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Thl. note concerns the consonantal opposition batllsen - a -

and - n -, usually occurring before ubiquitoua - t, an OPPOSition 

poeeible on MOet but not all predicatee of Okenagan. 1II0et of the det. 

Ie from the Nicola Lake dialect of thla Interior Salishan language, 

epoken in Britiah Columbia. 

The - s - / - n - opposition occure MO.t frequently in 

constructions euch ee, 

(1) e. 
, 

te - eka - • - t!n )1 - ak18~ 

actual count-a-t-Sl the my-money/beaver 
trana •. 

"I count my money." 

b. ~ka - n - t!n 1i 
count-n-t-5l the my-llloney /bee ver 

trena. 

"I count my monsy. " 

1. Thie work hae been supportsd by e Killem Prsdoctorel rellollshlp 
at Univ. of British Columbia, 1977 - present, and in pert by a B. C. 
Provinciel ~useum contract for e word list, Summer 1978. 

Thanks ere given to the native speakers who patiently teach me 
of their languege, they ere Identified in later footnotes. Thank. 
also to Jsssice Robarts (USC), Sandre Chung (UCSOh end eepecially 
to Alen Timberlaka (UCLA) IIho commented on an earlier draft end whose 
own work on RUBlian aapect influenced the ehapa of thie note. 
Unfortunately, the reeponsibility for this analysla of Okanagan 
rlllnain. !ly Dllln. 

(2) a. qUJ{~ _ s _ tn 

fill - a - t - 51 

"I fill it up." 

b. ~wrb - n - n 

fill - n - t - 51 

"I fill it uP." 

trans. 

trans. 

but not obligatorily in constructions euch ae the madio-pee.ive, 

the Indirectlve or the benefactive. 

(3) 

(4) e. 

kn • ckem 

51 count .. edio 
Intr. 

"I count." 

• • qW!c _ ri* - t - n 

fill-indirecU:w-":t-Sl ..--. 
trans. 

"I fill it up for/on anybody." 

fill-be 1lIl.l~f1 ve-t-Sl 
<,'~' trans. "I fill It up for him." 

Two hypothese. have already besn proposed for thesa morphem.s. 

The follOWing Dna hes been propossd for the contiguous Interior Salishan 

language, Thompeon, by ths linguists L. C. end III. T. Thompeon 
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(197 • aection 5.2.3, 5.2). 

- • - t, as marking a lexical causative, implying that 

ths actIon or state results from tha activity 

of some agent who is not in full control, 

- n - t as marking a control transitive, implying 

control by the eubject. 

Thia ia elsa a poa.ible analysis for (NL) Okanegan and is in fact 

gsnerally accepted aa a pos.ible anelyais for .ast Salishsn languag •• 

In which these morphem.a occur. This will ba referred to aa the 

Control Hypothesis. 

A aomswhat different hypothesie hes been proposed for the 

Colville dialsct of Okanagan. as spoken in ~ashington state. ~attine 

(1978, pp. 91-93) proposes that both of these are transitive constructioN 

which obligatorily include refersnce to two and only two persons, an 

actor and a primary goal, such that the 

- • - t predicates always imply either purposeful or 

customary involvsmsnt on the part of the ector 

and are cheracteri2ed as transltivee with 

co-terminous actor and sscondary goal (P. 93), 

- n - t predicatas imply referenca only to an actor and 

a primary goal (P. 9l). 

Thi_ w1l1 be referred to e. the Customery Involvement Hypothesi_. 

It ia tha purpose of this note to propose that this consonantal 

alternation -. - / - n - reflect. an imperfective/perfective 
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distinction and to outlins some eupport for this identifica~ion. Thia 

will be rsferred to as the Aspect Hypothssis. 

Thess thrae hypothesea are Similar in that they seek to 

explicitly encode semantic featurss onto morphological categoriea. 

Additionally, the Customarily Involvsment Hypothesis and part of the 

Control Hypothesis link these semantic fsaturss to transitivity, a 

claim that is not made by the Aspect Hypothesis. The Aspsct Hypothesia 

will be aupportad by two typee of evidence. by native spsaker intuitions 

and by the syntax of aspect, 1. e., the distribution of certain prefixsa. 

advarbials, and the interaction with the passive and limitad control 

constructions. However. before proceeding to this evidence. lat us 

explore briefly the two aspectual categories of imperfective and 

perfectivu their frequency of occurrenca. their ch'aracteristlcs 

and their definition. 

That Okanagan may encode this distinction is not'unuaual when 

considering languages mol'S generally. These two aSPect categories, 

elong with e third, were proposed by rriedrich (1974. 536) for the 

enelyeis of aspect systems. 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

durative, continuative, imperfective, stc •• 

punctual, complstive, perfective, stc •• 

stetive. perfect. atc. 

The morphology of Rue.ian, for example, encodes the t~o basic aspect 

categorise of impsrfective/perfective. each of which includes a number 

of aemantic fsaturee not otherwisa dietinctively marked (cf. Timberlake 

1979 for e diacu •• ion). lIIeenll/hUe. Hopper (1977/78. 1979), who axamlr.9. 
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the role of espect in discourse. notes the univsrsality of this 

.spectual distinction. 

According to Comrie (1976). the concept of imperfectivity 

may be characterized aa expreesing a continuous or durativa situation 

.s .all as e habitusl or customary situation, occurring over an extended 

period of tims. while perfectivity may be characterized aa indicating 

completed action. as being. resultetive. i.e., indicating the succ.eeful 

completion of a situation. However perfectivity includes but is not 

limited to punctual or momentaneoue aituationa, to aituatione of short 

va long duration, or even to the termination or beginning of a eituation 

aince the perfective danotes e complete situation. with beginning, 

lIIiddle and end. 

