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The present investigation includes agreement in Sambalpuri. Sambalpuri is a lesser-
known language which is spoken in western part of Indian state of Odisha. It is 
identified as an Indo-Aryan language being used by more than 10 million people in 10 
districts of Odisha. The undertaken topic is a widespread morphosyntactic 
phenomenon that occurs more or less in each and every language of the world. 
Agreement is a linguistic feature in natural language in which the form of one word or 
morpheme (typically, verb) depends on another word or phrase (typically, Subject 
NPs) as dependency relations. For instance, the form of X (target) is determined/ 
depends by/on the selection of Y (the controller). 

Agreement is also defined as a grammatical process in which a grammatical category 
co-varies depending on the feature value of another grammatical category or item. 
Canonically, the term is used to describe morphological covariance between some 
verbal element in a clause (typically, the bearer of tense/mood/aspect morphology) 
and a nominal argument in the same clause. This paper undertakesto discussinflected 
forms which often agree in their values of numberand person. Further it also discusses 
the pattern of agreement in in non-nominative subject. 

KEYWORDS: Sambalpuri, lesser-known, agreement, subject-verb agreement, Indo-
aryan, morphosyntactic phenomena, non-nominative 
 
Introduction 
It is also a familiar and well-studied aspect of grammar which fascinated many 
linguists. The study of agreement has been one of the areas of interest in descriptive 
grammars and it has received considerable research attention in linguistics; traditional 
approaches like Jespersen (1922), Bloomfield (1933), Lyons (1968) and so on; and 
later on typological and universal perspectives in Moravcsik·(1978) and Lehman 
(1982), Corbett (1979), Chafe (1984) and Lapointe (1980) . Even further, we have on 
functional ground as in Givon (1984) etc. This research work, basically deals with 
subject-verb-agreement. 

Agreement is a grammatical process in which the value of one element concords with 
another element in a certain given environment. As Das (2006) has given, ‘a 
grammatical constituent -A' is said to agree with another constituent -B' in property -C 
within some grammatical configuration which is widespread in human languages. 
Canonically, the term is used to describe morphological covariance between some 
verbal element in a clause (typically, the bearer of tense/mood/aspect morphology) 
and a nominal argument in the same clause. 

According to Corbett (2006), “agreement is cross-linguistically very common; at the 
same time, languages of the world can differ quite dramatically in the amount of 
agreement morphologythat they exhibit. On one end of the scale, a language like 
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Mandarin does not have any canonical agreement to show; while languages like 
Abkhaz, Basque, Icelandic, and others exhibit robust patterns of agreement between 
verbs and their arguments, nouns and their modifiers, and so forth.” 

Numerous attempts have been evidenced in order to define agreement, for instance, 
Keenan 1978: 167; Lehmann 1982: 203; and Lapointe 1988;  Anderson (1992: 
103)etc. Anderson (ibid) says, this is a quite intuitive notion which is nonetheless 
surprisingly difficult to delimit with precision’. Steele (1978: 610) defines agreement 
as ‘systematic covariance between a semantic or formal property of one element and a 
formal property of another’. But the essential notion of agreement, as stated by 
Corbett (2006), is the covariance and matching offeature specifications between two 
separate elements, such as subject noun phrase and verb. In order to bring a generic 
assumption on agreement it is required to discuss certain relevant terms, such as 
‘controller’ (subject NPs), meaning as given in Corbett (2006), the element that 
determines triggers the agreement; ‘target’-the element whose form is determined by 
the agreement; ‘domain of agreement’-the syntactic environment in which agreement 
occurs; ‘agreement features or categories labelled as PNG’- when we refer that in 
what respect there is agreement; ‘the values’ of number as singular, dual, plural and 
so on; the ‘condition factor’, there are agreement features like word order which has 
the effect on agreement but they are not directly reflected. 

