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A Note on Aspect in (Nicola Leke) Ukanagan1 (2 8. q¥“fc - 8 ~ tn

fill ~- 8 = t = S1

Yvonne M, Hébert
trens,

University of British Columbie
"I £ill 1t up."

be &'Ié “nen

This note concerns the consonantal opposition between - s =
fill e« n =t - S1

and = n -, usuelly occurring before ubiquitous - t, an opposition trans,

poseible on most but not all predicates of Okenegan. Most of the date "I P111 it up.”

is from the Nicole Lske dizslect of this Interior Selishan languege, but not obligatorily in constructions such ss the medi " P
o-passive, T

spoken in British Columbi
P 8. the indirective or the benefactives

The = 8 = / = n - opposition occurs most frequently in

M A
constructions such sss (3 kn ckém 4
(1) ‘o ts- cka=-s = tfn U Gt - exlém : 51 count-medio
. intr.
ctusl - ntes=t-S1 th -
sctus count-s trare. @  my-money/beaver "I count.®
*I count my money.®
: y meney (9 o WG --t-n
b. cka = N - t{n 9’. qi - 'kl“ . - , , N
) fx]],.jnd&&g;uvi.tusl ndane oo Tiet [
countene=t-S1 the my-monsy/beaver trans.
trane,

"I fill 1t up for/on enybody."

"1 count my moneye "
y money. be Q¢ =x -t -n

fill-benefactive-t-S1 "I fill it up for him.”

AN L trans.

) S This work hes been supported by & Killam Predoctoral Fellowship
st Unive of British Columbias, 1977 - present, and in psrt by a B, C.
Provincial Musesum contract for & word list, Summer 1978,

Thenks are given to the native speskars who patiantly teach me
of their language; they sre identified in later footnotes. Thanks
also to Jessice Roberts (UBC), Sandra Chung (UCSD), and sspecislly
to Alen Timberlske (UCLA) who commented on an sarlier draft and whose
own work on Russian aspact influenced the shape of this note.
Unforturstaly, the responsibility for this anelysis of Okanagen
ramains my ouwn,

Two hypotheses have slready been proposed for thase morphemes «
The following one has been proposed for the contiguous Interior Saslishen

language, Thompson, by the linguists L, C. end M, T, Thompson
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(197 , section 5.2.3, 5.2)s
-g =t as marking & lexicel ceusative, implying that
the sction or state results from the activity
of some sgent who is not in full coqtrol;

; net as marking 8 control trensitive, implying

control by the subject.
This is elso & possible analysis for (NL) Okenegan end is in fact
generally sccepted o8 8 possible analysis for most Sslishan langueges
in which these morphemes occure This will be referred to es the
Control Hypothesis,

A somewhat different hypothesis hes been proposed for the
Colville dialsct of Okanagan, as spoken in Weshington state., Mattina
(1978, ppe 91-93) proposes that both of these are transitive constructions
which obligatorily include reference to two snd only two persons, an
actor and 8 primery goal, such thet the

-3 =t predicetes alwsys imply either purposeful or

customary involvement on the part of the sctor
end ers cheracterized es transitives with
co-terminous actor snd secondsry gosl (p. 93);
=ne-t predicates imply reference only to an actor snd
a primery goel (p. 91).
This will be refsrred to as the Customery Involvement Hypothesis,
‘ It is the purpose of this note to propose that this consonantal

slterration -8 =/ =« n = reflects en imperfective/perfective

distinction and to cutline some support for this 1dentif1cagion. This
will be referred to es the Aspect Hypothesis,

These three hypothesss are similer in that they seek to
explicitly encode semantic features onto morphological categories,
Additionelly, the Customerily Involvement Hypothesis and part of the
Control Hypothesis link these sementic features to trensitivity, o
cleim that is not mede by the Aspect Hypothesis, The Aspect Hypothesis
will be supported by two types of evidences by native speaksr intuitions
and by the syntex of espect, i. e., the distribution of certein prefixes,
edverbiels, and the intersction with the pessive end llmitad control
constructions. However, before proceeding to this evidenca; let us
explore briefly the two espectusl cetegories of imperfective and
perfectives their frequency of occurrence, their cﬁarécfﬂtistics
and their definition.

Thet Okenegen mey encode this distinction is not'unu;ual whan
considering leangusges more generslly, These two sspect cetegories,
elong with & third, were proposed by Frisdrich (1974s S36) for the
anelysis of sspect eystemss

(1) duretive, continuative, imperfective, etc.,

(2) punctual, completive, perfective, etc.,

(3 stetive, perfect, etc.

The morphology of Russian, for exsmple, encodes the two besic espect
categories of imperfective/perfective, esch of which includes s number

of esmantic festures not otherwise distinctively merked (cf. Timberleke

1979 for a discussion) . Meanwhile, Hopper (1577/78, 1979), who examires
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the rcle of espect £n discourse, notes the universslity of this
aspectuel distinction,.