Comria gives definitions of theee concepts, as well as the 

characteristics lie ted abovel 

perfsctivity indicates the view of a situation aa a eingla 

whole. without dietinction of the various separate phasea 

thet make up that situatIon, While the Imperfective pays 

essential attention to the internal structure of the 

e1 tuation. (P. 16) 

Both the lists of characteristic semantic featurea of these two aspectu.l 

catagoriee and their definitions with reference to an external view of 

a situation , for perfActivity VB an intsrnel view for imperfsctivity 

will be relevant to the diacussion of tha three hypothease for 

- a - / - n - in Okanagen. 
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Let us now proceed to the eupport aveilable for the Aspect 

Hypothesis. and then to the discussion of the three hypotheses. Two 

types of evidence for aspect are available in the data collected to data 

for this dialect. 

(a) 

(b) 

avidsnce from native speaker intuitions and 

avidenca from tha ayntax of aspect, more epecifically hera, 

1) the distribution of the two prefixes 

ka- 'unrealized action' 

'actually occurring action' 

with reepect to the two aspectual categories in question, 

11) the distribution of the adverbial p)ut!? 'still', 

i11) the verbal morphology of the limited control and the 

paeeive constructiona, with raference to the universal tendency of 

languages to aseociate the passive with perfectivity. 

In the date that follows, I will idsntify the subjact pronoun 

sete aa 'transItive' and 'intransitIve', according to the assignment 

and practIce of ~attina, although thIs terminology may in future work 

be shown to bs somewhat inexact. The third subject pronoun set will 

ba identified as subordinate/genitive. 

Support ia available from the intuitions of aeveral native 

stakers who, on separate, unrelated occasions. identified the 

" 
distinction .a follows. 

1. Of thasa two aentencas, the lattar waa said to ba complatad, 
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ov.r with. 2 

(1) a. ts - 6ka - e - trn 

actual-count- e - t-5l the my-monay/b.aver 
tran8 

·1'. counting my money.· / "I count my mon.y.· 

Cj i-skli~ ha - n - Un 

count- n - t-5l the my .... oney/beaver 
trane 

130 

3. The - 8 - t was identified, in a comparison with a .edio-paas!ve 

construction with the same prefix te_,4 

(8) a. b - XW x..S - a - trn 

actual-whittl.- 8 - t - 51 
hane 

"I'm actually whittling." 

b. kn ta - x· ,}\',elll 
51 actual-whittle-m8dio 

·1 count my money." intr. 

2. Similarly, the .am. verbal morphology waa id.ntified a. 

completed, aa Juat finiahed,3 

(5) n - tIl( - n - n <) 3' S Gae? 

conlein.d-fry-n-t-5l the eg98 
trans 

·1 fry/fried the .gga.· 

(6) ~aca - n - Un 11 e~r~ln 

t1.- n - t -Sl the rope 
trans 

"I tie a knot on a ro'pe.· 

(7) 
, , 
qce - n - tIn 1i 

' ., spIc n 

breid-n-t-5l the rope 
trana 

"I braid.d the rop •• " (completed,finished breiding the rap.) 

2 A. volunteered by 5heron Lindley (Nicole Laks dialect), at Cuilchene, 
8.C., Auguet 24, 1978. 

3 Exemple (5), with eeverel other sentences about frying "ggs, over 
breakfaet, by Joe A. Michsl (Nicola Lake dialect), also of Quilchene, 
the main language conaultant, on Oct. 5, 1978, In Vancouver. Exampl. 
(5) Oct. IB, 1979. Exampla (7). July 9, 1978 in Cullchene. 

., 

"I'm actually whittling •• 

a. r.f.rring to .hittling which ha. been going on for .om. tim., for 

a long Ume. 

Confirmation from other dialect areae ie aleo aveilable,S 

(9) a. .!k - n - n 

ae. - n - t -51 the my-hou.e 
trens 

"I aaw my hous •• " 

wIk- n - n crtx" - t~ 

eae-n - t - 51 the house-our 
trans 

"I sew our house." 

4 As specified by Joe Pst. Saddleman of Cuilchena (NL dialec~, 
Okenagan language instructor, in a workshop at U8C, ~arch 25, 1979. 

S As ineisted upon by Bernice Baptist. (Penticton dialect) and 
agreed upon by Joe Pete Saddlemon (NL) , Hermon Edworde (Keremeo. dialect), 
Tillie Georg. (Colville diolec~, all len;uege instructore-in-training, 
Unlv. of Victoria, Nov. 28, 1976. Importantly, the.e sp.akers r.praaant 
the ga(OgraPhiCal spread or the language, from the northw •• t.rn .... oet 
araa Quilch.na) to the eouthea.tern-moet (Colville). 
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Theas wera again identified as complsted action, aa done already, 

in spita of the fact that the - s - t marking is not possibles 

c. • w{kstn 

d. • ts- w{kstn 

Let u. now proceed to the distributional evidence which 

aupports the Aapect Hypothesis. The distribution of the two prefixes 

ka- 'unrealized action' and ts- 'actually occurring action' 

with reepect to - n .. and - e - will' be presented first, followed 

by the distribution of the adverbial p)ut!? Istill'. 

ror the verbal roota which accept sither - a - t or - n - t 

marking, the prefix ts- 'actually occurring action' may co-occur. 

with tha 

(10) e. 

c. 

- a - h 

ts-

8ctual-whittla - a - t - 51 
trane 

"I'. actually whittling." 

ta - n - ~!x - s - t - n 

8ctual-contained-fry-s_t_51 the egg. 
trans 

"I'. frying the eggs right now." 

ta - ~ka - e - Un 11 - sk13~ 

actual-count-a-t-51 tha lIIy-lloney 
trans 

"I'. counting my money." 

9 

e: 111) 

but i. ungrammatical with the - n - t markings 

(11) a. • - n - Un 

actual-whittle- n - t - 51 
trans 

• I'm actually whittled. 

• ta - n - ~!x - n - n 

actual-conteined-fry-n-t-51 the egga 
trane 

• 11m actually fried the eggs. 

c. • ts - bka - n - ttn )i '71- skl8'" 

actual-count-n - t - 51 the my-money 
trans 

• I'm actually counted my money. 

The prsfix ks - lunrealized action l may not co-occur on 

prsdicates which accept eithsr ths - s - t or - n - t marking. 