Agreement is about a type of grammatical relation in which word forms co-occurring 
in a clause are sensitive to each other. Theinflected forms often agree in their values 
of number, gender, or person (phi-features or PNG). But Sambalpuri does not have 
grammatical gender as agreement feature or phi-features on the morphology of verb. 
Since Sambalpuri is a lesser known language, this paper undertakes to provide a 
descriptive analysis of the presence of agreement features in the language. It includes 
three sections along with a conclusion. The first section deals with theoretical outline 
to provide a description of basic agreement pattern of Sambalpuri language. In the 
second section, there will be substantiation of data and its explanation and in the third, 
there is a discussion on the non-nominative subject construction in Sambalpuri. 

The paper is organised as follows. Section-1 includes on the terminology of 
agreement which focuses on theoretical grounds to understand agreement. Section-2 
deals with subject-verb agreement in in Sambalpuri language which discusses the 
pattern of agreement in number and person across different aspects like perfective and 
imperfective and in transitive and intransitive verbal constructions. Section-3 contains 
non-nominative subject agreement. 

1.  On Terminology of Agreement 

Before we move further we need to consider some terms on agreement which is given 
in Corbett (2006). Controller is the grammatical term whose  grammatical features 
determine the agreement. As in 

1.The baby love-s his toy.  

2. The babies love their toys 

In these examples the features of subjects ‘the baby and the babies’ determine the 
form of their respective verbs. Therefore, the controller in this case is the subject of 
the sentence. 
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Target is the term whose form depends on the features of  the controller. The 
examples in (1) and (2) shows the agreement between the controller and the target. 
Here the target that qualifies the definition criterion is the verbs, whose forms inflect 
according to the controller. 

Domain of agreement is the agreement that occurs in a partiular syntactic 
environment which is known as domain of agreement. The domain of agreement in 
case the above given examples (1) and (2) is that it is the simple clause domain. 

Features of agreement is such a phenomena, when we indicate in what respect there 
is agreement , we are referring to agreement features. 

The value is inflectional properties.The agreement features have different values as 
number has the value of singular, dual, plural etc.; person has first and second; and 
gender has feminine and masculine. This can be illsutrated in the following example: 

3. The girl is playing in ground. 
4. The boys are playing in the ground. 
According to the above generalization, one can testify these examples. In the example 
(3), the value of number in this regard is singular; the value of person and gender 
altogether is third person feminine. In the next example (4), the evaluation is for 
number and gender– it is plural in number, and masculine in gender. 

Condition factor: other factors like word order which affect the agreement but  they 
are not directly reflected like agreement features. This type factor is known as 
condition factor. 

1.2 Types of Agreement 

There are different types of agreement found in natural language which can be listed 
below– 

a- Subject-Verb Agreement 
b- DO-Verb Agreement and ID-Verb Agreement 
c- Possessor-Possessum Agreement  
d- Adjective-Noun Agreement 
e- Preposition - prepositional object agreement 
f- Complementizer - NP agreement 

But this paper will only look into the agreement pattern of Subject and verb in 
Sambalpuri language. 

2. Subjects-Verb Agreement in Sambalpuri 

The finite verb in Sambalpuri agrees with the nominative subject (subject NP) for 
person, number and honorific in all persons and all numbers. Although honorific 
serves as anagreement feature in Sambalpuri,but it is not universally used in all three 
person and also number. It can be examplified in singular number of second and third 
person (honerific feature will be dealt in).The internal structure of  the verb is also 
marked with tense marker which precedes the agreement features. 
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2.1 Number 

2.1.1 Intransitive in imperfective and perfective 

The intransitive verb encodes that there should not be any object. But the subject 
should obligatorily present in the sentence. The intransitive verbs agree with both the 
singular and plural number in imperfective aspect. The following examples examine 
this agreement pattern in three different verbs with both the numbers.  

For example: 

2a. pilɑ-ṭɑ d̪əuḍ-u-ch -e   
boy-3MSG.NOM run-PRG-PRS-3SG   
‘The boy is running.’ 

 
2b. pilɑ-mɑne d̪əuḍ-u-ch -ən   

boy-3MPL.NOM run-PRG-PRS-3SG   
‘The boys are running.’ 

 
3a. cʰuɑ usum pɑni ɡɑd̪-s-i  

child-3SG.NOM warm water bath-PRS.IMPV-3SG  
‘The child bathes in warm water.’ 

