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Halkomelem has three main transitive suffixes—the general
transitive, the limited control transitive, and the causative. '
This paper focuses on the causative. We address two
questions: what classes of verb roots take the causative suffix?
and what are the syntactic and semantic properties of the
resulting causative constructions? Although we have discussed
causatives in our previous work, our on-going research into
verb classes allows us to give a more thorough picture of this
construction. For instance, our research has revealed one
robust class of causatives not previously noted: causatives
built on transitive bases.

1 The Halkomelem causative suffix

In all syntactically transitive constructions in Halkomelem, i.e. those
with two direct arguments (or their pronominal equivalents), the verb is inflected -
with a transitive suffix. There are three transitive suffixes in Halkomelem: the
general transitive suffix —, the limited control suffix — nox*, and the causative-
suffix —stax ™' o

n ni? Cew-ot-2s k"85 swoayqe? to - steni?. Y

AUX help-TR-3ERG DT man DT:i*woman
“The man helped the woman.’ : ‘

2 ni? lom-nox¥-as k82 swoayqe? to  steni?.
AUX  look-LCTR-3ERG DT  man DT woman

" “‘The man saw the woman.’

* We thank the Halkomelem speakers who have provided data for this project, especially
Arnold Guerin, Ruby Peter, Bill Seward, and Theresa Thorne. And thanks to Todd
Peterson and Charles Ulrich for editorial assistance. Funding for our research as come
from SSHRCC, the Canadian Consulate, The Museum of Civilization, Jacobs Fund,
Phillips Fund, Simon Fraser University, and the University of Victoria. -

' The following abbreviations are used in glossing the data: ACT: activity, AUX: auxiliary,
BEN: benefactive applicative, COMP: complementizer, CONJ: conjunction, CS: causative,
DAT: dative applicative suffix, DT: determiner, ERG: ergative, FUT: future, IMPF:
imperfective, INQU: inquisitive, LCTR: limited control transitive, LNK: linker, NM:
nominalizer, OBJ: object, OBL: oblique, PL: plural, POS: possessive marker, PRO: pronoun,
Q: interrogative, REC: reciprocal, REFL: reflexive, RES: resultative, SER: serial, STA: stative,
SUB: subject, TR: transitive.
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3) ni?  iXiloe§-stox*-os  k“Ba swoyge? o steni?.
AUX  stand-CS-3ERG DT man DT woman
‘The man had the woman stand.’

All three transitive constructions are identical in terms of their surface syntax.
Subject and object noun phrases are direct arguments, and third-person main-
clause subjects determine ergative agreement. The transitive suffixes fuse with
the object suffixes which follow.

4) ni? 7 ¢ ¢ew-o0ams3
AUX Q 2SUB  hit-TR:10B}
‘Did you help me?’

5) ni? 7% & lam-nam3?

AUX Q 2 SUB look-LCTR:10BJ
‘Did you see me?’

X

6) IXilo§-stamns 7% & ce??
stand-CS:20BJ Q 2SUB FUT
‘Will you have me stand?’

For example, the paradigm for the causative + object forms are given in the
following table:

-stafx v

‘you’ -stala ‘you people’

-stox*  ‘her/him/it/them’

FRSON-

Table 1. Object suffixes with causative -stox ™

The transitive suffixes are ubiquitous, appearing frequently in both
natural and elicited data. One project that we have been undertaking for the last
twenty years is to test Halkomelem verb roots in combinations with the various
suffixes. So far we have identified 486 verb roots and tested them in
combination with twelve suffixes (transitive, causative, reflexive, desiderative,
etc.). We checked with speakers to see if forms were acceptable and asked for
illustrative sentences. We also took materials from our elicitations, texts,
dictionaries, etc., and composed a database coded for argument realization and
semantic nuances. Totals for acceptable root + transitive suffix combinations are
given in Table 2. i
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486 100%
-t 398 81.9%
-naxvy 398 8 l 9%
-stox™ 276 56.8%

Table 2. Halkomelem transitive suffixes

The causative, while not as frequent as the other transitive suffixes, nevertheless
occurs on over fifty percent of Halkomelem roots.

The transitive suffixes are also used on bases that consist of more than
a root. For example, the general transitive suffix ¢ follows the benefactive
suffix (7), and the causative follows the reflexive (8) and reciprocal (9) suffix.

