, the genitive
s case form, “NP's” is assumed to have been introduced to accompany nominalization
M :transfunnatinn as in (8). '

' : (Y PR T e R T RN Jh oty
i (8)a. Obidenied the allegation; .. ow gt DETLRY
b. Obi’s denial of the allegatign. . - - . v oen raabud o

'These show that case according to the Aspecrs model is struciui‘:!]]jr':;lsslguﬁd at the
Surface structure by means of prepositions, affixes, constraints on wnrdm;der etc.

' Ve o a dgp e Spoege L sieth

2.2.1 Fillmore’s conception of case "+ '+ '« ' '} EE Sl Wl

.Charles Fillmore in a number of interesting papers: (1968, 1969, 1971, 1975, 1977)
_deve]npe',d an altemative model of. generative grammar whose distinguishing feature
is that ‘case’ is determined at the deepest syntactic level, A sentence consists of a

. Yerb and an unordered séries of case' relationships. The ':'lioflﬁl is fﬁ:&&:\npq]ﬂqn__?f
. base structure-in which case relatiopships are primitive terms of the theory arid in
. Which such ‘concepts as ‘subject and ‘direct objéct’ are missing” (Fillmore 1968:3).
]

is model is referred to as ‘case EI'&I'I'IITIN" '.', i Sy TP
~ ! " Fillmore (1968) tries to justify why the tefm *case” should'be used 10 descyibe the
- "®€p semantic relationship that exists in sentences. According to him, if the surface

¢ ¢ of the term.,‘case’. could -capture the universal’ relationships) that exist
nrasententially, then surely there is no objection to using the word ‘case” in the deep
- ucture sense to capture the semantic information nmﬁﬁr {H{hsynmcﬁ:: analysis.
. & based his arguments on two assumptions: the centrality- ?Jr'l{l-"-l and ‘the
E: i impﬂl'lancu of covert categories’ (Fillmore, 1968:3). 4 1 \/‘; ] 1 . Yy
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The basic structurc uf a sentan:e, uccnrding to Flllmurc ;{lgﬁzqi?ﬁ??‘”'f, is as

'fnilnws ! _ | ; B weam RSl '

_ {9) Scnlencu o ,r mﬂdﬂllt}f +pmpositiun AT TLITHPE: ST < B (R
The modality cnnsmucnt includes such modalities un the sentence as a whole, 'such

.. as: negution, tense, mood and aspect. Proposition on the other hand “is a'tenseless set

. of relationships involving verbs and nouns {(and embedded’ scmances lf any)" (p 23)
This is represented in thc general formula as (10):

'uJT..'-I .'.-”". =--|I- .

{lﬂ}Pmpos:nnnF—* verb + case, +...+ case ai¥hies by 5 sy L
The case notions “comprise a set of universal, presum:lhly mnate.cnncepts which :
identify centain t}rpcs of judgments human beings are capable of making about the |
event that are going on amund'lhem. Judgments abuut such matters as Wwho Fllld it, whu 3
it happened to and what gnlchanged"(pZd) P el D d T e el
*'.. Below ‘are some’ of Lhe: case’ roles’ ldenuficd ‘by " FlIlmure. and nther case
.grammarians. S a A I R e "_-: " '.' : ', i

o3 SR 1 i

(11) a agenﬂve The case of the insugatnr nf an actmn ';
v b.dative: The entity affected by the action,’ <" I - -

v G instrumental The case of the méaiis by which ‘an action is perfunned.
., .d.locative: .. : The point where an event of, the verb hnppened 3
o e.soflrm. .. ¢ . The pmntnfc:ngm ufan NLiLY. we Tyt v L

f. goal: ‘The final destination of an enmy - ‘

g. objective: The case of anything: representable by a: noun.” ! © 7 |

= */ ..T C “'(This role is limited to thmgs which are nffe::ted by thn

ncunn or sr.ate identif‘ed hy the verb) LR .