According to Comrie (1976), the concept of imperfectivity
may be cheracterized as expressing a continuous or durative situstion
es well es e hebitual or customsry situstion, occurring over en extended
period of tipo. while perfectivity may be cheracterized es indicating
completed action, ss being & resultative, i.e., indicating the successful
completion of e situetion, However perfectivity includes but is not
limited fo punctual or momenteneous situations, to situstions of short
vs long durstion, or even to the termination or beginning of e situation
since the perfective denotes & complete situstion, with beginning,
middle and end,

Comrie gives definitions of these concepts, es well es the
charactaristics listed aboves

perfectivity indicetes the view of o situstion as a single

whols, without distinction of the varioua separats phasas

that meke up that situetion; while the imperfective psys

essentiel attention to the internal structure of the

situstions (p. 16)
Both the lists of charscteristic ssmantic features of these two aspactuel
categories and their definitions with refersnce to en external visw of
a situastion . for perfactivity va en internasl view for imperfsctivity
uili be relsvant to the discussion of ths thres hypothesss for

-8 =/ =n= in Dkenagen,

Let us now proceed to the support sveilable for the Aspect
Hypothesis, end then to the discussion of the three hypotheses, Two
types of evidence for espaect are available in the data collected to data
for this dielects
(o) evidence from netive spesker intuitions and
(b) ovidenca‘from the syntax of espect, more specificelly here,

1) the distribution of the two prefixes

ks = 'unreeslized sction®
ts- ‘actually occurring action'
with respect to the two espectual categories in questiong

1)  the distribution of the edverbial pSutIf 'still's

1ii) the verbal morphology of the limited control and the
pessive constructions, with reference to the unlveréal t;ndency of
langueges to associate the pesssive with parfectivitf.

In the data that follows, I will fdentify the subject pronoun
sets as ‘transitive' and 'intransitive', sccording to the sssignment
end practice of Mattine, although this terminology mey in future work
be shown to be somewhat inexsct. The third subject pronoun set will
be identified as subordinate/genitive.

Support is available from the intuitions of several native
eé?kerﬁ who, on seperate, unreleted occasions, identified the
distinction as followss

1. Of these two sentences, the latter was . said to be completed,
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over withs 2
1) . ts - cka -8 = tfn QU Y-skldw

sctualecount- s = t-S1 the my-money/beaver
trens

*I'm counting my money.” - / "I count my money.®
be ke -n-tfh U Gi-skiéd

count= n = t-Sl the my-money/beaver
trans

"1 count my monay."

2. Similerly, the same verbel morphology wass identified es

completed, se just finisheds3
(9 necfk =n-n Q1 937906se?
contained=fry=n-t-5l the eggs
trens

"I fry/fried the eggs.”
(6) 98cd = n - tin G eb!éﬁn

tie- n - t -S1 ths rope
trans

"I tie a knot on & rope."
(@) : :.;l':a -n = tin S1 saft':qn

breiden-t-S1 the rope
trens

"] breided the rope.” (completed,finished braiding the rope)

2 As volunteered by Sharon Lindley (Nicola Leke dislact), st Quilchene,
8.C., August 24, 1978,

3 Example (5), with seversl other sentences about frying sggs, over
breakfast, by Jo2 A, Michel (Nicola Lake dislect), elso of Quilchene,
the main language consultant, on Oct. 5, 1978, in Vencouver. Example
(5) Octe 18, 1979, Example (7), July 9, 1378 in Quilchena,

7

130 i

3. The - 8 - t wes identified, in a comparison with e maedio=-passive
construction with the seme prefix ts= c‘

(8) 8. ts = x*X9 -8 - tfn

ectual-whittle- 8 « t = Sl
trens

"I'm ectuelly whittling."”
be kn ts - x¥ k’ﬁém

sl ectual-whittle-medio
intr.

"I'm ectuslly whittling,"
es referring to whittling which hes been going on for aom? time, for
a long time, -
4, Confirmetion from other dielect erees is also availebles>

(9) 8¢ wik = n = n ‘{1 Gin - cftxw

see - n - t =Sl the my-house
trens

"1 sew my house."
be wike n = n (;1 cftx¥ - tat

see=n - ¢t - Sl the house=-cur
trens

"I ssw our house.”

4 As specified by Joe Pete Seddleman of Quilchens (NL dislect),
Okenagan lenguage instructor, in e workshop st UBC, March 25, 1979,

s As insisted upon by Bernice Beptiste (Penticton dislect) and
egreed upon by Joe Pete Saddleman (NL), Hermen Edwerds (Keremeos dialsct),
Jiilie Eeotge (Colville dielect), all language instructors-in-training,
nive of Victorie, Nov. 28, 1978 Importantly, these s
. peaskers reprssent
the geographical epread of the languege, from the northuestarn-uo:t
eras ( Quilchens) to the southeastern-most (Colville),
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Theee were sgsin identified es completed action, se done already,
in spite of the fect that the -8 - t merking is not possibles
c. *  wlkstn

de *  ts~ wikstn

Let us now proceed to the distributioral evidence which
supports the Aspect Hypothesis., The distribution of the two preflxa-
ks=- ‘'unrealized ection' end ts- ‘ectuslly occurring sction'
with respect to -~ n e and =8 = will be presentsd first, followed
by the distribution of the edverbisl pJut{? ‘still’,

For the verbsl roots which eccept either =8 =t or -n =t
marking, the prefix ta- ‘actually occurring action® may co-occur

with the -8 - t3

(10) e tse x")f\'ci -8 - tin

actusl-whittle - 8 = t - 51

trans
v "I'm ectuelly whittling.”
be t8 «n-¢IX -8t -n ‘]‘1 Ga%dse?
actual-contained~Fry-s;t-Sl the 8ggs
trans

"I'm frying the sggs right now,"
€ ts-cke-s-tin  G1 G- skldé (2 1o)

actusl-count-s~t-S1 the my-money
trans

"I'm counting my money."

