
PERSON MARKERS I N  SHERPA 

BURKHARD SCH�TTELNDREYER 

( The work which led to the writing of this paper was stimulated by Austin 
Hale ' s  1971 paper , ' Person Markers : Conjunctive and Disjunctive Verb 
Forms ' .  Although his paper dealt exclusively with Newari , the analysis 
presented seems to fit Sherpa equally well. In order to highlight the 
parallels between Newari and Sherpa , we will follow the organisation and 
terminology of Hale ' s  paper in presenting the Sherpa materials . A re­
vised version of Hale ' s  paper is included in this volume , pp . 95-106 . ) 

I .  T H E  P R O B L E M
l 

Before our at tention had been called to the problems involved , we 

had viewed the person markers in Sherpa in much the s ame way as Hale had 

viewed person markers in Newari . In the dec larat ive we had basi cally 

two marker s ,  one marking first person subj ect , the other marking non­

firs t person subj e ct . 

1 .  n g a  1 e p  I q .  I arrive d .  

2 .  ' k h y o r a n g  1 e p s u n g q . You arrived.  

3 .  ' t i  l e p s u ng q . He arrived . 

In the interrogative we also find two markers , one marking verb s 

with second person subj ect s , and another marking verb s with first or 

third person subj ect s .  The shift o f  patt ern i s  s imilar t o  that found in 

Newari except that the s econd p erson marker i s  phonologically different 

from the first person marker of the dec larat ive . 

4 .  nga  l e p s u n g q 1  Did I arriv e ?  

5 .  ' k h y o r a ng l e p u p q 1 Did you arriv e ?  

6 .  ' t  I 1 e p s u n g q 1  Did h e  arriv e ?  

With Sherpa also the data may be looked a t  and explained a s  a dis­

cours e  oriented set of person markers . 
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I I .  MAT R I X  F O C U S  A N D  T H E  P E R F O R MAT I V E  

( For detailed discussion of this section see Hale , p .  96ff . in this volume . ) 

The following two examples make i t  c lear that our previous ly chosen 

labe ls , first person and non-first person are rather misleading . 

7 .  ' t i k i , ' t i l e p i q , He said that he (hims e Zf) arri v e d .  

' s i ky a a s u ng . 
8 .  ' t i k i ,  ' t i l e p s u n g q , 

' s i ky a a s u n g . 
He said that he (someone e Zs e )  

arriv ed.  

I f  we unite the dec larative ' first person ' marker with the int er­

rogative ' second person ' marker , calling both of these conj unct forms , 

then the examples above show that conj unct forms occur with subj e c t s  of 

all three persons . We may view the dec larat ive ' non-first person ' 

marker and i t s  ident ical interrogat ive ' non-second person ' counterpart 

as disj unct forms . If we do , the examples above show that subj ects  of 

all three persons also occur with disj unct forms . 

The meaning of the terms ' conj unc t ' and ' disjunct ' are thus not 

given in terms of first , second , and third person subj ect s . The con­

j unct form s ignals referent i al conj unction of i t s  subj ect with the 

matrix focus .
2 

Thus the verb form l e p l q  in example ( 7 )  i s  conj unct 

thereby signalling that ' t i  and ' t i k i  both refer to the same individual . 

The d i s j unct form s ignals referent ial disjunct ion of i t s  sub j e ct and the 

matrix focus . Thus the verb form l e p s u n g q  in examp le ( 8 )  i s  d i s j unct 

thereby s ignalling that ' t l and ' t i k i refer to different individuals . 

In declarat ive sentences the matrix focus will be on the speaker . 

In i nterrogative sentences the matrix focus i s  on the hearer . 

I I I .  D I R E C T  Q U OTAT I ON 

The following table i s  a modified version of t he rule proposed by 

Hale for Newari . The int errogative portion of the rule for Newari 

i dent i fi e s  matrix focus with the obj ect s ince the hearer of a direct 

quotation is marked as the obj ect . In Sherpa the hearer i s  marked as  

the indirect obj ect . Hence matrix focus for int errogative que stions in 

Sherpa is upon the indire ct obj ect . 

Disjunct 

Dec larative Subj ect of the verb 
has a different referent 
from the subj ect of i t s  
matrix . 

Interrogative Subj ect o f  the verb 
has a different referent 
from the indire ct obj ect 
of i t s  matrix . 

Conjunct 

Subj ect of the verb has 
the same re ferent as the 
subj ect of i t s  matrix . 