“The list ubave is not :xhaustwc hccnrdmg tn Cnﬂk (19?'.-' 299}. "dlfﬁarent lists +

.indicate drffcr:m ways in whlch case grammarians may, choose.,to divide . the

 continaum ‘of semantic Teality". The correct list of cases and
daﬁned are some of the problems in' case’ grummur Al how they should &8

, Tﬂ summarize the b e : ST |
seﬁr.encn. .. o asic idea in case gramimar, lct us quk ut th:: follnwilll o
. . L] A ol L} . { N 'l.' . R T » 4, o :'.-'E
-"'(12) Obi.. . bbught -shoes . *for Ad ' R
' vt fmm .
i (Agents verb . (O)bject . Oxiv the market 1

. br: T e B *(L)ocative -+ '
o s P R ..I i .I " : il "Il:l- L

”'.I i P N T R B MWy e 6 e b
L : ‘ i '.: ._"'If: T I%I: . e ! b Fes
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E LTRY]
L (12) will have the fulluwin'g'ducp' structure rep'msc' ' ﬁl.atiﬁh's‘- " - e
i' l g I M Mo , i .-
; ; {!3} # ..' . " _. § N '[;I. i lig
' . * » ‘i Lol NFER R
' ' of SO L iw 'J.
' . A L
| AN R ) DA
! ‘ SR e TR B
20 WA B B e L SRLE
HHLT I | U W T
s 3 i

-;Jll':‘

'
it ) ﬂﬂ:uu;fwmrrmm"‘I" - -_ ;
----- L] J L -.;....:'
s J- f U‘:'Pmpummnul casc man:erj rl
2% SOt Wl vedhy ol apiie .

’ll F o= & g e

+ The nature uf %" 'depgnds un lhe case calr.gury T!;e lypmal casa—ma:ker fur
‘agentive’ is ‘by’, nb_lcclwc is ‘ﬁ‘ dahve is ‘for’ eté, Nilscn (1973) l]ur_l_!qs'ﬂ-hajg;_uc
determination by prcpusmun 15 mlslmdmg Thls IS because cascs abound i,
languages where the same preposition marks diffetent cases ar whr.m lhe same case

role is signaled by different  prepositions. He gave the fulluwmg :.xnn_:ples whem th:

-~ Instrumental ‘case role is marke.d by dlfferenlﬂmposuiumgl in Engl.i}, A e |
Pl T T R o 0., Yl BT -
( (14) (a) 1 hit him, Wlﬂ'lﬂl'ﬂkﬂ ¢ A R K R T R E T IR I T £ S|  foahiybi
N (b) Hl;':madt. the trip hyautn ---------- Wt gl b et L Ve,
[; - {c) He' came the whole wayinacar , .; »i "ot I SR L
£ ol (cFNilsen, 1973:848) et cith 2ot ¢ 31 i, i

i" " The need for clearer criteria fnr case dute.rmmalmu led to some modifications i m i
- Case grammar. Fnr example,'the prcpnsillﬁnl are ‘no’lonjgér’ anccptnd as part of the >
i deep structure! a positinn mnfﬂnnﬁd bjl" 'Fillmore (1975: ﬁ)‘nnd ( 1977: 64).'The' most’

rtant modification in ‘case grammar’is the cmplnyrn:nt uf ‘Semantic features as l""’
Yardstick for case determination. Nilsen (] 19?2) is the first to p prnposr. these semantic'"! .
fm'-lrﬂs Accurdmg to hlm. since case’ g:mmmnr has'a languiige-base* mna:nucally e
! ined, it is réasonable to ‘assume that case nsslgnment :huuld hu dem:rllﬁn?d _I:fr‘ .

. Semantic fealu cf, Nilsen; 1973: :86). - i T
:;f't"' "The { use ur:ssimanhc -features in case’determination’ ha.s'hmn widely ﬂfﬂﬂpﬂ’ﬂ-’ ;
: 3m|e case grammarians such as Omamor (1977) on Itsekiri and Uwalaka (1988) on™

)./

ok 'f l'_-




cst A crifieal historical rey

32 Obiamalu: The notion of ‘cnse’ o tenditional grammar to modern grammat theoel o nt :
I & ’ i i i L L 3 ! 5

\

Igbo have proposed some modifications of the semantic features to, tukc care :Jf"ﬁ '

R LU T ] I

H W L) I | . :I ) " " : L
lesser known languages. ' ' | '
There is also the distinction between propositional and modal cases. According

to Cook (1977:299), “propositional cases are required by the semantic valence of the
verb... Modal cases are cases not required by the semantic valence of the verb”. They
include time, manner, instrument, cause, purpose, res‘q!t, etc. The modal cases are
also referred to as adverbial cases, . I ‘