(12) a. • ka - xw~11st!n *1 'm gonne whittling. 

b. • ke - n-~d'stn 'il . l~fiuset *Ilm gonne frying ths !9gS • 

c. * ka ~ka6t!n 11 'iskle~ *1 'm goma counting my mon9y. 

(13) a. • ks - Xw ;tl~nt!n *I'm gontle whittlsd. 

b. • ks - n~!xn-n 1i , ~?~use? *I'm gonna frisd tha agg8. 

c. * ks - ~kant!n 11 11eklll-:' *1'111 gonna counted my money. 

This 6 
ks- prefix may however occur with these roota, in another 

construction, the medio-pessive, 

6 Thia prefix is probably an upper predicate since it occura with 
the a.t of pronouna used to mark p08seseion or subordinate eubjecta. 

ks-X·" I~ em "I'm gonna whittl •• " 

*ltn b - n - ~!~ _ m "I'm gonna fry." 

10 
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(14) e. 

Sl -unrealizsd-whittl.-madio 
.ub 

"I'm gonna .hittl .... 

b. 1i. k. - n • ~!~ - m ) <) d )' a ?~a8a? 
\ t ~ 

51 -unrealized-containad-fry-medio 
sub 

-I'. gonna fry the/.ome egge.-

S the '2 
l·oma ( 8gg. 

Similarly, the t •• prefix, 'actually occurring action,' may occur 

on the.e root. In a wadio-pas.iva construction. 

(15) e·. kn 

51 actual-whittle-medio 
intr 

"I actually .hittling.-

b. kn 

51 actual-count-medio now/today 
intr 

"I'. counting now." 

Let u. no. examine the occurrsnce of the adverbial p1 ute? 

'etill' which ie attested with imperfective aspect or with the 

wedio-pa.sive constructions 

(16) e. xW ~' ~ - e - ten 

• tlll actual-whittle- e - t - Sl 
tr. 

"I'. etill whittling." (and have been doing .0 for a long time.) 

11 

b. p1utr? kn ts - xW1')';m 

etill 51 actual-whittle-msdia 
intr 

AI'm actuall y still whittling." 

c. p~ut!? kn liIw ~'1em 

etili 51 whi t U .... adio 
intr 

"I etill whittle.-

but not with perfective aspects 

Xw lIi'e_ {\ 1 n· ten 

atill whittle- n - t - 51 
tr 

I still ~hittled. 

The above compari.one euggest a contInuative/completive semantic 

distinction for thsse morphemes - e - t and - n - t respectively. 

Thera are ho.ever some important limitations on the appearsnce 

of perfective - n -(t) and imperfective - a -(t). Not all verbal 

roots may teke either of these markings, ae ~attina has noted (1978, 

p. 102, fn.2). Soma roote may take only one of these and are 

ungrammatical with the othsr. Examplee ahow that punctual or 

momentaneous action, i.e., action that doee or may not continue, 

takee only the - n - (t) markings 

(17) a • 

tske-n - t - '1 
tr imperative 

12 
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! 
(18) e. 

(19) a. 

b. 

(20) •• 

b. 

(21) II. 

Ike - n • t - fn 

- n - t • 51 the stove 
trane 

downward.motion.of.hand.and.lower.erm,from elbow-

"I put my hand on the etove." (to see if it's werm) 

• (ts). lkestrn 

xeHt - n • t Dian 

call - n - t ~ O. / tha your-broth.r/th. your-ai.ter 
tr imp 

"Cell Oionl / your brothar! / your 8i8t.rl" 

• xsl!tet ... 

break-n - t - 51 the cup 
tr 

"I bresk • cup." (on purpose or aCCidentally) 

• .SIi?tn ... 
,c , 
C 1m - qs - n - .f?x. 

PI kiss-nos&-n-reciprocs1 
intr 

~. kia •• 8ch other." 

~. - qs - a - .f?x· 

.nd •• repa.t herl 'or conveni.nc., 

(9) .fk - n - n 

•••• n - t - 51 the houaa-our 
tr 

"I.e. our hou ••• • 

13 

c. • W!kstn 

• ts - w!kstn 

t,~ l 
(H'J 

Yet other roots do not accept the - n - (t) markings 

(22) a. 

h. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

h. 

i. 

''7 ' t 11m 

:111~s 

fir f't}' 
tt)dmt ms 

kn ts - ttll1~tl~s 

-[smile; a male's name 

happy and smiling all the time; 

smiling. 

smile (on both sides).(with diminuative) 

"I'm smiling. " 

51 actual- dim-smile-redup-s intr 

kn "c .. " r ts - tt /I1mt 1 ms na?rp 

51. actuaI-dim-smile-redup-s lntr 

"I'm smiling all the time. " 

all the time 

"C·"c' Danny ttillmt Imsm "Danny smile. " 

- s- medio 

"e "r' tt I limt 1 m - s - x - t "r" " ~., f\'x - x - (\ 'x~p 

smile-s-benefactive-t-~. the 
tr lmp er- pI-grown. up 

"Smile for the elders! " 

"e " , * ttldmt5m-n-(x:)-t 

"c " , 
tt 1 lim t 1 m • s - x - t - s 

smile -s -bellefactive -t-S3 
tr 

me 

"Danny smile/ smiling at me (continuous-like)," 

14 
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(23) a. 

b. 

D kWu anny 

me 

l'~. 7 If 

, 
n -l<!Y -us-x-t-s 

cont-Iaugh-face -bene -t - 53 
tr 

"Danny smiled at me (a 'flash' of a smile). 

kn 1 <!; - n - cdt "I laughed. " 

51 laugh - n - reflexive intr 

Thus to take, to touch-tBet~ to call, to breek, to kiss exemplify 

actione which are cleeaified by thIs languege es non-continuousl 

punctual/non-duretlve, while to amile is considered es 8 

continuoue-type of 8ction. Not only are theee eepectua1 merkinge 

limited by the type of verbal root with which they mey occur, they 

are elao limited by •• ntsnce type. These 8spectuel markings ere not 

obligetory in certein ayntactic constructions. Unless the action 

il one thet Is clessifisd by the language as continuative only 

(Cf. (22',1», these espectuel markings do not ordinarily occur 

in a benefective construction (cf.(4b» or in a medio-pessive 

construction (cf. (3), (Bb), (14e). (15e,b), (16b,c». 