Subj ect of the verb has the 
same referent as the 
indirect obj ect of i t s  
matrix . 
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9 .  nye  " n g a  J e p i q " ' s i k y a a y i .  I said "I arriv ed " .  

10 . ' k h yo ro  " n g a  J e p i q " 
' s i ky a a s u n g . 

11 . ' t i k i  " n g a  J e p l q "  
' s i k ya a s u n g . 

I 

12 . nye  " ' k h y o r a n g  J e p s u n g q "  
' s i ky a a y i .  

13 . ' k h yo ro  " '  k h y o r a n g  
J e p s u n g q " ' s i ky a a s u n g . 

1 4 .  ' t i k i " ' k h y o r a n g  
J e p s u n g q "  ' s  i k yaa s u n g . 

15 . nye " '  t i J e p s u n g q "  
' s i ky a a y i .  

16 . ' kh yo ro  " '  t I J e p s u n g q "  
' s i k yaa s u n g . 

17 . ' t i k i  '" t i  J e p s u n g q "  
' s i k y a a s u n g . 

You said "I arrived " .  

H e  said " I  arri v ed " .  

I said "You arri v ed " .  

You said "You arrived " .  

H e  said "You arriv ed " .  

I said "He arri v ed " .  

You said "He arrived " .  

H e  said "He arriv ed " .  

1 2 7  

We have said that in de clarat ive s entences the matrix focus wi l l  b e  

o n  the speaker . The above declarative examples , according t o  the 

theory , call for c onj unc t forms of the verb when the subj ect of the 

sent ence refers to the subj ect of the matrix .  

In sentences ( 9 ) , ( 12 ) ,  and ( 15 )  the form ' s i ky a a y i i s  conjunc t . It 

signals that its subj ect nye is identi cal with the speaker , who may be 

called Jangbu . 

Also J e p i q  in sentence ( 9 )  i s  a conj unct form . It signals that i t s  

subj ect n g a  refers t o  the same person a s  the matrix subj ect nye , who i s  

Jangbu .  

I n  sentence ( 10 )  ' s i k y a a s u n g  i s  a disj unct form s ignalling that i t s  

subj ect ' k h yo ro  i s  not identi cal with the performative subj ect , t he 

speaker . 

The conj unct form J e p i q  indi cates  that its  subj ect n g a  i s  ident ical 

with the matrix subj ect , ' k h y o ro . 
The d i s j unct form of J e p s u n g q  in sentence s ( 12 )  t o  ( 17 )  indi cate s  

that i t s  subj ect i s  different from i t s  matrix subj ect . 

The disj unct form of ' s l k y a a s u n g  in sentences ( 13 ) , ( 14 ) ,  ( 1 6 ) , and 

( 1 7 )  signals that i t s  subj ect i s  not the speaker . 

In applying the proposed theory to interrogative quotati ons we will 

expect a conj unct form when the subj ect of the quoted verb i s  ident ical 

with the indirect obj ect of the matrix verb . 
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1 8 .  ' t i k i  n g a l a a " n g a  
l e p s u n g q 7 "  T i s u n g . 

19 . ' t i k i  ' kh yo r a n g l a a  " n g a  
l e p s u n g q 7 "  T i s u n g . 

20 . ' t i k i  ' t i l a a  " n g a  
l e p s u n g q 7 "  T 1 s u n g . 

2 1 .  ' t i k i  n g a l a a ' ' ' k h y o r a n g  
l e p up q 7 "  T i s u n g . 

22 . ' t i k i  ' kh y o r a ng l a a  
" ' k h y o r a n g  l e p u p q 7 "  T i s u n g . 

He asked me "Did I arrive ? "  

He asked you "Did I arrive ? "  

He asked h im "Did I arriv e ? "  

He asked me "Did you arrive ? "  

He asked you "Did you arriv e ? "  

23 . ' t i k i  ' t i l a a  " ' k h y o r a n g  He asked him "Did you arrive ? "  

l e p u p q 7 "  T i s u n g . 
2 4 . ' t i k i  n g a l a a " ' t l  l e p s u n g q 7 "  He as ked me "Did he arriv e ? " 

T i s u n g . 
25 . ' t i k i  ' kh y o ra ng l a a " ' t l 

l e p s u n g q 7 "  T i s u n g . 
He as ked you "Did he arriv e ? "  

26 . ' t i k i  ' t l l a a  " ' t i  l e p s u n g q 7" He as ked h im "Did h e  arriv e ? "  

T i s u n g . 

In sentences ( 2 1 ) , ( 2 2 ) , and ( 2 3 )  only we find the interrogative 

conj unct form l e p u p q , indi cating that ' k h y o r a n g  and the addres see in 

t�ese sentence s are the same person . 

