
 

A typological perspective on nominal concord 
Notes, data, and references 
Mark Norris 
 
Author’s note 
Typological studies are an important part of linguistic research, but typological research 
often reports primarily numbers: numbers of languages with property x, numbers of 
languages with property y. In better cases, a list of languages is given with their 
associated property, and in even better cases, a source and page number for that claim 
is also given. 
 
The purpose of this document is to go one step further than that by providing the actual 
examples as well as their associated references with page numbers. In a perfect world, 
this would be a beautifully edited document, but it is first and foremost a collection of 
notes to myself. With that in mind, I present these caveats. 
 

1. These are notes: My methodology for record-keeping evolved as the project 
picked up steam, and so you might notice that some entries are better organized 
or more complete than others. I noticed this, too, and I’m working to correct it, but 
for now, I want the data associated with my 2019 LSA proceedings article to be 
accessible in the state they were in when the article was prepared. 
 

2.  The sources indicated have more complete information on Glottolog. In some 
cases, there are several versions of roughly the same project (e.g., Thesis and 
Published Version of Thesis); I have tried to ensure that I have the correct one, 
but I may be wrong at points. 
 

3. If you are a language expert on any of the languages herein and you have 
noticed an error, please do contact me so that I can correct it. 
 

4. At various points, this document has also involved conversations between me 
and my research assistants. I have not checked all of those interactions for glib 
or otherwise unprofessional statements. If you encounter anything unappealing 
therein, I apologize. If you let me know, I’ll remove it from future versions of this 
document. 

 
With these caveats in mind, I hope you are able to make use of the data given herein, 
and I hope you’ll keep me informed of whatever projects you do on the basis of the the 
data gathered here. 
  



 

abi - Abipón (Najlis 1966) 
Gender: appears to have masc/fem distinction 
Number: WALS says pl suffix  
p82: according to the dictionary, this is the plural form of aole; the singular form is aolk. 
Aole is listed in the dictionary as ‘pequeños, pequeñas’ 

 
p82: no separate forms listed for rpae 
Case: WALS says no case 
 
Adjectives:  
 

 
P82: here the form lenecaolk is closest to leneciolek/leneciaoalk (p64 of dictionary 
volume), which is listed as pequeñito, so I’m guessing aloeiek is masculine in Abipón. 

 
There are plural forms of adjectives mentioned on p.62, but I didn’t have a lot of 
examples in attribution. I do have two, though! 
 
Numerals: numerals are suffixes, basically? So then some sort of classifiery something? 

 
P.82 here are some in context.  

 



 

Iñ-oaka lalek-a 
Seated-two piece-PL 
Iñi-tara dios 
Seated-one god 
 
Demonstratives: there is a masculine / fem distinction for attributive demonstratives 
Here are some paradigms--- full examples follow. (pp68-69) 

 

 
p43: difference between ena gretai and ana gracii 

 
P82 Also plural? Keno vs. ena/ana? The k- is the “emphatic prefix” mentioned above 

 
 
abk - Abkhaz 
Here’s something from Chirikba (2003:58) 



 

 
 
Also some stuff from Hewitt 1989 
Gender: human/nonhumana 
Number: Sg/Pl 
Case: none 
 
Adjectives: if rightmost in NP, they must bear plural-marking, but the noun still can in 
these contexts, so we would have to say concord. Basically, concord with “some degree 
of optionality” 
 
Hewitt 223 

 

 
Note that the human adjective can take either human or non-human suffix; non-human 
adjective must take non-human suffix. Hewitt indicates a preference for human with 
human if the noun is not marked for plural. 
 
Numerals: Numerals have non-human and human suffixes. There are complex 
interactions with numeral placement that I won’t get into that affect whether concord 
takes place. 



 

 
Hewitt pp 236-237 

 

 
 
Demonstratives: demonstratives show concord for number. 
Paradigm (Hewitt 163) 

 
Statement (Hewitt 164) 

 
Examples (Hewitt 224) 



 

 
Ignore the second examples in each case-- we have art (the plural form of the 
demonstrative) with plural nouns in both cases. 
  
aco – Acoma 
No examples; must have looked at this earlier in the project when we were not saving examples 
of “no concord” 
 
ain - Ainu 
Gender: none (p31) 
Number; sg/pl; optional (p32) 

Case: no case-marking (p31) 
 
Examples from Shibatani 1990. 
 
Adjectives: Adjectives are actually verbs; they do not appear to have concord (pg 17). 
Need to find examples! 
 

 



 

 
Numerals: No concord for number on numerals (almost no plural-marking)  
There is almost no plural marking, and there is no concord for number on numerals.   
 
Demonstratives: no plural-marking on demonstratives even when the optional plural 
marker for nouns is used, as can be seen below.   
 
Pg. 53 

 
 
The same demonstrative nean is used with both the singular henke ‘old man’ and the 
plural orohkoutah ‘Orokkos’.  There is therefore no number concord.   
 
 
ala - Alamblak (Bruce 1984) 
Gender: 
Number: 
Case:  
 
P96: Marking happens phrase finally, not on any one piece of the noun phrase. 

 
 
(p90) Compare the following two examples: 



 

 
Word order is somewhat flexible in Alamblak. In 149a, the person/number/gender 
(gender is marked only for the third person singular) marker seems to attach to the noun 
feh ‘pig’. In 149b, it seems to attach to bro ‘big’. Thus we see that, rather than attaching 
to one syntactic unit, these markers attach to the end of the noun phrase as a whole. 
 
Numerals; Numeral does not bear gender/number --- just the entire phrase (although 
what’s this 3D marker..?) p103 

 
 
Demonstratives: Only examples involve demonstratives in isolation rather than 
attributive (p82). Thus, we cannot tell whether they would inflect in attributive position: 

 
 
ame - Amele (Amele, John Roberts, 1987) 



 

Gender: doesn’t exist? Or isn’t marked? 
Number: sg/du/pl; unclear where it is marked 
Case: None (p216) 
 
Adjectives: Adjectives do not inflect in Amele. Due to this claim, the author does not 
provide minimal pairs proving a lack of inflection/concord. 

 
(p 154) 
 
Numerals: Numerals do not mark for anything. See the lack of inflection of the base 
form of ‘two’ in the below example (p157). 

 
 
Demonstratives: Demonstratives do not mark for number, but ‘this’ and ‘that’ can 
combine with 3p dual and plural but possibly only when they are used as independent 
pronouns. Compare the uninflected /eu/ ‘that’ from (304-305) to the inflected /eu ale. 
‘those two’ and /eu age/ ‘those’ from section 2.1.2.5.4. 

 (p 216) 
 



 

 
(p 216) 
 
As the text goes on to say, demonstratives are not marked for class or gender, case, or 
any other grammatical category (including definiteness) (p217). 
 

 
 
ana - Araona (Emkow 2006) 
Gender: There does not appear to be any gender (e.g., pp164-165) 
Number: p372 number marked with enclitics; du and PL/COLL enclitics (no examples of 
complex NPs). p203 “Number marking is not obligatory in Araona”. 
Case: p202 “Case-markers are cltiics as they occur on the last word of an NP rather 
than on the head noun.” 
Iconicity of distance in nominal affixes (2.4.2.2) 
 
Adjectives: p390 There are very few attributive adjectives in the language (5: big, small, 
old, young, new), N-Adj. Other adjectives are verbs and can only be used attributively if 



 

relativized predicates. Here is an example of some of the actual adjectives. PL-marking 
is enclitic 

 
Number-marking as an enclitic. 
 
pp389-390 At least some adjectival functions expressed through N-N compounds 

 
Numerals: different syntactic behavior depending on numeral being used. 
 
P377: N-Num no number-marking, Num-N no number-marking (always Num-N if 
numeral is from Spanish); Also always Num-N if head noun is from Spanish (p333) 

 

 
P333 Plural-marking possible, but this is an example with a Spanish head noun 



 

 
 
Demonstrative: All Araona demonstratives can be used both attributively and 
pronominally (p293) No reference is made to plural forms and no examples involving 
demonstratives in plural DPs are given. 

 
 
apu - Apurinã (Facundes 2000) 
Gender: M/F 
Number: plural  
Case: only peripheral 
 
P365: here are some nice examples showing maximal concord 

 
 
Adjectives: Facundes (2000:346-347) claims that adjectives per se don’t exist, their 
functions being taken by “classificatory nouns” and verbs. 
 
P179: classificatory nouns. These are not the best examples but this ke thing means 
“stick of” but it can also mean “long and thin” basically 



 

 
P184 this story about how a speaker of Apurinã was adding ke to the end of the 
linguist’s name to denote thinness. 

 
 
P348 verb examples 

 
 
Numerals:  
P. 267 Plural-marking is possible with numerals but not obligatory 

 
P. 268 



 

 
P. 364 numeral one shows concord but two doesn’t (as seen above) 

 
 
Demonstratives: show concord for gender (p362) 

 
p361 

 
No plural per se, but can use masculine forms with plural feminine 

 
 



 

 
arm - Armenian (Eastern) 
Gender: “MEA has no gender distinction” p60; natural gender derivational suffix 
Number: sg/pl (p63) 
Case: Some cases, yeah 
 
Adjectives: p364, no agreement in case/number 

 
And here’s an example showing no number agreement; guessing the nominative form is 
because it is the citation form (p116) 

 
 
Numerals: p118 never agree in case 

 
 
Demonstratives: it looks like no concord for attributive demonstratives 
P131: no dative case on ays. 

 
P114 another caseless dem 

 
P315: unmarked demonstrative with a plural-marked noun 



 

 
P381 another unmarked dem with plural noun 

 
 
arp - Arapesh (Mountain) (Conrad 1991) 
Gender: noun class system 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: adjectives and demonstratives mark for number (with noun class agreement). 
 
Adjectives: show concord in class and number (p58) 

 
 
Numerals: have the same concord in class and number (p59). 

 
 



 

Borrowed numerals might not inflect directly but they take an adjectivalizing suffix which 
then shows concord like normal (p68) 

 
asm - Asmat 
No examples; tagged as “no concord” 
 
awp - Awa Pit 
No examples; tagged as “no concord” 
 
aym - Aymara (Central) 
No concord. Noun phrase are usually very small, meaning they are not generally large 
enough to be able to see concord. (p196) 
 
bag - Bagirmi (Keegan and Idriss Djibrine 2016) 
No concord. 
 
Adjectives: a few examples of adjectives in plural DPs and there is no special plural-
marking on the adjective 
 
P. lost: here’s an example of an adjective in a plural DP; no special marking on the 
adjective 

 
P. lxix another example of an adjective 

 
 
Numerals: p. xxxi There is this table of numerals and no mention in text of different 
forms. Since the language does not otherwise have concord, I assume that numerals 
also do not participate. 



 

 
 
Demonstratives: P. xxvi-xxv no number concord for definite article. 

 

 
P. xxix: demonstratives (at least one, here gà) not marked for number. Also there was 
no mention of number forms for demonstratives 

 
 
bam - Bambara (Dumestre 2003) 
Gender: none? Small classifier system? 



 

Number: edge-marked (p138) 

 

 
I think the answer is almost no. There are maybe There’s the one demonstrative 
example that is a bit confusing. 
 

 
cE fárin ìn dòn = man courageous dem exist(?) 
 
Adjectives: here are some examples. I don’t think they change at all 
P115 N + Adjective 

 
p175: adjective with a peripheral plural marker 

 
See also above! Only last adj gets plural 
 
Numerals: maybe classifier things? Some of these look like classifiers but others just 
look like pseudopartitives. 
P121 



 

 

 
cE as classifier; means ‘man’, also wÓOrO = ‘six’, not ‘three’ 
Dén as classifier, means ‘child’ 
kìsE means grain 
 
p158 more forms 

 
Sàn dúuru = year five. No classifier 
 
 
Demonstratives:  

 

 
p144: talking about ìn and nìn, both of which lack plural forms 



 

 
p145 there’s a sort of discontinuous dem where the postnominal form can show concord 

 
I think because this self-same dem can appear in other positions and doesn’t agree, 
maybe we should say no? But then I wonder about Basque! And Palauan. 
 
bej - Beja (Vanhove 2014:11) 

 
(Ibid. 50) 

 
 



 

RK- On the other hand, consider these examples from Wedekind, Wedekind, & Musa 
(2004), page numbers based on the Google Drive PDF. The examples are in semi-
orthography; glottal stop is represented with <’>, postalveolar fricative is represented 
with <sh>, and /j/ is represented with <y>. Order is adjective-noun in indefinite NPs and 
noun-adjective in definite NPs. Basic word order is SOV (based on the evidence at hand 
and confirmed by WALS). The adjective being given twice in #2 (almost definitely) 
marks two ways the adjective could appear, not that it actually appears twice for this 
phrase. I added hyphens at morpheme boundaries in nouns and adjectives to make 
analysis clearer. 
 
1. Uu-sh'a            w-hamish       eeya. ‘The brown ox came.’ p. 66 
 the.nom.Sg-ox def.sg-brown came 
 
2. Aa-sh'a           y-hamish-a, y-hamsh-a eeyaan. ‘The brown oxen came.’ p. 66 
 the.nom.pl-ox def-brown-pl                  Came 
 
3. Hamish sh'a eeya. ‘A brown ox came.’ p. 64 
 Brown   ox    came 
 
4. Hamish-t sh'a eeta. ‘A brown cow (F) came.’ p. 65 
 brown-F  cow came 
 
5. Oo-sh'a      w-hamish       rhan. ‘I saw the brown ox.’ p. 66 
 The.acc.sg def.sg-brown saw 
 
6. Ee-sh'a             y-hamish-a    rhan. ‘I saw the brown oxen.’ p. 66 
 The.acc.pl-cow def-brown-pl  saw 
 
7. Hamish sh'a rhan. ‘I saw a brown ox.’ p. 64 
 Brown   ox    saw 
 
8. Hamish-t    sh'a rhan. ‘I saw a brown cow.’ p. 65 
 Brown-fem cow saw 
 

Comparing 1-4 to 5-8, we can see that the same forms are used on the adjective 
whether it is in the nominative or accusative case. For a particularly clear comparison, 
compare uu-sh’a w-hamish ‘the brown ox, nominative’ in #1 to oo-sh’a w-hamish ‘the 
brown ox, accusative’ in #5. From these, we can see the noun sh’a ‘ox, cow’ taking a 
different prefix/proclitic to mark case, but the adjective hamish ‘brown’ takes the same 



 

morphology in both cases. This seems to be the case for all adjectives with examples 
given, in all genders, numbers, and states of definiteness. 
 However, we can see clear morphological contrasts in all categories other than 
case. Comparing #3 and #4, we can see a clear gender contrast, with a feminine 
marker -t being added for concord (even when the noun is identical; note that the verb is 
also changed by this change in the gender of the noun). Comparing #1 and #3, we can 
see a clear definiteness contrast, both in the syntax (change in word order, as 
mentioned above) which does not (to my mind) count as concord and in the morphology 
(as #3 does not take w-) which looks like pretty standard definiteness concord. 
Comparing #5 and #6 we can see a clear number contrast, with the noun changing from 
oo-sh’a to ee-sh’a and the adjective changing from w-hamish to y-hamish-a. 

As such, if we trust these examples and this author (which, for all that it is largely 
for non-linguists, I do), we must conclude that Beja has concord in gender, number, and 
definiteness, but not case. 
 
Now considering demonstratives, this chart is provided on pages 50 and 51. 

 
Their usage is described a few paragraphs earlier on page 50: 



 

 
However, as far as I can tell, the only examples of demonstratives being used 
‘adjectivally’ (they seem to act as proclitics) are these, from page 54 (glosses are mine, 
based on the general information in the grammar): 
 
Oon-          oo-            tak   aab   eeyadna? 
this.acc.m- the.acc.m-man what (call; unspecified morphology) 
What do they call this man?   Wedekind 2004, p. 54 
 
Oot-        tu-           takat     aab   eeyadna? 
this.acc.f-the.acc.f-woman what (call; unspecified morphology) 
What do they call this woman?   Wedekind 2004, p. 54 
 
From these, we can clearly see a gender distinction in the ‘adjectival’ demonstratives. 
However, no examples in the nominative case or the plural can be found. 
 
Finally, numerals. Their usage is slightly described with this paragraph on page 100: 

 
What is really notable here is the first sentence, which pretty clearly states that 
numerals change for gender and case. However, the only good examples ever shown 
are from a chart on page 102 called “Numerals with plurals of 'man' / 'woman'”. It shows 
the forms for ‘x men’ and ‘x women’ for all the numerals from 1-12, but I will here show it 
for number six (as all lower numbers have slightly unclear, probably optional, 
morphemes/phonemes shown in parentheses). 
 
asagwir da 
six.m     men 
'six men' p. 102 
 
asagwitt m'a 
six.f        women 
'six women' 
 



 

This shows a relatively clear gender contrast, but in isolation; I cannot find good 
examples of this in actual phrases, and can find no way to contrast numerals by case. 
 
bma - Berber (Middle Atlas)  
 
Adjectives: Mourigh (2015:207) 
Still trying to find information on Middle Atlas Berber, but I found some data from 
Ghomara Berber which is closely related and has adjectives that can agree in 
gender/number 

 
Numerals: (Abdel-Massih 1971:24) 

 
Here we can see ordinal numbers used attributively and changing with gender. Here’s 
the table from pg. 22 explaining it: 



 

 
Demonstratives show concord in Ghomara Berber (Mourigh, p. 242) 

 
brh - Brahui (Andronov 1980) 
Gender: none 
Number: 
Case: 
 
Discusses position relative to the noun as possibly affecting ability to agree (pp96-97): 

 



 

 
 
Adjectives, cardinal numbers, and demonstrative pronouns do not show any kind of 
agreement with number or case (and gender doesn’t exist) in Brahui, as can be seen 
above.  They are prepositive attributes, which means they don’t have this agreement. 
 
Adjectives: do agree in definiteness with the noun.   
 
Pg. 43-44 

 
The adjective has two forms, definite and indefinite, and the noun has its standard 
definite form and the suffix -as added to form the indefinite.   

 
Here are adjectives in the definite form.  They have a different set of suffixes, and they 
are used attributively with nouns in their base form.   
 
When used with indefinite nouns, the noun has the indefinite suffix -as and the adjective 
has the suffix -o.  When used attributively with definite nouns, the noun has no special 
marking and the adjective has two possible definite suffixes, -(ang)a or -(i)ko.   
 
bri - Bribri (Jara Murillo & Garcia Segura 2009) 
These examples are all from a language learning textbook, but I have also e-mailed Haakon 
Krohn, a Norwegian who teaches at the University of Costa Rica 
Gender: none (classifiers) 



 

Number: none on nouns 
Case: none mentioned 
 
Adjectives: a small number of adjectives show plural concord (Krohn says there are actually a 
few more than this, but it’s a small number) 

 
Krohn (2016) shows that these plural forms can be used attributively; some degree of optionality 
(p135)-- the other plural marked thing is a “positional”-- a word indicating body position, 
basically. Adjective can’t be singular UNLESS there is a numeral  

 
Some examples showing “grande” (p129) 

 
Numerals: “classifier system” (p78) 



 

 

 

 

 
 
 
Demonstratives: no concord. 
A list of demonstratives from p. 37 



 

 
And these examples showing a singular/plural noun with invariant demonstrative from (p.23, p. 
173) 

 

 
Turtle DEM be small.PL 
 
brm - Burmese 
No examples collected, apparently 
 
brs - Barasano (Smith 1976:74-75) (Jones and Jones, 1991) 
Gender: 3 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: 2 (Nom, Acc) 
 
Adjectives: 



 

 
Pg. 29 
Should we classify Barasano an ‘adjectives are verbs’ language? 
 

 
Pg. 29 
In this example, the adjective ‘long’ has a classifier ‘bãa’ attached to match the head 
noun which is also ‘bãa.’ Adjectives can be said to agree in class with inanimate nouns. 
 
Numerals: 

 
Pg. 60 
From this passage, we know numerals with animate nouns hypothetically ought to 
agree in number and gender, but I looked through the whole grammar and could not 
find an example with a numeral modifying an animate noun. 



 

 
Pg. 60 
Jones and Jones say that inanimate nouns are going to agree in class and number. 
They give an example in the text that says “hʉa-hɑ̃i sudi-hɑ̃i” and is glossed as (two 
flat^thin cloth-flat^thin), demonstrating the agreement in class the numeral has with the 
noun. 
 

 
Pg. 50 
This example shows a numeral matching its noun for object (Accusative), so inanimate 
numerals can also be said to agree in case. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
Pg. 32 
Demonstratives will agree in number, and depending on animacy, will also agree in 
either gender or class. I found examples for inanimate nouns, but like the numerals, I 



 

looked through the whole grammar and was unable to find any demonstratives next to 
animate nouns. 
 

 
Pg. 33 
Here is an example of a demonstrative agreeing in class and case with an inanimate 
noun. Both the noun and the demonstrative are marked with the classifier ‘a.’ Both are 
also marked as being objects, so the demonstrative agrees with accusative case. 
 

 
Pg. 4 
Here is an example of a demonstrative agree in number with its noun. Both are marked 
with the plural marker ‘ri.’ 
 