The tendency for the pessive construction to cerry 

intrinsic perfective meening hes been discussed, for exemple, by 

Delencey (197~. Aa pert or a broader discussion of viewpoint menl­

festsd in espectuel end voice distinctions, he points out thet, in 

the pessive which specifies the petient from an egent ~ petient 

viswpoint. one Ie necessarily looking et the tsrmination viewpoint 

of s eituetion. hence p8rfective espect. In e speeker-orisnted, 

encoding 1II0del, Timberlake (1979) exemines • number of sementic 

IS 
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features for aspect in Rueeien. Of importance to Okanagan, .Timberleke 

breeks down the definition of the perfective ee 'e view of the event 

ee e whole' into e number of oppositione, of which the first of e3ch 

peir. completed VB attempted, active va stative, momenteneous va 

durative, unique va multiple, ie mapped onto perfective espect. Thus 

the passive construction which focueee upon the patient and which 

vlewe the termination point of an event will ehow perfective 

7 morphology in Russien. 

(24) ~tot zevod byl poetroen inostrannymi rabo~imi 

this factory wes pft-built foreign workers 
Instr 

"This fectory was built by foreign workere." 

8 
aa It doea in (Nl) Okanagan, 

(25) e. 11 ~." ~''', x - xep C;l'. - ~e?c! - a )l 
the er-grown.up dir-choke-n-t ... the 

S3 
tr 

"Tha old men choked the old lady." 

7i ppt~inexw • • )1 ki' - pa?c! - n -t •• b. 

the old ledy dir-choke-pft-pase ,def. 

·ppt~inex· 

old ledy 

t i',~ ~fp 

indef " old lien 
chiimeur merking 

-The old lady wea choked by the old .en." 

7 From cle8s note8, D. ~. Perlmutter, Romence linguistica. 

5pr. 1979, UC5D. 

B Predicteble elveolar cc-aimPlifice,ion 
eimilar to - n - t - n (pft - t - 51 ~ 

tr 
exemplee. 

16 

-n-t-e ~ s, 
nn 1 n of prlvioue 



I 
I 
I (26) a. 

. b. 

(27) 

snd in thee. 

(28) e. 

b. 

c 'I'C kI~lus-s 11 sqIlx· Ii sp cln 

coil - S3 ths man ths rope 
tr 

"The man coil the rops." 

kI~lu. - n - talll ~1 spI~ n U sq!lxll/ 

coil-pft-pass tha rope ,def. lndef .. 1118n 
cho 

"The rope waa coiled by the man." 

W£k - n - tam 11 sk~dtxrst 

sas - pft -pass the blackbear 

-We se8n a blackbear. / A blackb8ar w8/anybody ••• n./ 

A blackbaar II/es 888n." 

pessive cons t ruc t1 ons with unspacified finel lubjacta. 

..taxw 9t(1!I <7 7 /' 
kWu kWanu - • 11 

v '-
S \.\ ~ .... "" I "Y'o.. M. 

you catch-S3 ths policeman 
obj tr subj 

"You were caught by the policsman." 

(lIt •• The policeman 

"" .iL..L s(uxW5lqem 
chll '" IV 

caught you.) 

k"9nG - n -

"Th. policemsn cstch (you)." 

(lit •• 6 caught by the pollcamen.) 

17 

(29) s~li)(t - s -l1ec - n - t~", 

frisnd-his bruiss-pft-peas 

"His frisnd bruised him up." (on purpose) 

(lit •• A bruised up by hill friend.) 

As has already bean pointed out. psrfective aspect includes a 

termination viewpoint of an event and of an agent-patient situation, 

and thua tends to mark passive constructions in human language •• 

Similarly. s construction marking the limited control of an agent-

subject also necessarily smphasizes the termination viewpoint of a 

8ituation. This offers a plaUsible sxplanation of why the ,lilllitsd-

control morpheme - nG - occurs with ths - n - t perfective marking 

rather than with the - s - t imperfective merking. (When _ nU _ 

'limited-control' Co-occurs with second consonant reduplication, for 

aCCidantal action with no intention or agsncy on the part of the 

• Subj8Ct, an unintentional rsading results.) 

(30) 

(32) 

(31) a. 

slap-sccid-ltdC.-pft_t_S2 -Sl 
obj tr 

"I slap you unIntentionally." (didn't mean to do it) 
(already done) 

?~c mi - nu - n - t _ XW ? 

yes/no Q feel-ltdC.-pft-t_S2 
know tr 

"Do you fe.1 It?· (thunder hite and ground .hak.s) 

~a? - n - t - In Tlqalllt!nak 

hlt-pft - t - 51 femele'. neme 

18 
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(32) 

(33) 

b. 

I~ I 

~a? - nO - n - n 

hit - ltdC.- p,t-t-Sl 
tr 

"I hit (it)." (I reeched 'or so~ething end hit the clock 

with my elbow. II) 

nik - k - nO - n - t _ XW 

cut-accid-ltdC.-p't-t-S2 
tr 

the 

"You cut accidental your tongue." 

your-tongue. 

k - hw - XW - nat - nO - n - t - 8 _ n 

diatribuUve- tindef, detv tea 
-pour-acc1d-loc-ltdC.-pft-t-S2 -51 J",eblollllelibi u~ ''''0-

obj tr 

"I apill the taa on you." (I apill on you with the tea.) 

Thus the analyais Dr - n -(t) as perfective aspect premits stating a 

similarity between the paseive construction and the limited control 

construction in (NL) Okanagan. 

