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Abstract

A commonview of finiteness particularly prevalentin thetrangormational
grammartraditions, assaiatesit with the marking of tense/aspct/moal and
subject agreenent on verbs. However, since nomind predcatesas well as
verbd predcatesmay be tempaally located (e.g. ex-soldier, former friend,
future Presidknt),thereis noreasm in principle why nominal predcatesmight
not bear TAM marking alsa Indeed, in a wide range of languagescross
linguistically, nominds aremarkedfor tensewhich senesto tempoally locate
thenominalpredicateitself, independently of thetempora specification of any
goveming (verba) predcate Drawing on datafrom a numberof gendically
and aredly diverse languages this pape explores mary aspets of the phe
nomeron of non-propositional nominal TAM marking andits implications for
thenotion of finitenes.

1 Introduction

Traditional views of finitenessfrequentlyassociatat with the presenceof subject
agreemenandtense/aspect/noal (TAM) markingon verbs! The Oxford Compan-
ionto theEnglishLanguage (McArthur 1992)definedinite as'A termfor ary occur
renceof averbinflectedfor grammaticafeaturessuchaspersonnumberandtense’
andfinite verbas'A form of the verb with a distinctionin tense’. Crystal’s (1985)
A Dictionary of Linguigics and Phoneticdefinesafinite verbas'...a form thatcan
occuronits ownin anindependensentencéor mainclause):it permitsformal con-
strastsin tenseandmood’. Beyond dictionary definitions we find the association
betweerfinitenessandtense/agreememadeexplicit in the framework of transfor
mationalgrammarandits descendantgRadford(1988)stateshat‘a Clauseis finite
if it containsafinite Verb (i.e. a Verbinflectedfor Tense/Agreementandnonfinite
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Dixon, Nick Evansand Tom Paynefor gen&ously providing unpiblisheddata. RachelNordinger
gratefdly acknavledgesthe financialsuppat of an AustralianResearciCouncil fellowshipheld at
the University of Melbourne,and Louisa Sadlerthe University of Esse for a periad of sabbatical
leave during which this paperwaswritten. Needlesgo say all errorsandotherinadeeaciesareour
responsibilityalone.



if it lacksa finite Verb (e.qg. if it is a verblessClauseor if it is a Clausecontaining
a nonfinitetenselesand agreementlesy¥erb)’ (p. 287). In the Principlesand Pa-

rametersapproache.g. Chomsk 1981andsubsequentork) this meanghatfinite

clausesarethosewith both [+TENSE] and [+AGR] specificationgseeHaegeman
1994:112-For discusson).

This associationhas been challengedon mary grounds(see Vincent (1998,
this volume) for detaileddiscussion). For example,infinitival verbsinflectedfor
person-numbeagreemenarefoundin anumberof languagedncluding Portuguese
(Rapos01987), Old Neopolitan(Vincent 1998) and RembarrnggNordlinger and
Saulvick 2002),suggestinghatthe presencef person-numbeagreemenéaloneis
not sufficient to determinethe statusof a verb asfinite. The correlationbetween
tenseandfinitenesshasbeensimilarly questionedinfinitival verbscanbe marked
for tensein Latin (Vincent1998), andfinite clausesn English can be headedby
verbswhich arenotinflectedfor tenseg(suchasimperatve andjussie clausesvhich
requiretheverbin its baseform (Huddlestonl988)). In this paperwe questionthe
tense-finitenesesorrelationfrom anothermperspectie, namelytense-inflectechomi-
nals.

Sincenominalpredicatesswell asverbalpredicatesnaybetemporallylocated
(e.g.ex-soldier formerfriend, future President)thereis no reasonn principlewhy
nominal predicatesmight not bearTAM marking, andindeed(contraryto widely-
held assumpons), nominal TAM markingis attestedacrossa wide rangeof lan-
guagesDrawing ondatafrom anumberof geneticallyandareallydiverselanguages,
thispaperexploresmary aspect®f thephenomenonf nominaltAm markingwhich
senesto temporallylocatethe nominalpredicatatself, independentlpf thetempo-
ral specificationof any governing (verbal) predicate. We shav that TAM marking
in theselanguagess not simply a morphol@ical categgory of nominals,but hasthe
samesemantidunctionsasTAM markingwith verbs.Indeed,jn somelanguageshe
samesetof inflections,with thesamesemantidnterpretationis usedwith bothword
classesTheexistenceof tense-inflectechominalshasmary interestingmplications
for notiors of finitenessif finite verbsarefinite by virtue (atleastpartially) of their
TAM marking,aretense-inflectechominalsfinite also?;or alternatvely, if finiteness
is considereda propertyof clausege.g. Givon 2001:25,amongothers)doesthe
existenceof TAM-inflectionson (clausally-dependentjominalsin factdemonstrate
thetotal independencef finitenessrom the categoriesof tense/aspect/mo@d