 
Pg. 78 
Sometimes the demonstrative appears by itself with a classifier, and it seems this is 
enough to be translated as having the noun be present.  
 
bsq - Basque (Laka n.d. “A BRIEF GRAMMAR OF  EUSKARA, THE 
BASQUE LANGUAGE”) 
Adjectives; Adjectives do not show concord. Observe the adjective /eder/ ‘beautiful’ in 
the first example. This adjective is modifying a plural noun. 

(de Rijk 2007: 27) 



 

In this example, /eder/ (with the definite plural suffix /-a(k)/) has the same form as the 
/eder/ above, although this /eder/ is modifying a singular noun while the first one was 
modifying a plural noun. 

(de Rijk 2007: 37) 
Numerals: Numerals can only modify nouns marked with definite marker. It seems like 
they don’t have any special marking in either case. Examples from Laka pp53-54 

 
Cardinal numbers don’t agree with case in Basque. The case is marked at the end of 
the noun phrase as a whole; that is, each constituent is not marked (Laka, p64). 



 

 
Demonstratives: Demonstratives agree in number (singular/plural) (Laka, p51). The key 
one here is hura/haiek because it is not just the demonstrative + ordinary plural marker 
ek 

 
bur - Burushaski (Anderson 2007:1246-7) 



 

 
Yoshioka (2012), p 51, shows gender, number; demonstrative is marked for case, but it 
is not being used adnominally here. It’s a full NP 

 

 
Worth noting that some cases do not show case concord on demonstratives, e.g., 
essive (Yoshioka p125) and ablative (I later learned that there just is no case concord 
on attributive demonstratives) 

 
Adjectives: some agree optionally in number, but that’s it 
Anderson 2007:1246-7 



 

 
Yoshioka 2012 p86 

  
Numerals: (Yoshioka 2012 p95) 

 
P63 

 

 
 
Cah - Cahuilla (Ivilyuat) 
Cahuilla has concord between plurality and demonstratives. This chart from (Seiler 
1977) demonstrates the plural agreement between demonstratives 
 



 

 
It should be noted that these demonstratives can be used in either attributive or 
pronominal forms with no real differences aside from phonological ones. Seiler implicitly 
confirms the agreement between attributive demonstratives in the following example by 
noting that the proximal demonstrative never fails in agreement, though the distal one 
can.

 
 
I’m confused-- in the above examples (142), where is the demonstrative? And where is 
the plural marking? Is pé? The demonstrative? If so, where is it in (142ii)? (MN) 
In the above examples, /peʔ/ is the distal demonstrative. The plural marking should be 
/em/ or /emi/, but as Seiler notes, it has failed to agree in number. This leads me to 
believe that the ‘elsewhere’ scenario is that demonstratives DO agree in number. 
 
Furthermore, Seiler similarly implicitly states that long-form adjectives (which can be 
used predicatively or attributively) take plural and objective case suffixes by stating that, 
in contrast, short-form adjectives (which are only used predicatively) do not receive this 
ending.



 

It’s not clear if this indicates that it is the shape of the long-form adjectives that allows 
agreement, or if agreement occurs necessarily as a part of the attributive structure. At 
any rate, it looks like concord. As for numerals, there doesn’t appear to be anything 
substantial in the grammar I have on numeral usage at all. (CC). 
 
Does Seiler give any examples where the adjectives are actually used attributively? 
Because these are all predicates and we don’t know anything about concord based on 
predicate adjective behavior… (MN) 
 
Here is an example of attributive adjective ‘good, fine’ changing with number: 

Seiler does not mention grammatical gender. 
cha - Chamorro 
I know this (per Chung 1998) 
 
chk - Chukchi (Dunn 1999:129) 



 

(Dunn 
1999: 129) 
Demonstratives can be seen matching the case of the head noun here. -IW Looks good! 
I wonder why they mark them as “3sg” in addition to ABS?? 
 
Adjectives agree in person and number. 

 
(Dunn 1994: 122) 
Examples showing person-number agreement, no case/definiteness agreement: 

 
(Dunn 1994: 117) 

(Dunn 1999: 165) 
 
Dunn says that adjectives can only explicitly modify nouns like this in the absolutive 
case, which may explain why case is not marked on adjectives (Dunn 1999: 291). 



 

Demonstratives seem to mark for person, number, and case, though the only examples 
I could find were for the absolutive (much like adjectives. perhaps there is a similar 
restriction for demonstratives? but if so, why mark for case at all?) 

( Dunn 1999: 129) 
 
Not many examples exist of numerals greater than one modifying an explicit noun in the 
grammars I could find. The best one was this one: 

(Dunn 1999: 167) 
 
/t?er/ ‘a number of’ is, per Dunn, analyzed as a numeral. Neither /t?er/ nor /enneen/ 
’one’ have any additional markers at all, suggesting that numbers do not have concord 
in Chuchki. 
Demonstrative: mostly only ever used in absolutive NPs but there was at least one 
example of ergative dem WITH GENDER (p104) 

 
And here’s some plural (p171) 

 
I think this counts as a failure of number concord (p373) 



 

 
 
Numeral: here’s an example with a numeral … no concord and noun is singular 

 
 
ckr - Canela-Krahô (Popjes & Popjes 1986) 
Number: p185: number is sometimes expressed by the particle me (and allomorphs) 
usually where the referent is human/Indian. Can be ambiguous which is plural.  
Case: peripheral (p167) 
 
Adjectives: exist, but they call adjectives “adjectival verbal stems” No mention of plural 
forms 
(p170) 

 
p172 

 
 
Numerals: provides a list of numerals and quantifiers on p 186, but no examples. 

 
 
Demonstratives: plural forms with plural reference can be used with nouns (p177) 



 

 
See also adjective example for another plural demonstrative. 
P177 

 
 
cle - Chinantec (Lealao) (Rupp 1989) 
I know there were examples of adjectives, but I apparently didn’t save them? I’ll have to 
go back and get this book. 
 
Numerals inflect for gender (see below) 

 
 



 

There are two demonstratives which have animate/inanimate forms, but not in 
apposition. However, there are “two additional deictics” that show concord in apposition. 

 
 
cmn - Comanche (Charney, 1989) 
Gender: None 
Number: sg/dual/pl 
Case: 3 (subjective, objective, possessive) 
 
Adjectives: 
Pg. 130 - 131 
The author says that there aren’t true adjectives in Comanche. Typically, modifiers 
precede the noun they modify, and due to the lack of morphology on the modifier, the 
author considers them compounded with the noun. When modifiers are not 
incorporated, they agree in number and case. Most modifiers though are modified from 
nouns and verbs (mostly verbs), and are followed with a predicative suffix. 

 
Pg. 146 
Here is an example of the modifiers being incorporated into the following noun. 
 



 

 
Pg. 139 
Here is an example of a modifier independent of the noun, modified for the objective 
case of the noun. 
 

 
Pg. 76 
This is an example of a free standing adjective being marked for plurality and the 
possessive case to match the head noun which is also marked for plurality and 
possessive case. Thus these examples substantiate the author’s claim that adjectives 
agree in number and case with nouns. 
 
Numerals: 

 
Pg. 139 

 
Pg. 140 



 

Here is a list of numerals for reference for the following examples. 

 
Pg. 140 
 

 
Pg. 142 
Here three is given the markers for objective case to match the noun, but once again, it 
is made into a predicate, following the pattern of other modifiers. However, it does not 
match the plurality of the noun, despite the explanation above. 
 

 
Pg. 146 
Similar to the example above, when five is used as a modifier to describe song, it takes 
the objective case to match the noun. Song isn’t plural here, and neither is the numeral. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
Pg. 119 
 



 

 
Pg. 122 
These examples show the the demonstrative changing from singular to dual to plural. 
 

 
Pg. 122 

 
Pg. 122 
‘That’ is shown to be different to reflect the change in case between these two 
examples. 
 
coo - Coos (Hanis) Frachtenberg 1922 
I think the answer is more of a no than a yes, but I did find a few examples that 
suggested there could be repetition of plural-marking. 
 



 

P321: repetition of îł “in order to emphasize the idea of plurality” 

 
Here, we have îł lE xxx, îł lE ptsä, îł lE xxx, the lE is a definite article. The nouns don’t 
necessarily reflect plural. So this could be a kind of repetition of PL-marking… but it also 
kind of looks like plural marking. More like a plural particle. WAIT now I’m looking at this 
later… this is just coordinated DPs! What’s wrong with me. 
 
In discussion of demonstratives, no mention of plural forms. 
 
I found this one example on p.422 of a plural adjective with a noun that had plural 
reference (but not plural form) 

 
Lau  tEmä’Le mä 
that old.PL  person 
“Those old people” 
 
So, not super compelling.  
 
cre - Cree (Plains) (Dahlstrom 1991 p. 96) (Ellis 1983) 
Gender: Animate and Inanimate 
Number: Sg/Pl 
Case: 3 (nominative, vocative, locative) 
 
Adjectives:  



 

 
Pg. 22 
In this paragraph, Ellis basically says that adjectives are verbs. As such, they do not 
have concord. 
 
Dahlstrom dissertation p13 shows AdjN order (def relative clause) 

 
 
Numerals: 

 
Pg. 151 
Here is a list of Cree numerals for reference for the following examples. 
 

 
Pg. 185 
The first complete sentence in the example above begins with a pronoun, then has the 
numeral for two uninflected next to the noun. 



 

 
Kityananaw niso mihtihkana 
We.have two cords 
 

 
Pg. 258 
Here, the plural noun for shirts is given. The numeral two precedes it, but there is no 
change to the noun. 
 
Two shirt.PL some sock.PL 
 

 
Pg. 431 
In this example, we have the numeral for three, and it is unchanged from the isolated 
form in the context of the sentence. From these examples, and from the fact that the 
author is very diligent in telling his students what morphology occurs in different 
circumstances, the logical explanation is that numerals do not show concord in gender, 
number, or case.  
 
Demonstratives: (Dahlstrom’s dissertation) 

 

  



 

Here we have demonstratives being used attributively (but in (39) it may be a 
discontinuous constituent), and in (27) it reflects plural number and in (39) it reflects 
plural number and inanimate gender. 
 

 
(Wolfart 1969:85) 
A table of Cree demonstratives. In order from top to bottom: animate singular, animate 
plural, animate obviative, inanimate singular, inanimate plural. Left to right, they are 
glossed as ‘this,’ ‘that,’ and ‘that (yonder).’ Importantly, these can be used attributively 
as seen above. 
 
cyv - Cayuvava (Key 1967) 
Gender: no mention of gender 
Number: in the section on nominal inflection, all that is referenced is possessor indexing 
(pp48-49); later, a plural “particle/proclitic” /me/ is referenced and some examples are 
given. 
Case: peripheral case; locative ji, for example 
 
Adjectives:  
P50 order is Adj-N 

 

 
PL-new paddle 

 
PL-the-old person 
P64 

 
PL-wild animal 



 

 
Numerals: no inflection of any kind mentioned, but here are some examples 
p50 

 
Me-i-kurapa romihe ji-mesa 
PL-?the?-three egg LOC-table (i is listed as an allomorph of ki which is a kind of definite article) 

 
I’m not sure why the `three’ example has plural marking but this `two’ example does not. 
 
Demonstratives: There are plural forms of demonstratives (p53) 

 
But none of the examples of apposition show a plural form of the demonstrative (e.g., 
p54) 

 
 
dag - Daga Based on (Murane 1974) (mostly LJ) 
Gender: none? 
Number: some plurals with reduplcation (e.g., p 72 pa ‘village’, but pa pa ‘villages’) 
Case: unclear 
 
Looks like nothing marks for plural-ness of nouns in Daga at all; thus, no concord for 
numeral > 1). Here, see the plain form of /pa/ ‘house’ when being modified with /nani 
yamu yampo/ ‘eight’, a numeral greater than 1. 

 (p 91) 
 
No concord on adjectives is mentioned, though difficult to confirm with minimal pairs 
due to limited inclusion of examples in the grammar. 
 



 

There appear to be at least two noun classes in Daga, reflected in possessive 
structures. One noun class marks possession with one of set of suffixes, while the other 
must mark possession using a possessive phrase (in which the possessive pronouns 
are different, but related, in form to the possessive suffixes of class 1). 
 

(pg 32) 

(p 36) 
 
These examples show the two structures, though the two poss. markers happen to 
share the same form in the pl. 3rd person. 
 

(p 34) 

(p 32) 
Different possessive forms for different noun classes. 
 
So, Daga has no concord on numerals or adjectives, but has concord for gender on 
possessives (and possibly other determiners). Around page 90, we see words glossed as ‘this’ 
and ‘that,’ which indicates spatial relationships between the speaker and the noun, but no 
examples are given of demonstratives with plural nouns, so it is unclear if they must mark for 
number. 
Great! And also , I presume they’re no different based on noun classes… I think Daga is a no. 



 

 
Adjectives: 
Here’s an adjective modifying one noun with an overt plural... 

 
But then here’s one modifying a noun and only the adjective is reduplciated. There’s something 
about reduplicating the end of the NP or something? Because there’s also this example where 
the postposition is reduplicated 
p72 

 
 
dio - Diola-Fogny 

Sapir, pg. 24 
RK- Sapir (James) sets the concord morphemes off with brackets which works although 
it is somewhat frustratingly visually similar to IPA. Here we can see the word for “big” 
(the second word in both phrases) changing to match “tree(s)” (the first word) in 
number. Very clear, thanks! This is definitely a frustrating way to represent it but I see it. 
And I share your suspicion that there will be more than just number concord on 
adjectives! MN 

Sapir, pg. 66 
RK- The concord morphemes are not set off as clearly, but the first and third lines give a 
particularly clear example of adjectives changing for gender. Also, comparing the first 
example here with the first lines of the pg. 24 example shows concord with definiteness 
(although the definite marker on adjectives is apparently optional) 



 

Sapir, pg. 27 
RK- Sapir explaining the types of words which take concord, with a few examples 

Sapir, pg. 74 
RK- Numbers taking class prefixes, and one example of a number taking a definite 
suffix (the ‘one name’). Since class & number are bound together, numbers which agree 
in gender also agree in number. 
 
dni - Dani (Lower Grand Valley) (Bromley 1981) 
Gender: I don’t think there’s gender, WALS confirms 
Number: sg/pl; marked only on some animate nouns (possibly optional) 
 ‘Child’: jekketek (82)/jvkkytvky (203) 
 ‘man/person’: ap (234) / ap-hvny (85) 
 ‘Woman’: he (88) / hymy (253) 
 Girl: helekketek (264) / hlymykkytvky (203) (hele? (298)) 
Case: none / borderline only 
 
Adjectives:  
P91 sve eakwytte’-neken ‘bird little-rather’ 



 

 
P29 wam kok ‘pig big’ 

 
 
Numeral: 
P260 akotomy pyte ‘his-younger-siblings two’ (can’t actually tell if this is plural) 

 
P93 akko pyte (can’t tell if this is plural) 

 
P404 hymy pyte (This is plural! The only one of its kind) 

 

 
P404 esa hynaken (can’t tell if this is plural) 

 

 

 
 
Demonstratives: There is no concrete discussion of these words, but here’s a table from 
p. 208 



 

 
P270 some examples of “a’noko” 

 
P268 a demonstrative with plural reference (based on translation) 

 
P315 a different demonstrative atty 

 
P300 another use of atty 

 
P90 a specifically plural demonstrative ama-noko… but this is not a good example, 
really, and it’s the only one, so I’m gonna say no. 

 
eka - Ekari (Doble 1987 article) 
Gender: masc/fem + classifiers 



 

Number: pl-marker -ido, (dual -iya) usually concerns people. Not with classifiers or 
nouns (p63) 

 
Case: definitely has borderline case marking: -ida is locative and -iga is illative/allative. 
Otherwise it is not mentioned. 
 
Adjectives: Some examples from p. 67 but all are singular 

 
kii / kidi are masculine; kou / kodo are “feminine and large things”, but woya is 
unchanged; also looked for peu ‘bad’ and ibo ‘big’ and nothing was changed. Saying it’s 
a no. 
 
Numerals: They have a classifier system (p75) and ‘one’ is fused with the classifier as in 
this example (p76) 

 
Pig CL.ANIM-one (classifier is ida) 
 
P69 no classifiers here, though. None of the classifiers on p. 75 go with this. 

 
Corner four having 
Leg four having 
 
P91 another with a classifier (ida for animates). Importantly, this is the singular form of 
“person”, so no plural-marking here. Oh, she also says on p.63 that plural suffix is not 
used with numbers. 



 

 
 
P102 here’s another one but there is a classifier (poga for gardens) 

 
 
Demonstratives: I’m not sure if they have any but let’s say these “Phrase markers” are 
demonstratives even though the author translates them as “this, that, or simply the” 
 
Pp70-71 

 

 
 
P56 

 
There are also examples from the adjectives section showing gender/number 
agreement. 
 
epe - Epena Pedee (Harms 1994) 
Gender: none mentioned 
Number: pl enclitic, only used for humans 
Case: peripheral 
Adjectives: Adjectives follow the noun, and thus they can bear case-marking but only 
because case-marking is peripheral. 
P44 

  



 

 
 
Numerals: N-Num; again can bear number/case but only due to being peripheral 
P53 

 
P56 

 
 
Demonstratives: Demonstrative modifiers do not appear to inflect (although no clear 
examples involving number are given) 
P45, showing a demonstrative with no case-marking 

 
P46, again showing no case-marking 

 
P62: when demonstratives are used as pronouns, they can bear plural-marking 

 



 

 
 
Eve - Evenki 
Source used:  Evenki by Igor Nedjalkov, 1997 published by Routledge 
 
Adjectives:  Adjectives show agreement in number, case, and definiteness.  There is no 
gender in Evenki.  Adjectives only agree in definiteness in the accusative case, where 
accusative-definite is marked in one way and accusative-indefinite in another.   
 
Pg. 277 

 
Both ‘good’ and ‘new’ agree with ‘houses’ in number and case.  Since the case is not 
accusative, they do not agree in definiteness. Lovely example! 
 
Pg. 277 

 
Examples of the adjective agreeing in definiteness.  ‘New’ gets a different ending based 
on whether it is accusative-definite or accusative-indefinite.   Great! And very 
interesting!! 
 
Numerals:  Numerals show agreement for case, and possibly for definiteness.   
 
Pg.  282 



 

 
The text says that numerals agree for case, but makes no mention of definiteness even 
though the example involves accusative-definite marking,  However, on page 192 the 
author writes that accusative-definite is much more common than accusative-indefinite, 
and so possibly this is used as the default.  I could not find an example where the noun 
was in accusative-indefinite case and there was a numeral.  Super interesting!!! Thanks 
for hunting for acc-ind examples! If the definite form really is the default, then it makes 
me wonder what is going on with the noun--- is it also unspecified for definiteness 
(somehow) in (1011)? We probably can’t tell without being experts on Evenki. 
 
Demonstratives:  Agree in case, doubtfully for definiteness 
 
Pg. 213  

 
 
The text here says that demonstratives agree in number and case, and does not 
mention definiteness.  In the above example the demonstrative is bare because the 
noun it is modifying is singular and in nominative case.  I could not find an example of a 
demonstrative in non-nominative case; Too bad!! however, the example below shows a 
plural demonstrative.  Great example! 
 
Pg. 277 

 
The demonstrative agrees with the noun in number.   
 
Pg. 212 



 

 
Here the inflections for demonstrative pronouns are given.  It is noted that these 
pronouns do not have an indefinite accusative version, which lead me to believe that the 
demonstrative adjectives may not either.  So therefore no definiteness agreement, and 
definite-accusative possibly used as default?  Could be! The other thing that could be at 
play with demonstratives is that demonstrative NPs typically pattern with definites… that 
makes it hard to know with demonstratives. But the numeral examples are intriguing! 
Great examples and v. thoughtful analysis, thanks!! 
 
ewe - Ewe  
Apparently has no concord, but we haven’t collected examples 
 
fij - Fijian 
A Grammar of Boumaa Fijian by Dixon 
 
Demonstratives distinguish for deixis and syntax, but not anything else. 
 

(p 58) 
 
Adjectives are discussed on p. 117-118. No mention of any kind of agreement. 
 



 

(p 117) 
 
Some adjective + noun combinations mentioned in the prose here. No specific marking 
of any kind. 
 
Not many examples for numerals. Mostly a discussion of how they can either be 
included in a relative clause or precede the modified noun when prefixed with /e-/. No 
marking is present, no agreement mentioned in the text. 
 

( p 144) 
 
fin - Finnish (Karlsson trans. Chesterman 1999:75) 
Few examples because I just know this. Number and case concord on demonstratives, 
adjectives, and numerals 

 
(Ibid. p. 138) 



 

   
 Demonstratives exemplifying (in order): Inessive, Inessive, Illative, Adessive, Adessive, 
Essive, and Inessive cases. More examples are on following pages. -IW 
fre - French 
I just know this. Gender+number on adjectives and demonstratives. Nothing on 
numerals greater than one. 
fur - Fur 

Beaton p. 52 
RK- This pretty clearly shows number agreement on adjectives (particularly look 

at “a tall chief” v. “tall chiefs”). There are also examples of this in sentences and it 
definitely looks like a thing (I gave this rather than the sentences because they don’t 
have nice minimal pairs). 



 

 I am unsure how to treat the difference in number marking between human and 
non-human nouns. Should that be considered gender? I’m a little hesitant, but it almost 
feels reasonable (it doesn’t affect our true study, but it should be noted that verbs also 
treat human and non-human nouns differently when they’re plural but the same when 
they’re singular). That said, non-human nouns apparently can take plural marking on 
adjectives when plural; they just don’t have to and generally don’t, in opposition to 
human nouns. 