., i’ ]' ‘... " !
2.2.2 Case in the GB framework . | |

. LI
As research activities continued to probe deeper into the nature of human language, |

there arose the need to narrow down ‘the various alternatives rules in linguistic
analysis and also to shift emphasis from the system of rules'to that of principles.
These principles are the properties of -Univers:all-Gr:immar (UG). Chomsky (1981)
proposes a framework in which these pl'iﬁcip]p.s. interact to define for each language
. which structures are possible and which are not. There ar¢ also different parameters
of a particular principle which account for the differences in language. This principles
and parameters (P&P) approach to grammar is commonly cqille:ld , Government and
Binding (GB)'. Chomsky (1995:29-30) tries to, point out that ,tlljte:,.us'e of the term

‘Government and Binding’ could he_h;i&le:;ﬁin'g.l This is bpé’mi"si_:" government’ and
‘binding’ are just two of the modules of the P&, which stand aléngside many others:

case theory, theta theory and so on.

, - el J_".LII' .--;-:_ iep o '..'.'i'..q':. it -
GB has different modules or sub-theoriés of which' ‘case’ is gng! of them. Others

are; theta, x-bar, binding, government, control :iﬁ'd-bc;un'ding theories. These theories,

though they operate on the same configuration independent of each other, interact to
define for each language which structures are possible and‘which ones are not.
In this paper, our interest will be focused - mainly'on two'sub-theories: case and

theta theories, for they are the two théories ‘that relate to the notions uf\cuse handled

in this paper. .. i ‘
1+ .

S ——_—— .

Case theory is the incorporation of the. traditional notion of case into grammar,

The, only difference is that GB assumes case 1o be an

: : abstract uni 0 '
NPs whether morphologically marked o not. Therefore, ¢t umversal property of

from form to structure in case theory.., ., R
‘The idea behind case theory is that whether case

not, an overt nominal element is assigned case b ¥ :
anc g & +d case by virtue of itg

In fact, if an overt NP fails to be assigned Case or.fails to ppﬂlsisi_l:zﬂ ll;.if:._ﬁen!ﬂll:ﬁﬂ.

ca?q,pgﬂ;l?e,.m!gn:d, then the structure is adjudged ill-formed, Th;j po i, WileEs

principle called Jcase filter’, . . v L0 U TUOTNeG. This s, stated jn 8

- i 11 T2,
il g . [ P r".-.' . ; 1: .
in

re, there is a shift of emphasis’”

' L U T HE ’ St | ." '
is morphologically marked or

.
w
-I

r
¥
’
-8
i
P
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(15) Case filter
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e

and their

‘ (16)
i

i
L (D
.
|

;
§ 1
a

TR St e %
- .

e

L;h At

Thig simply means that any overt NP (for there are covert
Case is assigned under government which is

I command, see Chomsky (1981), Radford (1988) etc,
{The basic picture of case assignment in GB can be illustrated with

sentence.
| Igbo .

bidin n Y 1 ~-'+Tem‘I;E' LR L
« r, o
N L e N « T "yl ‘lﬂ/l-\;‘.-_;’..-'!“.!.-;-,l‘ "l i

3 . ]

-+, nominative + .. :, #ccusative ) . . oblique . '
1 , ‘I-' . BT '.'",' s, 1 W0 P '.‘_-I-l..: " i .t I. i ‘.. L » 3 1".:

In (17), we can see that the governing case assigners are always adjacent to the .-, [

-’.-m'.‘__ivhich they case-mark. The case-assigning govemnors are lexical heads such as:,... .,

; . .B.'l'l-l'.!. . . . i o BREEET)
zMarive case to the subject NP, the verb and the preposition assign Accusative

:1- :lli_ "Il-; 1 -"II- "-1 SRR A RO T B ." 1 ; i i e " ;
TR R O & ks SIOE woin oanctooo vt wuah answ ety
FE SR Sann focITGar L SUGHE T giels TeFY WAt WSy SR N i 5,
P ! ' - 'I-I- f N ' . o ' .' # i '
Pl &
‘.1 ‘e o " e s 1 & = & k"
”;'-. . 5 ‘ = . ’ ) Wi Ak it
L3 & a - i 5
i " - il 1 ™ . K :
s - w ¥ " o # W w [ ] Fl =
. T 5 ! w2 Xy ’ b 3 i A r
: : 1‘ : s l“ MY ‘. : I: 3 L] .-l L y 2 =

. hwkalwmn]nr[jn I
e o guistics and Lan uages (AJILL) Vol, 4
il oy w - [ T =y =I. { I.)I l.'l F:.u.:'s.]

