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1. Introduction

Alignment is a cover term for the different ways in which the core
arguments of basic transitive and intransitive clauses treat the
grammar of a particular language (Haig, 2010: 251). This category
manifests in the fields of morphology and syntax. Case marking and
agreement considered by this study are included in morphological
alignment (Comrie et al. 2013). According to treatment differences

and similarities of grammatical roles of ‘subject’, ‘agent’, and ‘object’[]

in case marking and agreement levels, Comrie (1978) has suggested
five systems for languages which included ‘neutral’, ‘nominative-
accusative’, ‘ergative- absolutive’, ‘tripartite’ and ‘absolutive-
oblique- oblique!’. In order to register and reserve dialects and
languages, in this study, two patterns of case marking and agreement
in the Khorramabad Lori language have been investigated by
following Comrie’s model (1978) to achieve a typological image of
morphological alignment system as well as to do utilization rate of
each of the both said patterns from the scope of morphology.
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2. Literature Review

With the purpose of mastery of the study topic, we will review the
main pieces of research in the field of alignment and its concerned
categories.

2.1. External Research

Typologists describe three concepts including case making,
agreement, and word order as tools to show grammatical relations of
part of speech (Tallerman, 2011: 172; Croft, 2003: 143; Comrie,
1989). Croft (2003: 145) categorizes the grammatical relations of the
three mentioned fields in the format of two types of accusative and
ergative alignments. Tallerman (2011: 177) maintains three patterns
including nominative-accusative, ergative-absolutive, and isolated for
case marking and agreement systems in languages. Haig (2008: 16)
describes ‘alignment’ as a cover term that has included categories like
‘ergative’, ‘accusative’, ‘active’ (isolated or fluid) and etc explained
by using three concepts including case, agreement, and syntactic
process.

Haspelmath (2005) by surveying case marking and agreement in
monotransitive and ditransitive clauses on one hundred world
languages, divided alignment into two main monotransitive and
ditransitive classes. He (2019: 96) also presented case marking and
agreement patterns as ‘argument marking’ or ‘argument coding’l
Polinsky (2017: 1-2) classified alignment into two types of
nominative-accusative and ergative-absolutive and described
grammatical categories of case marking and agreement as its
functional field. Comrie (2013: 1920) also investigated two kinds of
semantic and symmetric alignments with the purpose of illustrating
the interaction between ergativity and alignment. He put the languages
which have intransitive verbs with the ergative subject and transitive
verbs with the absolutive subject in the domain of ‘semantic
alignment’. On the other hand, located the languages in which active
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voice causes nominative-accusative alignment and passive voice
causes to ergative-absolutive alignment in the domain of ‘symmetric
alignment’* Moreover, Dixon (1998: 39) introduced syntactic
relations of main constituents including subject, agent, and direct
object (or receptive) as ‘morphological ergativity’ and ‘morphological
accusativity’. He (2010:119-120) also put transitivity as a standard to
classify languages into four types including ‘tripartite’, ‘nominative-
accusative’, ‘ergative-absolutive’, and ‘isolated’.

2.2. Internal Research

On the ‘alignment’ topic in the domain of interior research, the
study of Karimi and Moghaddam (2015) can be mentioned. Although
in the field of related categories to alignment typology included case,
agreement, and word order, Dabir-Moghaddam’s book (2013) titled
‘Typology of Iranian language’ is a rich source of dialectal data of
Iranian languages that has surveyed components of word order and
agreement system in twelve Iranian languages.

3. Methodology

The present study with descriptive-analytical identity has
synchronically addressed the way of case marking of verbal arguments
and their agreement on the verb in the Khoramabad Lori language. In
this paper, we want to be determined the morphological alignment
system by modeling Comrie’s five systems (1978). In the first step,
the method includes preparing a questionnaire with 340 sentences that
IS concentrated on intransitive and transitive sentences, interviewing
three Lor native speakers, and extracting data. In the next step,
gathered data were transcribed and analyzed. Finally, the study’s
findings were extracted and concluded.
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4. Conclusion

In this paper, with the purpose of registering and reserving Iranian
languages and dialects, the mechanism of case marking and agreement
as two important morphological issues related to alignment typology
in the Khorramabad Lori language was investigated. Surveying the
multiple dialectal evidences, on one hand, revealed similar treatment
of subject and agent and in contrast to differential treatment of the
object. These pieces of evidence describe a nominative-accusative
pattern for case marking and agreement in maintained language. As
regards, case marking and agreement categories are included in the
main elements of morphological alignment, it is concluded that
morphological alignment in Khorramabad Lori language solely
follows nominative-accusative pattern.
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Notes

1. Comrie (1978) by investigating several languages, has not
found features according to this language typology and has not
selected any title for it, but Dabir-Moghaddam (2013: 744-
747), by finding pieces of evidence of this typology’s features
in Mahabad Kordi, has called it "absolutive-oblique-oblique"
agreement system.
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