7 ni? lok*-atc-t-as %2 swiwles 79 k*0a séeit.
AUX break-BEN-TR-3ERG DT young.man OBL DT stick
‘She broke the stick for the boy.’

8) ni? con Bay-Bot-stox¥ % swawlos
AUX ISUB make-REFL-CS DT  young.man(PL)

7 % tim-als ks 7i7%als.
OBL DT do.hard-ACT COMP.NM paddle(IMPF)-3POS

‘T had the young men train themselves for paddling hard.’
9) nem 7oya?q-tal-stox™ 7o t% kopu-s  tPon merhano.
go exchange-REC-CS OBL DT coat-3POS DT:2POS offpring(PL)
‘Go get your children to trade their coats.’

We have discussed the combinatorial properties of causative suffixes elsewhere
(see especially Gerdts 1980, 1988, 2004) and limit the discussion here to cases
where the causative suffix is attached directly to the root.

In this paper we address the issue of which verbs take the causative
suffix, drawing on data from our verb class database. We seek to answer two
questions: what classes of verbs allow the causative suffix? and what are the
syntactic and semantic properties of the resulting causative construction? We
divide our discussion into two parts. In section 2, we discuss causatives formed
on intransitive bases, that is, causatives like (10b) where the corresponding non-
causative form (10a) is a intransitive clause with a verb that has a single
semantic argument.

(10) a. ni? ?imog %o swiwlos.
AUX walk DT  young.man
‘The young man walked.’
b. ni? con 7imag-stox ¥ % swiwlas.
AUX 1suB walk-cs DT  young.man

‘I made the young man walk.’
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In section 3, we discuss a type of causative that has previously gone.
undiscovered —causatives formed on transitive bases. For example, in causatives
like (11b), the corresponding non-causative form (11a) is a transitive clause with
a verb that has two semantic arguments.

(1) a. ni? %at-at-as %  swiwlas % taX*a’c!
AUX stretch-TR DT  bow DT young.man
‘The young man bent the bow.’

b. nerh “ai-stox* % swiwlas % % takva%c!
go stretch-CS DT young.man OBL DT bow
‘Go show-the young man how to pull the bow!’

In section 4, we briefly contrast the causative suffix with the general transitive
suffix -#. We give our summary and conclusions in section 5.

2 Causatives on intransitive bases

We start our discussion with causatives that are built on intransitive
bases. We divide them into two types, those based on active verbs and those
based on states.

2.1 Causatives on active verbs

When the causative suffix is added to an intransitive verb denoting an
activity’, the subject of the corresponding intransitive clause is the object of the
causative and the causer is the subject.

(12) a. ni? yays % swoyqe?
AUX work DT man
‘The man worked.’

b. ni? con yays -stax¥ t%a  swiwles.

AUX 1suB work-CS DT young.man
‘I put the young man to work.’

(13) a. ni? 7amat o steni?.
AUX sit DT woman

‘The woman sat down.’

b. ni? con ?7a9moat-stox¥ o steni?.
AUX 1suB sit-CS DT woman
‘I had the woman sit down.’

2 This is the class of verbs that we often refer to as unergative. For evidence for the
unergative/unaccusative distinction in Halkomelem, see Gerdts (1991), Gerdts and
Hukari (1998, 2001).
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(14) a. ni?
AUX

ciam
jump

t%  sqomey.

“The dog jumped.’

b. ni? can
1suB

AUX

DT dog
ckom-stox™ % sq*omey.
jump-CS DT  dog

‘I made the dog jump.’

We give additional examples of verbs of this type in Table 3.

» BASICVBRB .‘ , e ~st9x"’C‘A S
79nox" ‘stop’ 79nox¥stox " ‘stop it’, ‘make him/her stop’
9tat ‘sleep” . ?itotstox™ ‘put him/her to sleep’
X"Cenom  ‘run’ X*Cenomstox™  ‘make him/her run’, ‘run it’
1Xilo3 ‘stand’  IXilostox*  ‘make him/her stand’
qroyile¥  ‘dance’ = §voyilosstax™  ‘have him/her dance’
‘ticom ‘swim’  ficomstox™ ‘make him/her swim’
nagom ‘dive’ nogamstox™ ‘make him/her dive’
tilom ‘sing’ tilomstox™ ‘have him/her sing’
yonaom ‘laugh’ ' yonom stox™ ‘make him/her laugh’

Table 3. Activity verbs with causatives

In addition, there is a large class of motion verbs that form causatives.’
They behave like typical activity verbs in that the agent of motion is the causee

of the causative.