Beaton p. 76 
 RK- From these examples, we can see pretty clearly that the demonstratives 
don’t care about case or human-ness, but they do care about number. Comparing illa 
kwe ‘that boy’ and killa kwa ‘those men’ we see a nice number contrast for human 
nouns; comparing in Sɔlɔŋduŋɔŋ ‘this Arab’s’ and in tɔŋ ‘this house’ we can see that 
human and non-human are the same in the singular; and comparing killa luttaz ‘those 
things’ with the aforementioned killa kwa ‘those men’ we can see that human and non-
human are the same in the plural. The examples show this pretty clearly, and there’s no 
indication that something like *illa luttaz could be grammatical for ‘those things’. 
 
gar - Garo (Burling, 2003) 
 
Adjectives: according to pg.109 adjectives are verbs.  There is a small group of seven 
verb adjectives that behave differently from the rest of the verbal adjectives, but they 
are called gi-verbs and are still treated as intransitive verbs.   
 



 

There seems to be no gender.  The only possible exception could be numeral 
classifiers.   
 
Pg. 248 

 
However, as can be seen above, the same noun can sometimes be used with different 
numeral classifiers, which makes it look a lot less like gender.  Numerals therefore do 
not show concord, as they don’t have gender agreement or number agreement (pg. 244 
says they don’t take plural suffixes).   
 
While numerals can occasionally show case-marking, this is only because case-marking 
in Garo is expressed with a clitic that always attaches to the last word in the nominal 
phrase, regardless of what it is (pg. 165).  Therefore, I would not really classify this as 
concord, as this is not case-marking that is agreeing with case-marking on the noun, but 
is rather the only instance of case-marking in the whole phrase. 
 
Demonstratives do not have gender concord (no gender in Garo) or case-marking ever 
because they are always first in the nominal phrase and the case-clitic attaches to what 
is last.   
 
Pg. 186 

 
 
As can be seen above, the noun has an accusative marker but the demonstrative does 
not.   
 
The only possibility for demonstratives would be number marking.  I was not able to find 
a sentence where the demonstratives ia ‘this’ or ua ‘that’ preceded a plural noun; 
however, in the demonstrative section on ia and ua are referred to and there is no 
mention of plural forms for them, leading me to believe they do not have different plural 
forms.  This is something I would have liked an example of to see though.   
 



 

geo - Georgian (Hewitt 1995) 
Demonstratives, numerals, and adjectives show concord for case but none show 
concord for number. 
 
Adjectives (p. 45) 

 
 
Numerals (p55) Also says “Numerals behave just like adjectives when used attributively 
with a declining noun” 

 
 
Demonstrative (pp58-59) here is one demonstrative showing the absoluative/oblique 
distinction. This is the medium distal form: that tall blind woman 



 

 
 
ger - German 
Personal knowledge. Gender, number, case on demonstratives and adjectives + 
definiteness on adjectives 
 
goo - Gooniyandi (McGregor 1990) 
Gender: none 
Number: sg/pl/du, but number-marking can go basically anywhere 
Case: a bunch of them, but again, they’re sort of like postpositions. 
 
Perhaps some case concord? there is some doubling of case markers but the author 
seems to think this is evidence of a special construction.  
(p145) Case concord on a demonstrative 

 
(pp 277-278) calls both number marking and case-marking postpositions, and they can 
basically appear on any word in the DP/NP, with a preference for particular words over 



 

others (see below) 

 

 
Here is an example from p. 252 showing a case marker in just one location 

 
And here is where he claims that examples with case concord (only saw 2 in all the 
examples I looked at) are more like a pseudocleft. 

 
 



 

grb - Grebo (Innes 1966) 
Gender: there is a gender; O/o for “important things” and E/e for “worthless things” but 
also it’s animacy based. Only in third person pronouns 
Number: seems like all/most nouns distinguish sg/pl but there are a variety of 
allomorphs; there are also singulatives 
Case: no mention 
 
Adjectives: Postnominal adjectives agree with noun in number  
P45 order is N-Adj; these are “deverbal adjectives” which from the plural with -(V)bo 

 
P89 some more examples, N-Adj, still with plural forms 

 
P91 a note: prenominal adjectives don’t show concord 

 
 
Numerals: p88 Nouns with numeral 2 (and higher, one imagines) are plural 

 
The form of the numeral two does not look like any of the plural allomorphs and Innes 
doesn’t say anything about plurl-marking, so I’m saying no concord 
 
Demonstrative: plural concord for demonstratives 
P45 here are the different demonstrative forms 



 

 
P90 and here are some in use 

 
 
grk - Greek (Modern) 
Greek: A Comprehensive Grammar of the Modern Language by Holton, Mackridge, & 
Philippaki-Warburton 
 
Gender has concord on adjectives and demonstratives (?), and numerals (p 252) 

(p 245) 
 
Number has concord on adjectives and demonstratives (?), and numerals (p 252).

(p 254) 
 
Case has concord on “all declinible modifiers.” 



 

(p 255) 
 
Declinable modifiers: 

(p 255) 
 
Thus, gender-case-number are marked on adjectives and numerals. 
 
Only some cardinals are declinable, but those that are mark for case, number, and 
gender, as indicated above. 
 



 

(p 295) 
 
Unclear on demonstratives. Refers to a table (see below) that reflects gender-case-
number (in the 3rd person), but the table doesn’t seem to match with the provided 
examples. 
 
Table showing inflections: 



 

(p 95) 
 
Oh yeah, this looks like its the 3rd person personal pronouns rather than 
demonstratives-- they clearly have some overlap with demonstratives but are not purely 
isomorphic. But you can see some similar endings--- like in (3) and (4), those appear to 
be F.Nom.Sg and M.Nom.Sg respectively... 
 
Examples provided of demonstratives. 

(p 318) 
 



 

Demonstratives show deixis, but I’m unclear on any inflections that may be showing 
concord due to limited examples and a lack of glossing. 
 
grw - Greenlandic (West)  
Gender: none on nouns so far as I can tell 
Number: sg/pl at least 
Case: yup! 
 
Adjectives: concord in number and case 
(Fortescue 1984:118) 

 
Two also bears pl marking here . 
 
From Sadock (2003) (p26) 
Qimmimik   taassuminnga angisuumik 
qimmiq=mik taassuma=mik angi-Tuq=mik 
dog=INS.SG that=INS.SG  big-APART=INS.SG 
‘That big dog (instrumental sg)’ 
 
From Sadock (p27) 
Qimmimik   qaqurtumik 
qimmiq=mik qaqurtuq=mik 
dog=INS.SG white=INS.SG 
‘White dog (instrumental sg)’ 
 
Numerals: see above and also below (Manlove 2016:332) 

 
Demonstratives: See the adjective examples above and also these below. 
I’ve added the below (‘who broke this cup’) gloss from the same grammar just to clarify 
that demonstratives also can appear in singular form as opposed to plural. 



 

 

 
 
gua - Guaraní 
Gender: none, so far as I can tell 
Number: nouns do not reflect plural, but there are a couple plural words and some 
number concord on demonstratives 
Gregores & Suárez 1967:144 

 
G&S 148 

 
G&S 149 

 
Case: none, so far as I can tell 
 
Adjectives: not really clear if they exist; they get lumped in with verbs (called “Quality 
verbs”). But they are uninflected in NPs, so far as I can tell. 
G&S 148 

 
(see also below in the numeral examples for a case of “pretty”) 



 

 
Numerals: 1-4 from Guaraní; combine with singular nouns and there is no special 
number marking 
G&S 142 

 
Gregores & Suárez 1967:145 

 
G&S P 150 

 
 
 
Demonstratives: (Certain) demonstratives show number concord (Cerno 2011:178). 

 

 
This is corroborated in G&S (p141) 



 

 
 
hai - Haida (Enrico 2003) #marginal 
Appears to have a sort of animacy-based gender system 
(p 663) two demonstrative sets, one ending in -sii that strongly preferences singular (not 
necessarily) and one in -gaay/-gee that strongly preferences plural (not necessarily)--- 
both can be used with mass as well. So I’ll call this “marginal concord”  

 

 
 
(p 664) “The -gaay, -gee demonstratives can easily 
be used in NP’s referring to humans [(6a)] but the -sii 
demonstratives are so used only in case the referent 
is low potency [(6b)].” Note as well that (6a) is plural 
and (6b) is singular (following the preferences for 
singular/plural stated above) 
 
(although I need to check and see what “DF” means 
again) 

 
(p 742) On Quantifiers--- divides them based on whether they are applicable to masses 
or singular individuals or aggregates 
 
Adjectives: Harrison (1895:138) makes this statement about adjectives 

 



 

Harrison (1895:139) 

 
 
Numerals: Harrison (1985:143) provides these examples of numeral classifiery things 

  
 
ham - Hamtai / Kapau (Oates & Oates 1968) 
Gender: none 
Number: says (p18) that plurality is “not expressed on nouns”  
P36 

 
P42 

 
P47 amä’ä is ‘man’ 

 
Case:  
 
Adjectives: Adjectives can take suffixes indicating number (p16) singular -pun, dual -
piyä’u, plural piyä; these were the only examples in the grammar. 



 

 
tin/container small-PL ti 
Knife big-PL ti 
 
P18 but it seems like they don’t HAVE TO take those suffixes 

 
First thing in these is a pronoun. 
They man big ti 
They.DU woman tall ti 
you.DU child naughty ti 
 
P67 no case concord--- case just docks on whatever is last in NP (exhibited with 
locative -u 

 
Bird house-on … (the bird sat on the house) 

 
Bird house big-on (the bird sat on the big house) 
 
Numerals: here is a list of forms. “It is not known when each form is used” p78 

 
P107 

 
Qämnga hivä’u’na moon/month two 
P115 

 



 

 
Demonstratives: 
P15: demonstratives are ta, tita, a (also any of those with -nga on the end)

 
P20 

 
Nut that woman.GEN ti 
 
hau - Hausa (Newman 2000) 
 
Adjectives: agree in gender and number p22 

 
Numerals: Says on p. 221 that numerals are invariant 

 
p382: usually use singular noun with numerals 

 
p382: but some nouns will be plural (phonologically simple plural forms) 

 
 
Demonstratives: agree in gender and number (but one of them has collapsed in the 
singular from a historical difference) 
p219 



 

 
P149: this dem is still gender-sensitive waccan, M wancan 

 
p372 here is the masculine version (or wait, I guess the accent is in the wrong place. 
This one is not quite the same as the one above) 

 
p147 

 
 
heb - Hebrew (Modern) (Michael Becker, pc) 
MN collected these examples from Michael Becker (Israeli linguist) when I was writing 
my Language & Linguistic Compass paper. Adjectives show gender/number concord. 

 
hin - Hindi (Rajesh Bhatt, pc) 
I got in touch with Rajesh Bhatt (native speaker, Prof at UMass-Amherst), here’s what I 
got. Two genders (masc/fem), two numbers (sing/pl), and two ``case’’ (direct vs oblique; 
the latter is used with postpositions/case particles). Demonstratives are invariant for 
gender, and the direct form ye is invariant for number these days (it used to be plural 
only).  
Yah/ye acchaa laRkaa  `this good boy (direct)’ 
Yah/ye acchii laRkii   `this good girl (direct)’ 
Ye acche laRke  `these good boys (direct)’ 
Ye acchii laRkiyaaN  `these good girls (direct)’ 
 
is acche laRke ko  `this good boy (oblique; ko = DAT)’ 
is acchii laRkii ko  `this good girl (oblique)’ 
in acche laRkoN ko  `these good boys (oblique)’ 
in acchii laRkiyoN ko `these good girls (oblique)’ 
 
ek laRkaa / one boy     .... laRkii/ girl 
do laRke / two boys ... laRkiyaaN/girls 



 

ek laRke ne / one boy.Obl Erg ... laRkii/girl.Obl 
do laRkoN ne / two boys.Obl Erg ... laRkiyoN/girls.Obl 

hix – Hixkaryana 

Tagged as “no concord,” no examples collected 

hmi - Huitoto (Minica) 

Gender: two in pronouns 
Number: sg/pl in nouns 
Case: existén 
 
Demonstratives: the same demonstrative is used for singular and plural (p94) 

 

Numerals: two examples; one below and this one (p56). Weirdly they insisted that 
adjectives precede but this dialog has postnominal adjectives... 

 

Adjectives: No mention of plural forms, and there are no adjectives modifying plural 
nouns that I’ve been able to find (p42) 

 

hmo - Hmong Njua 



 

Tagged as”no concord”, no examples collected 

hun - Hungarian 
Personal knowledge. Demonstratives show concord for number and case and nothing 
else shows concord. 
 
hzb - Hunzib 
 
All examples taken from van den Berg 1995. 
 
Demonstratives show concord for case, number, and gender according to the chart 
below.  (The first ‘this’ means ‘near the speaker’ and the second means ‘near the 
hearer’).   
 
Pg. 61 

 
 
The 1/3/5/ and 2/4 are the gender distinctions.  There are five genders and they are 
referred to by the numbers 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, so the demonstratives in the first column in 
each set are for genders 1, 3, and 5, while those in the second column would be used 
for genders 2 and 4.  The case distinction is a simple nominative/oblique distinction, and 
there is a suffix (either -ra or -la) added to the 1/3/5/ form to mark plural.   
 
Pg. 59 
 



 

 
In this example, the ‘this’ used is the singular oblique form, since the noun it modifies is 
in the dative case. 
 
Pg. 58 

 
In this example, the ‘that’ used is ogu because it is the nominative, singular form for 
genders 2 and 4, and the noun it modifies is nominative, singular, and gender 2.   
 
All adjectives show concord for case and number, although the author indicates that the 
case distinction is being lost.  The chart showing endings for adjectives is below.   
 
Pg. 57 

 
 
Attributively, adjectives have a number distinction, and in the singular number they have 
a case distinction between nominative and oblique.   
 
About 15 adjectives also have gender distinctions in the form of a prefix, as can be seen 
in the chart below.   
 
Pg. 58 



 

 
 
The numbers along the side indicate the genders 1-5, and the prefix of the adjectives 
changes according to gender and number.  This chart also shows the nominative forms 
of the singular.   
 
Pg. 57 

 
In this example, the adjective does not have the -u suffix since the noun it is an attribute 
of is oblique/dative and singular, and it does have a y- prefix indicating the gender of the 
noun ‘girl’.   
 
Pg. 57 

 
In this example, the prefix on the adjective is b- since the noun ‘girl’ here is gender 2 
and plural, and the adjective also has the suffix -ar the indicate that the noun is plural.   
 
Lastly, numerals agree with the nouns they modify in case only.  Numerals have 
nominative and obliques suffixes, as can be seen in the chart below.  
 
Pg. 69  



 

 
For numbers 1-3 the suffixes are irregular, but from 4 on the nominative is -n(o) and the 
oblique is -(e)l.   
 
Pg. 82 

 
In this example the number hə̃s ‘one’ is in the nominative form since the noun ‘boot’ is 
nominative.   
 
Pg. 36 

 
In this example the number ‘eight’ is in nominative form since the noun qoqo ‘house’ is 
nominative.   
 
igb - Igbo (Emenanjo 1987) 
Gender: none 
Number: sg/pl; only marked on a few human nouns (5) 
p222 

 

 
Case: none on nouns 
 
Adjectives: there are only 5 adjectives (distinguishable from nouns based on whether 
they cause a particular tonal pattern in apposition), and they don’t change for number 
(p81) 



 

 
 
Numerals: No classifiers (or other marking) on numerals 
p40 

 
p81 

 
 
Demonstratives: Two demonstrative modifiers in Igbo, and neither one (apparently) 
inflects for number 
P71: S, SCS = V, VCV 

 
P81 here is a nominally plural DP with a singular demonstrative after it. 

 
 
 
ika - Ika / Arhuaco (Frank 1985) 
Gender: none 
Number: Nouns are not marked as singular or plural (p39), but there’s a plural word. 

 
Case: some; all peripheral 



 

 
Adjectives: a small # of adjectives can be used my themselves to modify nouns, N-Adj 
p26 

 
Other adjectives, when attributive, muyst appear in something that looks RC like. 

 
 
Numerals: appears to be Num-N (p40) 

 

 
P44: a numeral with no case-marking 

 
Jk, p. 41 he says they may precede or follow depending on definiteness. Exx from p. 42 

 
 
Demonstratives: no mention of number-differentiated forms, and here’s this table 

 
P44 



 

 
P110 a form with plural reference, but no plural-marking 

 
imo - Imonda (Seiler 1985) 
Gender: none 
Number: Only a few nouns have number (p.36) 
Case: exists, but it is peripheral in DP 
 
Adjectives: generally follow; no special number marking mentioned and didn’t find an 
adjective modifying an overtly pl noun. 

 
NB: this “NOM” is not nominative. It’s  “nominalizer” and many adjectives must be used 
with a nominalizer suffix. 
 
Numerals: come after the noun; no special marking on the numeral 
P.39 

 
P50: “Australian” number system (i.e., base 2) 

 
 
Demonstratives: I didn’t find any demonstratives modifying overtly plural-marked nouns 
(that would be hard to find). 
P61: dem can appear on either side of noun 



 

 
P61: dem modifyning NP with plural reference; still no form change 

 
p164 a minimal-ish pair 

 

 
 
ind - Indonesian 
(Examples from Indonesian - A Comprehensive Grammar by Sneddon) 
 
There’s no discussion in the texts about any case marking or gender in Indonesian at 
all.  
 
No concord on demonstratives. 
 



 

(p 129) 
 
Explicitly denies gender concord. No definiteness marker, and no other apparent 
markings or affixes. 
 
No concord on adjectives. 
 

(p 146) 
 

(p 146) 
 
Unfortunately, there weren’t many examples of adjectives, as the system is quite simple 
in Indonesian. However, we can see that /rumah/ ‘big’ appears in two examples and has 
no particular features affixed to it in either case. 
 
No marking on the numbers whatsoever. Mention is made of ‘definite’ and ‘indefinite’ 
numbers; but ‘indefinite’ numbers are words like “some” and “many,” not numerals. 
 

(p 132) 
 
However, counting particles can be suffixed to numbers. Only three are in common use, 
though many exist, and they are most often used for the singular. Ah, ok, these are like 



 

classifiers then. Interesting that only 3 are in common use but many more “exist”?? I 
wonder to what extent they exist. 
 

 (p 135) 
 
ing - Ingush 
I’ve studied Ingush so much that these facts are burned in my brain. Demonstratives 
can show number and case concord, numerals can show gender and case concord, 
adjectives can show gender, number, and case concord. Great discussion in Nichols’s 
(2011) grammar. 
 
iri - Irish 
 
Irish (Doyle) 
 
Adjectives have concord in case, number, and gender. 

(p 34) 
 



 

 
 
No apparent concord on demonstratives -- same system as in Gaelic. 



 

(p 40) 
 
Numerals also don’t seem to have concord --  again like Gaelic. 

 
 
Note the lack of inflection on /dha/ ‘two’. 
 

(p 55) 
 
irq - Iraqw (Mous 1993:5) (Mous, 1993) 
Gender: Three 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: “Exclusively borderline case marking” (WALS) 
 
Adjectives: 



 

 
Pg. 44 
Here the book makes the claim that adjectives agree in number with their noun. (order 
is N-Adj). The set of examples given below the paragraph demonstrate the way the 
nouns change into plural and how the adjectives likewise change to match. 
 

 
“Long journeys (n) make you tired.” (Translation from bottom sentence) 
Pg. 203 
This example shows how the adjective ‘long’ changes in the context of a sentence to 
reflect the plurality of ‘journeys’ from the first sentence to the second sentence. 
 

 
Pg. 229 
This is another example of a plural marker glossed as being attached to an adjective for 
a plural noun. 
 

 
Pg. 203 



 

Mous says here that adjectives agree in gender with their noun via tone differences.  
 

 
Pg. 203 
The difference in the adjective ‘small’ here is demonstrated with the accent on different 
places given the gender of the noun. The adjectives are glossed as reflecting gender. I 
think this is the best method the author has of showing the variants in tone he explained 
in the paragraph above. In summary, adjectives appear to inflect for number and for 
gender. 
 
Numerals: 

 
Pg. 118 
Here is a list of the Iraqw numerals for reference for the following examples. 
 



 

 
Pg. 117 
The top sentence shows the word for ‘two’ being unmarked for number, gender, or 
case. Likewise, the third sentence shows the word for ‘six’ as unmarked for agreement. 
 

 
Pg. 230 
Once again, ‘three’ is unmarked for any agreement for number or gender. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
Pg. 114 
Here is a list of the demonstrative pronouns. These forms are used when the noun is 
referred to earlier in the sentence or if the referent is absent but understood. The top 
row is referred to as DEM1 in glosses, the second row DEM2, the third as DEM3, and 
the fourth as DEM4. 
 



 

 
Pg. 115 
Here are examples used with nouns. When the demonstratives are used attributively, 
they are suffixed to the end of the noun, and only the ending of the demonstrative is 
present. Gender is exhibited by a linker that appears between the noun and suffix, such 
as the masculine linker ‘uw’ in the second sentence or the feminine linker ‘r’ for the third. 
However, the demonstrative suffixes themselves are indistinguishable for gender so 
they cannot be shown to have concord for gender. 
 
