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Lithuanian has several classes of verbs that allow either accusative or instrumental case marking on the internal object, shown in (1).  

(1) a. 
mėtyti akmenį / mėtytis akmeniu


to-throw stone.acc / to-throw.refl stone.inst


b.
vizginti uodegą / uodega


to-wag tail.acc/inst


c. 
žvanginti raktus / raktais



to-jingle keys.acc/inst
d. avėti batus / batais

to-wear shoes.acc/inst



From Ambrazas et al. 2007

I argue that the difference in morphological case corresponds to a difference in event structure.  The accusative indicates that the internal argument is undergoing a process, while the instrumental indicates the means for performing some action.  Following decompositional approaches to event structure (e.g. Svenonius 2002, Ramchand 2008), I argue that the accusative and instrumental arguments occur in different structural positions.  The accusative is an argument of the process component of the event structure (DP2 in (2)).  The instrumental turns out to behave more like an adjunct, which fits with the semantic difference that the use of this case brings to the sentence.  Furthermore, this relates to many other semantic functions of adverbial instrumental NPs, serving as additional evidence for the notion of semantic case (Babby 1994, Richardson 2007).

(2) Decompositional vP (Ramchand 2008)
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