 
3b. cʰuɑ-mɑne nəd̪ĩ ɡɑd̪-s-ən  

child-3PL.NOM river-LOC play-PRS-IMPV-3SG  
‘The children bath in the river.’ 

 
4a. ṭukel-ṭɑ sui-b-ɑ   

girl-3FSG.NOM.DEF sleep-FUT.IMPV-3SG   
‘The girl will sleep.’ 

 
4b. ṭukel-mɑne sui-b-e   

girl-3PL.NOM sleep-FUT.IMPV-3PL   
‘The girls will sleep.’ 

 
In the above examples, it is very clear that all intransitive verbs agree with their 
corresponding unmarked nominative subject NPs in the number value.  The  
controller(subject NP) determines the form of target (in this case it is intrasitive in 
imperfective). When the value of controllerturns from singluar to plural, the form of 
target also changes as it is to agree with the features of subject or controller. 
In the perfective aspect also the verb agrees with the features value of the controller. 

Let‘s consider the following examples: 

5. pilɑ ɡɑd̪ʰ-i-cʰ-e   
boy-3MSG.NOM bath-PRFV-PRS-3SG   
‘The boy has taken bath.’ 

 
6. pilɑ-mɑne ɡɑd̪ʰ-i-cʰ-ən   

boy-3MPL.NOM bath-PRFV-PRS-3PL   
‘The boys have taken bath.’ 
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7. cʰuɑ d̪əuḍ-i-l-ɑ   
child-3SG.NOM run-PRFV-PST-3SG   
‘The child ran.’ 

 
8. cʰuɑ-mɑne d̪əuḍ-i-l-e   

child-3PL.NOM run-PRFV-PST-3PL   
‘The children ran.’ 

 
In the above examples, it can be seen that the intransitive verb in perfective aspect 
like imperfective also agrees with the feature value of  subject NP. The inflectional 
markers in the verb for singular and plural  are [-e] and [-ən] in (5) and (6) 
respectively; [-ɑ] and [-e] in (7) and (8) respectively. 
 
2.1.2. Mono-transitive in Imperfective and perfective Aspect 

Monotransitive verbs suggest that the sentence should have a subject and an object. 
Mono-transitive verbs in Sambalpuri language agrees with unmarked nominative 
subject in both perfective and imperfective (will de discussed in the next bit) aspect 
for number features. For each number value there is different inflectional marker in 
the finite verb of the language. This inflection always depends on the number  and 
person (will be dealt later) of the subject NPs.  

For example: 

9a. ṭukel bhɑt̪ kʰə-u-ch -e  
girl-3FSG.NOM rice-3.OBJ eat-PRG-AUX.PRS-3SG  
‘The girl is eating rice.’ 

 
9b. ṭukel-mɑne bhɑt̪ kʰə-u-ch -ən  

girl-3FPL.NOM rice-OBJ eat-AUX.PRS-3PL  
‘The girls are eating rice.’ 

 
10a. cəre-ṭe pɑɛn pi-u-t̪ʰil -ɑ  

bird-3SG.NOM water drink-PRG-AUX.PST-3SG  
‘The bird was drinking water.’ 
 

 
10b. cəre-mɑne pɑɛn pi-u-t̪ʰil -e  

birds-3PL.NOM water drink-PRG-AUX.PST-3PL  
‘The birds were drinking water.’ 

 
11a. ɡɑɛ ɡʰɑs kh ɑ-i-cʰ-e  

cow-3SG.NOM grass-3.OBJ eat-PRFV-PRS-3SG  
‘The cow has eaten grass.’ 

 
11b. ɡɑɛ-mɑne ɡʰɑs kh ɑ-i-cʰ-ən  

cow-3PL.NOM grass eat-PRFV-AUX.PRS-3PL  
‘The cows have eaten grass.’ 

 
12a. kukur mohən-ke cɑb-l-ɑ  

dog-3SG.NOM Mohan-3MSG.OBJ bite-PST-3SG  
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‘The dog bit Mohan.’ 
 
12b. kukur-mɑne mohən-ke cɑb-l-e  

dog-3PL.NOM Mohan-3MSG.OBJ bite-PST-3PL  
‘The dogs bit Mohan.’  