The demonstratives also cannot be said to have concord for number since the different 
forms of the demonstratives do not correlate to different numbers. 
 

 
Pg. 113 
In this example, DEM4 is translated as ‘that,’ when in the last sentence of the example 
above, DEM4 was translated as ‘those.’ This difference in number is explained by the 
plurality of the noun rather than the plurality of the demonstrative. 
 

 
Pg. 137 



 

Here DEM3 is translated as ‘those’ when in the first example at the top of this section, 
there is a sentence where DEM3 is translated as ‘that.’ Once again, this shows that 
demonstratives do not convey in themselves information about the plurality of the noun. 
 
 

 
 
jak - Jakaltek (Grinevald Craig 1977: 127-128, 137, 154) 
Jakaltek (Popti’) has a system of classifiers, which are not gender on their own, but 
numerals greater than two change to match the gender of the noun (fewer distinctions 
made than in the classifier system) 137 (note: I classified this language as not showing 
concord, but that appears to have been an error) 

 
jpn - Japanese 
Personal knowledge; no concord 
 
juh - Ju|'hoan (Dickens 2005) 
Gender: 5 genders, at least partially unpredictable 
Number: Sg/Pl 
Case: none 
 
Adjectives: Adjectives can be plural, and in some cases, they cause the plural-marking 
on the noun to go away. But in at least some contexts, plural is marked on both N and 
A. Adjectives follow nouns. 
(p30) 



 

 
Child: sg dà’ámá, pl dà’ábí or dà’ábísí, so it is plural here 
Person: sg jù, pl jú direction of the accent 
 
P. 30: showing that plural is sometimes left off of noun 

 
 
pXX (need to order the book; towards the back IIRC) 

 
Notice plural form of jú is preserved 
 
Numerals: Numerals don’t distinguish plural or singular forms, but they do occur with 
plural nouns (unless that noun’s plural ends in -sì or -sín. See above for plural form, 
below for loss of plural. (p88) 

 
The plural of book (p27) is ǂxanùsì. The -sì is lost because it is followed by an 
“adjective” 
 
No page number but here’s another example 



 

 
 
Demonstratives: Kind of complicated. The main demonstratives in the language are 
verbs. (p49) 

 
There is some plural marking here--- it’s just on the relativizer à/sà, not on the 
demonstrative verb. 
 
However, there is one case where an ordinary pronoun (which agrees in gender) can be 
used to indicate previous reference, and in this case, it agrees in gender+number (p63) 

 
 
 
kay - Kayardild (Evans 1995? Evans 1985?) 
Gender: None 
Number: (p184) possessive pronoun with number concord (LOT = number). This is the 
only example in the grammar.  Does say on p. 183 “Number suffixes display concord 
over the whole NP, except where the LOT suffix co-occurs with the quantity nominal 
muthaa ‘many’.” BUT also says “number marking is optional on nouns/adjectives but 



 

obligatory on pronouns (5.2.1)” ALSO, finally, coded in WALS as having no nominal 
plural. So… maybe it’s a derivational plural? 

 
P.480 another one with the possessive pronoun 

 
Case: yes; case concord 
 
Adjectives: case concord (at least) (p143) case concord on an adjective: big-ABL 
person-ABL 

 
p161 : MPROP = Modal Proprietive 

 
 
Numerals: case concord (at least) on numerals 
(p236) 

 
 



 

Demonstratives: (p119) case concord (dem, adj, poss) and case stacking!! 

 

 
(p151) 

 
p. 214 - Here’s an example with a demonstrative but no LOT (i.e., number) concord. 
There’s no mention of number forms of demonstratives when they’re introduced on p. 
206 

 
 
ker - Kera 
Gender: 2 (m, f, collective/plural) 
Number: 2 
Case: unclear/none 
 
All examples from Ebert 1979.   
 
Adjectives: Agree in gender and possibly number, although I didn’t find an adjective with 
an obviously plural noun (this one is collective) (Pg. 159) 

 
 
Adjectives agree in gender and possibly number.  Here the adjective meaning “big” 
appears following the noun and agreeing with the gender of the noun in form.  English 
translations of German glosses in order are:  “a big house”, “a big gourd”, “a big body of 



 

water”.  Many adjectives have different prefixes and suffixes as well as vowel harmony 
based on the gender, giving them sometimes dramatically different forms. 
 
 
Numerals: no evidence or discussion of gender/number agreement Pg. 163 

 
The prose at the beginning states that numerals are attributive only when they appear in 
definite noun phrases.  Numerals have separate definite forms, taking the form of 
engma at the end of the word, but since they will always be definite when attributive, I 
didn’t think this counted as concord.  The example in (34) means “The four children 
came in order to see him”, and has the noun kemar ‘children’ followed by the numeral 
four with an engma.  The example in (35) means “He left early in the morning with the 
three donkeys” and has the noun agerhe ‘donkeys’ followed by the numeral three with 
an engma.  There is no discussion or evidence of gender or number agreement for 
numerals.   
 
Demonstratives: reflect gender and “number” in the collective form (Pg. 136) 



 

 
 
Additionally, it is unclear to me whether the “ander-” words count as demonstratives, in 
which case there would be definiteness agreement.  “Ander-” is translated to “other” 
usually in English and is separated in the table, which makes me inclined to think that 
they are not the same as demonstratives, but they are put with the other demonstrative 
meaning “this” in their own example section and the intended meaning could also be 
something like “those”.  However, if it was “those”, I would have expected “jen-” to be 
used instead of “ander-”.   
 
Pg. 160 

 
 
The demonstratives meaning “this” used after the nouns and agreeing with gender and 
also possibly number.  (The last is collective form).  English translations of German 
glosses in order are: “this man”, “this woman”, “these people”.   
 
ket - Ket 
 
Demonstratives show clear gender and number concord. 
 



 

Vajda 2004, pg 80 

 
 
In the above examples, the demonstrative has a different ending based on the gender 
and number of the noun it modifies.  There are three genders, m, f, and n, but only a 
two way distinction in plural between animate (m and f) and inanimate (n).  
 
Adjectives seem to show number concord according to Georg 2007, but according to 
Vajda 2004 it’s not “real” concord. 
 
Georg 2007 pg 138 

 
 
Different endings/forms for adjective in plural versus singular can be seen above. 
 
Vajda 2004, pg 80 

 
 
Georg admits that the plural ending is optional, but Vajda takes it further and says it is 
not indicative of “true” concord.  Vividness!! I’m fine with saying this is concord, but 
optional concord. We basically don’t know anything about optional concord. It sounds 
totally reasonable to me that there would be subtle semantic/pragmatic effects (or 
however else one might characterize “vividness”) in languages where concord is 
optional. It al 
 
Georg (2007) says only numeral 1 has concord, and it only is for gender (pg. 179) 
 
Pg. 315 : Example of a numeral from Georg (2007)  



 

 
P. 178 : another example from Georg (2007) 

 
Though these numerals both end in nasals, which is the characteristic plural suffix in 
Ket, there are other numerals (e.g., sīk ‘four’, qāk ‘five’) which do not look plural in any 
way in my opinion) 
 
kew - Kewa/Kewapi (Yarapea 2006) 
A little bit inconclusive because Yarapea rarely gives plural-marked nouns in complex 
DPs, but here’s what I found 
 
(p87): here the demonstrative is a singular form (paradigm on p43); notice that case-
marking is not duplicated 
 

 
 
(p91): no plural marking on noun or quantifier here with a plural verb.

 
 
(p91): brief mention of demonstratives with no mention of morphological forms. 



 

 
 
(p99) Pretty cool number system, but it isn’t used in examples with complex DPs. 

 
kfe - Koromfe (Rennison 1997: 261, 287) 

 
 
So, here we have adjectives agreeing in number... 



 

 
And these are demonstratives agreeing in number/gender? They’re glossed as “long 
det” which I presume means “long determiner”, but the translations all use 
demonstratives… (MN) 
 
kha - Khalkha 
We must have looked at this a long time ago, because we had the answer no but no 
examples in the document. 
 
khm - Khmer 
 
Examples from Huffman 1967. 
 
There is no evidence or mention of gender that I could find, and no evidence of case 
marking.   
 
Pg. 145 



 

 
 
Numerals do not have concord with nouns in number; instead it seems as though both 
noun and numeral remain in singular form.   
 
Pg. 163 

 
There seems to be no number marking on demonstratives either. 
 
There is, however, a numeral classifier/specifier system.  
 
Pg. 147-149 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 
 
I recorded this as g? In the spreadsheets, since that was how I recall you wanted 
numeral classifier systems treated.   
 
As for adjectives, they were not given a lot of description in this source, but Ehrman 
1970 but then in the Verbs section of the grammar and described them as stative verbs 
on pg. 59 of that sketch.   
 
kho - Khoekhoe (Hagman 1974:64) 
 

 
 
I e-mailed Leland Paul Kusmer, who works on Khoekhoe and he told me that attributive 
modifiers of nouns don’t show concord, giving me these examples 

 



 

But those things on the ends might be determiners, so we could say determiner 
concord. You can postpose a modifier and then get an extra determiner, but Leland 
thinks this is basically apposition. 

 
 
khs - Khasi 
 
Examples from Rabel 1961.   
 
Demonstratives are formed by adding a prefix that agrees in gender and number, which 
are the same as the third person pronouns, to a “demonstrative base”.   
 
pg.108 

 
 
While this example says demonstrative pronouns, the formation is the same for 
attributive demonstratives.   
 
Pg. 66 

 
 
These pronouns form the first part of the demonstrative, and agree in gender and 
number, as well as something that is called “diminutive”, and is briefly stated by the 
author to indicate familiarity, although I am unsure what this is.   
 
Pg. 68 



 

 
 
The demonstrative in the first example has ?uu because the noun is masculine and 
singular and tu because it describes something near to the person being spoken to.  
The second has kii because the noun is plural and tay because it describes something 
at a distance but within sight.  (The second ?uu and kii in each sentence is the “gender 
article” of the noun) 
 
Pg. 56 

 
 
Only the numeral wey ‘one’ has concord, meaning no concord put in spreadsheet for 
numerals. 
 
Pg. 136 

 
 
Adjectives do not exist and the above construction is referred to as a relative clause by 
the author.  Therefore, no concord.   
 
kio - Kiowa (Andrew McKenzie, pc) 
 
Andrew McKenzie is a linguist who has been working on Kiowa for years--- he said that 
demonstratives do agree with the head noun in gender (if it’s right to call it gender) and 
number. 



 

(Watkins 1980:124/125) 
RK- There is a difference between Kiowa as it appears in Watkins’ grammar and as it is 
being taught here at OU; I can explain it in person and see what you want to be done, 
but this pretty directly proves that demonstratives agree in number. 

Adjectives are an even more complicated issue, as they don’t exist as a class 
distinct from verbs. There are two kinds of attributive adjective-like constructions- 



 

relative clauses and compounding. Both examples can be said to have number 
agreement. Note that only stems which change for number show number agreement. 
Here are compounding examples with agreement: 

 
(Watkins 1980:128/129) 
 Note particularly the comparison between 49a, which takes the singular stem for 
“big”, and 49b, which takes the dual/plural stem. 

Gender agreement can sort of be said to exist for both demonstratives and 
adjectives, but it’s like that indirect agreement I was talking about with Amharic. There it 
was determined that it didn’t count, and if it didn’t count there, it shouldn’t count here. 
 
kis - Kisi (Childs 1988:24) 
Gender: 7 
Number: sg/pl 



 

Case: None 
 
The gender system, hereafter talked about as the class system as the author does, 
splits nouns into seven different groups. Not only does this class system convey gender, 
but there are different classes for singular and plural too. This causes class and number 
agreement to be demonstrated by the same affix in the following examples. 
 
Adjectives: Adjectives show concord in Kisi 

 
Pg. 24 
Here the adjective for ‘big’ is marked with a suffix that matches the preceding noun. This 
suffix changes for class, and in doing so, also conveys number agreement. 
 
Numerals: 

 
Pg. 113 
In these examples, the numeral for ‘two’ has a prefix that matches the suffix on the 
noun, denoting class and number together. 
 
The author explains later that the word itself for the numeral ‘two’ goes through a couple 
of changes depending on the class, and the numeral for ‘three’ has a couple fewer 
changes. However, agreement is marked predominantly by the prefixes. 
 
Demonstratives: 



 

 
Pg. 129 
Demonstratives show agreement in class/number in a similar fashion as the preceding 
examples. 
 
klv - Kilivila (Senft 1986) 
Gender: massive gender/classifier system 
Number: sg/pl; marginal on nouns but active on Dem/verbs 
Case: none 
 
Here’s an example showing everything (p. 69) 

 
“These two beautiful girls”. Note that vivila also shows PL marking, the singular form 
being vivi. 
 
Adjectives: Some adjectives must be marked with a gender prefix; some can but need 
not be; some may not be. Exx p. 85 

 
The prefix ke- is used for wooden objects; the prefix na- is used for animals 



 

 
I don’t have any examples of these with overt nouns yet. 
 
Numerals: Numerals also must combine with the gender prefixes. See above, but also 
below (p77) 

 
In complex numbers, the gender prefix gets repeated on basically every component 
numeral of the complex numeral. 

 
 
Demonstratives: basically a circumfix surrounding class-marker, PL marker (if PL), and 
an extra marker to take it from proximate to distal. (p64) 



 

 
And from p65 

 
Template: ma/mi-CP-PL-we-na 
 
kmu - Khmu' (Premsrirat 1987) 
Gender: gendered pronouns + numeral classifiers 
Number: none (except in personal pronouns: sg/dl/pl) 
Case: none 
 
Adjectives: Here are some examples; no discussion of any morphology and none that I 
could see. (p31, 35) 

 
These are representative. I wasn’t able to find an example of an adjective when the 
noun’s reference was plural (looked 30 mins), but I feel confident given this language’s 
genetic and areal context. 
 



 

Numerals: Numerals themselves don’t inflect, but the language has classifiers. 
Numerals from p. 33--- most numerals are borrowed from Thai. 

 
Here is a possibly incomplete list of classifiers (p34) 

 
And a few examples: (p34) 

 
There are some nouns which exist both as nouns and as classifiers, which is pretty 
interesting! Premsrirat calls them “Self-classifiers” (p35) 



 

 
 
Demonstratives: occur last in DP. I went a little bit crazy trying to gather examples 
because there is some variation in form, but I don’t think it’s number-based. For 
example, for the distal demonstrative, I saw these forms: k@nà:j (SG, p31), knà:j (SG, 
p72), nà:j (DL?, p31), k@`:nà:j (PL, p36). The k@ piece is also the 3sg neutral pronoun. 

 

 
But, I looked through almost the entire grammar, and there were fewer than 10 total 
examples of attributive demonstratives. I don’t think they show concord. 
 
knd - Kannada (Schiffman 1983) 
Adjectives do not show concord, if this clear statement is to be believed (p. 43) 

 
Oh, I just found something! This discussion on p. 47: Attributive demonstrative modifiers 
are invariant for gender, number, case (i.e., they don’t show concord).  



 

 
There are demonstratives that agree in gender, but they cannot be used with an overt 
noun (i.e., they’re just DPs/NPs all on their own) 
 
knm - Kunama 
Gender: None (Bender 1996:13) 
Number: sg/pl + dual in some dialects (Bender 1996:12) 
Case: yes but they all seem clitic-like 
 
Adjectives: both orders of adjective and noun are possible, but N-Adj is preferred. 
Adjectives can’t be distinguished morphosyntactically from nouns (p300) 

 
 
 
 
Case clitic attaches to the right edge of the entire constituent as in this example (Abay 
2012, p 53) 



 

 
Thompson (1983:301): number is “attracted” to the adjective, but also says agreement 
is “optional” (??) 

 
Thompson (1983:301) 

 
Child-my-this-sg-obj 
Child-my-sing good-this-sg-obj 
Cow-his-sg black-pl-towards 
House-their-sg big-those-pl-at 
 
From Bender 1996: examples where the noun is definitely plural-marked in tandem with 
adjective (p41) 

 

 
 
Numerals: modify plural nouns; whole NP is plural but numerals take the position of 
adjectives (Thompson 1983:304) 

 
ka/ke Seb-e 



 

Man ten-PL 

 
Ke kussum-oe // man five-that.PL 
darke Seb-ene // woman ten-this.PL 

 
Ita ande baare // house big.PL two.PL 
it-a/it-e and-ename // house-SG/house-PL big-this.DU 
Makkabe aSaade satte // pig(PL??) fat.PL (?) three.PL 
 
 
Abay 2012, p 82 

 
 
Demonstratives: Seems like demonstratives agree in number even when they’re 
suffixes 
Thompson 1983:293 

 
Thompson p312 



 

 
 
P42 MA thesis 

 
 
 
 
knr - Kanuri (Hutchison 1981:207) 
Gender: None 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: 6 - 7 cases 
 
(*Sometimes it looks like there isn’t an example picture above a gloss and a translation, 
but the pictures sometimes do a weird thing where they seem to disappear but are still 
there; you just have to adjust them a little to get them to show back up.) 



 

 
Kanuri has a SOV sentence structure. 
Noun phrase = noun followed by adjective, then numeral, then demonstrative 
 
What WALS calls case can be understood as postpositional marking. For example, the 
Genitive ‘case’ is explained as being: 
NPx NPy + bè y’s x   (Pg. 197) 
Here, the entire noun phrase acquires the genitive post position +bè to show genitive 
‘case.’ As example sentence is given below: 
 
Pg. 207 

 
Person (pl)  country        this+GEN     know (1sg. present) 
I know the people of this country. 
 
For the rest of the book, anything that might elsewhere be called case is called 
‘postpositional marking’ by the author. On pg. 215, the author says “Kanuri does not have a 
case marking system according to the present analysis.” Since ‘case’ can be proven to be 
represented by postpositions, I will not be looking for case concord within the noun phrase. 
 
Adjectives: 
Hutchinson does not clearly say whether adjectives will match their head noun for 
plurality. When giving irregular plural forms for some of the adjectival nouns, he says: 
 

 
Pg. 44 
This seems to imply that perhaps adjectives are not always plural when their head 
nouns are. Since the adjectives are adjectival nouns, I would hypothesize the plural 
forms would be made in the same manner as normal nouns, that is, with the plural suffix 
+wá. 
 
However, I was able to find multiple examples of plural adjectival nouns agreeing with 
the plural head nouns. 
 

 
person (sg)   blind 
blind person 



 

 

 
person (pl)  blind    + pl 
blind people 
Pg. 196 
 
From these two examples, we can see that the adjectival noun ‘blind’ takes on the plural 
marker to match the number of the irregular plural noun ‘people.’ 
 

 
person (pl) important (pl)-redup 
very important people 
Pg. 196 
Reduplication can also be used to pluralize an adjective, but in the example above, not 
only is there reduplication, but the word for important is also in an irregular plural form. 
 
At this point, it kind of seemed that despite the author’s original claim, adjectives would 
change to match the plurality of the noun, but so far all the examples I was finding 
included the word for ‘person’ which has an irregular plural form, and oftentimes ‘people’ 
gets special treatment, right? 
 
 
 

 
mountain tall (sg.)    tall (sg.) 
high high mountains 
Pg. 196 
 
In this example, the adjectives are singular, but they are reduplicated to show plurality. 
However, the problem occurs with the word ‘mountain’. I haven’t been able to find it 
elsewhere in the grammar, but it is does not show typical plurality as nouns do with 
+wá. However, it was not listed among the irregular plural nouns (of which there is are 
very few and it is a closed set), and it was not listed among the non-count nouns that 
are always taken to be plural. On pg. 195, Hutchinson says “As is apparent in certain of 
the following examples, this [reduplication] may occur to express plurality either with the 
singular or the derived plural form of the head noun.” 



 

 
Numerals: 
Numerals do not appear to agree in number with their head noun. “When plural 
numerals function as modifiers, the preceding head noun may be singular or plural.” Pg. 
202. 
 

 
Pg. 203 
Here is a list of numbers for reference for the following examples. 
 
Following is an example of a number with a plural noun:  
 

 
house+pl           big(sg)  also  beautiful(sg)        also  three  
him   give (2S past) 
I gave him three big and beautiful houses 
Pg. 203 
‘House’ is plural in this example, but the numeral for three remains unchanged. Here is 
an example of with a singular head noun: 
 

trunk    heavy    three 
three heavy trunks 
Pg. 203 



 

 
‘three’ remains unchanged even though the noun is now singular. Thus numerals 
appear to not shown number concord with their head noun. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
Would be better if we could find examples with overt nouns--- the fact they say “as 
determiners” makes me think that they _can_ be used with overt nouns, but it would be 
good to find an example with an overt noun if we can. 
 
 
Demonstratives do agree with their head noun in plurality. The four demonstratives 
given are ‘this,’ ‘that,’ ‘these,’ and ‘those.’  
 

 
pleasant  water       this 
It’s good, this water. 
Pg. 174 
 

 
horse         this fast 
This horse is fast. 
Pg. 50 
 

 
horse         that    fast          negative nonverbal predicate 
That horse is not fast. 
Pg. 50 
 

 
girl + pl       these     not go 
These girls are not going. 



