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In the Australian language Mawng, a number of verbs select for an argument of a particular gender. Or
aternatively, we could say that the gender of some arguments select for a particular verb sense. For example,
the intransitive verb -wukpa means '(wind) blow' with Edible gender subject agreement and marlu ‘wind
(ED)' or aspecific name for awind such as jimurru ‘west wind (ED)' as either its overt or implicit subject.
When it has canonical agreement -wukpa means 'cool’ or 'dry' and can be either transitive or intransitive. The
first impression the field linguist has about these verbs, which | term restricted argument verbs (Singer
2006), is the strong association between a specific sense of the verb and a gender agreement pattern. Since
Mawng's five genders have a strong semantic basis, gender agreement gives information about the nature of
the argument. Verbal gender agreement in Mawng functions similarly to the incorporation of generic nouns
in other northern Australian languagesin that it narrows down the range of possible arguments and interacts
with verb sense (c.f. Baker (2002)).

Mawng restricted arguments verbs are similar to English verbs described as having lexically
specified indefinite null arguments by Fillmore (1986) and al so cognate object verbs, including those in other
Australian languages (Austin 1982). All these types of verbs have a default argument type specified in their
meaning which need not be expressed with an NP even when it is new and not identifiable from the context.

Therole of verbal gender agreement in Mawng verbs sheds light on the complex interactions which
occur between verb senses and argument senses. These interactions are complex in all languages but verbal
gender agreement in Mawng adds a level of complexity. Verba gender agreement allows restricted argument
verbsto 'swallow' their arguments, blurring the predicate-argument distinction. Mawng restricted argument
verbs are best understood as semi-productive expressions, located on a continuum somewhere between verb-
argument idioms and verbs with many combinatorial possibilities.
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