A

but {e ungrammaticel with the - n - t merkings
(11) e, . te =x" ' - n-thn

actuelewhittle- n = t = S1

trans
®* I'm actuslly whittled.
be *. ts-necfx-n-n 94 GanKdse?
sctusl-conte ined=fry=n=t-Sl the eggs
trans

* I'm ectuelly fried the eggs. .
€e * ts -é&ke = n - tin Q1 U~ sklsd

ectusl-counten - t - S1 the my-money
trans - !

* I'm ectually counted my money.

The prefix ks - 'unrealized sction' may not.co-occur on
predicetes which sccept either the =8 =t or = n.- t merkings
(120 o, * ks - xV¥ %'qatfn‘ *I'm gonne wh.ittling.
be * ks = n-&f¥stn ?1. QQ756801 *I'm gonna frying the =9gs.

Ce * ks - ckestfn Gt Siskléw *I'm gonne counting my monsy,

L
(13 e *ks - x*X'Intin *I'm gonne whittlad.
be * ks = nefxn-n 51 93795937 *I'm gonna fried the sggs.

Ce * ks - ckant{n St Stskléw *I'm genne counted my money.

6
This ke~ prefix mey howsver occur with these roots, in another

construction, the medic-passives

6 This prefix is probably an upper predicete since it occurs -ith
the set of pronouns used to merk possession or subordinate sub jectss

*kn  ks-x"X'Q gm "I'm gonna whittle,."

N ks = n -cfY -m "I'm gonna fry,"

10
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(14) e, C|1 - ks - x% ’):'('.}ehn

Sl -unreelized-whittle-medio
sub

"I'm gonna whittle,”
be ﬁl - ks =~necfXx -m ‘Phi {3 75Gsa?
Lt
the
S$1 eunreelized-conteined-fry-medio % some % eggs
sub

“I'm gonna fry the/some eggs.”

Similarly, the tse- prefix, 'sctuelly occurring action,' may occur
on thase roots in & medio-passive constructions
(15 as kn ts - x¥ X"i &m

Sl actusl-whittle-medio
intr

" sctually whittling.”
be kn ts - ékin Qepana?

sl actuel-count-medio now/today
intr

"I'm counting now."”

Let us now examine the occurrence of the sdverbisl p9 utf?
‘still! uhiéh is attested with imparfactive aspsct or with the
medio=-passive constructions
(16) oo - pSutI? ts - x" %'9 -8 - tin

still esctuslewhittlee- s - t - Sl
tr.

"I'm still whittling.” (2nd heve been doing soc for s long time.)

11

1gd

be p(lutf? kn ts - x"’?(lqa’m

still Sl sctual-whittle-medio
intr

"I'm actually still whittling."”
ce  plutf? kn X k'ﬁim

still sl whittle-medio
intr

"I still whittle."
but not with perfective aspects
de . p(;utf? x¥ ’X'(i_ n - tin

still whittle- n = t = Sl . '
tr :

I still whittled.

The above comparisons suggest & continuative/complative semantic
distinction for thess morphemes -s =t end =n - t respectively,
. There are howsver some importent limitations on the sppesrance
of perfective = n -(t) end imperfective - s =(t). Nét all verbal
roots may teke either of these markings, as Mattins has noted (1978,
p. 102, fn,2), Some roots may tske only one of thess and sre
ungremmatical with the other. Examples show that punctusl or
momentaneous sction, i.s., sction thet does or may not continue,
tekes only the = n - (t) markings

(1) e. k¥{itnt "Teke 1ti"

teke-n - t - ¢
tr imperetive

be * 1" fet |

12

[
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(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

and we

(9

be

be

be

be

1§

bka «n-t-fn Q1 stCIGp

“ne-t -5l the stove
trans

downward.motion.of .hand.and.lower.arm, from elbow=
"I put my hand on the stove.” (to see if it's warm)

* (ts) - bkestfn

xelft - n - ¢t Dion 1 /G2 Ga-saléxt § /Ga Gr-sntx¥is §

cell = n =t D. / the your-brother/the your-sister
tr imp )

"Call Diond / your brother! / your sister}”

* xalftst ...

#3587 - n = n Si 1p96t

breaken - t - S the cup
tr

"1 brask a cup.” (on purpose or accidantally)

L Nsk?.tﬂ Xy

kWu tim - qs = n - w{?x¥

Pl kiss-nose=n-raciprocsl
inte

" "We kiss eech other."

* K cim -gs -8 - wI™X"

rspoat hers for convenisnces

be

wik = n=n St cftx™ - 3t

880~ n = t = S1 the house-our
ter ¢

"1 ssw our house.”

13
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®* wikstn

* ts - wikstn

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

(22)

! 1
tsﬁm ) - Ysmile; a male's name

) -t . \ f’"
tclﬁms happy and smiling all the time; -5 e
smiling- » !
11, 1t ] 3 3 3 i 1 3 :
tt’)ﬁmtSms smile (on both sides),(with diminuative )

" Tt 1
kn ts - ttﬁﬁmtﬁ-ms "I'm smiling. "

S1, actual-dim-smile-redup-s {
intr ) !

1) L ] !
kn ts - tt?&mt Ims na ip "I'm smiling all the time."