 

Pg. 50 
 

 
thing + pl    those     theirs 
Those things are theirs. 
Pg. 207 
 
From these examples, it can be seen that demonstratives do agree in number with their 
head noun. 
 
koa - Koasati (Kimball 1991) 
(p299) Cardinal numerals are verbs in Koasati--- take all verbal morphology (including 
switch reference) 
 
(p343) “A marked nominal plural in Koasati is permitted only for nouns that refer to 
human beings … Plurality in Koasati is expressed obligatorily only in the verb (see 
Chapters 10 and 15)”  
(p408) No adjectives (just calls them all noun modifiers; nominalized verbs) 
(p414) demonstratives: no discussion of number-marking (or case-marking), and an 
example is presented with plural translation but no plural-marking in the Koasati 
example 

(p414) 
kor - Korean 
Personal knowledge; no concord 
 
krk - Karuk (Bright 1957) 
I e-mailed Line Mikkelsen (who works on Karuk) and she said the following: 
 

To the best of my knowledge, there is no nominal concord. There is no gender or 
case. The demonstrative is invariant for number as is the definite article. 
Adjectives are typically compounded with the noun. 



 

 
However, numerals have “classifiers” and they look fairly gender-like (p128) 

 
Discussion of classifers from earlier (p70) 

 
None of the examples of demonstratives had plural nouns, so we can’t say for sure, but 
I have a feeling he would have mentioned something if they could be plural (combined 
with what Line said) 
 
kro - Krongo 
Coded as “no concord”, but we do not have examples. 
 
kse - Koyraboro (Koroboro) Senni (Heath 1999) 
Gender: no grammatical gender 
Number: sg/pl, concord on dem 
Case: only postpositional, no concord 
 
Adjectives: Looks like you can get a plural adjective after a noun (but is it peripheral 
plural?) It’s peripheral. There is plural-marking on the “core NP”). 
P115: plural on ‘alone’ 

 
 
Numerals: combine with singular nouns, certainly. No indication of any kind of marking 
p145: two examples with numerals 



 

 
 
Demonstratives: plural concord on demonstratives 
p115 these examples; also note that dem + NNC is still singular! 

 
Pp 129-130: these next two examples  

 

 
 
Bonus! Definite article: shows number concord (p128) 

 
 
kut - Kutenai (Morgan 1991) 
 
Adjectives: Morgan’s grammar seems to think that adjectives exist: most of them require 
a stative suffix to turn them into verbs (as opposed to normal verbs, which do not 
necessarily require that). They have to be adverbialized to be used attributively, I think? 
Morgan p393 



 

 
P403: says “it is not possible to directly state the order of nouns and modifying 
adjectives in Kutenai, because adjectival stems in Kutenai are a sub-class of intransitive 
verbal stems.” 

 
 
(p407) there are demonstratives and demonstrative-like words 

 
(p410-413) discussion of how D-like words are also pronouns and can take verb-like 
inflection; cases of attribution may actually be kind of like appositives or relative 
clauses. Still no examples of concord. I’m calling it! (MN) 
 
Update! I found a Dryer paper on demonstratives, and in fact, they distinguish proximate 
and obviative forms! Really seems like we’d want to call this concord. 

(p1) 

(p2) 



 

(p3) 
I am turning this into a yes! 
 
kyl - Kayah Li (Eastern) 
 
Examples from Solnit 1997 
 
Pg. 5 

 
Adjectives do not exist, and therefore cannot express concord. 
 
Pg. 8 

 
Additionally, the language does not have case or gender, does not mark nouns for 
plural, and does not seem to have any kind of agreement or concord.   
 
lad - Ladakhi 
 
Examples from Korshal 1979 
 
pg.144 



 

 
 
There is no gender in Ladakhi (pg. 56).  Additionally, I do not believe there can be any 
concord because each element of a noun phrase, including the demonstrative, numeral, 
and adjective, are all linked together in a specific order and then marked with number 
and case at the very end.  Therefore, adjectives for example no not agree with a noun in 
case, but instead the entire phrase/word is marked with case with a single suffix.  
 
pg.144 

 
 
Above are several examples.  In example four, the noun khə/n/-pə ‘house’ is connected 
to the adjective rde-mo ‘beautiful’, which is connected to the numeral ñis ‘two’, which is 
finally connected to the dative case marker lə.   
 
lak - Lak (Zhirkov 1955) 
Zhirkov, L.I. Lakskii iazyk; fonetika i morfologiia. Moskva, izd-vo Akademii nauk SSSR, 
1955. 
Prepared by Lyosha 



 

5 noun classes; number; case 
Pp. 45-46, showing an adjective agreeing in gender/number but not case

 
Translation: qunssa adimina “a big person, an important person” 
qunma adimina “a big person, specifically the one that is important or big” 
qunmur dush “a big maiden, specifically the one that is big; older maiden, eldest 
daughter” (class III) 
qunmur lu “a big book, specifically the one that is big” (class III) 
qunmur nits “a big bull, specifically the one that is big” 
qunmur shyarssa “a big woman, specifically the one that is big or important” (class IV) 
qunssa arantal “big people, important people” (plural form with -ssa doesn’t agree) 
qunmi dushwaral “big maidens or daughters, specifically ones that are big” (plural form 
requires agreement in suffixes) 
qunssa adiminal... “big or important person... ” (gentive case, but adjectives don’t agree 
by case) 
qunmur dushnil byukhmmulnu vev uvkunu bur... “the older girl (genitive case) screamed 
loudly” (adjectives do not agree in case, but agreement by class exists) 
 
Numerals 
P. 53, showing numerals agreeing in class; states that they don’t agree in case but 
provides no examples; nouns in collocation with numerals are singular. 



 

 

 
 
Demonstratives: agree in number but not case, and there is no mention of class… 
 
P. 73: demonstratives showing number agreement but not case agreement 

 

 
What I couldn’t tell from Lyosha’s work is whether k’a was another demonstrative 
(another demonstrative root) or whether it was agreeing in class. I think it was another 
root, though.  



 

 
lan - Lango (Noonan 1992) 
Gender: None 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: None 
 
Adjectives: 

 
Pg. 154 
 

 
Pg. 155 
In the first example, the word for ‘dog’ does change from 1a to 1b to demonstrate the 
singular and plural forms of the noun. Likewise, the adjective for ‘good’ changes to 
reflect the plurality of the noun in 1b. 2a and 2b have the same format, though the noun 
remains unchanged from singular to plural. 
 
Numerals: 



 

 
Pg. 110 
Here is a list of numerals for reference for the following examples. 
 

 
Pg. 167 

 
Pg. 168 

 
Pg. 171 



 

From the examples above, we see that the numerals do not inflect for number. There is 
no concord for numerals. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
Pg. 86 
Here is the list of determiners for future reference for the following examples. 
 

 
Pg. 86 

 
Pg. 87 
From these two examples, we see that the demonstratives take the form of suffixes 
added to the end of the noun. The book makes the distinction between singular and 
plural, but the noun alone seems to change and the demonstratives seem to take 
different forms only to reflect distance. 
 



 

 
Pg. 86 
So this paragraph states that there are plural forms for ‘this’ and ‘that’ but that they are 
used rarely enough that the singular forms can be used the same way as the plural. 
Overall, I’m a little unsure of what to put for the demonstratives. 
 
lat - Latvian 
 
Adjectives: 
 
Adjectives inflect for gender, definiteness, number, and case. 
 
Masc. and fem indefinite declensions, by case, for the singular and plural.  

(p. 51) 
 



 

(p. 52) 
 
Indefinite vs. definite declensions of a masc. singular adjective. 

(p. 113) 
 
Numbers mark for gender in their base forms. 

(p. 159) 
 
While not explicitly discussed in the text below, compare the endings of the number-
noun phrases below to the adjective endings noted above. 

(p. 160) 
 
Masc.pl.nom, fem.pl.nom/acc/loc, masc.pl.dat, etc. Thus, attributive cardinals mark for 
gender, number, and case. Numbers do not mark for definiteness; or rather, they are 
always in the indefinite. 



 

 

(p. 160) 
 
A Short Grammar of Latvian, Mathiassen 
 
Demonstratives mark for gender, number, and case. 
 

 
(p. 68) 
 
No mention of definiteness marking. 
 
lav - Lavukaleve 
(From Terrill (1999)) 
 
Demonstratives agree in gender and number (plurals do not agree in gender) (p54). 

 
To be really sure, we should find an example where the demonstrative is actually modifying a 
noun, because in some lgs, only bare demonstratives inflect (and modifying demonstratives do 
not) 
 
Demonstratives with overt nouns: 
 
Agree for gender and number, until the plural, which does not mark for gender: 



 

 

(p 163) 
 
See /hoiva/ ‘those’, which has inflected for pl. but not gender in (23), and compare to /heana/ 
‘that’ in (24), which has inflected for both sg. and m. 
 

(p 164) 
 
Cardinals show concord in gender and number. 
 



 

(p 71) 
 
The first number here /sevi/ ‘eight’ shows no concord. However, /savatam/ ‘ninth’ has 
agreement for the number and gender of the noun it refers it. 
 
Ah, okay! A clarification: eight and ninth are both numerals, but they are different kinds of 
numerals. Things like eight are called  cardinal numerals, and things like ninth (or eighth) are 
called ordinal numerals, and cardinal numerals and ordinal numerals are often distinguished 
morphologically (and possibly syntactically). In many languages, ordinal numerals are basically 
adjectives. So, did Terrill mention anything about cardinal numerals ever showing concord? 
 
Only the cardinals 1 and 2 show concord. 

(p 49-50) 
 
Compare (39), with no concord on /oa/ ‘six’, to (41), with gender agreement on /lelemal/ ‘two’. 



 

(p 81) 

(p 81) 
 
Adjectives have concord for gender and number. 

(pg 47) 
 

Adjectives agree in gender (m, f, or n) and number (singular, dual, plural) 

(pg 47) 
 
The Agreement Suffix paradigm in Lavukaleve, showing the agreement system (including not 
marking for gender on plurals): 

(p 232) 
 
lep - Lepcha (Plaisier 2007) 
Gender: none (p47) . but maybe human v nonhuman 



 

Number: suffix on nouns, allomorphy for humanness (p48). It’s also not REALLY plural 
in a grammatical sense== means “manifoldness”; “X and associates”; follows entire NP 
  
Adjectives: No mention of agreement in adjectives and very few examples of attributive 
adjectives in the grammar in general. 
 
(p. 86-87) No gender on noun or on adjective, no number, no case, no definiteness. 

 

 
P52: plural word follows entire NP, so it is suffixed on ‘big’, which follows ‘man’. 

 
 
P80 

 
 
Numerals: 
P 50 

 

 
P54 



 

 
No concord mentioned on numbers. 

(p. 
91) 
 
Counting numbers had no inflection, and the attributive forms are only marked as 
attributive, not marked to reflect properties of the noun head. 
 
Demonstratives: only mark for deixis; no concord. 
P58 

 
p87  

 

 
P101 



 

 
P129: def marker on outside of Dem 

 
P175 no doubling of plural marker on dem 

 
 
lez - Lezgian (Haspelmath 1993) 
Case: 18 
Number: distinguishes sg/pl on nouns (incl. Pluralia tantum!) 
Gender: none (but existed at one time) 
 
Adjectives and demonstratives (p262): neither reflects gender (these examples are 
representative) 



 

  
 
Also, this example shows the lack of case concord (p263) 

 
 
Numerals: he states in the grammar that they do not inflect when they are attributive. I 
apparently did not get an example, but the grammar was written by Haspelmath. Here is 
an example of the numeral ‘one’ failing to bear the case-marking of the noun it is 
modifying. 

 
Haspelmath 1993:230 
 



 

Adjectives, numerals, and demonstratives can all be “substantivized”, which means they 
are appearing without an overt noun head. In these instances, they can inflect for case 
and number (although adjectives require an additional suffix). 
 
lkt - Lakhota (Ingham 2003) 
Gender: anim/inanim 
Number: sg/du/pl but not marked on nouns; present on modifiers 
Case: none 
 
Adjectives: Van Valin p.69 

 
Van Valin p. 60 

 
Hã’ska here doesn’t have plural pi or reduplication, but then later it was indicated as 
having 3singular P agreement… Oh, looking at Ingrahm, I think it’s a zero-marker 
P. 69 

 
 
Ullrich 2018 p. 87-- no number marking on tall here 



 

 
 
Ullrich (2018:92-93) shows that adjectives in DPs without determiners DO get 
reduplicated to indicate plurality. 

 
De Reuse 1977:69: no page numbers-- here we have TWO adjectives and each one 
reduplciates, so it’s not just rightmost adjectives that get marking 

 

 
 
Numerals: De Reuse (1977:113) gives this list of numerals 



 

 
P134 says the numerals are “VS”s and the NP contains a relative S; no number marking 
on numerals as far as we can tell. 

 
 
Demonstrative: Ingham 2003:39 

 
Van Valin p. 60 

 
 
mab - Maba (Weiss 2009) 
Gender: just numeral classifer series 
Number: singular, plural, singulative, pluralitive-- classic North African number system 
Case: just clitic postpositions 



 

p91 There are some nouns with singular/plural forms; also this language has 
“singulatives” where sometimes singular is marked and plural is unmarked. There are 
multiple plural affixes. This is just one. 
 
A little bit on the number system here... 

 
OK, this is a bit wild. Some nouns have no number marking, and they are either 
inherently singular or inherently plural. You can see the number from the adjective (p97) 

 
So here, leopard is inherently singular. An unmarked adjective can’t modify it. 

 
Here, ‘man’ is inherently plural, so it goes with a plural adjective. 
 
Adjectives: Looks like they agree in number in a similar way to other elements. But 
there are some places where it doesn’t agree. Unmarked form is used “when the noun 
is inanimate singular or mass” (p144). There is a whole section on adjectives but there 
are no attributive examples there. 
 
(p182) 

 
jarre = earthenware jug/jar 
 
p.182 



 

 
P.408 

 
 
Numerals: 1-6 have classifiery type series. Chart and examples below from pp155-156 

 

 



 

 
These examples all involve forms of the numeral mbà:r/mbí:r ‘two’ 
 
Numerals higher than 6 don’t have multiple forms. 
 
Demonstratives: Demonstratives distinguish singulative and non-singulative forms. 
(p105) 

 



 

 
(p153) Here is a chart-- it has full forms 

 
 
mak - Makah (Matt Davidson and Adam Werle, p.c.) 
Matt Davidson is a specialist in Makah and Adam Werle also works on Makah and 
related languages. I e-mailed them and they said there basically isn’t concord in Makah, 
although it does have classifier suffixes on numerals (like Yurok), and I think this is a 
borderline case. 
 
ʔaƛqapɬ  pikuʔuˑ  'two trinket baskets' (-qapɬ for roundish objects) 
ʔaƛaˑc̓iq  č̓apac  'two canoes' (-c̓iq for long thin objects; the long /a/ is epenthetic) 
ʔaƛaˑp̓eyiɬ  ɬuʔaɬ  'two boards' (-p̓eyiɬ for long broad objects; the /a/ is again epenthetic) 
 
So the ʔaƛ is ‘two’ and then there are suffixes. The suffixes are optional.  I get that these 
are semantically based and so they don’t seem like gender, but honestly, I’m not sure if 
it makes a difference formally-speaking. However, this case does seem different from 
more obvious examples of concord. 
  
 
mal - Malagasy (Keenan & Polinsky 1998:567) 



 

 
Keenan & Polinsky state that demonstratives are unusual because they show number 
agreement, and demonstratives are essentially the only category bearing number 
inflection in the entire language (exception : 2nd person pronoun). Interestingly, the 
noun does not show number-- only the demonstrative. 
 
map - Mapudungun/Mapuche (Smeets grammar) 
No concord, as far as I can tell. For starters, no gender. Attributive demonstratives do 
not appear to show number inflection 
 
(p84) 

  

 
We have to trust the translation here (i.e., that it is actually plural), but there is no 
special marker of plurality on the demonstrative. In discussing forms of demonstratives 

(84-87), Smeets makes no reference to 
number inflection. 
 
Nothing special on numerals or adjectives 
either--- again, we have to trust Smeets 
translation (especially of the one with no 
numeral). 
 
It’s of course possible that the noun is really 
“singular” with the numeral (since that 
happens), but with the demonstrative, it is 



 

unlikely that Smeets would translate it as plural if what it actually meant was “this white 
house”. 
 
mar - Maricopa (Gordon 1981/1986) 
Need data, but we had this note: “Adjectives and demonstratives can have case endings attached, 
but they don't match the nouns; instead they seem to just tag along at the end of NPs (p. 48)” 

 
mau - Maung (Mwang Singer 2006) 
Gender: 5 
Number: 1, 2, 5* (*not very commonly used at all), plurality marked on nouns 
Case: No case 
 
Adjective: 
Pg. 21  

 
Pg. 22 

 
It looks like there are articles that must precede adjectives, and these articles 
communicate gender instead of the adjectives themselves inflecting to show gender. 
The top example has an adjective with a referent in a different sentence though.  

 
Pg. 141: Here the adjective just has a preceding article matching the gender of the 
noun. 



 

 

 
Pg. 95 
The second example in this set shows a plural marker attached to the adjective short, 
though the noun for stick does not inflect for plurality. Since the adjective follows the 
noun, it might be that this plural marker is just attached to the end of the whole DP/NP. 
Oh, nevermind, I see later that there are otherwise plural words? Seems like a crazy 
plural system! 
 
Numeral:  

 



 

 
Pg. 27 
In the examples above, the word for two does not appear to change or receive any kind 
of article prefixes like adjectives. Even when combined with the word for woman and the 
word for man, neither of the numerals change despite the change in gender between 
these two nouns. Similarly, the second picture shows no agreement in any way for the 
words for five and two to match ‘moon.’  
 

 
Pg. 27 
In the example above, the author discusses how the phrase for three should not be 
analyzed as a conjoined noun phrase but rather as a multiword expression that has the 
characteristic of agreement. This seems to imply that numerals do not typically show 
agreement for plurality.  
 

 
Pg. 97 
Here the word for two doesn’t display any gender information. There is a plural 
demonstrative, but beyond that, no other number information seems to be available in 
the clause. 
 



 

 
Pg. 150 
In this example, while conveying the idea of a third object, there is a gender marking 
matching the noun attached ‘arakap’ (one), but not for ‘ngarrkarrk’ (two).  

 
Pg. 148: The numeral one has a prefix conveying gender information even though it is 
not attached to other numerals to convey ‘three’ or ‘nine.’ I hypothesize that the numeral 
one shows concord for gender, but since it is singular, it does not show concord for 
plurality unless when being used to describe groups of human beings greater than two. 
Other numerals do not show concord. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
Pg. 30  
 
The demonstrative ‘juka’ in the top sentence matches the proximal feminine article 
shown in the paradigm below. It agrees in gender with the feminine pronoun. The 
sentence below has the masculine distant demonstrative ‘naka.’ This example shows 
that demonstratives are marked for gender. 
 



 

 
Pg. 31 
The paradigm above shows that there ought to be demonstratives for plural nouns. 
 

 
Pg. 27 
The plural proximal demonstrative ‘puka’ is used above to match the plurality of the 
three women.  
 

 
Pg. 97 
Here the plural article ‘pata’ is used to match ‘children.’ Thus, demonstratives match in 
gender only when they are singular, but they also match in plurality when a noun 
becomes plural. 
 
may - Maybrat (Dol 2007) 
Gender: Masculine vs. unmarked 
Number: unmarked on nouns 
Case: no case marking, so far as I can tell 
 
Adjectives: Dol does not make a distinction between adjectives and verbs, despite the 
fact that only some “verbs” can be used attributively. In any case, attributive “verbs” 
show gender concord. 
(p71) 



 

 
Dol insists on calling these “person prefixes” and indicating person in the glosses, but 
gender is only distinguished on 3sg prefixes, and so we could just as easily say that 
they’re gender markers à la Bantu. There are also some examples with multiple 
adjectives, but sometimes the prefix is missing, and this is phonologocially determined 
(discussed earlier in the book). She calls them ‘covert prefixes’. Here are some on 
p.129 

 
But here’s one on p128 where both prefixes persist. 

 
 
Numerals: Only the numeral for one takes gender marking. (p130) 

  

 



 

These are the “classifier” examples that she gives, but they’re really just possessive 
constructions, not morphosyntactic classifiers. 
 
Demonstratives: demonstratives agree in gender but also sometimes don’t in a way that 
I didn’t fully understand. Here are some examples from p99 

 
There is a third degree of distance, but this at least shows the gender agreement. There 
were also some examples (I didn’t save them, unfortunately) where the unmarked 
gender was used even though the head was masculine. 
 
It is hard to see whether demonstratives agree in number because the system is 
convergent to unmarked gender in the plural, so it would have to be a masculine plural. 
Since she does not mention number agreement in the section on demonstrative, I will 
take her at her word. I also looked through 100 pages for a plural “men” and didn’t find 
one. Closest thing I found was this on p. 132 

 
It’s hard to know what’s going on here. At first I thought that all the “unmarked” gender 
modifiers were agreeing with “head”, but now I’m not so sure. In any case, we can’t 
really call this plural concord, I don’t think, due to the syncretism. We’d want a clear 
exponent of plurality. 
 
mei - Meithei (Chelliah 1997) 
Meithei does not have concord. There is an attributive marker ə- that attaches to things 
to make them attributive, but there’s no inflection/agreement on those attributive things.  
 