The structureof this paperis as follows. We begin with a discussionof the
encodingof propositonal TAM on nomiral predicateshbothof mainandsubordinate

2Using the termirology introducedin Nordinger and Sadler(to appeay, we will be conerned
with both nonpropositional TAM marking on nomirals andthe marking of propositionalTAM on
nomina predicates.



clausegsection2). We thenturnin section3 to the encodingof non-propositnal
or independentAM ondependenhominalswithin verb-headedlauses.

2 Nominal predicates

Nominal clausalpredicatesare commony foundin subordirate clausesheadedoy
nominalizedverbs.Suchclauseqasin (1)) aretraditionally seenasclassicallynon-
finite, and consequentlyacking in any tense/aspect/ond marking (e.g. Radford
1988:287):

(1) Hereatingall thefoodleft therestof ushungry

However, in mary languagesuchnominalzed clausesdo shov TAM distinc-
tions3 Considethefollowing exampkesfrom Manjiljarra,adialectof the Australian
WesternDesertLanguaggPama-NyunganjClendon1988:16).

(2) Mutukapunkarnukarru-ngkawati-wayi-nja-ngka.
car fell creektoc across-flav-NMZR-LOC
‘The carfell into thecreek,whichis in flood.

(3) Mutukapunkarnukarru-ngkawati-wayi-rnu-nja-ngka.
car fell creektoc across-flav-PAST-NMZR-LOC
‘The carfell into thecreek,whenit wasin flood.

In theseexamplesthe subordinateverb is nomiralized with the nominalzing
suffix -nja. Thenomiral statusof this deverbalpredicatds indicatedby thefactthat
it recevescasemarking(here,locative) in agreementvith thelocatve NP which it
modifies. Thesenominalzed predicatesalso signaltensedistinctionsasshown by
the contrastbetweermpresentense(unmarled)in (2) andpasttensen (3).

In the Manjiljarra nominalzed predicategshe tensemarkingis insidethe nom-
inalizing suffix. Thus,it may be arguedthat the tensedistinctions herearereally
propertiesof the verbalstem,andonly acquiredoy the nominalzedform indirectly.
In mary languageshowever, TAM distinctions encodedon nominalizedpredicates
canbe clearly shavn to be propertiesof the nomnalizedform itself. For example,
in mary Australianlanguagesasemarkingmorphobgy is usedwith subordinate
(nominalized)verbsto marktenserelative to the main clausepredicate.In the fol-
lowing examplesfrom Warlpiri (Pama-Nyungan)the allative casesuffix marksthe
subordinatelausesventashappeningtthe sametime asthe mainclauseevent(4),

3Givon (2001:27 considerssuchtense/aspect/noal markng on nomiralized clausesto be an
exampe of their beingrefinitized thusreinforcing the (traditionally pereived) closeassociatiorbe-
tweentense/aspect/mdanarkingandfiniteness.
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while the dative casemarksthe subordinateclauseeventasfollowing, andbeinga
purposeof, thatof themainclause(5):

(4)

(5)

Ngarrka-ngkumarlu  pantu-rnu marnanga-rning-kurra.

man€rG kangaromspeasPAST grass eatNMZzZR-ALL

‘The manspearedhe kangaroowhile it waseatinggrass. (Simpson1988:
205,ex. 2)

Yarnka-mi-rni ka-rnalu paka-rninjaku+Iku.
Set.OUtNPST-HITHER PRES-1PL.EXC.S hit-NMZR-DAT+now

We setoutto hit (them—donkeys,cows). (ibid, p. 215,ex. 28)

In otherlanguageghe tensedistinctions may be encodedn the nominalzing
morphology Thisis thecasen Turkish,wherethedistinction betweerthenominal-
izing suffixes-dik (6) and-ecek(7) marksa contrastboetweemon-futureandfuture
tenseyespecitrely.