Slintr actual-dim-smile-redup-s all the time

" 1] '
Danny ttS\imtSmsm "Danny smile. "

- 8- medio

t9¢mt Tm - s - x - ¢ Gi KA - % -X¥ep

[T

smile-s-benefactive-t-ff the

tr imp er- pl-grown. up

""Smile for the elders!"
(2] e ]
* ttcl ﬁmt(/.m.- n-K)-t

" e 1
Danny k‘fvu ttqﬂmtﬁm -8 -X=-t-s8

me ' smile-s-benefactive-t-SBtr

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

14

I



V w [ features for espect in Russien, Of importance to Okanagen, Timberlake
(23) a. Danay k u n -4y -us -x-t-s

k ]
me cont-laugh-face-bene-t - S3t breeks down the definition of the perfective ss 'a view of the event
r

‘ @8 e whole' into e number of oppositions, of which the first of asch
"Danny smiled at me (a 'flagh' of a smile),

1]
b, kn ﬁéy -n - cdt "I laughed. "

SIintr laugh - n - reflexive durative, unique vs multiple, is mapped onto perfective espect., Thus

peirs completed vs attempted, active vs stative, momentanaous vs

the passive construction which focuses upon the patient and which

Thus to teke, to touch-testy to call, to break, to kiss exemplify views the terminetion point of en event will show psrfsctive

actions which ere clessified by this lengusge es non-continuous/ morphology in Runalen:7

nctuel -d i h
punctuel/non-duret ve, while to smile is considered es a (24) Etot zavod byl postroen inostrennymi rebodimi

- . N 1 h
continuous=type of ection ot only ere these aspectusl merkings this fectory wes pft-built foreign workers

limited by the type of verbel root with which they mey occur, they Instr '

ere slso limited by sentence type. Thess aspectual markings are not "This factory wes built by foreign workers.®

obligatory in certein syntactic constructions, Unless the action . as 1t does in (NL) Okanagan;a

1s one thet is clessified by the languags ss continustive only :

(cf. (22£,1)), these sspectusl markings do not ordinarily occur (25) e s % Wkép Ak - betcf - o C# : ‘pptuinex”
in a bensfactive construction (cf.(4b)) or in = medio-pessive ) the er=grown.up 'dir-choka-n-t-;3 the old ledy
construction (cf. (3), (8b), (14s), (1Se,b), (16b,c)) » tr

"The old man choked the old lady."

The tendency for the psssive construction to carry b ﬁt ppt‘inax" i.d' . ;)a?cf - n tom % ¢ ,)(o;ko iip

intrinsic perfective meening hes been discussed, for exempla, by

the old ledy dir-choke=-pft-pess def. indef., old man
DelLencey (1979). As part of ® broader discussion of viewpoint manie chbmeur merking
L]
fested in aspectusl and voice distinctions, he points out that, in "The old lady wes choked by the old men.
the passive which specifies the patient from an agent < patient
7 from cless notes, D. M. Perlmutter, Romence Linguistics,

viswpoint, one is necessarily looking at the termination viewpoint Spr. 1979, UCSD.

of a situation, hence perfective sspect. In a spesker-orisnted, 8 Predictable elveoler CC-simplificetion - n = tn- :' 2;v:ozc
encoding model, Timberlake (1979) examines a number of semantic eimiler to-ne-t-n (pft -t - SI“) > an P P
» exemples,
15
16



(25) Be

" be

(27

snd in thase

(28) LY

be

kfSlus-s q1  sqflx¥ Gi  spfein

coil - S3
tr

the man the rops

"The man coil the rope.”

k{Glus = n - tam 91  spfe n sqflx®

91 t

coil-pft-pass the rope .def;hindar,, man
chd

*The rope wes coiled by the man,”

wik = n = tom ‘51 skamx st
ses - pft -pass the blackbeer
*We seen 8 blackbeer. / A blackbesr we/anybody ssen./

A blackbear was seen.”

passive constructions with unspecified finel sub jactss

oosirig— Suxw 14 am
k¥y Wand - 8 91 - T ) 4(

you catch-53 the policamen
obJ tr subj

"You were casught by the policemen,”
(l1it.s The policemen caught you.)

w
:ii__&l aggx'ﬁléém k%nd - n - tom
chd Vo

"The policeman catch (you)."

(11t.s Acaught by the policeman.)

17

(29)

1q0

51 t, solédxt - s 498c - n - tam
N

cho friend-his bruise-pft-pass
"His friend bruised him up.” (on purpose)

(1it.s A bruised up by his friend.)

As hss elready been pointed out, perfective espect includses s

terminetion viewpoint of an event and of en agent-patisnt situation,

end thus tends to merk pessive constructions in humen languages,

Similerly, s construction merking the limited control of en sgent=-

subject also necessarily emphasizes the termination viewpoint of a

situetion. This offers a plausible explanation of why the limitede

control morpheme - n§ = occurs with the =-n =t perfactive marking

rather then with the - s - ¢ imperfective markings (When - nG -

‘limited-control' co-occurs with second consonant reduplicetion, for

accidentel action with no intention or 8gency on the part of the

subject, en unintentional reading results,)

(30)

(32)

(31)

{q' ~q¥enf-ne-tes-n

slep-sccid-1tdC,~pft-t-S2 =51
obj tr

"I slep you unintentionelly.” (didn't mean to do it)
(elreedy done)

7%uc m-nfenat-x¥ 2

yes/no @  feel-1tdC.-pft-t-52
know tr

"Do you feel {t?" (thunder hits snd ground sheakes)

[J -
a, ce? «n et - In Tiqemt fnek

hit-pft = t - S1
tr
"I hit Tigamtfnek."