 
The examples above show different inflections for the root form of verb, for singular 
it is [e] and for plural [-ən] as in (9a) and (9b). But the inflections in the next two 
examples are different from the earlier, it is [-ɑ] for singular in (9a) and [-e] for plural 
in (9b). This inflectional markers can also differ according to the tense, as in (8a) and 
(9a); (8b) and (9b). Although their number, person and aspect are similar, still their 
inflections in verb differed as their tense differed. In case of perfective also the same 
thing has been noticed that if the tense of the verb changes, then the marker also 
changes. 

Apart from that One more thing to be discussed i.e. one can ask a question regarding 
the suffixations [-tɑ], and [-mɑne] in the subject that whether they are markers for 
number or not. They, indeed are markers for the values of numbers. Including this the 
singular suffix [-ṭɑ] plays another singnifican role in the sentence structure i.e., it 
shows definiteness of the NP. But it is not a universal property, it only marks the 
singular subject. 

2.1.3. Ditransitive in Imperfective and Perfective Aspect 

The ditransitive verb is defined as the verb which licenses two objects along with the 
subject. The one object can be direct object and another can be indirect object. This 
sort verb also agrees with their respective subject in both imperfective and perfective 
aspect, as above the intransitive and mono-transitive do. 

Let’s now examine the Sambalpuri language: 
13a. pilɑ-ṭɑ lɛkʰək-ke ciṭʰi-ṭe pəṭʰəuch e 

boy-
3MSG.NOM 

writer-
3MSG.IO 

letter-
3SG.DO 

send-PRG-AUX.PRS-
3SG 

‘The boy is sending a letter to the writer.’ 
 
13b. pilɑ-mɑne lɛkʰək-ke ciṭʰi-ṭe pəṭʰə-u-ch -ən 

boy-
3MPL.NOM 

writer-
3MSG.IO 

letter-
3SG.DO 

send-PRG-AUX.PRS-
3PL 

‘The boys are sending a letter to the writer.’ 
 
14a. mɑsṭər ch uɑ-mɑn-

kũ 
ɡəɳit̪ pəḍʰə-u-t̪h il-e 

teacher-
3MSG.NOM 

student-
3PL.IO 

mathematics-
3.DO 

teach-PRG-
AUX.PST.3SG.HON 

‘The teacher was teaching mathematics to the students.’ 
 
14b. mɑsṭər-mɑne chuɑ-mɑnkũ/-

kũ 
pɑṭʰ pəḍʰə-u-t̪h il-e 

teacher-
3MPL.NOM 

student-
3PL.IO 

lesson-
3.DO 

teach-PRG-AUX.PST-
3PL.HON 

‘The teachers were teaching the students.’ 
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15a. lok-ṭɑ kukur-ke bhɑt̪ d̪ɛ-l-ɑ 

man-3MSG.NOM dog-3SG.IO rice-DO give-PST.PRFV-3SG 
‘The man gave rice to the dog.’ 

 
15b. lok-mɑne kukur-mɑn-kũ bʰɑt̪ d̪e-l-e 

man-3MPL.NOM dog-3PL-IO rice-DO give-PST.PRFV-3PL 
‘The men gave rice to the dog.’ 

 
The di-transitive verbs in the imperfective and perfective aspect in the above 
examples agree with both singular and plural unmarked nominative subjects. But the 
agreement is inflected in the verb according to the number feature of the subject NP. 
The similar morphological process can be noticed in this regard too. When the tense 
happens to change, the inflectional marker for tense too changes. One can easily mark 
in the above given examples by drawing a contrast between (13a) and (14a), (13b)and 
(14b) for imperfective aspect. 
 
2.2 Person 

In Sambalpuri language, the finite verb agrees with the persons. The inflectional 
marker of verb depends on the person.  As Sambalpuri finite verbs agree with the 
subject in number, it also agrees in person. For each person it affixes different 
inflectional marker. When the subject changes from first person singular to first 
person plural the markers in the verb also change in order to agree with feature value 
of the subject. The similar morphological process happens in case other two persons, 
viz. second and third person. 