*NP, if NP I_m_s__i.'-liang.tic' matrix ﬂm:l ’Ims ﬁul'c:ise,, W U e
(Chomsky, 1981:49) -

NPs) must_he.cu.se—m:;rkcdr.
a structural relationship between NPs'

c-commanding ' heads. - For a“ further discussion on government and - '

it
. g

the following
. e e BT gt el h e
Okeke Gbard mmady ,n’ ohia. ;.

.In.l‘iF ]

Okeke kill-rv(past) personinbush , .. '~ . -
‘Okeke killed somebody in the bush’, . . R R T

r
e [ T '
h Al e ogw r

R e ey AT P e )

et +AGR ENPRT TR
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i
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e et

she s jT';J'. T AL L : .
AL IR [IFDRORL AR TTH I L EPT MR If Boo S0 bipim 0, te :
'- "bkt;kﬁl v - | g it T-.+.m ﬂdu Saly o Ma ”.m;ﬂ . PR :

a b, B
tl K | T | | i i g I CURE L L

-
-
-
a
-
: B

prepositions. and [+ Tense] INFL head. While [+ Tensc] INFL assigns r

 80d Oblique respectively to their complement NPs (though in some languages, there
* 18 10 differénce between the case assigned by the'verb'and that assigned by the
Preposition; they both assign Accusative case).. « £t i e o
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he. sub_]em of an
[-Tense] INFL is not a case-nssigner. That could explain why L
infinitival clause could only be oceupied by a cnvcn NP reférred’ to as PRO. A

structure such as (18) wnlutcs t]lr.: case t" ler. "

— e g S A ——

. ; ISR T i SR RET | L ML H .:":' DT IRA |

(18) *John mbcfmhsh IS s e <y 8
This sentence can be redcem:d hy pmwdmg i :::usa nsmgncr nuts:da the, clause as:in |~
(lg) . $ang's i [ Ir" '. '-I .I'..-","".':.*‘. l..“"'n
(19) For [i»John 16 bé foolish] ... ' Yt pinn _: SO TN SR X RS T CS :.*

(19) is an example of E:n:ccplmnnl Case Marking (ECM) because, IP nught tn be a .
barrier to government and conse:quenlly r.:use.-ass:gnmcnt Thc prcpus:lmnal ;
, cump]::mr,nu:er ‘for’ governs and assigns case. to * ‘Jnhn fmm UlﬂSIdl‘.‘-‘- "the IP. :
However, in Igbo, sometimes an overt NP may appear as the subjcct of an infinitival :
clause without any overt case assigner as in (20). _ ‘ :

5
I-‘
L i

(20) mmady ighl onweyd joronjor - 7 TTel R

somebedy to kill himself is bad . ~ s :
‘For somebody to kill hlmsclf is bad’. L o :

Uwalaka (1995) argues that’ l‘hﬂl‘l: is'a null pmpnsnmnul.cuse-nsmgner in Igbo that
license such NPs (for more dctmls of the argume:nt see Uwa[nka,|1995)

Theta theory on the ﬂther hand is a module in GB -which incorporates Fillmore’s ! "
notion of deep case roles into an independent module of gnﬂ‘nmur These deep cuse
roles are renamed theta (8) - roles. Thetn theory'is concerned with the fundamental
logical notion ‘argument of’ and:jit dcn]s with the functional relationships between a
predicate and its a:gumcnts Theta—m!r.:s are spcmﬁnd in the Iﬂxlcun in the D- !
structure. . J .