female's name

18
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be te? - nf -n =n

hit « 1tdC.~ pft-t-Sl
tr

"I hit (it).* (I reeched for something and hit the clock
with my elbow.")
(32) K =K =nGaneta-x¥ Q2 Gan - tix¥ck

cut-accid-1tdC,-pft-t-S2 the your=tongue,
tr

"You cut sccidental your tongue,®

(33) k-éx"-x'-m?-nﬁ-n-t-a-n & qa; 119

distributive- . Jdndef, gef., tea

=~pour=sccid=loc~1tdC.=pft-t-52 Sl Jnebrumenteicnativing-
obj tr

"I spill the tea on you." (I spill on you with the tea,)

Thus the snelysis of = n -(t) as perfective sspect premits stating a
similarity between the pessive construction and the limited control
construction in (ML) Okenagan,

Reviewing the evidence from nativs speakers! 1n{u1tions,
from the distribution of certain prefixee and adverbisls, end from
the verbsl morphology of pessive and of limited-control constructions,
the Asp.ct.nypothealt sppesrs plausible, The terminology imperfaective/
perfective for ~ 8 = and = n - respectively s suggested since these
terms encode the ssmentic distinctions of d#rativc. continuetive,
hebitusl se opposed to non-continuing, punctusl, complsted which

epply to describe the dats cited sbove.

19

Let us now examine sach of the other two hypotheses in turn,
the Control Hypothesis and the Customary Involvement Hypothesis,
beginning with the letter., The Customary Involvement Hypothesis,
with respect to the - s = t marking, states thet the primery refersnce
is to an actor who is customarily or purposefully involveds It cesn
be seen that thi; notion of customery involvement is indeed competible
with en Aepect enelysis since imperfective aspect may end does include
reference to e customary, habitual situstion or event. Also by
shifting the enalysis to event or ection rether then to en sctor,
an undefined term, avoids including in the gremmar explenations
referring to secondery vs primary goel in constructions which have
previously been :stated to be only two-plece trensitives, That «n = ¢
does not have reference to e customerily or habituaily‘iAQolved actor
follows from the statement for -8 -« t and is equaily competible
with the Aspect Hypothesis, a

Additionelly, the Customery Involvement Hypothesis claims thet
the markings in question =8 -t end = n = t occur only with
trensitive constructions,i{.s., only with two-place predicates,

I take this to mean thet these predicates occur only with two nominsls,
one of which {s 8 subject and the other 8 direct object. These
espectuel markings do indeed occur most frequently in such constructions.
It follows from this claim that the - s - t merking is not expected

to co-occur with a subject pronoun which hes been identified es
intrensitive. Similarly, the = n - t merking is not expected to

co-occur with this seme 'intransitive' subject pronoun set in reciprocsl

20
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constructions which Mattine hes slso identified as intrensitive Qe k*u q¥al - n - wix¥

constructions, The following examples ere pertinent to this issue Pl warm-pft-reciprocal
intr
of trensitivitys
"We keep/kept esch other werm."”

(34) .. kn q‘alt he q”ai -n = wix¥ 1x
sl werm=¢ "I'm warm./I warm," warm-pft-reciprocal P3
intr intr
’
be kn q¥5l -8 - ¢ "They keep/kept each other werm,"
sl warm-impft-t : ' :}:
intr (35) kn & -ts -cka -8 < qt - x
*I werm myself/keep warm/werming." sl s-ectual-count-impft=days-progressive
’ intr
_Ce xYuwly - x q¥sl -8 =t - x '
"I'm counting the days."”
go = imp. 8Qe warm=impft=teimp.8g.
intr intr .
(36) k = cq¥q” -m-8 i sl
"Go werm yourselfl ®
. distributive-weep=-m=impft the desd
de 'l -n-t -t o,
woarm=pft-t-52 : . "cry for the dead"
trens
"You keep it werm (like the soup)." Thus, eccepting Mettina's (1973) identificetion of trensitivity/intran-
"You warmed it (21l night) (like covered with blenksts) , " sitivity as distinguishing the metrix subject pronoun sets, one cen
0 q'al -hnen ﬁ‘ aiwuk"ﬁlmalt conclude from (34)‘a;b,c,f.g.h and (Lssy/ that the espectuel
warm-pft-t-Sl1 the baby morphemes - 8 = end - n - ore hot restricted to transitive
trans

constructions, although thess sre encoded most frequently with the
"1 werm up :h. babye* (I brought 1t close to the fire.) ‘trensitive' set of subject pronouns. Moreover, examples (34)f;g.h,
fo 8 -n=g¥l -s-tn (21) e, ond (zglgzsjﬁ;iif";;o- thet these espectusl morphsmae‘aro
: - Coﬂtﬂiﬂ:d-UBIHPfFPfS:inStfuﬂaﬂt / not dependent on the following = t, ldantif{lgd a8 'stative' - é">
: (0) heater ‘ (mattine, 1973)s Furthermore, exemples ggg}g;f” ehow thet the
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:g; _ the imperfective - s = may co-occur with the benefoctive = x = (t). . The benefactives in conjunction with examples slreedy cited in the
“. Howsver, the Customery Involvement Hypothesis limite - & -(t) end pravious paregraph confirms that these sspectusl morphemes are not
-n -(g) to trensitive two-place constructions only end further states limited only to two-place trensitive constructions. Moreover, the
thet these do not co-occur with the benefactive, The following exemples = n = prefective merking occurs in passive constructions which are
o mey be compareds (22)g,1 ve (37) # superficielly et lesst intransitive (cf. (25)b, (26)b, (27), (26)b,
SR (22) g ttlomtim-s-x-t G Wi - ¥ N | (29).
ﬁ?& g . dim-smile-redup-impft-bene-t the er-pl-grown.up Although the Customery Involvement Hypothesis is compstible
e i | .  “Smile for the elderst® " (T-shirt motto, Su 1976) » with the Aspect Hypothesis with respect to the habitual reference ;
Cohee 1. Denny K ttiGmtim es -x-t-s essocisted with the - 8 = merking snd the leck of this essociation ;
. @ . : . me smile ~impft-bene-t-S3 Ol v with = n =, @& strictly interpreted Customery Involvement Hypothesis
: ) "Denny smile/smiling et/for me.” which rests on transitivity es charecterized by latti#a il‘not
b ' ¢
. (37 Gt X%Xiép neq"-x-t-s t enktifsscexa? 1 pptuinex” Pupported By the da.t.. o ' ;
L Let us now turn to the discussion of the Control Hypothesis .
ths old.men stesl=bene-t-S3 some horses the old.ledy .

