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Goal: develop an LFG grammar for the perfect (P) tense-aspect Problems with Mayanist interpretations of the perfect CP IP
© show that the perfect tense-aspect is not a verb nor a particip|e @ absolutive AM: always NVP's suBJ, except for the ‘transitive’ perfect /\ /\
© P: a stative non-verbal predicate, always grammatically intransitive o —oom: morphologically marks intransitive Ps (7) & transitive Ps (8) (c POSS)=s r=1 - ro|
O P:a participia adjective or a possessed noun, categorically @ identical exs. except Tor the AM pl’efIXEd to the P-marked predicate Co1=Sc1 CP 10 T/
Q@ demonstrate that the P inserts a state into discourse Perfect arguments: subject & possessive (5o DFI);PTOPIC \ i ‘
© propose constituent structures & functional structures @ subject at agrees with ABS (11); poss prefix —w references topic (12) . ‘you’ S
Finite verbs: tenseless, prefixed aspect markers obligatory o passive by-phrase (e.g. ‘by me’) permitted in (11) /\ [P /\
@ single agglutinated constituent (excluding periphrastic modals) (11) at l-om At (12) riiin s witlleer lee nu-jii’; /\ . (1 SUBJ)=|
@ aspect marker — ABSolutive AM — ERGative AM — root/stem 2SABS see-PERF 2SPRO D 1SPRO 2SA 1SP0OSS-see-PERF (SPRED)="S-I-L" 1= =| AO Pro
. . L e w ‘ ‘ s-i-l € (561 (5o DF)) IV IP .
(1) x-ee-w-il-o  Transitive verb (2) k-ix-biin-ik Intransitive verb You are the | As for me, you are my | o 3. ‘ i[-om at
COM-3PLABS-1SERG-see-TPF INC-2PLABS-walk-1PF person-who-has-been-seen. person-who-has-been-seen. / ol ‘has-been-seen’ ‘you’
| saw them. “You all walk. Parsing of P: Mondloch (1978) (1); this author (Duncan) (2) I Figure 2: c-structure for (11)
. . : . @ (1) lee nujii’ = subject, ruk'a’m = verb, lee chiim = object
Non-verbal predicates (NVP): structural configuration differs from verbs (2) / '/ B J o / h'J' b g
@ prefixed aspect markers never used: therefore, NVPs are not verbs o ( ) € _nuf” - .ext POSS., rUK-am = pos,s. noun, fee chim = su Je_Ct
o zero-copula: no mediating (verbal) copulas, like Arabic, unlike English| ° P’s subject: lexical, often non-human; P’'s possessor: the protagonist /\
o vet, NVPs are ‘finite’ & predicative because they host subjects (13) lee nu-jii’; @ ri-uk’a’-m lee  chiim; Tl\?oi (1 S[I;];J)zi
@ ABS AM is free morph: ABSolutive AM + nominal (adjective/noun) DET 1SPOss-son.in.law 3SABS 3SPOSs-carry-PERF DET bag kR
! 1~ =
@ third person singular ABSolutive AM is null (g) areetaq x-oopan chuwa w-o'ch /\
. - o L when COM-arrive PREP:at 1SP0OSS-house lee chiim .
(3) saq.—( a) €€ laj jaa  (4)sib'alaj ee (*sib'alaj) jeb"al 'As for my son-in-law;, the bag; is his; thing-that-has-been-carried !