Reviewing the evidence from native speakers' intuitions, 

from the distribution of cartein prefixes and adverbiale, and from 

the verbal morphology of passive end of limited-control constructiona, 

the Aepect Hypothesie appeare plausible. The terminology imperfective/ 

perfective for - e - and - n - respectively is suggeeted since theee 

terms encods the eamantic distinctions of durative, continuative, 

habitual es oppoeed to non-continuing, punctual, completed which 

apply to dsecribe the data cited ebove. 
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Let us now examine esch of the other two hypotheses 1n turn, 

the Control Hypothesie and the Customary Involvement Hypothesie, 

beginning with the letter. The Customary Involvement Hypothesis, 

with reepect to the - e - t msrking, states thet the primary re'erence 

is to an actor who Is cuetomarily or purposefully involved. It can 

be se8n that this notion of customary involvement is indeed compatible 

with an Aspect analysis since imperfective aspect may and does include 

referance to a customary, habitual situation or event. Also by 

ehifting the analyeis to event or action rather then to en actor, 

an undefined term, avoide including in the grammar explanations 

referring to eecondary ve primary goal in conetructions which have 

previously been :stated to be only two-place traneitives. That - n - t 

doee not have reference to a customarily or habitually involved actor 

follows from the statement ror - e - t and ie equally compatible 

with the Aspect Hypotheeia. 

Additionally, the Customary Involvement Hypothesis clsims that 

the markings in question - s - t and - n - t occur only with 

transitive constructions,i ••• , only with two-place predicates. 

I take thie to mean that these predicates occur only with two nomi08ls, 

ons of which is a subJsct and the other B dirsct object. TheBe 

aBpectual markings do indeed occur most frequently in such constructione. 

It rollows from this claim that the -. - t marking is not expected 

to co-occur with a subject pronoun which hes been identified ae 

intrBnsitive. Similarly, the - n - t marking is not expected to 

co-occu~ with this eamB 'intrBnBitive' eubject pronoun est in reciprocal 
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constructions which Mettine has aleo identified ee intransItive 

constructions. The following examples are pertinent to this issu. 

or trensitivity. 

(34) s. 

b. 

c. 

r. 

kn qw~lt 

51 werm-t "I'. werm./I werm." 
intr 

kn 
, 

qlla1 - e - t 

51 warm-impft-t 
intr 

"I werm myself/keep werm/lllarming." 

xlluwiy - x 

go - imp. eg. lIer.-impft-t-lmp.eg. 
intr intr 

"Co lIerm youre.lfl " 
, 

qWoJ - n - t - xW 

werm-pft-t-52 
trans 

"You keep it werm (like the soup)." 

"You warmed it (ell night) (like covered with blenket.). " 

wer.-prt-t-Sl the baby 
trane 

"I werm up the baby." (I brought it cloes to the fire.) 
I 

a - n • qWal - e - tn 

a - conteined .. erm~imp't-instr~ent 

"(e) heeter" 
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g. 

h. 

(35) 

(36) 

, 
k"'u qW<)l - n - w{x lli 

Pl werm-pft-reciprocel 
intr 

"We keep/kept each other lIIarm. " 

qWCli _ n _ w!xw 1x 

warm-pft-reciprocel P3 
intr 

"They kesp/kept eech other werm." 

kn 
, ! , 

s - ts - eke - s • qt - X 
'.,,,.,,o} 

51 s-actuel-count-~!"deys-progressive' 
intr 

"I'm counting the deys." 

k 

dietributive-weep-m-impft 
cry 

"cry for the dead" 

the deed 

Thue, eccepting Mattina's (197~ identificetion of trensitivity/intrsn-

sitivity ee distinguishing the matrix eubject pronoun aeta, one can 

conclude from (34) /a,b,c,f,9,h and ,J35l that the aapectuel 

morphemee - s - and - n - are not reetricted to transitive 

constructions, although these are encoded most frequently with the 

'transitive' set of subject pronouns. 1II0raover, examples (34) r~g,h, 

(21) e, and(21~~;i ehow that these espactuel morphemes era 

not dependent on the following - t, identifi ed es 'stetive'­
\...-

(lIIetUne, 1973). furthermore, exemple. ~.q;1· ehow that the 

22 



. ', '~ 

i" 

the i~perf.ctiV8 - a - may co-occur with the b.nefactiv. - x - (t). 

How.ver, the Customary Involvement Hypothe.is limit. - • -(t) and 

- n -(t) to tran.itive two-place construction. only and further .tat .. 

thet the •• do not co-occur with the b.n.factive. The following exa .. ple. 

M, be cOllpared, (22) g,i ve (37) • 

(22) • 'e:; "e;' ltlumt, .. - a - x - t g. 

dle-... lle-redup-lmpft-bsnB-t the .r-pl-grown.up 

"Smile for the eld.r.!" " (T-.hirt .. otto, Su 1978) 

1. "e "e' Denn, kWu ttlumtl .. - • - x - t - • .. 
"Denny •• 1l./.miling at/for .. e." 

(31) nsqW _ x - t -. t 

the old.,,",n .teal-bene-t-53 som. horeae the old.led, 

"The old man atola a h.rd of hor.es for the old lady." 

It 1_ pertinent to nota that 'smile' in other language. la .n 

intran.itive pr.dic.te. Engl.. *.mile the peopl., *smil. the bsnana, 

Fr.nch. • .ourir. 1 •• gen., • sourir. 1 •• bsnan... In Oksnagan, the 

b.nefactor in (22)9,1 end (31) above 1e prob.bly not an initial direct 

obj.ct, In the ea.e way that the indirective con.truction contain. an object 

nOllinsl that i. not .n Initial direct object. 