L o which hes two slementss that - s -(t) merks a lexicel causetive
e : "The old man stole ® herd of horses for the old lady." :

L « and that - n =(t) merks & control transitive, To support such

It is pertinent to note thet 'smile' in other languages is en an analysis es lexical ceusetive, ons would expect to find
‘ i intrensitive predicates Engl.s *smile the psople, *smile the banena, productive processes such es that in Turkishs a
Frenchs * sourire les gens, * sourire les benanes. 1In Okanagan, the (39) P John buz = u ori = t « tf
benefactor in (22) g,4 snd (37) sbove {s probsbly not an initiel direct : ice=-ACC melt-C-PST
object, in the same way thet the indirective construction contains en ob ject John melted the ice,
nominal that is not an initisl direct objects be buz eri - di
’ (30) Tt XxX¥ép ned" em-d-teos Gt keiép - s 91 pptwinex” ice melt-PST
_ the old.man steel-m-indirective-t-S3 the horu-o-ssn.n the old.lady The ice melted, '
o : :

"The old men stole h"% horses from the old ledy.”
her 7 This Turkish dats end explenations wers provided by

inci Ozkersgoz (UCSD).
i | 23 -

24



o
el

-
vy
ol
g

147

Ce Eorba koyulag - t&
soup thicken « PST
The soup thickened,
de Hesen gorbeyé koyulag - tir - di
80upACC  thicken= € = PST
Hesean thickened the soup.
The function of the causative morpheme is cleer in (39)d sbove.
It is less clesr in (49)e where it mey be o trensitivizer instead.
Nevertheless the point remeins that in s language which encodes
lexicel causetives, one expscts ths appesrance of an indicative

morphems. In (NL) Okensgen, however, the - 8 = t morpheme doss

_ not occur as expacted, on e compsrable predicate 'thaw's

(40) e, kn 8 -ts <Gfym - x - t e¥fq

S1 s-actual-thaw=prog. indef. mest
intr

"I'm thawing out meat/some mest.”
be Si e¥lqg 8 - ts - Qiy; - x
def, meat 8 - ectual-thaw-prog.

"The meat thawing out.”

In other constructions where a lexical ceusstive snalysis
is tempting, other transletions mors reedily reveal the imperfective

sspect consistently encoded in the svent.

"1 ke hi K, o
(a1) ﬁ'ﬁi eomes-ton make him work/I working him.

v (1ike he's working now)
work = m = fmpft « ¢t = S1
tr

"25

L
(42) e kn Q%31 - ¢

"I'm worm,”
be kn sl -s -t

sl . warm=impft=t
intr

*I werm myself./I keep warm./I warming."

A further clue to the imperfective sspect of exemple (42)b ebove
cen be seen in the English phress "keep...” indiceting durstive or
hebituel meaning which mey be pert of the semantic faatures*gharacteristic
of imperfective sspect. It will bs recelled that this sllowed us to
incorporate the gist of the Customery Involvement Hypotheéis into the
Aspect Hypothesis, since the former essigns ‘'customary' reference to
-8 = (t) merking, The s enelysis of = s -(t) es a lexicsl
‘ceusative is not supported by the date, = | - Soace T

The Control Hypothesis claims thet = n = t m;rks 8 control
trensitive, implying control by & subject. The intuitions of the nstive
speakers who provided a completive reading for the predicates so
merked does not necesssrily vioclate this notion of control by the
subject. A control enelysis necesserily implies a focus upon the
termination viewpoint of en action or event, thus the likelihood of
perfective merking of an action or event within the full control of the
subject. However, as has elresdy been noted, limited control slso

tends to view actions or svents from the termination viewpoint end
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eleo tekes the = n - merking, thus - n - lngléself ceannot refer to
the full control of the subject. Moreover, = n - occurs as part of
the verbal morphology in passive constructions, Examples (28)b end
(26) have no specified final subject which is problemetic for e
Control Hypothesis. 1In (26)b, the usuasl pessive construction, the
finsl subject is en unlikely canditate for a controller since it is
en inenimate ropes, and, as for (27), is semanticelly e petient
undergoing the action, .