(15) ni? hoye?
AUX leave
‘John left.”

(16) ni? ct
AUX

1PL.SUB

k¥6a John.
DT John

k¥6a John.
John

hoye?-stox™
leave-CS DT

‘We made John leave.’

% See Gerdts and Hukari (2001) for a treatment of the properties of Halkomelem motion

verbs.
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However, the more common use of causatives of motion verbs is with an
associative meaning.* That is, the object expresses the person or thing that is
taken or brought along during the performance of the motion.

a7 ni? con hoye?-stox®  k¥Ba sq*omey.
AUX IsuB  leave-CS DT dog
‘I took the dog along.’
(18) Pat-stox¥-os Sow 29%al  takv Bownil.

get.on.board-CS-3ERG  NM:LNK  paddle go.home DT:PRO
‘She put it on board and she paddled home.’

(19) mi te:l-stox™ %o snox“ol!
come go.ashore-CS DT canoe
‘Beach the canoe!’

(20) nem con fox¥-stox™ k*Bo-no syatl
go IsuB go.downhill-cs DT-1POS firewood
‘I am going to take my firewood down.’

Other examples are given in Table 4.

. . -SIpx” CAUSATIVE
nem nemastox® ‘take it’
mi ‘come’ mistox " ‘bring it’
cam ‘go uphill® comstox® ‘take it uphill’
2eli ‘go away’ 2eliyastox ¥ ‘take it away’
takv ‘go home’ tok*stax ™ ‘take it home’
x%a?lom | ‘return’ x*a%alomstox¥ | ‘returnit’, ‘make

him/her return’

k»i? ‘climb’ K*i%stox ™ ‘lift/raise it’,

‘make him/her climb’
few ‘run away, flee’ | towstox™ ‘run away with him/her’
Saq“al ‘cross to the §qvilstox™ ‘bring him/her/it across

other side’ to the other side’
toyel ‘go upstream’ toyalstax® ‘take it upstream’

Table 4. Motion verbs with associative causatives

* In previous research, including Gerdts and Hukari (2001), we have referred to these as
comitative causatives. Suttles (2004) also uses this term. However, since the objects are
often inanimate, and comitative is more appropriately used for an active participant,
associative may be a more appropriate term. Several other Salish languages have
causatives of this type. For example, Beck (1996) and Hess and Bates (1998) note
causatives on verbs of motion in Lushootseed, and Watanabe (2003) notes them in
Sliammon.
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2.2

or state.’?

@n

(22)

(23)

. Causatives on states

Many verbs describing states can take the causative suffix. The subject
of the intransitive clause is the object of the corresponding causative.’ The
derived meaning is to make, get, have, keep, or find something in that condition

a.

o

%w hali  kvon §x*?aqva?-slop.
LNK alive DT:2POS  sibling(PL)-2POS.PL
‘Your brother is alive.’

%W  yo-holi-stox® cen ce? Ba slewat.
LNK  SER-alive-cs _IsuB FUT ' DT herring
‘I will keep the herrings alive.’

tagq®  to  sqis-s o xvilom.
tight DT  knot-3POS DT rope
‘The knot in the rope is tight.’

nem & Zim %W  tog*-stox” t%on s-qp=ole?c-t
g0 2sUB really LNK tight-CS DT:2POS NM-tie=fibre-TR
%2 lag“a.

DT  suitcase
“Tie the suitcase really tightly when you tie it.’

..kvow xot  pe? na-§q*alowan...
COMP:LNK  hurt  indeed  lpOs-feelings
‘...my feelings are very hurt...’

ni? con Xot-stex™.
AUX 1SUB hurt-CS
‘I felt bad for him.’

Further examples are given in Table 5.

% Beck (1996) notes causatives based on statives in Lushootseed, although it is not clear
that he views these as a separate category of causatives.