I V .  I N D I R E C T  Q UOTAT I ON 

" In direct quotation the directly quoted first person refers 
to the person who o�iginally ut tered the quoted material , 
and a directly quoted second person refers t o  the person who 
was originally addre s sed as hearer . In indirect quotation 
the indirec t ly quoted first person refers t o  the ae�ual or 3 
quoting speaker and the second person t o  the ae�ual hearer . "  

27 . n y e , n g a  l e p l q ,  ' s i ky a ay l . 
28 . n y e , ' kh y o r a n g  I e p s u ng q , 

, s i k yaay  i . 

I said that I arrived . 

I said that you arriv e d .  

29 . nye , ' t i l e p s u n g q , ' s l ky a ay l . I s aid that he arrive d .  

30 . ' k h yo ro ,  n g a  l e p s u n g q , 
' s i ky a a s u n g . 

31 . ' k h y o ro , ' k h y o r a n g  l e p i q ,  
' s i ky a a s u n g . 

You said that I arrived . 

You s aid that you arrived . 

32 . ' kh y o ro , ' k h y o r a n g  l e p s u n g q , You said tha t you arriv e d .  

' s l kya a s u n g . 
33 . ' k h yo ro , ' t l l ep s u n g q , 

' s l ky a a s u n g . 
You said that he arrived . 
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34 . ' t i k i ,  n g a  l e p s u n g q , 
' s i ky a a s u n g . 

35 . ' t i k i , ' kh y o r a ng l e p s u n g q , 
' s i ky a a s u n g . 

7 .  ' t i k i , ' t l l e p l q ,  
' s l k ya a s u n g . 

8 .  ' t i k i ,  ' t l l e p s u n g q , 
' s l ky a a s u n g . 

He 8aid that I arrived.  

He  8aid that you arriv e d .  

H e  8aid that he  arrived.  

He  8aid that  he arrived.  

The conj unct form in ( 27 )  indicates that n g a  and nye  refer to the 

same person . 

129 

A more explicit trans lation for sentence ( 3 1 )  may be : ' You, Jangbu, 

8aid that you (JangbuJ arrived . ' We have a conj unct form l e p l q ,  re­

ferring to the same person . For s entence ( 32 )  as sume two hearers , ' You, 

Jangbu, 8aid that you, Lhakpaaq, arrived . ' The disjunct form l e p s u n g q  
indi cates  different persons . 

Indirect quotat ion of quest ions i s  not natural in Sherp a .  Hale has 

also dis covered that in Newari indirect quotation of quest ions i s  

highly unnatural , and that examples ( 42 ) - ( 4 6 )  o f  his 1971 paper are 

rej ected in favour of their more natural direct quot at ions by most of 

his  informant s .  Informant s agree that they are grammati cal , but not 

natura l ,  not used .
4 

V .  R H E T O R I CAL  Q U E S T I ON 

Unlike the ordinary quest ion t he rhetorical question does not call 

for an answer . Thus a change of speaker i s  not expected , the matrix 

focus does not seem t o  be on the hearer , but on the speaker . It will b e  

expected then that the rhet orical question w i l l  be different ly marked 

from the ordinary one . Consider the following examp le : 

36 . ' t i k i  ' t l l a a " ' k h yo r a n g  
' g a a l nok  i N ? "  T i s u ng . 

He a8 ked him "Di d  you go ? "  

The intonation of sentence ( 36 )  i s  that of a question ,  howeve r ,  t he 

verb ' g a a l nok  represent s a disjunct ive form , which will make the 

s entence a declarative one . 



B .  SrnOITEUID�Y� 

NOTES 

1 .  I wish to express my s incere thanks to Mr Ang Nyima Lama , Mr Kunga 

Jangbu Sherpa and Mr Ang Gelbu Sherpa for their help in approaching this 

problem .  

2 .  Hale gives the following definition : 

"The element which is compared with the subj ect of the verb 
in determining whether the verb is to be a conj unct form or a 
disj unct form will be referred to as the ma��ix 6 o eu� . 
Stated differently , when the verb occurs in the conj unct form 
it s ignals that both its subj ect and the matrix focus 
des ignate the same individual . When the verb occurs in the 
dis j unct form , it s ignals that its subj ect and the matrix 
focus des ignate different individuals . "  

3 .  Hale , Austin , 19 7 1  Person Markers :  Conj unctive and Disj unctive 

Verb Forms . MS . S . I . L .  

4 .  Hale , personal communication . 
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