2.2.1 First Person 

The verb, in both first person singular and plural agree with the feature value of the 
subject. The inflectional marker for first person singular and plural is found similar 
through all tenses i.e., [-ĩ] and [-ũ] respectively. But there is an exception–in present 
progressive and perfect tense the inflection for singular is [-ẽ] as given in (16a) and 
(17a). 

 

16a. muĩ pəḍʰ-u-ch -ẽ   
I-1SG.NOM read-PRG-AUX.PRS-1SG   
‘I am reading.’ 

 
16b. ɑmẽ pəḍʰ-u-ch -ũ   

we-1PL.NOM read-PRG-AUX.PRS-1PL   
‘We are reading.’ 

 
17a. muĩ pəḍʰ-i-cʰ-ẽ   

I-1SG.NOM read-PRFV-AUX.PRS-1SG   
‘I have read.’ 

 
17b. ɑmẽ pəḍʰ-i-cʰ-ũ   

we-1PL.NOM read-PRFV-AUX.PRS-1PL   
‘We have read.’ 
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2.2.2 Second Person 

Likewise the finite verb in first person singular and plural agrees with the subject NP, 
it also agrees with the second person. And the inflection for both singular and plural 
in this regard [-ə]. In case the second person singular is non-honorific, then the marker 
is [-u] as in (18a) (Honorific will be discussed in 8.2). 

18a. t̪uĩ bh ɑt̪    kʰɑ-i-cʰ-u  
you-2SG.NOM rice-O eat-PRFV-AUX.PRS.2SG  
‘You have eaten rice.’ 

 
18b. t̪ume-mɑne bhɑt̪ kʰɑ-i-cʰ-ə  

you- 2PL.NOM   rice-O eat-PRFV-AUX.PRS-2PL  
‘You have eaten rice.’ 

 
The morphological realisation of second person in both singular and plural is 
interestingly uniform among all tenses. 
 
2.2.3 Third Person 

In this case also the verb agrees with the features value of the subject NP. The verb is 
inflected for both third person singular and plural number. The inflections for third 
person singular which are [-ɪ] in simple present, [e] in both present progressive and 
perfect; and for third person plural it is [-ən]. But in other two tenses, the inflections 
for singular and plural are [-ɑ] and [-e] respectively. 

19a. se bhɑt̪ kʰɑ-i-cʰ-e  
he-3SG.NOM rice-O eat-PRFV-AUX.PRS-3SG  
‘He/she has eaten rice.’ 

 
 
19b. se-mɑne bhɑt̪ kʰɑ-i-cʰ-ən  

they-3PL.NOM rice eat-PRFV.PRS-3PL  
‘They have eaten rice.’ 

 
2.3 Gender 

Although gender is one of the phi-features in many languages but in Sambalpuri it is 
not present. The following examples substantiate the point. 

20a. rɑm bh ɑt̪ kʰɑ-ɛl-ɑ  
Ram-3MSG.NOM rice-O eat-IMPV.PST-3SG  
‘Ram ate rice.’ 

 
20b. sit̪ɑ bh ɑt̪ kʰɑ-ɛlɑ  

Sita-3FSG.NOM rice-O eat-IMPV.PST-3SG  
‘Sita ate rice.’ 

 
2.4 Honorific 

In Sambalpuri language, one can find that the honorific feature also agrees with the 
subject. When the subject has certain honorific aspect, then it exhibits in the verb. It 
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exclusively occurs with second and third person singular which can be illustrated 
below.  

21a. t̪uĩ sui-b-u   
you-2SG.NON-HON.NOM sleep-FUT-2SG.NON-HON   
‘You will sleep.’ 

 
21b. t̪umẽ sui-b-ə   

you-2SG.HON.NOM sleep-FUT-2SG.HON   
‘You will sleep.’ 

 
22a. se pɑɛn pi-u-ch -e  

he/she-3SG.NOM water drink-PRG-AUX.PRS-3SG.NON-HON  
‘He/she is drinking water.’ 

 
22b. mɑ pɑɛn pi-u-ch -ən  

mother-3FSG.NOM water drink-PRG-AUX.PRS-3SG.HON  
‘Mother is drinking water.’ 