(38) • pptwina.w 

the old .... n .tael-e-indirective-t-S3 the hor •• a-53 the old.ledy 

"Th. old ean .tole ~ hi. ) hore •• froe the old ledy." 
1 her 1 
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The benefactives in conjunction with examples slready cited" in the 

previous paragrsph confirms that thesa aspectual morphemes are not 

limited only to two-plsc. transitive con.tructions. ~oreover, the 

- n - prefectiv ... arking occur. in pas.ive constructione which ar • 

• uperficially .t le •• t intran.i liv. (cf. (25) b, (26) b, (27), (28) b, 

(29» • 

Although the Cu.tomerr Involvement Hypothesis i. compatibl. 

with the A.p.ct Hypotheei. with respect to the habitual r.ference 

a.soci.ted with the - • - marking snd the lack of this aseociation 

with - n -, e .trictly interpr.t.d Cu.tomary Involvement ~ypothe.1e 

which re.t. on tr.n.itivity a. characterized by ~ettins i. not 

.upported by the deta. 

let u. no. turn to the discusaion of the Control Hypothesis 

which hea two .lem.nt.. that - a -(t) marka a lexicel causative 

• and that - n -(t) .. arks a control transitive. To aupport .uch 

an anslyei. a. lexicsl causative, on. would .xpect to find 

productive proc ••••• such a. that in Turkish. 
Cj 

(39) e. John buz - u .ri - t - t1 

ic.-ACC ... 1t-C-P5T 

John meltsd the ic •• 

buz sri - di 

ic. melt-PST 

Tha ice mal ted. 

Y Thi. Turkish date end explenatione w.r. provided by 
inci Ozkangoz (UCSD) • 
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d. 

~orbe koyu1a~ 

.oup thicken - PST 

Th. soup thickensd. 

Heaen ~orbay. koyula~ - t~ - dl 

.• oup-ACC thicken- C - PST 

(42) e. kn 

51 werm-t 
intr 

"I ' .. warm." 

kn 

51 warm-imprt-t Hasen thickened the soup. intr 

The function or ths causative morpheme ia clear in (39)d above. 

It ia lea. claar in (49)a whera it may be. a traneitivizer ins teed. 

Neverthel.s. the point remains that in a languaga which encode a 

lexical causetives, one expscte the appesranc.of an indicative 

morphem.. In (NL) Okanagan, howsver, the - • - t morpheme do .. 

not occur e. expected, on a compsrebls predicate 'tha.', 

(40) e. kn • - ts - 'i'~ - x t dlq 

51 a-ectuel-thaw-prog. inder ... eet 
intr 

"I'. thawing out meet/some .. aet.·· 

C t: .. ' Ii et{q • - ta - ,ayrll - I( 

def •• eat e - ectual-thaw-prog. 

·"The meat thawing out.· 

In other conatructions where a lexical causative analyais 

i. tempting, other tranalations more readily reveal the imperfective 

eapecl coneietently encoded in the event. 

. (41) 

work - • - imprt - t - 51 
tr 
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"I make him work/J working hi ••• 

(11ke he' e working now) 

·1 warm myself./I keep warm./I warming.~ 

A rurther clue to the imperfective aepect of example (42)b above 

can be sesn in the Engliah phraas "k.ep ••• • indicating durative or 

habitual meaning which mey be part or the semantic featurea'characteristic 

of imperfective aspect. It will be rscalled that this allowed us to 

incorporate the giat or the Customary Involvement Hypothesis into the 

Aapsct Hypotheais, since the rormar easigns 'customary' rsrerence to 

- e - (t) merking. The &1 enelysia or - a -(t) as a .lsxical 

·ceusetive is not supported by the dete. 

The Control. Hypothesie claims that - n - t marke a control 

tran'itive, implying control by e aubJect. The intuitions or the native 

.peakers who provided a completive reading ror the predicates eo 

marked doee not necasaarily violate thia notion of control by the 

.ubJect. A control analyaia necsssarily impliee a rocua upon the 

termination viewpoint of an action or event, thus the likalihood or 

perfective marking or an action or event within the rull control or the 

.ubject. However, a. has alraady ba.n notad, limitsd control al.o 

tends to vi .. action. or eventa rrom the termination viewpoint and 

26 



also takes the - n - marking, thus - n - in itself cannot rsfer to 

the full control of the eubject. ~oreover, - n - occur8 88 part or 

the verbal morphology in passive constructions. Exampl.e (28)b and 

(29) have no specified rine! subject which 18 problematic for a 

Control Hypothesie. In (26)b, the usual paSSive construction, the 

fine1 subjsct is an unlikely canditate ror a controller since it is 

an inanimate rope, and, aa ror (27), ie semantically a patient 

undergoing the action. 

It can further be noted that the Control Hypotheaia and the 

Customar;~ I'!vo1vemant Hypothe8i8 contradict each other. The forlller 

statee that the subject of the - n - construction is in control 

whereee'the latter 8tates that. the actor C8 underlying eubject?) 

is in control in a - s - con.truction. Sinca tha - n -

construction lacks the customary/purposeful reference, or the 

- e - one, than by extension, the - n - marka a con8truction where 

the actor ie not in full control or not purposefully involved. 

Example (29) repaated here ie pertinenh 

~ n1&h - e i-Sec - n -
~ 

(29) t III 
A. ,. 

cho friend-hi. bru18a-pft-pas. 

-Hie 'riand bruised him uP.- Con purpoea) 

(Ut.. 6. bruised up by hia friend.) 

Thie aentenc. doee not eupport the Control Hypotheais aince it 

containa no apedi'ied eubject to be in control. Nor doee it support 
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the Customary Involvement Hypothesis since it wae identifie~ a8 e 

purp08efu1 action which i8 eupposed to be associated with - s -

marking. 

Thus it haa !been shown that the Control Hypothesis and the 

Cuatomary Involvament Hypothesis cannot ba atrstched to account ror 

all ths data. The Aepect Hypothesis Ca) ofrera an explanation for 

the lexical causative or the Control Hypothesis, (b) inc1udee 

the aasignment of 'customary' reference to - a - (t) of tha 

other hypotheaia, (c) accounta for the data presented herein, without 

dspending crucially on tranaitivity, and (d) a110w8 an explanatory 
, 

statamsnt or the viewpoint in common to passive and limited,control 

constructione. 