Gender system: -pi/bi ‘female’, -pa/ba ‘male’, but unproductive 
Number system: optional -siŋ 
Case system: 6 case suffixes (+ zero marking), marked on right edge of NP 
 



 

(P249) 
Here we see the demonstrative -si attaching to the right edge regardless of what that 
element is (20a-c), and it does not match the feminine suffix or express dual/plural 
number. 
 
P.81 

 

 
Here we see again no agreement for the demonstrative -tu nor for the adjective ‘red’ in 
(11c). Not shown here, but ont he same page there are free form demonstrative 
examples and they also don’t show agreement--- they are the same as above except 
suffixed to the attributive schwa rather than to the preceding noun. 
 
mku - Maranungku (Tryon 1970) 
Gender: 4 (sort of), but not really obligatory(?). Below from p12 
● Awa: any animal or insect which may be edible 
● Yili: tools, weapons, all wooden instruments 
● Miya: vegetable food of any type 
● 0: parts of body, kinship terms, “natural phenomena” ; does not have a special 

marker 
p34: Gender in use awa 

 



 

p34: but not used here for spear (it could possibly be class IV tho) 

 
p45: gender not used for boomerang 

 
Number: sg/dl/pl only in pronouns/verbs (p12) 

 
Case: none, so far as I can tell 
 
Adjectives: when plurality is “stressed” (e.g., more than 4 or 5, I guess?), adjectives can 
be reduplicated. I would be very surprised if this was obligatory based on the 
discussion. 
P13 basic adjective 

 
P13 reduplicated adjectives 

 
 
Numerals: follow the noun; no special marking. Only native numerals up to 5. 

 
 
Demonstratives:  
pp13-14 



 

 
P16 here are osme complex DPs: N-Adj-Dem-Num-Poss 

 
 
mnd - Mandarin 
Personal knowledge; no concord 
 
mrd - Marind (Olsson 2017) 
Gender: 4 genders 
Number: some nouns do not reflect number but modifiers can; some nouns (a small 
group) reflect gender (pp125-126) 
Case: 
 
Adjectives: p76 many adjectives form compounds 

 
Here, dohu-basik shows gender agreement (class II) with pig. 
 
p77 only 16 property words (adjectives) show agreement.  



 

 
 
p139 sometimes adjectives are just compounded with nouns 

 
P155 okay, now it sounds like they’re always compounded, but they can still agree 
inside of the compound 

 
P179 great!! A full list! 



 

 
 
Numerals: Numerals are not listed among the agreeing categories on p191; really only 
two native numerals and they count in Malay (I think?) otherwise. 
 
P160 anim ‘people’ is plural (singular anem/anum), gender I/II 

 
P161 note the plural demonstrative 

 
P103 Here’s one that is gender III, still no change 

 
 
Demonstratives: pp 83-84 Dem-N, N-Dem, Dem-N-Dem 

 

 



 

P84 

 
P86 this one shows a plural demonstrative 

 
P178 

 
P179 

 
 
 
 
mrl - Murle (Arensen 1985: Murle Grammar) 
Murle has number agreement for demonstratives and adjectives 
Demonstratives (pg 99-100) 

 

 
Adjectives (pg 100-101) 



 

 

 
RK- These sentences are the only comparison of the same adjective both sg and pl in 
the grammar (look at the word for tall). They’re probably not the best, as the word for 
“tall” is one of the only known irregular adjectives (usually the stem does not change 
before adding the plural suffix), but it still works. 
Note that adjectives can pluralize with two different suffixes: -ik and -ε. This is not two 
different classes of adjectives, each taking a different suffix; all adjectives exist with both 
forms, and speakers are given the choice between the two. It is stated that “some Murle 
prefer to use [the -ε suffix] when the adjective modifies a person”, but there doesn’t 
seem to be any further elaboration- should this be considered gender? I would probably 
argue no, but there’s a valid case to be made. 
I was gonna ask if there was a gender system based on the first two examples (like, can 
we be sure that the “these” vs “this” distinction is only reflecting a number distinction 
and not a number + gender distinction. WALS does say it has no gender, though, so 
that is at least promising.  What you have described at the end does make me want to 
say yes… but perhaps not a robust system of gender… (MN) 
UPDATE: I’m saying this is no gender since we don’t have good evidence. 
 
mrt - Martuthunira (Dench 1994) 
Gender: None 
Number: sg, plural, two, three, ‘a little’ 
Case: 7 cases 
 
Adjectives: Pg. 55 

 



 

Dench describes that adjectives and nouns are hard to distinguish because both can 
often appear as the head of a noun phrase and that ‘adjectives’ are more accurately 
described as being nouns modifying noun phrases.  
 
Pages 54-55 



 

 
When the adjective ‘dry’ acts as a modifier to a noun phrase, it doesn’t appear to be 
inflected as it sometimes does in other roles. 
 

 
Pg. 58 
Here the adjective ‘little’ is inflected for both plurality and case. 
 

 



 

Pg. 61 
Lisewise, ‘good’ in this example is inflected for case as well.  
 

 
Pg. 75 
Here we have ‘useless’ inflected for case and plurality as well. Despite the confusion 
caused by the first few examples, it appears that adjectives in Martuthnira are inflected 
for case and number.  
 
Numerals: Pg 190 

 

 
Pg. 203 
This example shows the numeral two being inflected for the case of the noun 
 
Demonstratives: 
Case and number concord on demonstratives 

(118) 



 

(150) 
 
mss - Miwok (Southern Sierra) (Broadbent grammar) 

(p131) 
The above makes it sound like case concord is obligatory but number concord is 
optional, but there are not many examples. 
 
?i-HmetiH-j-?ok  cicka-HmetiH-j 
that-PL-ACC-PFIX bird-PL-ACC 
“Those birds” 
 
?i-Hs-0-?ok       tin:y-t:i-Hs-0 
that-INST-NOM-PFIX what/something-DIM-INST-NOM 
“With that little something” 
 

(p132) 



 

?okaHh-N   ?i:h-N-?ok    Tama-N        la:ma-?-hY: 
?same?-GEN that-GEN-PFIX sourberry-GEN bush/tree-NOM-3SG 
 
(p133) Discussion of discontinuous constituents (briefly), indicating that it is case 
concord which shows that the discontinuous members are related. 
 
Numerals:  
P104 here are some examples in isolation, but there were almost no complete 
sentences in the grammar and thus no examples of numerals in attribution. 

 
 
mun - Mundari 
 
Lutrowi 2013 pg. 26 

 
Shows how demonstratives agree with nouns in number and gender.  Great examples! 
This is interesting, although it makes me wonder whether the noun ever shows the 
gender…? Since in these cases, it seems the only way we know the gender of the noun 
is from the demonstrative… -MN 
 
Cook 1966 pg. 171 
 



 

 
Describes above the lack of concord for adjectives in Mundari.  Can’t get clearer than 
that :) -MN 
 
I didn’t find any specific prose about numerals, but from examples it would appear that 
there is no concord of any kind for numerals.  Cool. -MN 
 
mxc - Mixtec (Chalcatongo) (Macaulay 1996) 
Gender: Macaulay argues for grammatical gender based on some gender in possessor 
agreement (marked masculine vs. unmarked other, see p. 113 
Number: Yes, at least on verbs and some modifiers 
Case: Unclear 
 
Adjectives: a couple adjectives have PL forms, and one example is given of attributive 
use (p109) 

 
Interestingly, this plural form of `long’ is not obligatory, as I found another example 
where the singular form is used with the plural word xiná?a. (p113) 



 

 
P. 87 but not all attributive adjectives show concord 

 
Numerals: Here is an example of the numeral `two’ appearing before a noun. (p11) 

 
Demonstratives: the two demonstratives, wāá and žaɁá apparently do not show 
concord. (p113) 

 
myi - Mangarrayi (Merlan 1982) 
Gender: Masculine, feminine, neuter 
Number: sg- dual - plural / sg - dual - trial - plural 
Case: 6 cases with explicit forms, but other cases exist with same forms 
 
Adjectives: (p51) could possibly find more/better examples, but at least there is one 
example showing case concord and the author just saying that NPs with adjective and 
noun involve concord. 



 

 

 

 
These show adjectives with plural markers so adjectives change to match number as 
well 
 
Numerals: Pg. 92 

 
Pg. 93 

 
Pg. 91 

 
The grammar says on page 92 that numerals can be inflected for gender, but that the 
numerals two and three are not inflected for noun class. The examples they give for 
these however show the numeral acting as a NP rather than a modifier. In the examples 
above, where a numeral occurs as a modifier, concord does not appear to be necessary 
for numerals.  
 
Demonstratives: 
Pg. 107 



 

 
The demonstratives in Mangarrayi serve a few different functions than what I was 
expecting, so I included this list as functions as a reference. 
 
Pg. 111 

 
The demonstrative for ‘the/this’ in this example is the word used for masculine 
accusative. 
 
Pg. 113 

 
Here, in the top sentence, the demonstrative for ‘that’ is inflected for the feminine form, 
is marked for the nominative case, and is distant. From this and the previous example, 
we can say that demonstratives are marked for gender and for class. The next sentence 
in this same example shows the nominative distant form of the demonstrative ‘those’ as 
being dual. 
 
On page 112 of Merlan’s grammar, she talks about the dual, trial, and plural forms of 
demonstratives. The dual demonstratives have different forms for distant vs. non-
distant, and both are inflected for case. The same happens for the trial demonstratives. 
Plural demonstratives however just show marking for case; there is not a full set of 
contrasting distant vs. non-distant demonstratives. 
 
The example from pg. 113 showing the dual distant nominative demonstrative is not 
marked for gender because it appears plural demonstratives do not have gender.  
 
nbd - Nubian (Dongolese) (Armbruster 1960) 
Gender: none 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: 3 cases, all peripherally marked 



 

 
Adjectives: agrees in number (p339) 

 
Ka = house; dul= large 
p342: shows that case is peripheral both marked for plural, but only the second word 
changes in form based on case. 

 
p327 N + Adj, Dem + N 

 
 
Numerals: singular form of cardinal, singular noun 
P358 

 



 

 
p359: N + A + Num + others 

 
 
Demonstratives: There is a demonstrative iN with a homorganic nasal on the end. It 
does not change for number or case. 
p350 

 
P327 Dem + N 

 



 

 
ndy - Ndyuka (Huttar and Huttar 1994) 
Gender: none that I saw 
Number: not marked on nouns (stated in the grammar) 
Case: no morphological case-marking 
 
Adjectives: pretty unequivocal about this. See this statement from p527 

  
P199: some examples (one sg one pl) 

 
 
Numerals: nothing special with numerals, and I’m gonna go ahead and say no 
classifiers. There’s some collocationy stuff with ten but that doesn’t seem like enough. 
P532 

 
P207 



 

 

 
 
Demonstratives: don’t exist (!). The definite article shows concord, but there are no 
demonstratives. 
 
P203 

 
  
nen - Nenets (Nikolaeva 2014:153) 



 

 
A Grammar of Tundra Nenets by Nikolaeva 
 
Concord on attributives is always optional (151). 
 
Examples of optional adjective concord. 
 

(p. 152) 
 
Person also has concord. 
 

(p. 152) 
 
Case concord: 
 



 

(p. 153) 
 
In Nenets, if the head noun is only marked for one feature, then the attributives can only 
have person-number concord, not case. If the head noun is marked for more features, 
then the attributives can either only mark for number, or they must mark for every 
feature on the head noun (152-153). 
 
So messy!! 
 
nez - Nez Perce (Deal 2016) 
Gender: classifier system for numerals (well, it’s reduced now) 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: yes 
 
Adjectives: case concord and number concord (p330) 

  
 
Numerals: Relics of a classifier system-- Deal’s informants only use two of them. (p319) 

 
There is also optional case concord on numerals (dissertation, pp. 33-34) 



 

 

 
 
Demonstratives: Optional case and number concord (p329) 

 
 
nht - Nahuatl (Wolgemuth, trans. Mackay 2007:61) 
Gender: None 
Number: sg/plural with numeral suffixes 
Case: No case 
 
Adjectives: 



 

 
Should check to see whether these adjectives can be used attributively --- this could just 
be used as predicates. -MN 
Having looked through this chapter again it seems like attributive adjectives are ‘bound’ 
to their respective nouns. An example provided is “soft earth:” (p. 64) 

 
So I would say concord actually doesn’t happen here. (But it still does in the 
demonstratives, as seen above.)  
This could be a compound, though, so then it wouldn’t actually be an attributive 
adjective. But it could be that this is the only strategy--- some languages do not allow 
attributive adjectives, and some languages just don’t have adjectives at all. Seems like 
Nahuatl is a “unique adjective behavior” language, in any case. 
That said, it’s still possible that a reduplication process would occur in the plural, but I 
can’t find any examples of this type that are actually in the plural. My guess is that the 
author would have mentioned it if it happened. -IW 
Cool! This all sounds reasonable to me. I agree that the author would have mentioned it 
if it were possible given the demonstrative examples. 
 



 

 
Pg. 146 

 
Pg. 146 
In the description above, the author talks about how these adjectives ending in ‘-yo’ are 
made plural by reduplication of the first syllable, as was described in the examples from 
Wolgemuth above. In the example sentence, I think I found a plural adjective, 
‘memecayo’ which means ‘leather.’ It has the ‘-yo’ form and reduplication, but they did 
not have a singular example to compare against. I’m not sure, actually--- because 
leather shows up earlier in the sentence, I was trying to figure out which word meant 
leather, and it looks like the cuetlax part (it’s in tlatencuetlaxyotili, too). So then I looked 
for a Nahuatl dictionary and looked up the word for leather and in one dialect at least, 
leather is kuetlaxtli. So I wonder if memecayo is straps…? 
 
Numerals: 



 

 
Pg. 151 

 
Pg. 151 

 



 

Pg. 152 
While this section of the book didn’t have any example sentences with numerals, it did 
have a list of numerals and classifiers, which I thought might be more valuable than 
nothing. There was nothing mentioned in the numeral section about how the numerals 
might inflect to show case or number. 
 
Demonstratives: 

 
(Ibid. p. 63) The examples at the bottom are especially important, as they show the 
demonstrative with the noun. -MN 
 
niv - Nivkh 
 
All examples from Gruzdeva 1998 
 
Pg. 16 

 
 
Adjectives do not exist and therefore cannot show concord. 



 

 
Pg. 19 

 
Pg. 25 

 
Demonstratives do not have either number or case agreement, as can be seen in the 
phrase ‘this house’ in (12), where ‘house’ is marked with locative and the demonstrative 
is not, and ‘this man’ in (33), where ‘man’ is marked with plural and the demonstrative is 
not.  (There is no gender in Nivkh) This is also especially interesting because there is a 
pluralized demonstrative in (33), but it’s not attributive, it’s an independent pronoun. 
 
Numerals follow an elaborate numeral classifier system, and I was unsure if it counted 
as gender here.  Was there a page number for the classifier system? I’m kind of unsure 
how I want to proceed at the moment with that part of the project… 
 
Pg. 23 

 
Above is an explanation of Nivkh’s classifier system.   
 
 
Additionally, numerals 1-5 behave differently from 6+.   
 
Pg. 24 



 

 
 
Numerals 1-5 come after the noun (6+ come before) and show case (6+ don’t).  
However, I’m not certain if this is concord because the noun is then put in nominative 
case.  Essentially, the numeral isn’t really agreeing with the noun in case because the 
noun is displaying nominative and the numeral is displaying something different.   
 
Pg. 25 

 
The numeral two here has the dative/additive case and the noun ‘brother’ is nominative.  
If there were no numeral, ‘brother’ would have been marked dative/additive  
 
Pg. 25.

 
The five from the phrase ‘five boats’ is marked with instrumental case, whereas the 
noun ‘boat’ is nominative. 
 
I like your analysis-- I think you’re right. Two explanation: either the syntax of numerals 
1-5 is different from 6+, making the numerals into the head of NP (and thus they get the 
case-marking) OR they’re not the head, but case-marking just attaches to the rightmost 
element in the NP, whatever it is. 
 
 
nti - Ngiti (Kutsch Lojenga 1993) 
Gender: none, so far as I can tell 
Number: a small number of nouns (human-denoting) have sg/pl forms 
Case: again, nothing as far as I can tell 



 

 
Adjectives: Some adjectives have singular/plural distinctions (p345) 

 
Observe that even if the noun itself does not distinguish SG/PL (e.g., dza `house’, tsu 
`tree’), the adjective does. Here are a few more from (p346) 

 

 
 
Numerals: As far as I can tell, numerals don’t change at all to go with the noun. There 
was no discussion of special morphology of the numeral (pp353-358). All the examples 
given in the numerals section involve nouns that don’t have plural forms, e.g., p355 

 

 
Notice that the numeral can eitehr precede or follow, possibly with a tone change (as for 
`two’). There is also a split construction where the numeral appears sentence-initially, 
which I haven’t shown here. 
 



 

I did find one example of a numeral with plural noun (p411) 

 
Here, we see `seven’ with the plural form of children (singular is ngbángba). However, 
this is in fact the only noun with a plural form that can be used with either a singular or 
plural demonstrative (see below), so its a bit  unclear what is going on here. 
 
Demonstratives: There are three degrees of distance, and all demonstratives reflect a 
sg/pl distinction. Again, notice that this is true even if the noun itself does not have a 
plural form (p373) 

 
If the noun does have a plural form, then the demonstrative matches the number of the 
noun EXCEPT for the noun nzónzo, which can be used with either sg/pl demonstrative 
(p373) 

 
 
nug - Nunggubuyu 
Adjectives: talks about “adjectival nouns” which can show concord 



 

 
a-wurugu-wuy            a-runggal-wuy 
ANA-pond-ALL/DAT  ANA-big-ALL/DAT 
ANA = noun class marker. ANA class. 
 
Numerals: says that they are usually verbs (but not obligatorily! And then gives no 
examples). “They were two. They went” = “They [two] went” (pp 494-495) 
P.154: so here, I guess that na-wula-wa: would be the non-predicative form, bearing a 
gender prefix (na- “msg, mdu, NA class”), -wa: is a dual marker 

 
 
Demonstrative: shows concord for gender and number 
p501 

 

 
P502 



 

 
This is anaphoric NA form (...?) but I don’t know what the ‘yun’ is. 
TEXTS, p.299 (65.13.4) 

 
 
ond - Oneida 
Need examples! But somewhere got the impression that it does not have concord… 
 
orh - Oromo (Harar) (Owens 1985: 87-88, 105, 222-225) 
Harar Oromo has relatively robust concord. Owens (1985:222) gives this chart. 

 
Of note: gender is the unifying property here, but there is no implication from number to 
case. 
 
The page numbers given above contain most of the good data, but here are some 
representative examples. 

 



 

(Adjective case concord, 87) 

 
(adjective number concord, 87) 

 
(demonstrative gender concord, 225 (also case, 224-225) 
 
otm - Otomí (Mezquital)  
Isaac’s example from Estado de México Otomí: (Lastra 1989:53) 

 
Adjectives: 
Hess 1962:15 

 
Hess 26 

 
 
Numerals: 
Hess p54 



 

 
Hess p57 

 
P131: plural marking on possessive pronoun 

 
P153 

 
Demonstratives: 

 
Hess p45 

 
Hess p101: seems like Dem concord is optional 

 
Hess p130 

 
 



 

Other: There are apparently plural articles Hess (1962:25) 

 
P131 pluralized possessive pronouns? 

 
 
pai - Paiwan (Chang 2006) 
Case particles, number particles, and classifiers. There are some nouns with 
independent plural forms, but I didn’t find examples of them with demonstrative. 
 
Demonstratives: There are distal/proximal pairs, but there is no mention of plurality. 
P.105 table of adnominal demonstratives-- no mention of plurality 
 

 
Here’s an example from p. 224 with a plural NP but still just zua. 

 
 
 
Numerals: Two classifiers incorporated into noun root, also some classifiers as separate 
words, but those examples did not involve additional head nouns (except piece, which 
could have been a pseudopartitive). They can either precede or follow the noun. 
Sometimes there’s a linker (not sure when!) 
(pp167-168) 



 

 
Forms (pp109-110) 

 

 
 
Adjectives: There’s no mention of plural forms of adjectives so I’m gonna say no. 
Weirdly missing pages 149-161, which I could use. 
P.164: the adjective sanguanuga? In a plural NP, no reference to plural-marking. The 
reduplication is just part of adjectival formation. 



 

 
 
pau - Paumarí (Chapman & Darbyshire 1991: 254ff) 

 

 
These examples show agreeing demonstratives and the second one shows an agreeing 
numeral (I guess?) 

 
In this example, the theme suffix -ha on the demonstrative both agree with the noun 
mat, but the possession suffix ni agrees with the possessor. 
=== 
Adjectives which have a final -na/-ni suffix agree in gender with the noun they modify 



 

 
** I super do not understand what is going on with these adjectives!! ** 

 
 
prh - Pirahã 
Everett does not mention grammatical gender or any kind of nominal agreement in his 
grammar. Furthermore, he states that there is no plural marking in Piraha. Everett does 
not appear to provide plural demonstratives, but those that he does are unmarked for 
case. 

 



 

There is not much discussion on numerals, but the ones that I found don’t have any 
morphological glossing that indicates there is concord. 

