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Despite the important role Austronesian languages have played in the typological and
universals research of relative clauses and the attendant hierarchy of grammatical
relations (Keenan and Comrie 1977, inter alia), no critical assessment of the assumed
analysis of the Austronesian relativization has been made. Similarity between the
Austronesian relativization pattern and those seen in Tibetan and Uto-Aztecan indicates
that the so-called “subject-only” constraint on the Austronesian relativization is an
epiphenomenon emanating from the parallel between clausal predicates and argument
nominalizations, and does not support the hierarchy of grammatical relations widely
assumed in the relativization literature. Relative clauses in these languages are in fact
argument nominalizations with a gap that are simply juxtaposed to head nominals, some
with and some others without a linker, rather than full clauses whose argument undergoes
deletion or extraction as in the traditional relative clause analysis. The Austronesian focus
morphology has the same function of indicating the semantic role (agentive, patientive,
instrumental, etc.) of the nominalized argument as the nominalizers in Tibetan and Uto-
Aztecan languages. What is peculiar to Austronesian is that clausal predicates have the
same form as argument nominalizations due to their historical origins, as argued by
Starosta, Pawley and Reid (1982).

The primary data for the proposed analysis come from the author’s fieldwork on the
Sasak language of Lombok Island in eastern Indonesia, which independently show that
the subject relation is not relevant in relativization of this Western Malayo-Polynesian
language. The supporting, secondary data are drawn from Tagalog and other
Austronesian languages as well as from the language families mentioned above.
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