 
From the above examples, it is noticed that the subject NP in both  (21a and 21b) has 
feature value of second singular but in (21a)there is no marking of honorific in its 
verb whereas in (21b)it is present. Similarly the example (22a) has no honorific 
marking but in (22b) it is there. 
 
3.Non-Nominative Subject Construction 

In this section, we will discuss little about the non-nominative subject in Sambalpuri 
language and the agreement pattern with non-nominative subject. In this section we 
will also deal with the morphological realizations of the non-nominative subject. 

Before we step towards to understand the notion of non-nominative subject or dative 
subject construction, we first have to understand the notion of subject. In linguistics, it 
is a very controversial factor to define ‘subject’ in a sentence. But we can put forth 
certain syntactic properties of subject in a sentence that helps us to understand the 
subject in the sentence. Besides that, in each of the requirements of the subject, non-
nominative subject will be also checked whether it qualifies it or not. 

The most common syntactic requirements of subject in Sambalpuri language are 
illustrated below:1 

1- The subject generally takes initial position in a sentence when the sentence is a 
declarative one. 

Let’s consider the following examples: 

23 rɑm bh ɑt̪ kʰɑɛlɑ  
Ram-3MSG.NOM rice eat-PST  
‘Ram ate rice.’ 

 
24. sit̪ɑ bh ɑt̪ kʰɑɛlɑ  

                                                           
1
This syntactic requirements of subject is being prepared according to Falk (2006) 



Online International Interdisciplinary Research Journal, {Bi-Monthly}, ISSN 2249-9598, Volume-11, Aug 2021 Special Issue 

 

 
w w w . o i i r j . o r g                      I S S N  2 2 4 9 - 9 5 9 8 

 
Page 58 

Sita-
3FSG.NOM 

rice eat-PST  

‘Sita ate rice.’ 
 

In the above examples, it is clear that the NP that occupies the initial position is the 
subject of the sentence. In this respect, the non-nominative subject fulfils the desired 
criteria (23 and 24). 

2- The subject generally agrees with finite verb in the sentence. This can be proved 
in the  examples given below: 

25. muĩ suibɑrke jəuchẽ  
I-1SG.NOM to sleep go-PRS.1SG  
‘I am going to sleep.’ 

 
26. ɑmẽ suibɑrke jəuch u  

we-1PL.NOM to sleep go.PRS.1PL  
‘We are going to sleep.’ 

 
The above examples (25 and 26) show the agreement of subject with the finite 
verb. In each sentence, there is a finite verb and a non-finite verb. But the subject 
agrees with the finite verb. This subject-verb agreement pattern can only be found 
when the NP in a sentence is licensed with the nominative case. But the non-
nominative subject does not agree with the verb in Sambalpuri language. 

Consider the following examples: 

27. rɑm-ke chuɑ bh əl lɑɡs-i 
Ram-3SG.DAT child-3SG.NOM good feel-PRS.3SG 
‘Ram likes child.’ 

 
28. rɑm-ke chuɑmɑne bhəl lɑɡsən 

Ram-3MSG.DAT child-3PL.NOM good feel-PRS.3SG 
‘Ram likes Children.’ 

 
In the above examples, we can notice that they have the non-nominative subjects in 
each of the examples. The non-nominative subjects [rɑm-ke] in both (27 and 28), 
which is a postpositionally marked experiencer subject, do not agree with the verb, 
rather the nominative subjects [cʰuɑ] in 27 and [chuamɑne] in 28 agree with the verb. 
 
3- Anaphora-antecedent relation 

When we look into the anaphora antecedent, the non-nominative subject meets the 
requirement as the nominative subject. 

Let’s have some examples: 

29. mui nijke panĩ d̪ɛkʰlĩ 
I-1SG.NOM myself water-LOC see-PST.1SG 
‘I saw myself on the water.’ 

 
30. ɑmẽ nijər bʰul lɑɡĩ d̪ukʰ pɑɛsũ 
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we-1SG.NOM own mistake for pain get-PRS.1PL 
‘We suffer for our own mistake.’ 