 
This example also shows the non-concord with the adjective ‘heavy’ with regards to 
plurality, though this is expected since Piraha does not mark plurals. 
Overall, it simply seems that Piraha does not mark enough of anything to have concord. 
 
prs - Persian 
 
Persian Grammar - For reference and revision, Mace 
 
Adjectives: No number concord; not that /xub/ ‘good’ doesn’t change form when ‘book’ 
becomes plural. 
 

(p. 48) 
 
Definiteness is marked on NP, not on constituents. 
 

(p. 49) 
 
Case is similarly attached to NP as a whole, as extrapolated from this: 
 

(p. 49) 
 
It is possible that accusative is the only case explicitly marked in Persian. 



 

 
No gender in Persian. 
 
Demonstratives mark for number. 
 

(p. 69) 
 
Unfortunately, no examples were given of attributive use; only predicative. 
 
Numbers: 
 
No gender, definiteness, or case. However, some evidence of noun classes: 

 
 
 
pso - Pomo (Southeastern) Moshinsky (1974) 
Gender: Some aspects of the lg are sensitive to animacy 
Number: only human nouns have plural forms (p163) 
 
Pp 159-168, 171-177, 196-197 
 
Moshinsky (1974) gives us a fleshed out demonstratives paradigm, but only with 
regards to pronouns. In this paradigm, demonstratives are marked for case and 



 

number, but not (in/animacy) gender. It should be noted that this paradigm’s plural 
marking shares the plural morpheme for nominal plurals, further confirming that it is 
pronominal in nature. In the syntax, Moshinsky claims that the determiner node is 
marked for plus or minus ‘displacement’, and so for now I can only assume that a single 
morpheme marks this information instead of a full determiners. This means that there is 
not concord on determiners. 
 
Adjectives: Some examples showing Adj-N (e.g., p161) 

 

 
Moshinsky does not mention anything about concord on adjectives, and I found one 
minimal pair that shows there is no concord regarding number. 

Note that in the second example, /wi/ is not explicitly ‘man’ but the singular human 
suffix. It seems unlikely that adjectives agree with case, and I never found an example 
where it occurred, but the examples Moshinsky provides are not conclusive enough to 
be sure of this. 
I cannot find any information on numeral usage in this grammar, but so far there has 
been no concord, and my current assumption is that there is none with numerals either. 
 
 
qaw - Qawasqar (Aguilera 2001) 
Gender: none, except some not-super-productive sex-suffixes (p27, also see below) 

 
Number: none (p27) 



 

 
Case: None that I could see (alternatively: NP-peripheral) 
 
Adjectives: come after the noun; do not appear to show concord (some bad examples 
from p31) 

 
 
Numerals: I couldn’t find any information about numerals 
 
Demonstratives: only identifies one, tóu `other’, and it does not appear to show concord. 
The best example is below (p43) 

 
Notice that in one use of tóu, it has plural reference, but in the other, singular. No 
difference in form. A few more examples below just because (p43) 

 

 
P44  

 



 

The -s is genitive; it marks the possessor 
 
Qim - Quechua (Imbabura) 
Cole (1985) has examples that show no plural marking on demonstratives. 

 

 
Although the demonstrative pronouns have plural forms, examples 305 and 306 show 
that when used attributively, demonstratives appear to forgo inflection for plurals. 

Cole also states outright that adjectives do not agree with their modified nouns in 
gender, number, or any other category. (Page 162). 

Finally, there is no agreement morphology on the examples Cole gives with 
numerals. 

 
Ram - Rama 
Craig (1989) gives an example of demonstratives that shows no agreement for number. 
Rama has no case marking or gender. 

Craig 
does not give plural examples of adjectives. However, because demonstratives do not 
have concord, and neither do numerals (shown below) I think it is safe to say that 
adjectives do not. 



 

 
rus - Russian 
Russian has concord. 
 
san - Sango (Samarin 1962) 
Gender: none 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: none, I think 
 
None of the examples were glossed in this grammar so I had to work on building 
glosses and thus re-typed the examples. 
 
Adjectives: This was the only problematic case. Adjectives can bear plural-marking, but 
it mostly looks like plural-marking for the whole NP. There were some examples 
involving doubled PL, Samarin said that these appeared almost exclusively in radio 
texts rather than casual speech. (p. 134) 
 
lo béni á-finí zo  só 
he XXXX PL-new person this 
‘He blessed these new people’ 
  
í  sára á-kótá lége 
we make PL-big road 
‘We are making large roads’ 
  
mbi kpO    na   á-kété   kété  yAma 
I   pierce with PL-small small animal 
‘I stab small animals with it.’ 
  
á-pendere wále  só   míngi míngi, ála  sára kóbe 
PL-young  woman this much  much   they make food 
‘all these many girls prepared food’ 
  
á-sEmbÉ na  á-kété   kété  á-papa 
PL-dish and PL-small small PL-spoon 
‘plates and small spoons’ 
 
 
Numerals: p. 46 has some examples with numerals, but no plural-marking 



 

mbéní   lá  ÓkO lé  tí  lo óse kóé a-EkE   sO   lo 
certain day one eye LNK he two all SUBJ-be hurt he 
‘One day his two eyes hurt him.’ 
  
da    ní      a-gbí           da    ukú 
there the.one SUBJ-catch.fire house five 
‘Five houses burned there.’ 
  
á-mbéní    wále  sí          a-kE    na   tÉrÉ tí  lo óse 
PL-certain woman arrive/fill SUBJ-be with body LNK he two 
‘He has two wives.’ 
 
Demonstratives: p.133 = no plural-marking on DEM 
goe tí  súru  ndó tí  á-mabÓkO tí  á-zo      só 
go  LNK split top LNK PL-arm   LNK PL-person this 
‘go to vaccinate the arms of the people’ 
  
ála  goe na   pópó   tí  á-dole      só 
they go  with middle LNK PL-elephant this 
‘They go into the midst of these elephants.’ 
(no plural marking of demonstrative só) 

 
sel - Selknam (Berscia 2014) 



 

 
Confirmed table above in the Najlis resource. “ gender is selected totally or partially by 
the noun” 
 
Adjectives: Claims (p43) no adjective class in the language, see also Tonelli 1926:45 
TONELLI, Antonio (1926) Grammatica e glossario della lingua degli Ona- Šelk’nám ell 
Terr el Fuoco Turin: Società Editrice Internazionale. 
In the Najlis grammar, no mention of adjectives is made, so I think this tracks 
 
Numerals: Also said later that they could be in apposition, but only one example was given. 
(p58) 

 
In the Najlis book, she says that numerals are quite heterogeneous, but a number of them agree 
in gender (pp27-28) 

 



 

 
 
 
Demonstratives: A special gender system (!). Demonstrative themes, “select and categorize a 
noun based on its form, animacy, and position in space.” (p78) 

 
(p79) 

 
These agree in gender: 

● A-, ‘aj-, xa-, pi.-: any gender 
● Q’a-, u,n-, t’am-: only neuter 
● Han-: only m/f 

(p80) 



 

 

 
Here, D1 = closest, D2=next, D3=furthest, This prefixable vs. nonprefixable is a cerb class 
system. I’m not sure what it means, but I could look at it 
 
(p86) a demonstrative agreeing in number 

 
 
Shk - shipibo-konibo 
There is no grammatical gender in SK according to Valenzuela (2003).  
 
Adjectives: Adjectives do not receive numerical marking, as shown in the word ‘large’ 
contrasted between the two below examples. -- PL is peripherally marked 



 

p243 

 
P241 

 
Numerals: No number-marking or case-marking on numerals. Case is marked 
peripherally (p239). 

 

 
Demonstratives:  
p187 

 
p188 

 
P199 

 

 
 
 
sla - Slave 
Gender: claims there is gender: areal gender marks that the object indicates a time, 
place, or situation (p634)... in a state of flux (p1026). “For many speakers, few nouns 
are marked for areal gender. Even with those that are, the gender agreement does not 
always occur.” Gender prefix de is for wooden things (wood, leaves, branches), also 
subject to variability. 
Number: pl suffix 



 

Case: none 
 
Adjective: yes 
“Qualifiers” (e.g., p 236, p239) ; lots and lots and lots of these things. Here’s an example 
of one. 
 
 

 
She says (p.247) that they (i.e., `qualifiers’) have to agree in gender with a preceding 
areal noun (this is the go here)  

 
 



 

Rice (1989) says that “adjectives are uninflected verb-like words”. When she says 
adjective, she specifically means predicate adjective, as she says these are the words 
that can serve as complements of verb themes (copula, want) (p389) 
 
Here are some examples where the qualifiers are separate (p1030); they both have go 
to agree in areal gender. 

 
 
Purple stuff here is from Chase: I do think predicate adjectives are verbs, but here’s 
some devil’s advocate analysis anyway. I see nothing of concord and I believe I have an 
example that shows no concord on whatever the adjectives are: 

 
Here, the only difference between ‘s/he is big’ and ‘they are big’ is the /ke/ prefix, which 
I have seen denote 3.pl in verbs elsewhere in this grammar. As for attributive… 

 
I haven’t found many attributive forms, and this one seems a bit lexicalized, based on 
the translation? Either way, there doesn’t seemed to be plural morphology on the ‘big’ 
morpheme, aside from the /ke/ suffix at the very end which pluralizes nouns (even 
single-morpheme nouns just get a /ke/ at the end to make them plural) and therefore 
pluralizes this whole beast, so I would say there’s not adjectival concord. As for why it’s 
/hisha/ instead of /necha/ I can’t explain. There aren’t very many adjective appearances 
similar to this one. Lastly, I should note that there is noun gender and the “adjectives” 



 

agree in gender, but the adjectives are really verbs and agree exactly like verbs, so… 
really just verb agreement I think.  
 
Numerals:  
follow N if N is concrete, precede otherwise. Example of pl form of noun with a numeral 
(p377) (on child), but that’s the only one I’ve seen;  

 
378 

 
 
Rice claims (page 376) that there are two numbers for ‘one’ and ‘two’, respectively, that 
are used for counting human nouns. This seems to be gender concord with numerals. I 
see no concord with number or case. For `one’ it is lát’e, and for two it is possibly 
?oket’e--- she doesn’t explicitly say that this is only for humans but it is only ever used 
to count humans. 

 
P380 Then there’s also special nouns for counting people. Well, she calls ne a 
nominalizer 



 

 
 
Demonstratives: gives some examples of pl. Demonstratives p255 but not in attribution.  

 
Exx p. 261 of attribution but all singular. EXAMPLES NEEDED 
I e-mailed Rice, and she said that if the plural demonstratives can be attributive, it’s 
probably appositive “those ones, the children.” She said this was pure speculation, but 
absence of evidence must be taken at its word for such a masterful grammar.  
 
sml - Semelai 
No examples, but it had no concord. 
 
snm - Sanuma (Borgman 1990) 
P121: okay, here is an agent marker after a 3:SG marker? OK, apparently (p129) that 
thing is a “classifier” Maybe it’s just a determiner. Sec 15.3.1 

 
P122: a CLASS marker 

 
Adjectives: no special marking for adjectives, as far as I can tell.  
P.135 



 

  
P130 

 
Numerals: No good sections on numerals, but I found one example and there are no 
special classifiers (p141) 

 
 
Demonstratives: three demonstratives with no reference to different number forms 
(pp151-152) 



 

 
p161 

 
P103 

 
 
snt - Sentani (Cowan 1965) 
I wasn’t able to find any good examples, but Cowan does state at a few points that there 
is no flexion except on verbs (eg, p61), so I’m gonna say that this is a no. 
 
I think there’s no number on nouns. We might expect it on this one (p58) do helen nem: 
do is ‘man’ but it is singular/plural 

 
Also, from a text. The form for pig obo is translated as plural but it is normal form: n-obo, 
obo 



 

 
p70: translations 

 
 
 
 
p17: talking about possession, notes there is no classification of nouns playing a role in 
adnominal possession 

 
p51: here is an example of a noun ime ‘house’ modified by an adjective kabam ‘big’ 

  
p52: another instance of kabam. 

 
p54: some more adjectives 

  
p58: more adjectives (and a numeral) 



 

 
 
Numeral: only two examples (see adjectives): do name ‘man four’; hokolo be ‘young 
two’ 
 
p54: a demonstrative bele: gloss = that house who with 

 
p58: more demonstratives 

 
 
squ - Squamish (Kuipers 1967, Gillon 2009) 
Gender: Fem/Neuter (+ numeral classifiers) 
Number: Sg/Pl; plural expression is optional (Kuipers 100) 
Case: ergative t-, peripheral 
 
Adjectives: There is a large class of articles, and some of them are deictic, and Gillon 
(at least) glosses them as determiners. Did not see any adjectives changing, as can be 
seen in these examples from Gillon. 
 
kwelhi hiyí slhánay’ 
DEM.F big woman 
‘a big woman’ Gillon p185 
 
kwetsi hiyí sítn 
DEM big basket 
‘a big basket’ Gillon p185 
 
There was some amount of gender flexibility, observed with the noun for ‘bear’ 
 
ta/tsi chánat míxalh 



 

DET/DET.F 3 bear 
‘(I saw) three bears’ Gillon p.195 
 
tsi/ta mex-míxalh 
DET.F/DET REDUP-bear 
‘all the bears’ Gillon (p193 tsi, p194 ta) 
 
In Gillon’s book, she notes that using the feminine determiners with female references is 
optional-- the neutral ones can always be used (p31). 

 
 
Also, turns out these determiners are maybe not demonstratives, but demonstratives 
also have gender and number, as suggested by this chart of Features from Gillon 
(p112-113) 
 

 

 
 
Gillon basically isn’t talking about demonstratives, so there aren’t a ton of examples, but 
here is one feminine one (p100) 



 

 
And a chart of the determiners from Kuipers 

 
(above from Kuipers 1967:137) 
 
Numerals had classifier-y things according to Kuipers, although I didn’t find any 
examples of classifer usage in the Gillon paper. 
 

 
Kuipers 1967:149: showing classifier prefixes on numerals 
 
Then there were some suffixes that seemed very similar--- there were more than this in 
the text, but this gives a general idea. 



 

 
Kuipers 1967:152 
 
 
sue - Suena (Wilson 1974) 
Gender: none 
Number: not marked on nouns except for a few social relationships 
Case: peripheral suffix 
 
Background:  
(p18) no distinct forms for sg/pl nouns 

 
 
Adjectives: some adjectives have plural forms (but it’s not clear whether they can be 
used attributively) 
P20: 

 



 

P21: singular adjectives with no pl-marking 

 
From Wilson’s later work on “Suena paragraph structure and discourse) Willson 
1976:85 showing plural adjective iboboi 

 
“When the fruit of tall betelnuts ripens, it falls down.”  
 
Wil 1976:87 showing PL form babezinoma but he glosses that as “very big” 

 
“Picking the betelnut and taking the large bunches of betelnuts, we give them to ever 
clan and they chew it.” 



 

 
“We give it so that when they have chewed it, then it will bear large bunches just like the 
population as a whole; desiring that we always give it to them.” 
 
Numerals:  
p20: 

 
p29 

 
 
Demonstratives: This was pretty incomprehensible. I recall thinking that these things 
were basically relative pronouns (?). That appears to be wrong, but there just weren’t 
enough good examples. There were lots of unclarities in this grammar and in the 
“paragraph and discourse structure” book. Awa showing up in other uses, too, that were 
not obviously OBJECT, so I think I just have to say that I don’t get it. 

 
p133: oh wait, here’s one. But then it is repeated as a SM (sentence marker)?? So, it’s 
a mystery. 



 

 
 
 
sup - Supyire (Carlson 1994) 
Gender: 5 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: “Exclusively borderline case-marking” (WALS) 
 
Adjectives: 
Pg. 164 
The author states that there are true adjective roots that are compounded to a noun. 
Otherwise, there is an adjective prefix that can be added to these roots or to verbs to 
create individual adjectives that follow the noun. When these adjectives stand alone, 
they agree in gender and number with the head noun. 

 
Pg. 222 
 

 
Pg. 165 
These are some examples of the adjectival roots combining with a noun. The entire 
word is marked for gender and number. 
 



 

 
Pg.165 
In these two examples, there is the noun marked for gender and number followed by an 
adjective made to stand on its own by the adjective prefix. The adjectives show 
agreement for number and gender in the final suffix. 
 

 
Pg. 166 
Here are more examples of adjectives formed by the adjective prefix attached to the 
lexical word with a suffix that contains the marking for gender and number, and for the 
bottom two, definiteness. Adjectives are thus shown to demonstrate concord with their 
head noun for gender and number. 
 
Numerals: 

 
Pg. 207 
From this paragraph, we can assume that there will be no concord demonstrated in 
numerals. 



 

 
Pg. 209 
In the first sentence, the word for ‘young men’ is assigned with a gender 1 plural 
marker. The numeral for ‘two’ is given the suffix for the gender 1 singular marker. 
 

 
Pg. 208 
In this example, the word for ‘cloth’ has the gender 2 plural marker. The numeral ‘three’ 
has the first gender singular marker. Numerals do not agree in gender or number with 
their head noun. However, as shown in the examples above, numerals do agree with 
their head noun in definiteness. 
 
Demonstratives:  

 
Pg. 189 



 

 
Pg. 190 
In each of these examples, the demonstrative attributed to the noun match for gender 
and number. 
 
swa - Swahili (Mark Norris, pc) 
Personal knowlege, but we could dig up some examples. 
 
tab - Taba (Bowden 2001) 
Gender: classifier system 
Number: only a few nouns can be marked for number, otherwise there is a phrase-level 
clitic. 

 
Case: none, as far as i can tell 
 
Adjectives: Just have to say that the adjective examples look like they have person 
concord, but Bowden insists they’re all relative clauses. 



 

p181:  

 
So here, I guess ntagil is supposed to be a relative clause, but I don’t see how it is 
different from the main verb nmap in this example! On p.392, says “usually there is no 
overt marker of relativization but sometimes the relativizer yang occurs before the RC.” 
p104:  

 
Here’s another one. Still can’t really tell but it’s okay. 
P393: another example of an RC. 

 
 
Numerals: numeral classifiers! 
p242  

 
p243: an incomplete list of the classifiers in Taba 



 

 
p251: just a cool example of coordinated numerals-- both have to have classifiers 

  
 
Demonstratives: no pl marking of demonstratives even if the DP is PL 
p184: discussion of demonstratives, indicating that they have no morphological 
differences other than deixis 

 

 
p271: in this example, DP is PL, but this form dia is not number-marked at all. 



 

 
 
 
tag - Tagalog 
LJ - based on Schachter & Otanes (1972) 
 
Adjectives - no gender in Tagalog. What seems to be optional marking for number. According to 
Schachter & Otales 1973 (p 111), nothing need be pluralized if both speaker and listener 
understand the plural from context. When the plural is explicitly marked, “either the predicate 
alone, the topic alone, or both may in most cases be pluralized” (111). 
 
mga (all lexical classes) and reduplication (certain adjectives) are plural markers. 
 
/sila/ ‘they’ is the plural subject of this sentence. As the plural is already overt in /sila/, both 
/manga tamad/ ‘lazy (pl)’ and /tamad/ ‘lazy’ are acceptable predicates, in both forms of the 
sentences. 

(p 229) 
 
In some adjectives, reduplication can mark for plural (in addition to /manga/). Because the plural 
has been marked in the subjects /manga bulaklak/ ‘flowers’ and /sila/ ‘they’, the reduplication 
marking the plural in the predicates is optional. So both /maganda/ ‘beautiful’ and /magaganda/ 
‘beautiful (pl)’ are acceptable. 



 

(p 230) 
 
In the following example, the subject is /manga kapatid ko/ ‘my brothers’. 
          pl         brother  my 
 
As the subject is marked as plural, the predicate /masipag    na            bata/ ‘industrious 
children’ can be optionally pluralized in a few       industrious adj.LINK  child 
different ways.          

(p 231) 
/manga masisipag      na           bata/ 
 pl  industrious.pl adj.LINK child 
 
/manga masipag     na          bata/ 
 pl  industrious adj.LINK child 
 
/masisipag      na           bata/ 
 industrious.pl adj.LINK child 
 
/masisipag      na           manga bata/ 
 industrious.pl adj.LINK pl          child 
 
/masipag     na          manga bata/ 
 industrious adj.LINK pl         child 
 
Both /masipag/ ‘industrious’ and /bata/ ‘child’ can be preceded by the pluralizing particle 
/manga/. In addition, as a /ma-/ verb, /masipag/ can reduplicate its second syllable /si/ as a 
pluralizer. These plural markings are all optional, and all redundancy is allowed; thus, the 
multitude of ways to pluralize the above sentence. 



 

Having trouble following these without glosses-- I’m just gonna ask for assistance from my 
Tagalog experts here! OK! The industrious children part sure looks like concord to me! 
Adjectives don’t otherwise have concord (121-122). 
 
Demonstratives must mark for case (‘ang’ = agent, ‘ng’ = patient, ‘sa’ = locative), but not for 
anything else. Plurals are optional (see above). 

(p 91) 
 
Interesting! I didn’t know this about demonstratives. Were there any examples where they were 
used alongside an overt noun? 
 
Per Schachter & Otanes 1972, it is only possible to use demonstratives as modifiers of nouns 
as a combination of a matrix and constituent sentence in which the demonstrative is a stand-
alone pronoun. When they are then combined, the dem. does not change form or take on 
additional inflection, other than the /-ng/ and /na/ particles, which attach to non-adjectives to 
make them adjectives. In the examples below, /ito/ ‘this’ becomes /na ito/ ‘this (adj.)’ and /itong/ 
‘this (adjective), but receives no other inflection. 
 