It éan further be noted that the Control Hypothesis end the
Customary: Involvement Mypothesis contradict each other, The former
states that‘the subject of the = n - construction 1is in control
wherees the lstter stetes that.the ector (® underlying sub ject?)
1s~1n control in @ = 8 = construction, Since the = n -
construction lacks the customery/purposeful reference. of the

= 3 = one, then by extension, the = n ~ marks e construction where

the actor is not in full control or not purposefully involved,

Example (29) repested here is pertinents

. . 2
(29) : 31 J) saléxt -8 4jéc = n - t:

cha friend-his bruise-pft-pass
"His friend bruised him up.” (on purpose)

(1it.s A\ bruised up by his friend.)

.This sentence does not support the Control Hypothesis since {t

conteins no spadifisd subjsct to be in controle Nor does it support

27

the Customery Involvement Hypothesis since it was idéngifiaq as @
purposeful action which is supposed to be essociated with - 8 =
marking, A
At

Thus it hes been shown that the Control Hypothesis and the
Customery Involveﬁ?nt Hypothesis cannot be stretched to sccount for
all the date. The Aspect Hypothesis (s) offers an explenstion for
the lexical causetive of the Control Hypﬁtheais, (b) includes
the assignment of 'customery' reference to -8 = (t) of the
other hypothesis, (c) eccounts for the data presented herﬁin, without
dopending crucially on trensitivity, and (d) ellows an exalanatory

statement of the viewpoint in common to pessive end limited control

constructions,

The =t morpheme hes been frequently referred to in this
paper, Although not specifically germein to the identification of
-8 -end - n - es imperfective/perfective sspect, let us aiverg-
sufficiently to sllow e discussion of this morpheme since it frequently
occurs elongside thess espactual merkings,

According to Mattina (1973, 1978), the = t morpheme
encodes stative sspect. The internel structure of the sspectuel
system sppeers to support this identification, Let us examine
briefly the interaction of stativity with imperfectivity, with
inchoatives, with progressives, snd with inceptivity.

1) The -t versus -8 =t hes slready been noted for ‘warm' ,

illustreting stativity with end without imperfectivity, Ses (42)s and b,
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11) Some inchoatives also support this;' thus stetivity, i.e.,

being in ® given state or inchoetivity, i.e., getting to or becoming

to that stetes

(43) . .. kn qclﬁct [qé!t"l
. N

“"I'm fat.”
S1 fot-t
intr
. .10
be kn q qbc ‘:‘9?6.‘:} "I'm becoming fat.
. )

S1 fat I'm getting fet."

intr

(4 e 91 Gin-1819 n - cGF¥t  Gepané? ‘f'x&t"l
N
the my-taa contsined-cold-t now

"My tee's reslly cold.”

. 10
b. 91 sinoltts ne-c #a’d’ cx?:d']
a8

the my-tee conteined-cold

"my tes getting really cold.”

i11) Progressive sspect hes been defined by Comrie (1976) es the
combination of continuous meening and non-stetivity, It is notable
then that in (NL)Ukanagun, the progressive sspect morpheme does not
spperently coe-occur with the =t morpheme, thus supporting its

identification as stetivitys

for inchostive meaning

. The second consonant glottalizetion

i:ru has been described es glottal stop infixstion b{ nattin:.(:ng).
These differences reflect different phonological enelyses;

howsver describing the some phonetic phenomene,
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(4s)

(46)

(47

(48)

(49)

(s0)

contained=chellenge-pft-t-S2 Sl 52

T )
kn 8 - ts - Cka - m{ = x
Sl s=actual-count-m{-prog,

intr

“I'm counting.” (like figuring out the numbers,

belancing the books.)

§3%Gea? - &% - x
eggs conteined-fry-prog.

“eggs frying”

kn s -ts - 3mis - x

S1 s-actuslefish,trap-pr
intr popros.

"I'm fish-trapping,®

N=xaltis «netes-np K ks - caiiiq' -x

unrealized-
obj tr intr <stick.geme=prog.

"I chellenge you to pley stick game."

k" 8 = ts « ?{¥n - x

P1 s-actusl-sat-progressive
intr

"We eeting,”

kn 8 =~ ts « mSlxa? - x

Sl s-actual-lie=-prog.
intr

"I'm lying,”



a7

. /
be na;Ip kn s - ts = malxa?

elwesys Sl s-ectusl-lie
intr

"I sluays lie.”
Co m3lxa? = n - N

lie = pft - t = S1
trens

"] 1ied (to him)."

Interestingly, the imperfactive end the progressive may co-occur but

without gbl//;1 markers

1]
(51) . kn 8 = ts - ;k‘ - .! - qt- x

Sl s-actuel-count=impft-deys-prog.
inte :

"]I'm counting the days.”
iv) The =-87x inceptive morpheme elso does not usually co-occur

with etativitys

(52) kn ks = n = cf% - a?x t Ya?lse?
sl unrealized- -fry-inceptive indef. e9gs
intr -contained=

"I'm gonna fry some eggs.” (eggs in hend end pan hot)

(5%  kn ks - 7Mtx - ax

sl unreslized-sleep-inceptive
intr

"I'm gonna sleep.”
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(54) kn ks - ¢33 cc\aix - a?x

sl unrealized-bathe-inceptive
intr

"I'm gonna take & bath."