¢ As Gerdts (1991) notes, stative-resultative forms of verbs are especially common in this
construction. For example, the root vnaw forms the stative-resultative safiw ‘inside’ and
the causative saniwstox * ‘*keep it inside’.
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STATE " , j

lak ‘spaced apart’ loXstox ¥ ‘space it apart’

neé ‘different, strange’ | nedstox” ‘find it strange’

pot ‘sober up’ polstox¥ ‘sober him/her up’

gal bad gelstoxs | dislikeirt

qox ‘much, lots’ goXstex ¥ ‘get lots of i’

qrap ‘wrinkled, pleated’ | {*apstox¥ ‘put pleats in it’

taq” ‘tight’ tog¥stox ¥ ‘get it tight’

Xol ‘hurt, ache’ Xotstex ¥ ‘feel bad for him/her’

29sap | ‘finished’ 79s0pstax ¥ ‘get it finished’
P%awk*  ‘finished’ %owkvstox” | ‘get it finished’

tec ‘dark’ lecstox¥ ‘make it dark’

log ‘sold’ logstax™ ‘get it sold’

Roxv ‘hard’ XoX“stex™ ‘make it hard’

togq¥ ‘wet’ tog¥stox* ‘wet it’

¢aq ‘astonished’ ¢agstox™ ‘astonish him/her’
nas ‘fa’ nasstox" ‘put fat in it’

%a? ‘soothed’ Ra?stox” ‘get him/her soothed’

%a¢ ‘close together’ Fodstox” ‘get them close together’

Zok¥oh | ‘extinguished’ %ek*onstax | ‘extinguish it’ o

%op ‘deep’ Zopstox™ ‘get it deep’

0i ‘big’ Bistox " ‘make it big’

29x*in | ‘little’ 29xvinstox* | ‘make it a little bit’,

‘add a little bit’

Table 5. Causatives based on states

In sum, we have noted three types of causatives formed on intransitive
bases: 1) those in which the base is an activity and the causative object is the
causee; 2) those in which the base is a motion verb and the object is associative
(brought along); 3) those in which the base is a state and the construction
denotes getting or keeping the object in that state.
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3 Causatives on transitive bases

Next we turn to examples of causatives where the corresponding non-
causative clause is transitive.” For example, the verb root VmaK has a transitive
form makvat ‘pick it up off the ground, gather’ and a causative form
mak“stax ¥ *have him/her pick it up off the ground, gather’, and the root {/7i19q
has a transitive form ?ilagat ‘buy it’ and a causative form ?ilogstax ™ ‘have
him/her buy it’, as illustrated in the following:® ‘

(24)  mok»-ot ¢ ce? % syal
pick.up-TR  2SuB  FUT DT firewood
‘You will gather firewood.’

7 Previously, we have claimed that causatives in Halkomelem are formed”o‘nly on
intransitive bases (Gerdts 1988, 2004). Evidence for that claim came from-the fact that a
transitive form such as (ia) cannot serve as a base for a causative. This is true regardless
of the presence or absence of the transitive suffix, the word order, or the case marking of
the nominals:

(i) a. ni?  gval-at-os o sleni?  k*03  soplil.
AUX  bake-TR-3ERG DT woman DT bread
‘The woman baked the bread.”
b. *ni? can g al(-at)-stox ™ (79) 1E)
AUX 1sus bake-TR-CS OBL DT
steni? (73) k*8a soplil.
woman  OBL DT bread

‘I had the woman bake the bread.’ s
We show here that some transitive bases do form causatives, and in this case, the
transitive suffix does not appear inside the causative suffix. :

Watanabe (2003) notes causatives of transitives in Sliammon. The causative
suffix stacks on the transitive suffix. However, they are used only as imperatives and the
object of the corresponding transitive clause remains a direct argument in the causative.
% An in-depth discussion of our current thinking about underlying transitivity in
Halkomelem is beyond the scope of this paper, but we assume that Halkomelem exhibits
the usual range of verb types—unergative, unaccusative, and transitive, represented in
standard argument-structure notation as follows: Unergatives NP, Unaccusatives <NP>,
Transitives NP <NP>.

Most roots in Halkomelem may appear in a more than one argument structure
frame. Some of the roots on which causatives are based appear not only as transitives, but
also as unaccusatives or unergatives with an oblique patient. However, in other cases,
such as Vmok ™ or «/’7ilaq, the root is not possible as a free-standing word and thus we
posit it to be a transitive root.
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(25) nem con moak¥-stox¥ % ski?kqat- % %
go ISUB pick.up-CS bt child OBL DT

Joyethan, nem % t% kvaik*a cowmon.
shell go OBL DT  salt.water seashore

‘I’'m going to get the boy to pick up sea shells by the seashore.’