The - t morphema hea been frequently referred to in thia 

papar. Although not apecifica1ly germain to the idantirication or 

- a - and - n - aa imperfective/perfsctive aepect, 1et'us diverge 

eurriciently to allow a diecuaaion of this 1II0rpheme sinc. it rrequent1y 

occure e10ngaide the •• a8pectual marking •• 

According to ~attina (1973, 197~, the - t morpheme 

ancodee atative aspect. Tha intern.l atructure of the aspectua1 

8yatem appears to support this identification. let us examine 

briefly the interaction or etativity with Imperfectivity, with 

inchoativee, with progressives, and with inceptivity. 

i) The - t versua - a - thea already been notad for 'warm' • 

i11uatrating etativity with and without imparrectivity. Se. (42)a and b. 
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iO Some inchoatives slso aupport this, thus ststlvity, i.e., 

being in a glvan atat. or inchostivity, i.a., getting to or beca.ing 

to that atet .. 

(43) a. kn q~uct G!:th) -I'. fat.-

51 fat-t 
intr 

10 , 
r~cq b. kn q ~Gc 

51 f.t I'. getting f.t.-
intr 

(44) a. 

the My-t.. contained-cold-t now 

~y te.'a raally cold.-

li lin-It!l n - c ~ a"l' b. 

tha my-tea contained-cold 

10 

~C!!l 
"my tas gatting really cold.-

iii) Progressive aspect hea been d.fined by Comrie (1976) 

combinetion of continuous meaning and non-stativity. It is notable 

then that in (NL)Okenegan, tha progressive aspect Morpheme does not 

appar.ntly co-occur with the -t morpheme, thus supporting it. 

identificstion ea etativity. 

The eecond consonant glottelizetion for inchoative meening 
~~r~ ha. been described .a glottal atop infixetion by lIIatUne (1973). 
Thea. dUrerence. reflact difrerent phonologiC.1 .nalysea. • •• re 
ho •• ver d •• cribing the •••• phonetic phana.ena. 
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(45) 

(46) 

(46) 

(49) 

(SO) 

kn a - ta - ~h - d - x 

51 e-actual-count-m!-prog. 
intr 

-H. counting.- (lik. figuring out the number., 

balencing the booke.) 

.ggs cont.ined-fry-prog. 

-.gg. fry ing-

kn • - ta - ta ~u. - x 

51 
intr 

-I'. fiah-trapping.-

" - x.ltua - n - t - a - n 
I I 

k •• calilq. - x 

conte1ned-challenge_pft_t_52 -51 
obJ tr 

52 unrealized. 
intr -stick.g •• e-prog. 

-I challenge you to play atick gam •• -

a-ta-?!tn-x 

PI .-actual-eet-progres.ive 
tnt&' 

"lIIe eattng.-

ao kn. - t. - .SIx.? _ x 

51 .-actual-lia-prog. 
intr -I'. lying.-



. ; 

b. 
. , , 

naytp kn • - ts - .<>lxa? 

slwaye Sl .-actuel-lie 
intI' 

"I alway. 11e." 

Ii. - pft - t - S1 
trens 

"J Ued (to hi.)." 

InteresUngly. th • .lIllp-erf.cUve and the progreasiv. lIIay co-occur but 

(51) . kn 
, , 

e - ts - ck' - s ~ qt- I( 

Sl s_actuel-count-i~ptt-deya-prog. 
intI' 

"J'. counting ths days," 

Iv) The -e?x inceptive morpheme also doee not usually co-occur . 

with etetivity. 

(52) kn t ia?'j~e? 

S1 unrealized- -fry-inceptive indef. eggs 
intI' -contained~ 

"I'm gonna fry soma eggs." (egga in hand end pen hot) 

(53) kn k. - ?!tx - e?x 

S1 unreslizsd-sle.p-inceptive 
intI' 
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(54) 
I 

ks - c 1 a cC; 3 Ix - e 11C kn 

51 unrealizsd-bathe-inc.ptive 
intI' 

(55) kn 

SI. unre.lized-sharpen-inceptive 
intI' 

"I'llgonne sherpen." (lik. e bunch of knives) 

(Juet b.fore I start) 

Thus, the encoding of inceptive, progressive end inchoativ. 

sementic features without the co-occurrence or. -t s~pports the 

identification of tha latter as staUvity. If this i8 the case, then, 

the encoding of steUvity ve acUvity in Okanagan w.ould :be as follows. 

The interne I development characteristic of activea is readily observed 

in the inchoetives. progressives and inceptives, while. thsstative 

• which lacks this internal development does not usually co-occur dth 

these morphemes, Hsncs, the imperfective/perfectivs die tinction 

. appears to exist alongsids the aCUve/staUve distinction. The two 

pr.fi.es ke- unrealizsd action and 

tI- actually occurring action 

again tend to cluster themselvas with on. of the opposition, i •••• 

with the active rather than with the stativ., much a. th.y cluetered 

with the imperf.ctive rather than the perfective. 

However, two arg~ente .. ey be given againet the identification 

of -t ee the stetive lIerker. rlr.t of ell, it occure in imperative •• 

32 



...... ~ 

i 

; 1 

1 . I 
I 

j 
I 

I 
i , 
I 

./ 

.1 
i 
~ 

i. 

l '",' 

(57) e. 

b. 

(58) •• 

b. 

o. 

kWu xWI~ - x - t "Ci.me (eo.ething) I" 

.e give-b.ne-toop' 
imp. sg. trans. 

kWu xWI~ - x - t - 1 1 

US give-bene-t-imp.pl.trsns. 

· .. xllqe - n - t 

cleen-pft-toop' tha house 
illlp.sg.trans. 

, I II xWqe .. n 4> t - k ~ 'citxlI 

clean-pft-t-52 ths house 
int&' 

"Clean the house immediatelyl" · . xWqI _ n - t - 1 )l dtxll 

"Cive us somel" 

"Cleen the housel" 

(seid to one pereon) 

(said to one pereon) 

1 

cleen-pft-t-imp.pl. the houee 
treM 

"Cleen the houseS" (add to two 01'Il101'8) 

• xllqe n - t - !kW - 1 

cleen-pft-t-52 -imp.pl. the house 
intI' trens 

"Clesn the hous. immediatelyl" (said to tllO or lIIore) 

It ie very difficult to se. how stativity i. compatible with such 

blpera ti ve •• 

Secondly, - t occurs regularly with both - s - end - n -. 