v%_hhlte—AT]ll“ DET small house v_le_Ly.much SJPLABS very  pretty when he; arrived at my house. Figure 1: c-structure for (13)
"The small house is white. ‘They are very pretty. ! | | : ‘ o
Conclusions: perfects (non-periphrastic) are not verbs nor participles PRED ‘carry-x (SUBJ) PI;ED ———— (SUBJ, XCOMP) POSS
Mayanist literature: general consensus on the perfect tense-aspect o Ps: non-verbal predicates, therefore Ps are not verbs T/A PERFECT HA I_DERFECTb _
: : o - _ ‘bag’ PRED ‘bag’
® Ps considered velrb-s &, |n.frequent|y, participles | o Ps: not verbs because (PRED-less) auxiliaries do not exist — ziES]; e Cen s =
@ P’s morphology is inflectional, same as the prefixed aspect markers o Ps: not participles because Ps are never verbs e 3 o CASE  ABS
@ P is an intransitive verb in (5); P is a transitive verb in (6) _ — L . - R 2
. " . " . . , Perfect Category: derived from verbs, outputs an adjective or a noun PRED  ‘son-in-law(POSs)
o P intransitive suffix —nag; P transitive suffix —oom (K'ichee') i ——— ' - NUM  SG
@ category unspecified for adjective or possessed noun .. PRED ‘Pro - i
_ ' i _ _ L POSS |CASE GEN PRED ‘carry(SUBJ,OBJ)’
(5) ee war-naq (6) in KI-kuuna-an Perfect Versions: XN, Experiential, Result bER 1 xcomp |oBy [
3PLABSsleep:IV-PERF 1SABS 3PLERG-cure:DTV-PERF TP : - , . POSS s : :
‘ o | o extended now (XN): ‘love’ atelic (8); ‘carry’ atelic (13) N SUBJ |
They have slept (Dayley 1985)." ‘They have cured me (D 1985). e : :
@ experiential: ‘see’ (12) CASE GEN "PRED  ‘son-in-law(POSs)’”
Transitive stems: may also be past passive participial adjectives (L 1988) JECIGI MR Te Eil;s ;’G DEF  +
@ P: intransitive passive participial adjective (7); P: transitive verb (8) @ resultatives & perfect of result: require telic predicates o [ - PRED ‘Pro’
L . CASE GEN
(7) ix ajo’-oon (8) ix g-ajo’-oon Perfect adverb use: not like English Present Perfect o boss 1 TOSS |eer 1
2PLABS love:ADJ-PERF 2PLABS 1PLERG-love:DT’-PERF @ Temporal adverbs acceptable: ‘now, at last, yesterday, etc. Sor [PF TOPIC] NUM  SG
"You all are loved (Dayley 1985)." ‘We have loved you all (D 1985). @ Temp advs: in same clause, or adjacent clause in bi-clausal sentence oo marene {Son-in-law}] CASE GEN
— : : ‘definite’ ICti ich | ' ] PERS 3
Ps: attributive particples & possessed nominals (Larsen 1988) ® apparent deflnl.te temporal deICtIS’_ WhI‘Ch S el'eme.nt of‘sm.1p|e ,past Figure 3: f-structure for (13) NUM  SG
o Ps in (9): attributive adjectival participle; P in (10): possessed noun | @ adverbs of motion acceptable: no jimal ‘slowly,” aninaq "quickly ' ' ‘
(9) tzak-om  sagmo’ (10) nu-mok-oom @ Therefore: this construction is a perfect, not a resultative ]
. _ _ Figure 4: f-structure for (13)
cook-PERF egg ) O gIS SN D Y IO Pefect Semantics — Temporal or Stative analysis? __ _ _
‘cooked egg (Larsen 1988:235)’ ‘'my servant (Larsen 1988:236)’ o Temporal: Reichenbach, Neo-Reichenbachian, like Klein (1994) Bibliography: Chartgr.s, Helen. 2014. Anchor: A DF in DP. In Proceedings of the
| _ _ _ LFG14 Conference, Miriam Butt & Tracy Holloway King (eds.). Stanford, Ca: CSLI.
P stems: actor focus, mediopassive, causative, noun-incorporation o Problems: strictly syntatic, fails to adequately account for aspect Dayley, J. 1985. Tz utujiil Grammar. Uni of California Publs. * Kamp & Reyle. 1993.
@ actor focus: aree in ch'ay-ow-inaq ‘He has hit me. @ Stative: PP holds between past event & current state (N&K 2004) From Discourse to Logic. Dordrecht: Kluwer. x Larsen, T.L. 1988. Manifestations of
o mediopassive: sok-otaj-naq ‘have gotten wounded’ o P: inserts a ‘state’ into discourse, is ‘background’ material (K&R 1993) Ergativity in Quiché Grammar. Ph. D dissertation. Uni of California, Berkeley, Ca. %

- choati . " e b’ .. ‘h H de thin’ o Conclusion: K'ichee'an suits stative analvsis Mondloch, J.L. 1978. Basic Quiche Grammar: 38 Lessons. IMS, SUNY at Albany.
@ Inchoative -If, Callsative -1sa. b aq-if-isa-am hdve been made thin ' y Albany, NY. % Nishiyama, A. & J-p Koenig. 2004. What is a Perfect State? In WCCFL

@ noun-incorporated: u-b'an-om k'ax "his having been pain-making’ @ And pragmatics’ 23 Proceedings, Schmeiser et al.(eds.), pp. 595-606. Somerville: Cascadilla Press. *