(55) kn ke =Gglkwis - a%?x

S1. unrealized-sharpen-inceptive
intr

"I'm gonna sherpen.” (like & bunch of knives)

(just before I start)

Thus, the encoding of inceptive, progressive end inchoative
sementic features without the co-occurrence of =t supports the
identificetion of the latter ss stativity, If this is the cese, then,
the encoding of stativity vs activity in Okanegan would be &8 follows.
The internal development cherscteristic of actives is readily observed
in the inchostives, progressives and inceptives, while the stative
which lacks this internel development does not usually co-occur with

these morphemes, Hence, the imperfective/perfective distinction

_appears to exist slongside the active/stative distinction, The two

prefixes ks- unrealized sction and
ts~- actuslly occurring action
egain tend to cluster themselves with one of the opposition, i.e,,
with the active rather than with the stative, much ss they clustersd
with the imperfective rather than the perfective.
However, two srguments mey be given sgainst the identification

of =t as the stetive merker, First of all, it occurs in imperativess
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(57) . k"u afc - x = t ! "Cimme (something) "

me give-bene~t-f
imp. sg. trens,

be K" x"fCc ex -t -1 ! "Give us somel”

us giva=bens=t-imp.ple.trans.

(58) e x"g8 - n -t i cftx™ §  "Clesn the housel"

clean-pft-t-§f the house (seid to one person)
impe.sge.trans,

b.‘ x"ge = n et - £K" G cftxw 8

clean=pft-t-52 the house
intr

"Clesn the house immedistelyl®™ (seid to one pasrson)
" e x'é‘ anetef RO (i

cleen-pft-t-imp.pl. the house
trens

"Clesn the house!" (seid to two or wmore)
de x“’::p-n-t-fk"-i 91 cftx™ ¢

clesn-pft=t-52  «imp.pl, " the house
intr trens

"Clean the houss immedistely}” (sesid to two or more)

It 1s v'ry‘dtrficult to ses how stativity is compatible with such
imperatives,

Secondly, = t occurs requlerly with both -8 = and = n =,
The semantic festures of the - n - perfective includes punctuﬁl

howsver, as Comris (1976) seyss
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Since punctusl situetions sutomatically involve

@ change of state, they are automaticglly dynamics

there cen be no such thing es a punctual state. (p. S0)
If stetes ere viewed from within, then they cen be referred to as
ongoing situstions, i.s., es dynamic. So stativity correlstes well
with imperfectivity but not so well with perfectivity. Thus it s

bizerre that, if the - t morpheme marks stativity, that it should

occur with both = 8 =« and = n = ,

Unlike Russian, iterativity in Okenagan is probably independent
of the imperfective/perfective espactuel opposition (cf, Timberlake
1979 for Russian dats and snelysis ), Instead, there is o possibility
thet the placement of stress mey be e means of encoding a fepaat.d event
or action, slthough it is not yet known how widespread. end productive

this encoding mey bes

\ :
(59) e. kn k'i?'in "1 teke off one part (off the car),.”
Sl remove-medio
intr
be kn K{Xom "1 teke off more than one part
s1 remove-medio (off the cer)."
inte

(60) a. l:"i)x -n-t - n % 9i-swester

remove=pftet-Sl the my-sweater
tr

"I teke off my sweater."” )
[] U
be Jarmi? " n « kiX -qfn-nm

you S1 conteined-remove~head-medio
intr

"You're teking your het off."
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(61) . 16t Gi-s-kifrom

nege S1 -8~ cut.more.than.one.strip-medio
sub

"1 didn't cut eny strips.”
"ot
be 16t G1 -8 - kirém

# neg S1 -s-cut.ons.strip-madio
sub

"1 didn't cut one strip.”

The compléxltiai of the okanagaﬁ aspectusl ayateﬁ have just
berely bean touched upon. We have seen (1) thet the imperfactive/

perfective distinction includss the sementic features ofs

imperfective ’ perfective
durative - _ non-durstive
non=-punctual punctual
continuous non=-continuous
non=completivs completive
habituel, cbstomary non=habitual

(2) thet the = t morpheme may co-occur with both of these, however
progressivity, inchostivity end possibly inceptivity as well, cluster
eround the absence of this morpheme; k3) the prefixas ks « ‘unreslized®
end ts - ‘actually bccurring' may occur with imperfectivity and

with the sbsence of <«t , the former of which at least looks at snd
sncodes th; internal structure qf sn event or sltuationg (4) iterativity
appnbro to co-exist with the imperfective/perfective distinction,
slthough this identificetion is still tenuous. ‘

-
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PMuch remsins to be discovered abcut asp;ct in Okanagan,
Although it has been shown that imperfective/perfsctive aspect do
not depend crucielly on trensitivity, there is nevertheless some
significant interection with the constructions and subject pronoun
set previously identified ss trensitive., This nesr-limitstion is
unuabal sinca'c;osa-lingulatically, basic sspectuel categories ere
usuaslly sbligstory on intrensitive and transitive constructions slike.
ln order to work out the constraints on the use of = 8 = end = n =,
considersble syntectic snelysis will be required, especially with
respect to subjecthood, its interection with tresnsitivity P"d
strate or levels of derivetion, depending on one's th;oretical
frameworke ‘

The syntax or sspect within complex and compound constructions
especially with respect to sequentisl or simultanan;s action, has
not been exsmined, The discourse function of impctféctivo ve
perfective espect hss not been ccnsidered. For Malsy, Hoppsr (1979)
discusses the foregrounding function of the perfective, for example,
signelling serial events, releting the mein story line, and the
backgrounding function of the imperfective, for exemple, nerrating
on-going events, commenting on the main events and drewing the
descriptive background for these chief occurrences, In a similer
vain, but for Inuktitut, KelmsSr (1979) exsmines the semsntic functions
of verbsl moods in narrative texts., These will be productive arses

for future work in Okenasgan,
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