 

(p 120) 
 
In Aspillera 2007, plural forms of demonstratives are given (though no examples of plural 
demonstratives overtly modifying NPs were given). These plurals follow the same pluralization 
forms of adjectives (see above). Presumably, plural demonstratives modifying overt NPs are 
formed with the same matrix and constituent sentences outlined in Schachter & Otanes. 
 

(p 38) 
 
Blerg! Pretty frustrating that there are no examples with these things in other syntactic contexts 
or with plural inflection. 
 
Numbers: no concord. 
 



 

(p 210) 
 
Neither /dalawamoung/ ‘twenty’ nor /tao/ ‘people’ have any markers showing concord with each 
other. Twenty is in its plain form; no change based on case. No gender in Tagalog. 
Good! Thank you for unpacking the words a little bit since there are no glosses. 
 
tha - Thai 
No concord (besides classifiers) 
 
tiw - Tiwi (Lee 1987) 
Gender: 4? human/non human and masc/fem. It’s not clear to me how animacy enters 
tho 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: I don’t think there’s any morphological case-marking 
 
Adjectives: agree gender and number, but all the examples I have are only gender 
P223: I am not sure why they write “Def Dem Head” 

 
P89: this is the feminine form of yirruka `long’ 

 
 
Numerals: one-three agree in gender. 
P96 

 

 
p223 



 

 
P224 

 
 
Demonstratives: Grammar claims they agree in gender and number, but no plural 
examples from Traditional Tiwi are given. Was being lost at the time that the author 
write their grammar. See also “adjective” for another example. 
(p223) 

 
P117 

 
 
tli - Tlingit (James Crippen, p.c.) 
 
I e-mailed James Crippen, and this is what he said: 
 

Well, the answer is no, but I don’t know whether there’s any tidy 
paradigm of examples in print to prove this. Tlingit doesn’t have 
gender or case, but it does have number (sg. vs. pl.) and animacy 
(human vs. non-human). Determiners, demonstratives, possessives, 



 

numerals, diminutives, augmentatives, adjectives, and quantifiers are 
all insensitive to the φ-features of the noun. The only real exception 
is that numerals may host a suffix -náx̱ indicating that the referent 
is human, but this paradigmatically groups together with other 
suffixes that indicate the referent is a collection (-yeeká), or that 
the referent is distributed (-g̱áa), or that the referent is a 
repetition (-dahéen), and not with any other φ-features. So this -náx̱ 
is probably not agreement with the noun, but rather something specific 
to the semantic expression of numeration. 
 
Nouns themselves have no overt indication of φ-features except for 
plurality, and this is expressed either by a suffix -xʼ or by an 
enclitic =hás or =yán depending on animacy and other properties of the 
referent (not necessarily the lexical item). These plural markers are 
often ‘optional’ and are be omitted either pragmatically or by the 
indication of plurality in the verb. Further, they don’t seem to 
actually mean ‘plural’ but probably more like ‘a collection of’, i.e. 
they indicate collective atomic entities. I currently think of these 
plural markers as some kind of functional head in the syntax, and not 
actually inflection of the noun itself. 

 
tru - Trumai (Guirardello, p. 30) 
Gender: there are some animacy and m/f distinctions (seems mostly semantic) 
Number: number words (p18) 

 
Case: postpositions (see p19) 
 
Some full NPs (p19) 

 
Adjectives: 
P18 



 

  
Adjectives cannot occur with additional number words (without, for example, being 
nominalized and resulting in a sort of appositive construction) p40 

 
 
 
Numerals:  
p18 in this example, conjoined NPs, basically (indicated by yi), but there’s a numeral 
here. 

 
 
Demonstratives: there are some differing demonstratives based on gender, but some 
speakers don’t like to use them attributively. And then, even when they do, apparently 
the actual gender doesn’t matter-- masculine is preferred. (Guirardello p30) 



 

 
 
 
tsi - Coast Tsimshian (Dunn 1979) 
(p13)  

 
There are different numeral forms based on noun class (essentially classifiers but they 
are completely different forms in some cases and so those could plausibly be 
agreement of a sort) (p56) 
● Mentions these classes: humans, long objects, canoes (used for any 

vehicle), humans aboard a conveyance, unit measures. 
● Also: general numbers for : houses, dreams, masks, flowers, ghosts, 

spheres, abstract things, anything else not specifically designated by 
other classes 



 

● Animal numerals: garments, skins, anything flat, Bigfoot, other 
supernatural vehicles 

 

 

 

 

 
(the order for all of these examples is as in English) 
 
(pp 56-57) it appears that determiners/demonstratives do not show concord (clear for 
number from examples below) 

 

 
Order is N - Dem -- note that Dem1 is gwa’a regardless of number, and dem2 is awaan 
regardless of number 
 

 



 

(p57) Adjectives agree in number (a bunch of different kinds of reduplication, basically) 
but also take an -m enclitic suffix. 
 
 
tuk - Tukang Besi (Donohue 1999) 
No concord. No gender, basically no number marking inside DPs (one minor exception, 
but it’s a free morpheme), and case is also a free morpheme. 

 
Lost the page number (arg!) for this one, but if we can believe the translation, there’s no 
plural marking on the adjective or the demonstrative, and the case is marked 
peripherally. 
 
Adjective (p306) 

 
Demonstrative (p306) 

 
Demonstrative (p307) here with the particle that sometimes marks number mai (other 
times, it marks inalienable possession) 

 
 
 
tun - Tunica (Haas 1941) 



 

(p65) 
Gender/number suffixes occurring on nouns. Note that fem dual/plural are syncretic 
 
Numerals (no concord) 

(p129) 
Numerals modifying nouns (as in (3)) do not appear to inflect for gender/number 
(though I’m not sure what the -n suffix is doing.. But it does not look like any of the 
gender/number suffixes that appear on nouns). 
 
Curiously, when numerals are used in the “definitive case” (basically definite NPs, which 
occur with a definitive prefix and a gender/number suffix), they appear inside the 
gender/number suffix, which suggests that this suffix is not connected to the noun per 
se but ends up there when nothing intervenes. 
 
Adjectives (no concord) 

(p130) 
The -a’ni suffix here is a TAM suffix (some kind of evidential) that is often used in 
predication, so there is no gender/number marking on la’pu. 
 
When adjectives are used in attribution, they are incorporated, occurring between the 
noun and its gender/number suffix. 

(p130) 
 



 

Demonstratives (no concord? No good examples) 
I did not find any good examples of demonstrative NPs, but all the demonstratives are 
prefixes and there was no discussion of inflection when the general form of 
demonstratives was raised. 
 
tur - Turkish 
No concord, personal knowledge 
 
una - Una (Louwerse 1988) 
Gender: 
Number: p69 

 
Nouns: pig, a bunch of human terms 
Case: 10 cases, postposed to noun phrase (p107) 
 
Adjectives: roughly 30 adjectives; no mention of plural forms 

 
Here the demonstrative is translated as “these” but it shows no form difference 

 
“Flames” but “bad” translated without any morphology. 
 
Numerals: base twenty-seven system (!!). Only one-three have roots that aren’t based 
on body parts. 

 
 
Demonstratives: no pl forms mentioned in list of forms (p76) 
P76: éy me = dem stream 

 
P76: a k is inserted between Dem and N if N begins with a vowel. 



 

 
 
ung - Ungarinjin (Rumsey 1978) 
Gender: seems like 4-5 genders? (p45: masculine, feminine, m-class neuter, w2-class 
neuter, and neuter collective/human plural) 
Number: dual and paucal number suffixes can be attached to any nominal class. Plural 
can be signaled (if at all) by reduplication for nouns. However, these suffixes occur very 
infrequently outside of personal pronouns (p82). Adjectives may show this in prefixation. 
Case: they’re all postpositions/phrase-level affixes. No concord. 
 
Adjectives: Some adjectives show concord, as shown in these NPs (p77) 

 
 
 
It sounds like some adjectives do show concord, but they look sort of like inalienable 
nouns? They take the same prefixes as body part words.  

 
 



 

Numerals: the numeral one shows concord (p75), but the numeral for two does not 
(p73). Those might be the only two numerals, given this construction that means “4” by 
combining 2 and 2… (p180) 

 
 
 
Demonstratives: Well, I found this paradigm at least (p46). Demonstratives show gender 
and number concord .See examples in adjective section and for number, the one below. 

 
P177: number concord (visible as b class) 

 
Looking specifically at bunda brru “those aboriginals” 
 
vie - Vietnamese  
Personal knowledge (hunch?), no concord 
 
wam - Wambaya 
Gender: 4 genders 
Number: SG/DU/PL 
Case: several 
 



 

Does allow discontinuous constituents (and concord within them… see p133) 
 
Adjectives: agree in gender 
p47: here’s `big’ agreeing in gender with a noun of each type 

 
P73 dual marking and case-marking but no gender on this one 

 
 
Numeral: definitely agree in case and can sometimes agree in number (more below) 
p.132: here’s a numeral showing case concord 

 
p75: There are two versions of `two’-- one that can reflect gender and one that is 
invariant for gender (which she calls the `dual version’). The one above is the dual 
version. So’s this: 

 
And here are some examples with the gender one: 

 
p78: three is ostensibly the same way (a PL version and a gender version) but there are 
fewer tokens of it 



 

 
 
Demonstrative: agree in gender, number, and case 
P.132: dem showing gender (II), number (dual), and case (locative/ergative) 

 
p.132: Also this one 

 
p133: ok, another one! 

 
 
war - Wari' (Everett and Kern 1997:291) 
Three genders: feminine (female individuals), masculine (male individuals + roughly half 
of culturally significant animals and objects), neuter (all other objects including loans). 
Number: not marked nominally but is marked in verb agreement and possessor 
agreement. 
Case: none 
 
Adjectives: P. 345 no lexical category of adjectives but here is what they do 
instead 



 

 
This is an example of what is used instead of an adjective: it’s something 
like ‘the pig’s hotness’ or ‘the monkey’s hotness’. The poss:3n/poss:3sm 
marker is agreement with the possessor here, and it agrees in both gender 
and number. Since the words with adjectival meaning are really nouns 
here, this is possessor agreement rather than adjectival concord. 
 
Numerals (P. 349): 

 
There are only two native numerals in Wari’: 1 and 2. But now Portuguese 
numerals are used, and they have been inserted into ordinary adjectival 
structures, so this is like “They killed the pig’s ten.” (!!) 
 
Demonstratives: P. 291 

 



 

Here you can see the distinction for this demonstrative--- m/f is neutralized, 
but neuter is different. They state many times (e.g., p. 298) that this 
agreement is obligatory. 
 
P. 347: Just for fun, the agreeing preposition 

 
Wari’ has one single preposition, and it agrees with the noun in person, 
gender, and number. 
 
wch - Wichí (Terraza 2009 dissertation) 
Gender: none, as far as I can tell 
Number: sg/pl; a variety of allomorphs but no indication that plural-marking is restricted 
(p83) 

 
 
Case: none (per examples and per WALS) 
 
Adjectives: the language basically doesn’t have adjectives, as far as I can tell. The only 
example is clearly borrowed from Spanish so I don’t think it counts. 

 
p94: here’s an adjective in Wichí that is rendered as a relative clause. 



 

 
p94: But here’s one without a relative clause (clearly borrowed, tho!) 

 
Numerals:  
p85:  

 
P94: with a singular noun 

 
P94: plural noun again 

 
Demonstratives: I think there’s no concord. No plural forms mentioned on p.73 

 
P73: translated as “estas ropas” but there is no PL marker.  

 
p98: OK, this one has PL on noun, but no special form for DEM 



 

 
p172: another one 

 
 
wic - Wichita (Rood 1996 brief article) 
Mentions a plural form of a definite article, but does not provide any examples 

 (p604) 
In discussing demonstratives, no plural forms are provided 

(p594) 
I swear I looked at the longer older grammar, too. Might have some screenshots 
somewhere... 
 
wra - Warao (Romero-Figueroa 1997:51-52) 
Adjectives: Romero-Figueroa says that there is not a clear-cut distinction between 
adjectives and noun (p49), but when “nominals” modify nouns, they can be plural in 
agreement with the noun, but they never bear case or possession (p50) 

 
Here hokotuma bears PL just like waraeratuma. 
 



 

p50: Number agreement may be optional, as there is no PL marker on crab in this next 
example. 

 
Numerals: Says that cardinals are normally used “as nouns” but I am not quite sure 
what that means. Doesn’t give any examples in the numeral section. I’m thinking they 
don’t inflect for anything based on what I’ve seen. 
 
p63: Here’s one example with `four’ 

 
P82: an example with `two’ 

 
p90: another `four’ 

 
 
Demonstratives: demonstrative pronouns can show concord for number, whether they 
precede or follow the noun (though following is most common) (pp51-52) 

 

 
wrd - Wardaman (Merlan 1994) 
 



 

Adjectives: 
p70: adjective agreeing in gender (yi-) 

 
p78: adjective agreeing in gender and case 

 
P232: another adjective agreeing in gender/case 

 
p402: a reduplicated adjective that indicates plurality (per p51) 

 
 
Numerals: 
p91: example of murrgun `three’ with no number/case 

 
p87: example of `two’ with case-marking (ADV?) 

 
P230: case-marking on numerals 



 

 
Demonstratives: 
p64: demonstrative with number and case

 
p65: demonstrative with just case 

 
p90: demonstrative with just number 

 
P140 “the/those two old women took it to camp” 

  
yag - Yagua (Payne 1985) 
Gender: classifier system 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: unclear 
 
Adjectives: adjectives optionally bear a classifier in agreement with the noun. Payne 
goes to great lengths to say this isn’t inflection, but it’s not clear what’s going on 
(p176) 



 

 
P177: I don’t know why the adjective long is reduplicated here tbh. 

 
P147: Here is an example showing ANIM.PL classifier

 
 
 
Numerals: obligatorily take infixed classifiers 
P179 

 
P184: some inanimates (including rocks, pineapples, and watering holes) 
idiosyncratically take animate classifiers with numerals 

 
 
P179: demonstratives obligatorily take classifiers (though that could include the neutral 
one for neuters) and numerals take them as infixes 



 

 

 
yaq - Yaqui (Hiaki) Dedrick & Casad 1999 
Gender: None, so far as I can tell 
Number: sg/pl … obligatory? Maybe? Can’t tell. 
Case: Yep 
 
Adjectives: case + number (table and text on p153) 

 
P. 132 if many is an adjective 

 
P134 

 
P154 



 

 
Just for fun--- they can also precede nouns but then it’s like… incorporated or 
something? p154 

 
 
Numerals: may combine with PL nouns, but no PL-marking (233) 

 
Seems like no case-marking either--- in not represented on numeral (p233) 

 
 
 
Demonstratives: number + case (p204) 

 
P133 

 



 

 
P204 

 
P205 

 
 
 
yim - Yimas (Foley 1991) 
Gender: 5+ (WALS) 
Number: obligatory (WALS) 
Case: suffixes/borderline (WALS) 
 
Adjectives: p123 Here are some adjectives agreeing in gender/number with the noun 

 
 
Numerals: (p101) 1-4 inflect; 2-3 take “verb agreement prefixes” and 1 and 4 take 
singular class agreement suffixes 

  



 

It seems that the noun here takes plural marking even though the modifiers themselves 
do not take plural-marking 
(p104) 

 
 
Demonstratives:  
P112: demonstratives agree in gender and number, -k + -n take verbal 
prefixes, m- takes other agreement. 

 
P187 

 

 
 
yko - Yukaghir (Kolyma) 
 
No concord for demonstratives or numerals, and no adjectives in the language.   
 
All examples from Maslova (2003) 
 
Pg. 61 



 

 
Adjectives do not exist in Kolyma Yukaghir, and therefore they cannot have concord. 
Haha indeed! Presupposition failure!   
 
Pg. 239 

 
 
Pg. 244 

 
 
These two examples show the same demonstrative regardless of the case of the noun.  
The demonstrative also does not agree in number, and there is no gender.   Very clear! 
Thanks! 
 
yor - Yoruba (Rowlands 1969) 
This is a “teach yourself” book but so far it’s pretty informative. I think there is no 
concord in Yoruba. 
 
(p40) Yoruba nouns don’t distinguish plural as a matter of course (though they can) 

 
(p105) Numerals are discussed, and there is no reference made to gender or case 
forms; there are just independent forms and forms used in combination with nouns 
(p121-125) section on adjectives--- no discussion of agreement. He frequently makes 
reference to properties of European languages, and so I would expect him to say 
something about concord if Yoruba had it. 



 

Need to look again for examples of demonstratives; did mention plural forms but those 
could have been independent demonstratives rather than attributive demonstratives   
 
yuc - Yuchi (Linn 2001) 
 
Yuchi has a gender system, and at least the demonstrative/definite article agrees in 
gender 
 
P. 363 

 
(The inanimate classes are now essentially arbitrary) 
 
P. 365 

 
Definite article / demonstrative suffix agrees in gender. Free-standing demonstratives 
show concord, too… (p399) 



 

 
The -ha suffix and “postclitic” is number; for inanimates, it collapses the gender 
distinctions. In the “demonstrative adjective construction” (who knows what that is), the 
clitic can be left off the noun (p400) 

 
The word for which also shows concord. (p400) 
 
NUMERALS don’t show concord (I think). A great example from p. 479 

  
Here, the word for which shows concord for gender/number, but the numeral does not --
- it just appears between the noun and its “inherent” gender/number marker. There were 
very few examples of numerals 
 
ADJECTIVES are verbs, but when they’re not verbs, they don’t show concord, as seen 
below from p408 



 

 
yur - Yurok (Garrett 2014) 
Gender: classifiery stuff 
Number: sg/pl but most nouns don’t have sg/pl distinctions 
Case: can’t tell yet 
 
Adjectives: Color terms change based on classifiery distinctions 
p108: here is a chart of color terms with varying forms based on class. 

 



 

p108: here’s an example of white in attribution 

 
Newoom’ = ‘you see’ 
Muenchey = ‘white’ basic 
‘Ue = 3Poss 
‘Wer’ = roots? Unclear from the grammar 
 
p109: another example of white 

 
Newoom’ wee’eeet ‘oyhl  nuemee chey       muenter’ery     kepcheneesh 
He.saw    there        lying  very       be.small white-ANIMAL fawn 
 
Numerals: classifiers! Although no examples of them being attributive 
p106: classifier system (12+ classes, but here are a few) 

 
p107: here’s an example in attribution, although Garrett insists that Yurok has no 
adjectives. 

 
Ho is a “pre-verb of past time” p66 
‘Ok’w = 3sg form of ‘be’, so it’s like “there was our pets” 



 

Ne-ka’ar = 1poss-pet 
Ner’er’eryhl = ner’-er’eryhl two-ANIMAL 

 
resultative.preverb three year be.X.old 
 
Demonstratives: The section on demonstratives is about independent pronouns, not 
attributive demonstratives. There is something with demonstrative-like meaning that he 
calls an article (p35) 

 
As we can see here, it’s k’ee whether the thing is sg or pl. 
p36: another one where k’ee does not change. 

 
zqc - Zoque (Copainalá) (Harrison & Harrison 1984:36) (Faarlund 2012) 
Gender: None 
Number: sg/pl 
Case: 4 grammatical cases 
 
Having read through Faarlund’s grammar, it appears that there is not concord in Zoque. 
The author says,  

 
Pg. 54 
As a general summary before diverging into sections, it appears from the grammar that 
the whole noun phrase is marked for number and case, and while one of the individual 



 

pieces may carry the inflections, they all do not each carry the inflection for number and 
gender. 
 

Adjectives:  
Pg. 30 
 

 
Pg. 54 
In the examples above, the adjective is marked only as being a relativizer, and there is 
no inflection for the case nor the plurality of the following noun. 

 
Pg. 52 
Here is an example of the adjective following the noun marked for plurality, but in this 
case, the noun ‘dress’ is not marked for plurality. 
 



 

 
(Pg. 30) The first sentence’s noun phrase, ‘the old people,’ has the adjective preceding 
the noun, and it remains unmarked while the noun carries the case and plurality marker. 
In the second sentence, the noun phrase, ‘the clever man’ has the case marking on the 
end of the adjective, and the noun does not have any inflection. 
 
Numerals: 

 
(Pg. 56) The only marking the numeral five gets is definiteness. However, there is no 
marking on the noun either, so this is alone is not a convincing argument. 
 

 
(Pg. 40) The numeral ‘two’ has no marking for the plurality of the following noun. 
 

 
(Pg. 46) Like adjectives sometimes do, in this example, the numeral ‘three’ takes on all 
the cases that the noun phrase needs, as well as the adjectival relativizer. 
 
Demonstratives: 



 

 
(Pg. 30) This paragraph was also used with adjectives, but it applies to demonstratives 
as well. Demonstratives are not inflected unless they constitute the whole of the noun 
phrase. 
 

 
(Pg. 30) These examples also show that the demonstrative ‘te’ remains unchanged 
despite appearing with nouns of different pluralities.  
 

 
(Pg. 30) Here the determiner takes on inflection because it represents the third person 
plural pronoun ‘they.’ 
 



 

 
Pg. 43 
This whole page shows how determiners do not change for case or number, as the 
determiner ‘te’ appears in conjunction with a variety of nouns but remains unchanged. 