(26)  ni: & %ilag-at k¥  sk“awos?
AUX:Q 2SUB buy-TR DT  bucket
‘Did you buy a bucket?’

(@7 ilegstex* 2 ski%kqot %  kvew  stem %l 7%
buy-Ccs DT child OBL DT:LNK what just OBL

6o tels ni? k¥ohe-t-os.
DT  money AUX take(STA)-TR-3ERG

‘Have the boy buy something with the money he has.’

In these causatives, the agent of the transitive verb corresponds to the object of
the causative and the patient of the transitive verb corresponds to an oblique
object in the causative. Cross-linguistically, a causative based on a transitive
replicates the structure of a ditransitive clause in a language (Gerdts 1992). In
Halkomelem ditransitive clauses, the goal NP is the direct object and the
patient/theme is an oblique object.

(28) ni?  %am-as-t-as k*@o swiwles  k*Ba sq*amey
AUX  give-DAT-TR-3ERG DT young.man DT dog
) k*8a  si®am.
OBL DT bone

‘The boy gave the dog the bone.’

As we have noted elsewhere (Gerdts 1988, Gerdts and Hukari 1998), oblique
objects can be differentiated from other oblique-marked NPs by the way they
extract, for example in WH-questions. The predicate is nominalized with the
prefix s- and the subject of the nominalization appears as a possessor:

(29) stem k*85 ni?  s-?am-os-t-s k*0o swiwlas
3PRO DT AUX  NM-give-DAT-TR-3POS DT  young.man

k¥0a  sq¥omey?
DT  dog

‘What did the boy give the dog?’

The oblique-marked NP in a causative formed on a transitive tests to be an
oblique object, since it extracts with s-nominalization:
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30) stem %ale k¥ ni? %n s-mok®-stox* % sf\i”)’\qal?
what INQU DT  AUX 2POS NM-pick.up-cS DT child
‘What did you have the child pick up?’

@31) stem “alo  k*e ni? %A s-?ilag-stax*  t% ski?Agol?
what INQU DT AUX 2POS NM-buy-CS DT child

‘What did you have the child buy?’

Causatives formed on transitives get a range of translations including to
get, have, make, show, or teach someone to do the transitive action. Often the
causative verb is chained with the verb x *?awcast ‘show someone how to do
something (with the hands)’.

(32) 2i:¢ wal  sol-at k02
AUX:Q:2SUB then spin-TR DT
‘Have you spun your carded wool?’
(33) X¥79wcas-t Ba gemi?

teach-TR

DT young.woman

sal-stox™
spin-CS

s-tselgoh  %oh  lomotuigon?
STA-card(RES)2POS  wool

% % lomotuigon.
OBL DT wool.

‘Teach the girl how to spin the wool.’

Additional verbs that show this sort of transitive/causative alternation are given

in Table 6.
.......................... RARSHVE T AT
k*uk*t| ‘cook it’ k*uk*stox*: ‘teach him/her to cook’
e?%t  ‘dishitup’ te?%stox™ | ‘have him/her dish it up’
tqot ‘baste it on’ togstox® | ‘show him/her how to baste it on’
ttet  ‘flipit" totstox*  ‘show him/her how to flip it’
tonat | ‘weave it’ tonstax®  ‘show him/her how to weave it
%icot  ‘sneakuponit’  Zodlstox* | ‘show him/her how to sneak up
on it’
matat | ‘splay/prop it’ matstox® | ‘show him/her how to splay/prop
it’
molét | ‘roll it’ moléstax* | ‘have him/her roll it’
pk*at | ‘dust/sprinkle it pak®stox” | ‘show him/her how to
dust/sprinkle it’
psat | ‘spitit’ padstox* | ‘show him/her how/where to spit
it’
qiwat | ‘hang it’ dqiwstox™ | ‘have him/her hang it’
ta?t | ‘pull it apart’ ta?stox* | ‘teach him/her to pull it apart’
torat | ‘pound/beat onit’ | tamstox®  ‘show him/her how to pound/beat
on it’
a2t | ‘pull it of P 9a?stox™ | ‘show him/her how to pull it off’
%ek ot ‘shine a light on it’  {®ek“stox* : ‘have him/her shine a light on it’

Table 6. Causatives based on transitives
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All of the above examples have the standard causative meaning of the
causer causing the causee (i.e. the agent of the corresponding non-causative
cause) to do something. However, there are also cases in which the object of the
causative construction is not a causee. Rather it plays some kind of oblique role
such as dative, benefactive, or comitative. We refer to these as applicative
causatives. Thus, we see that the agent of the transitive clause in (34) is also the
agent in the applicative causative in (35) and the object in (35) has the semantics
of a benefactive, not a causee.’