Th •• elllantic features of the - n - p.rfective includes punctuel 

hOllever, e. Co.r1. (1976) eaye. 
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Since punctual situations autometlcally involve 

a change or state, they ar. automatically dynamic. 

there can ba no auch thing as a punctual state. (P. 50) 

If states ere viewed trom within, then they can be rererred to ae 

ongoing Situations, i.e., as dynamic. So stativity correlats. well 

with imperf.cti~ity but not ao w.ll with perfectivity. Thus it la 

bizarre that, if the - t morpham. marks stetiVity, that it should 

occur with both - e - and _ n _ • 

Unlike Russien, iteretivity in Okanagan is probably indepsndent 

of the imperfective/perfective espectual OPPOSition (ct. Timberlake 

1979 for Ruesian dete end enalysis ). Instsad, ther~ is e possibility 

thet tha plecsment of stress mey be e ",eena of encoding e repeated event 

or ection, elthough it ia not yet knolln how widespr~ade~d productive 

this encoding May be. 

(59) e. kn kWi~'elll "I teke orr one part (off the car)." 

51 removs-msdio 
intI' 

b. kn , ~' kW! a. "I take orf more then one pert 

51 r.movs ..... dio 
intI' 

(orr the car)." 

(60) e. klli ~ - n - t - !n 'li li-sweetBr 

remove-pft-t-Sl the .y-s.eater 
tr. 

"I take off my s~eeter.· 

5 a nwl? kll n.. kWI * _ q!n ... 

you 51 contained-relllove-head-medio 
intI' 

·You'r. taking your hat off." 
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(61) a. 

I 

lut 

neg. 51 -e- cut.more.then.ona.etrip-medio 
sub 

"I didn't cut any strips." 

lut 'r. ' 1i - s - kuam 

neg 51 -s-cut.one.strip-medio 
eub 

.·1 didn't cut one strip." 

Ths complexities of the Okansgan ~spectual syetem have juet 

berely been touched upon. We have eeen (1) that the imperfective/ 

perfective distinction Includes the e~antic featuree of, 

imperfsctive perfective 

duretive non-duretive 

non-punctual punctuel 

continuous non-con t inuous 

non-completi ve cOlllpletive 

habitual, customary non-habitusl 

(2) that the - t morpheme mey co-occur with both of these, howe ver 

progr .. e1vity, inchoeUvity end possibly incepUv1ty as well, cluster 

eround the' .beence of this morpheme I (~ the prefixes ks. 'unreellzed' 

end te. 'actually occurring' may occur with imperfectivity end 

with the ebsence of -t, the former of which et leaet looks et end 

encodes the Internal etructure 0' an event or situetion, (4) Itsretlvlty 

appeare to co-exiet with the imperfective/perfective die tinction, 

although this Identificetlon Ie etill tenuous. 

35 

r) /", f 
t . ( 

~uch remeins to be discovered abcut aspect in Okanagan. 

Although it has bsen shown that imperfective/perfective aspect do 

not depend crucially on transitivity. there i8 neverthelese 80Me 

Bignificant interaction with the constructions and subject pronoun 

set previously identified as transitive. This near-limitation Ie 

unusual since'cross-linguisticelly, basic aspectual categories ere 

usually abligatory on intransitive and transitive constructions elike. 

In order to work out the constreints on the use of - s - and - n -. 

coneiderable ayntactic analysia will be required. eepecially with 

respect to aubjecthood, ite interaction with transitivity ~nd 

strata or lavele of derivation, depending on ana's theoretical 

framework. 

The syntax or espect within complex and compound constructions 

especially with reapact to eequential or eimultaneous action, has 

not been examined. The discouree function of imperfective va 

perfective aspect hae not been ccn8idered. ror ~aley, Hopper (197~ 

diecueaes the foregrounding function of the perfective, for example. 

.ignelling eeriel evente, releting the mein etory line, end the 

beckgrounding function of the imperfective, for exemple, narrating 

on-going evente, commenting on the main evente and drawing the 

deecriptive background for theee chief occurrences. In a Similar 

vein, but for InukUtut, Kalmar (1979) examinee the eementic functions 

of verbal moods in nerretive text.. Theee will be productive areee 

for future work in Okanegen. 
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A Note on Thompson Salish Surface {y. 
Laurence C. Thompson 
University of Hawaii 

In Thompson River Salish {y is the surface realization of both 
underlying If!yfl and "~yl'. This involves a quite natural rule' 
I/a/l ~ i/---y under stress, actually part of a more general accommo­
dation of Ilaf' under stress to various follOWing consonants (to ~ 
before a rounded velar, a before a plain uvular, 6 before a rounded 
uvular, , before a laryngeal). 

However, when, in the common diminutive ;reduplicative formation, 
the underlying vowel is separated from the semivowel, .the surface vowel 
reflects Ilal' in both cases, rather than Ilill. There are a few 
exceptions; those .'.and some cases of variation are. usually, if not 
always, traceable historically to earlier etyma with *i~ *i is not 
otherwise affected by this replacement, and the diminutive pattern is 
otherwise describable as involving insertion of a copy of CV of the 
stressed syllable directly after that syllable, with regular phonological 
adjustments. (See examples below.) .. 

While the first accoamodation (*a ~ II J) is easily seen as a 
natural development in a rulepriented mociel of historical change, and 
restitution of & is natural enough when the y is isolated from it, it 
seems difficult to formulate a natural rule dynamism to account for the 
shift of *{ to I in the parallel forms from *{y. On the other hand, 
classical analogical change directly accounts for the forms land the 
dynamics as well: the large number of cases where diminutives with 
etymological g correspond to simplexes in {y provide 1 the model for 
conversion of those involving cymological *{. The forms exhibiting 
variation further support this analysis. The case is interesting 
because it supports the notion of this aort of change operating on the 
surface, in performance. 

In the following examples the infixed diminutive:: reduplication is 
enclosed in brackets; resulting forms are ''baby-talk'' words where they 
are not otherwise glossed. The formative also involves glottalization 
of posttonic resonants. 
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