 
The verb agrees with the nominative nominals which can be observed in the above 
examples. The subjects are marked with nominative case and each has its 
antecedenti.e. reflexives. 
Now consider the following examples: 

31. ɑmku nijər ɡʰər sund̪ər lɑɡsi 
we-1PL.DAT own-GEN home beautiful feel-PRS 
‘We like our own home.’  

 
32. rɑm-ke (t̪ɑr) nijər bʰul lɑɡĩ sɑst̪i millɑ 

Ram-3MSG.DAT (his) own mistake for punishment get-PST 
‘Ram got punished for his own mistake.’    

 
The above given examples proves that the non-nominative subject in Sambalpuri 
language can have the antecedent of the anaphora. Therefore, the subject whether it is 
nominative or non-nominative has the antecedent of anaphora. 

4- Control factor 

Now let’s examine the ‘control factor’ with reference to both nominative subject and 
non-nominative subject. 

Consider the following examples: 

33. muĩ səbud̪inẽ bənhẽ ɡɑd̪ʰbɑrke jɑɛsĩ  
I-1SG.NOM everyday pond-LOC to bathe go-PSR.1SG  
‘Every day I go to the pond to bathe.’ 

 
34. mət̪e/məke səbud̪inẽ bənhẽ ɡɑd̪ʰbɑrke pəḍsi 

I-1SG.DAT everyday pond-LOC to bathe have-PSR 
‘Every day I have to bathe in the pond.’ 

 
In the above examples, it is clear that the PRO subject in the embedded clause in the 
example (33) and (34) has the matrix subject. The matrix subject in (33) has been 
licensed with the nominative case, whereas the matrix subject in (34) has not been 
licensed with nominative case. Therefore the second matrix subject in (34) is an 
example of non-nominative subject. 

5. Conjunct participle 
Let’s now consider the conjunct participial construction: 

35. kʰɑi sɑri (kəri) suilɑ  
eat-NON-FIN complete-NON-FIN sleep-PST  
‘Finishing eating, he slept.’ 

 
36. d̪ʰuil  kʰɛlĩ t̪ɑke kh ɑsi hɛlɑ 

dust play-NON-FIN he-3SG.DAT cough be-PST 
‘Playing in the dust, he got cough.’ 
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37. cʰɑɛt̪̃ʰi bəsĩ t̪ɑhɑ-ke tike bhəl lɑɡlɑ 
shade-PP Sit-NON-FIN he-DAT little good feel-PST 
‘Sitting in the shade, he felt little cosy.’ 

 
These are the constructions of conjunct participle which has the PRO subject. While 
the first example has a nominative subject, the others have non-nominative subject.  

The examples above reveal that the non-nominative subjects in Sambalpuri, as in 
other South Asian languages, show case markings on the subject noun which can be 
other than nominative case. Arguments associated with dative, genitive, and 
accusative case markings can function as the (non-nominative) subject of a clause. 
The verb does not agree with the non-nominative subject as we know that basically 
the nominative subject triggers the agreement.  

Let’s now have look into the contrast between the nominative subject agreement and 
non-nominative subject agreement. 

For example: 

38a. muĩ/ɑme chuɑ-ke/ch uɑ-mɑn-kũ bh əl pɑɛs-ĩ/-ũ 
I-1SG/we-1PL.NOM child-3SG/child-3PL.ACC good feel-PRS-1SG/1PL 
‘I/we like child/children.’ 

 
38b. mət̪e ch uɑ bh əl lɑɡ-s-i 

I-1SG.DAT child-3SG.NOM good feel-PRS-3SG 
‘I like child.’ 

 
38c. mət̪e ch uɑ-mɑne bhəl lɑɡ-s-ən 

I-1SG.DAT child-3PL.NOM good feel-PRS-3PL 
‘I like children.’ 

 
In the example (38a), it is the nominative subject which triggers the agreement and 
determines the morphological realization of the verb, whereas in other two examples 
the subjects are non-nominatives or dative construction, therefore, the subsequent 
nominals which assign nominative case hold the concord. 

Conclusively it has been observed that the agreement pattern in Sambalpuri reveals 
some interesting facts of its structural uniformity. It exemplifies person agreement, 
number agreement, and non-nominative subject agreement. 
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