(34) 0il-t g %0  slewon yowen ?i yel 29n0-s
spread-TR  2SUB DT mat first CONJ next  2POS-NM

teg-ot to  foX“ton.
lie-TR DT blanket

‘Put the mat down first, then spread out the blanket on top.’

(35) nem ¢ ce? Oil-stox* Bah silo 7% 02?7 lox“ton.
go  2SUB FUT spread-CS DT:2POS grandparent OBL this blanket
‘You will go and open this blanket for your grandma.’

|
lemat ‘look at it’ lomstox* ‘show it to him/her’
Boyt fix it’ Baystox™ ‘fix it for him/her’
talox"ot  ‘chaseitaway’ | taloX“stox“ | ‘chase it away for him/her’
Balogt ‘divide it’ Bolagstox™ ‘divide it with him/her’

Table 7. Applicative causatives

In other cases, there seems to be no accumulative relationship between the
transitive and the causative constructions. The agent in (36) and (37) remains
constant, but the object in the transitive construction in (36) is a source, while
the object in the causative construction in (37) is a benefactive.

(36) nit twet k*a ni? qe?n-t t%n silo 2%
3PRO who DT  AUX steal-TR DT:2POS grandparent OBL

k¥0a sewan-s?
DT lunch-3P0OS

‘Who stole your grandfather’s lunch from him?’

¢ Gerdts and Hukari (to appear) note that the causative suffix added to a denominal verb
yields a benefactive reading: tx ¥-saplil ‘buy bread’, tx“-saplil-stox " ‘buy bread for
him/her’.
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(37) - nem & - ce? qoh-stox* oh  salsile 7% k*Ba
g0 2SUB FUT steal-CS DT:2POS grandparent(PL) OBL DT
sciya. ' " '
strawberry

‘You’re going to steal some strawberries for your grandparents.’

The agent in (38) and (39) remains constant, but the object in the transitive
construction in (38) is a goal, while the object in the causative constructlon in
(39) is a benefactive.

(38) cala?-t & t%on men %%  Bon snax*ol.
borrow/lend-TR ~ 2SUB DT:2POS father OBL DT:2POS  canoe/car
‘Lend your father your car.’

39) ni? % & calat-stox*  k"8a John % kv tels?
AUX Q 2SUB borrow/lend-CS DT John OBL DT money
‘Did you borrow some money for John?’ :

4 Contrasting transitives and causatives

Our research has shown that the causative suffix gets added to several
types of bases, resulting in causative constructions with a wide vanety of
functions. In fact, the causative suffix can be attached to over half of the verb
roots in our corpus. This brings up the question: why do some verb roots not
take the causative suffix? We leave a precise answer for future research, though
we can make some preliminary remarks here.

First, 22 roots (5%) do not transitivize at all. That is, they take neither
the general transitive suffix —¢ nor the causative suffix —stax "’ Some examples
are given in Table 8.'° s

' The roots marked with v in fact do not occur as free-standing forms. Most require the
middle suffix in their simplest forms. See Gerdts and Hukari (1998).
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k¥an ‘be born’

wakac ‘stumble’

Pem “goout (ide)

cal ‘turn’

Veatx” ‘bewilder’

Viatg" ‘snore’

Vpah ‘swell up’

Vpai ‘smoke’

V7aw ‘be quick’

Videx™ ‘purple’

VHx» ‘slippery’

vlemx* | ‘rumble’

qal ‘put water in a container’
hey ‘build a canoe, make bread’

Table 8. Verbs that do not take the
transitive or the causative suffix

Second, it is useful to examine the roots that take the general transitive
suffix —¢ but not the causative. One major class of verbs of this type shows an
“inchoative/causative” alternation. In Halkomelem, the inchoative alternant is
the bare root while the causative alternate is suffixed with —z. Around 125 (25%)
of verbs show this sort of alternation, though the actual degree of external force
implied in the case of the intransitive alternate varies. Some examples are given
in Table 9.