Theta theory interfaces. w1th synlncnc structure at both .D- structure. and S- |
structure and with meaning."at logical form (LF). There is» a mquimmﬁm that all |

lexical information should be represented at all levels known as Projection Principle, *
Theta- ro!cs are prnjectcd from the D structure to the S-'structure when: it can interact |
+ with'casé lhmry. fnrnxumplein pnssivu constructions,« » ¢ < DLy aa byl o
i

UL ,.l. T w4 5 . -; :
@i)(a); e, | was kl"l:l.‘.l lhi: man (D—stmctur::) ' " . r';..u‘-'l. e |'.|' i s?&
TS BRI, A 5 O Kl e LS

‘.l. (b) Th-ﬂ MIIII] WES] k]l]ﬂd tl (S Etmﬂllll.lrl)’ 1-..1 l.f_rf. O siadily 3t _.‘_ U' "r

% al 'Fll "Il. 1. ..II' I. . h.ﬂ

“In the D-su'un:ture of the sentence,’ thn: man’ .is bnse-gen::rh‘ ed'; ot !
L] ¥ } uﬂ tht ca -‘-:.'.

. the verb “kill’, The-verb assigns the 0 ~ role of theme to ‘the man’', BHJEI::HI?IT;? B

stmr.:turﬂs whgm case filter applies, the NP has to move in want of case because

W
B . E I.L
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b forms havu |
Pa_-;qwﬂ ver ost the .’.lbllll}' 10 assign case. It
< where it is assi gnm:l nnmmatwe case by the [+ Tense] INET;-:? the subject posmnn
b ﬁetn—mlas are certain thematic

functions which N
'[hEl‘I'lﬂlI{: funcnnns include:’ ngem patient (or theme), lnc:;::m to thmr \'crbs, The

£ source, goal,

) There is no gcneml agreement just like in case grammar over the numbgro of Eahmell:s
]'eql.lll'ﬂd 10 descnbe. all the thematic mlahuns in humnn languages.
2.2 3 Case as a furictional head’ © = ' ' i &

. wlth recent developments in P&P especially in the X — bar theory that set the smgc
Tor the introduction of the Minimalist Program (Chomsky, 1995), it is discovered that
'np.xrt from lexical heads, there could be functional elements which can be maximally
I]I"OJECIEC] just like the lexical heads. Such functional heads m::lude {AGR}ecm:nt
(T)ense, (NEG)ation (K)ase, to mention but a few,
:  Dechaine (1997:6) following Abney's (1987) ‘DP hypothesis’ (a mplaccmem for
NP) and Chomsky's (1995) assumption that lexical verbs are not a source of case,

proposes that direct objects are case-marked by Kase, the (null) ‘head of a KP
Projection between V and DP as in 1?.

MR \, .l' 4 ’.
' (22) ,/KL *~ R
i ) DF ! ]t.-ll ._l : ] :
E [+HDH] N’” e '
Loy, " vp . {'.:' ;
[ [« NOM} "
1 b L Kp T ]
_ K " DP
I "o I+A|:c1 '-:'.

"l:' P e RO TP M &..':.’ - IR O T
,.: T e s ae o (el Dechaine, 1997:6) °
LY 2 RO y ® . y o ga ge oy
* The implication uf this new nnnlym i.-. tlint we :?m_goipg back in fﬂ_“:“lmﬂh m ,“ a
hsegenemtedphenumunun. '. S b L, ertet
o TR LR b 4 iF .o

40 th:memﬂomncmﬂhe grammatical models
C‘"U:rn;ll:::: ::: developed due to the inability of the Aspects model in ptumtin;

tinnnIPIn'uﬂ-Fur
", both categorical and functional information pmﬂnlngtunnpufi
afm;?a,m b“mﬁuu’nfthmnlﬂﬂllmmlﬁhu' il'llhlthw:ll 10 the

4

- hurch’, ‘by ihe robbers”
fm y .
e . F i ,
e T ; ; ,
LR . - -
S o8 ‘
E‘Ix.l:: A . # -
e ol PR : pmE ] ' . .
o, AT R o &
i SR R SR : A
3“-!'.:'.5-.: L A g e - ¥ e .
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# o Blnigh N L T T L O Sl TRt L

* " different case ‘roles such as: agentive, locative, ubjc::til'.{f_:l elc. Fillr'nc'urg claims in’hj,
earlier works, that every NP (even' those’ mfhi;!!:', as surface fSl;[bjECE_l.E','fI]IWE. e

* associated preposition) is associated’ with n'p:ppusilipq_dl,'case—qlarﬁer (covert
~overt) in the underlying structure.’ Case ' grammar has” some, ‘advantages 'over ‘the

LT
ot T+ [

Aspects version of the generative grumlhni'.;l*{éwmcybr (1980: IZ?:IIS{}J;Iis_ts 'Eh}llll’:? of

the benefits which Filtmore felt would acerue by taking case to'be a primitive nation,

Case grammar has semantic, syntactic as well as, lexical benefits ‘over the Standard

Theory, , L O T g B L
. Case Grammar captures’ the I»::‘I»::t:p? ‘semantic rérlﬁtjunsliii}f.‘;whiqh NPs bear, to the
. verb imespective of their surface ' syntactic function ‘or [position. Consider ' the
| fo!ldu:ingscntences_ﬁomIgbn:" o T N SR ' o

' R LU L TP T TER R | SUCIU ST R T
(23)a. Obi  kuwdrd .. ; afere.. - L0 RIS T B E iU
NNt G 'Ob_i hTEH}C‘r"{(Pﬂ_StJ'I'P]ﬂ[’E_'- LR PATH FETIA TP S :
i Sw.re o Obi broke aplate’, ;. .., . .. . Gy e bl ok ot 1
CEE bl Aferes kiwiard' ** ¥ pakq - o ! Svdkel e g
Plate -break-rV(past) in hand obj ML e e, e gl
‘A plate broke under Obi’s care’ " ' b 5
(24)a. Adba  kyjiri aka 0T g ‘
Ada  beat-off-rV(past) hand"-.. |, ., 1
+ *‘Adha (accidentally) bmk:t; her ha_rltf‘_i"- . h 3
| b Aka kyjir . Adha . ¢ '
; ~ hand break-off-rV{past) Adha TR '
‘Adba (accidentally) broke her hand’ g
_ (Uwalaka, 1988:45) :
While (23) involves erga |

IV tivity, (24) involves ‘subject-object switehina it
some Igbo verbs witky the'sémantic featy ) jec switching” a feature of

Fl [

. the (a) and (b)-sentences above, In Case grammar, ‘afere’

‘objective’ in the two Sentences, irrespective of
" the fact
in (23) (b). ‘Adha’ Is,assigned.the deep.ca .
o e aee dia - et o | : ; Sﬂmln 'i . ». X
o POsition where.if occurs in the senience, b eRpenencar irrespectivesaf e

1. .»Case grammar atso has.some syntactie

re //- intent // (cf. U ] 4 W
. Standard theory, has no way, of account (of: Uwaluka, 1988:43 52). The -

ng, for

¥ O I
-ifse information, which NP wil] become e oege (1115 POSSible 10, predie. sl

; : #4 Dee ¢ the subject if mo 5
(Pentenees,The following case hicrarchy hojds for English (c?fé?ﬁlﬁsz;ﬁf’fﬂu
it (‘:«;SJ_'Ag_c‘nb- E;i_:ericncer:ul_nsl:niine'ht}DbjEcb‘Sudiée'bddalﬁﬁhE&ti: " ’I‘im:
: ' ston>1ime

thedeep stry clure similarity between 8!

A T8 | ERRHARE

d

18 assigned the case roleof
that it appeared as the sumﬁf:
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g; If a sentence has two or more NPs. the o i
| : e NPs, fie with the case role hi her i
l__ will hecnme the subject. This hierarchy also holds for Igho Thg ﬂ]::;lthﬂ hl?rmhy
'™ the following sentences are deviant. B e PR why
3 N B AL :
£ 3 (26) a. * akwa kuwari Adha
Egg break —rv(past)  Ada

[: object * agent

P - b. *akwa zury Obi
Y Cloth buy—rVpast Obi
: object agent

The objective NPs are chosen as subjects
; NPs. This leads to ungrammaticality.
~ Case grammar also has some lexical benefits. In this model, verbs in the lexicon

| eould be associated with their case frames. For example, the verbs ‘put’ and ‘sleep’
. must have the following case frame. . :