_BASICVERB .

‘get hooked’ Takvot ‘hook it’
‘increase’ ¢xvat ‘add more to it’
‘spill’ k*tet ‘pour it’

‘break in two’ lokvat ‘break it in two’

‘get dry’ Sayx*t | ‘dryit’

‘(container) get full’ ladat “fill it’

‘get wet’ tq*at ‘wet it’

‘get pierced’ ¢qvat ‘pierce it’

‘get torn’ sqet ‘tear it’

‘get covered’ Zxvat ‘cover it’

‘burn’, ‘get hot’ k*esot ‘burn it’, ‘singe it’,
‘scorch it’

Table 9. Some verb roots that take —t

These process roots thus contrast with the active roots and the stative roots
discussed in section 2 above, which take the causative suffix, and usually not the
transitive suffix. We have found 50 roots (11%) to be of this type.
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Roots that take just the transitive or just the causative suffix, or neither,
account for around half of the roots of the language. In fact, 221 roots (48%) can
take either suffix. See Table 10 for an overall summary of the occurrence of
verbs roots and the transitive suffixes.

-stox" YES | -stox” NO TOTAL
221(48%) | 170 (36%) 391 (84%)
L N 50(11%) 22(5%)  72(16%)
‘ TOTAL 271 (59%) @ 192 (41%) @ 463 (100%)

Table 10. Occurrence of roots with the
transitive suffixes —t and —stox "

In the vast majority of roots that can appear with either the transitive or the
causative (cf. section 3), the transitive construction usually indicates a simple
event involving an agent and a patient, while the causative construction involves
an extra NP associated with the event—usually the causer.

5 Conclusion
We have discussed two types of causatives: those based on

intransitives, which yield transitive constructions (40), and those based on
transitives, which yield ditransitive constructions (41):

(40) ni? con 7imos-stox™ t%9  swiwloes.
AUX 1suB  walk-CS DT  young.man
‘I made the young man walk.’

3] nem “ai-stox* %o  swiwlos % %9 tex*a”c!
go stretch-CS DT  young.man OBL DT  bow

‘Go show the young man how to pull the bow!”

However, it is also useful to summarize the properties that are common to these
two types.

We can look at causative constructions along two dimensions based on
the role of the NPs that occupy the subject and object positions in the surface
structure. First, in a classic causative, e.g. (40) and (41), one where the causative
means ‘make/have/show/teach someone to do something’, the subject of the
causative is the causer that instigates the event described by the base verb. The
object of the causative is a causee and actually serves as the agent of the event
under the supervision or direction of the causer. The agent is a higher animate
(or sentient) nominal. Thus, this nominal plays a dual function in the clause—it
is both the causee of the causative event and the agent of the event described by
the base. Of course, the degree of participation in the event on the part of the
causer and causee varies along a continuum. With the ‘make’ meaning, the
causee may be the sole participant in the event, but in the case of ‘teach’ and
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‘show’, the causer may be the more active participant, with the causee simply
observing the action.

At the far end of the dimension of object participation, we encounter a
second type of causatlve robustly attested in our data—the ones we label
associative (e.g. tak vstax ¥ ‘take/bring home’, cf. fak* ‘go home )or
applicative (e.g. fa Ioxvstax ¥ ‘chase it away for him/her’, cf. fafox "ot ‘chase it
away’). In this construction, the subject of the causative plays a dual role —as
the initiator of the causation and also the agent of the event described by the
base verb. The object lacks agency but rather takes the role of something
associated with the event. In the case of a motion verb, it refers to the thing
moved, and in the case of a transitive verb, it refers to someone to whom, for
whom, or with whom the action is done.

We also find causatives based on states. Here the subject advances or
fosters the state or finds the object in the state along a continuum of
participation, translated as ‘make’, ‘get’, ‘have’, ‘keep’, or ‘find’ depending on
the base and the context. For example, we have gaXstex ¥ ‘get lots of it’ from
geX ‘much, lots’ versus nedstox ¥ *find it strange’ from ned ‘different, strange.
The object is whatever animate or inanimate nominal can appropriately be in
that state.

So we see that the Halkomelem causative suffix appears in a wide
range of constructions, which nevertheless seem to radiate from the properties of
a classic causative. In future research, we hope to elucidate more precisely how
these constructions relate to each other and also how they differ from
constructions marked by other transitive suffixes.
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