= (27)(@Put  +[A+O+L]
;j:.: (b) Sleep: + [E] _
"."!];e verb “put’ takes obligatorily agent, object and locative NPs while only
'm)eriﬂncar NP is compulsory with ‘sleep’ i
~ Just like any other grammatical model, case grammar has met some criticism
- Which I will point out here. First, there is no agreement among case grammarians on
' the number of cases identifiable in human language and how they should be defined.
- Anderson (11971) lists four cases. Fillmore (1968) lists six cases, Chafe (1970) lists
- Seven cases and so on. Second, Liefrink (1973:14) argues that case grammar is
roretically inadequate. According to him, case grammar assumes the verb to be
2p structure category and also associates cases which are names for semantico-
llactic categories with the noum phrase and not with the sentence. This argument
ms to be weak because Liefrink does not propose any other way of disassociating
Ease from noun phrases. Even in the GB which is a later development and
‘modification of the generative grammar, case and theta roles are structurally assigned
by the sentence but associated with the noun phrases. :

" That notwithstanding, case grammar could not account for certaﬁn-m Ma_ted
\rﬂrhé. Fillmore (1968) notes this towards the end of his work. ﬁﬂﬁﬁrdiﬂ? to him,
> grammar could not adequately account for the so called ‘cognate NPs' seen in

anguages like Igbo.

whereas the sentences contain agentive

g ..__.___...#ﬁa'v e ' TAPBREY LF Do,
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(28) a. Okeké gbard nigba_ Tﬂi .
Okeke wrestle-rV(past) wrestling rruu
‘Okeke wrestled’ ﬁ.

b. Ugd sir asi &
Ugo tell-rV(past) lie b3
“Ugo lied’ X

c. Emeka burd ibu
Emeka be big-rV(past) bigness %
‘Emeka is big’

The cognate NPs underlined form part of the complex predicates in Igbo, V+N. The
NP has no associated case roles confirmed by their English translations that lack such
NPs. This means that the syntax of deep case roles could not account for such surfacq-f;
NPs. %
GB incorporates the traditional notion of case as a surface structure phenomenon
but differs from traditional grammar in taking case as an abstract universal property
of every NP whether morphologically marked or not. Emphasis in GB is more on tf
structural relationship than on function. Based on this, only few cases are recognized
in GB: nominative, accusative, oblique and genitive. The case name is given based on

the type of case-assigner. Apart from genitive case which is inherently assignet
others are structurally assigned by different governing heads. *
GB also incorporates the idea of case roles which are now termed theta-roles, bul
differs from case grammar in the shift of interest from the definite semantic roles and
their surface realizations to the satisfaction of the principle called theta-criterion.

(29) Theta-criterion
Each argument bears one and only one 6-role and each
O-role is assigned to one and only one argument.
(cf. Chomsky, 1981:36)

The G-criterion could be comparable with Fi -
which says that at least one case category must be ch e
appears more than once in a mnmnneg(FiTEmnm 1963:.:;3..1 e he
The cognate NPs which do not have case roles (or @
for in GB by the case theory which operates only
accusative case to such NPs that lack case-roles (0

s

: - roles) could be H
In the surface structure and assi
-roles), 1
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5,0 Summary and conclusion
* [ this paper. we have I:.rncn able to show that the notion of case has been conceived in
~ different ways in the different grammatical frameworks. The points of disagreement

are whether case 1s syntactically as well as semantically relevant and whether case is
~ 4 base structure or surface structure phenomenon.

i Traditional grammar accepts that case is syntactically as well as semantically
. pelevant but applicable only to surface structure and must show some morphological
. featurcs. Aspects model of generative grammar agrees with traditional grammar in
- saying that case 15 only applicable at the surface but differs in proposing that case is
ﬁ\'{_‘]"!’lfd by some rules of various kinds of deep and surface syntactic relations.

Case grammar. on the other hand, is entirely a different approach to the notion of
 gase. Here, case is semantically and syntactically relevant, determined in the deep
structure and marked in the surface by different means as affixation, preposition,
S suppietion, relative word order etc.

In the P&P, the notions of case in the traditional grammar and in Fillmore’'s case
‘grammar are integrated into two modules of grammar: case and theta theories. Case
has 2iso been conceived as a functional category in the minimalist framework which
\is an offshoot of the P&P. ; . " 2

We can conclusively say that the notions of case in all the grammatical
frame works we have discussed have the centrality of the verb as the basic idea behind
‘case assignment and case realization. Even the nominative case depends on the
‘externalization of a B-role by predication. Therefore, case has deep as well as surface

SyRlactic relevance.
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