(6)

(7)

Cocuk-lara asajiya  inip kendisi-nisokak-ta
child-pPL-To downwardshaving.descendellerbo  street-in
bekledik-leri-ni soyle-di.

await-vN:NF-theirDO say-3G.PAST

‘Shetold the childrenthatthey went(hadgone)down andwaitedfor herin
thestreet. (ComrieandThompsm 1985:362,ex 50)

Cocuk-lara asajiya  inip kendisi-nisokak-ta
child-pL-TO downwardshaving.descendetlerDO  street-in
bekle-yecek-leri-ni  sbyle-di.

await-vN:FUT-their-DO say-3G.PAST

‘Shetold thechildrenthatthey would go down andwait for herin thestreet.
(ibid, ex 51)

A similar situationis found in mary Carib languagesuchas Apalai (Koehn
andKoehn1986)andPanare(T. E. PayneandD. L. Payne,MS). In the following
examplesfrom Apalai, resultantobjectsnominalizationsare formedwith ny-...-ry
in thepresentenseandny-.. . -hpyryin the pasttense.The possesse prefixis used
to markthe subjectof the deverbalnomiral.

(8)

(9)

y-ny-meo-ry
1-NOMLZR-write-NOMLZR

‘the thing | amwriting’ (p. 91, ex. 309)
0-ny-meo-hpyry
2-NOMLZR-Write-NOMLZR.PST

‘the thing you have written’ (p. 92, ex. 310)
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Thisis alsothe casewith Latin participleswhich canencodduturetenseasin
(10).

(10) Morituri te salutant
‘Thosewho areaboutto die saluteyou!

Beingassociatednly with dependentlausessuchTaAm markingcanbe easily
arguedto beorthogonato thenotionof finiteness-if it isto bedefinedassomething
relevantto independentlausespr morespecifically to clausetypesthat can stand
asindependentlausesalthoughthey may sometimedunction also as dependent
ones? Indeed,Givon (2001:26-27)contrastdanguagesuchasthe Carib group—
for which suchnomiralizationis the major subordnation stratggyy — with what he
callsfinite languagesln thelattertype no nomiralizationtakesplacein subordinate
clausesandthusall clausesare ‘fully finite’ (i.e. having the sameform asmain
clauses).

However, well-known in theliteraturearelanguages whichnomiral predicates
of verblesamain clausegeceve TAM markingjustlike verbs,without shoving ary
signsof undegoing morphobgical derivation to form a verh In somelanguages
suchnomiral predicateslsoreceve subjectagreemenmarking. Examplesnclude
the following from Turkish (11), andBininj Gun-wok (12, 13). In the Bininj Gun-
wok examplein (13), the presenceof the regular gendermarker on the predicate
nounkun-dad-niwirrirj ‘NEUT-leg-IRR’ clearlyshowsit to have retainedts nominal
cateory.

(11) Muihendis-tim.
engineeiPST-1sG
‘I wasanengineer’(LehmannandMoravcsik2000:742 thatgrammar?)
(12) Mayhna-mekk nakka bininj-ni.
bird MASC-DEM MASC.DEM humanpAST
‘Thosebirds,they werehumanthen’, (Evansto appear:68013.27b)
(13) Yawkyawkbolkenhna-wu bene-bed-djenj-ni yimanlek
young.gil two  MASC-REL 3.DU-tail-fish-PAST CTRFAC
kun-dad-niwirri;.
NEUT-leg-IRR
‘There weretwo younggirls who hadtails like fish, they didn’t have legs:
[lit. ‘therewerenolegs’] (ibid:437,8.96)

SuchTAaM-inflectedNPswould seemto satisfy all of the standardcriteria for
finiteness: they headmain clauses;they combinewith nominative subjects(e.g.

4Thisis thedefinitionof finitenessuggestedy Crystal(1985) (seethequotein sectionl), amory
mary others.



Koptjevskaja-Bmm 1994:1245%; they are inflectedfor tense/aspect/ood and, in
somecasesare even inflectedwith subjectperson-numbeagreemente.g. (11)).
Furthermoretheseinflectionsarethe samein form andfunctionasthoseusedwith
verbalpredicates.Thereare,therefore no reasonablgroundson which analogous
verb-headedlausesouldbe consideredo befinite in thesdanguageswhile these
clausesarenot. Moreover, if the verbsthat headthesefinite clausesare alsocon-
sideredto be finite (e.g. by virtue of beinginflectedfor TAm), thenthereis no
reasonabl@ption but to considerthe nomiral headsin (11 — 13) to be finite also.
We arethenleft with the obvious conclusionthatfinitenessjo the extentthatit is a
usefulconcepiatall, mustpotentiallyapplyto bothverbsandnouns.Thisis in stark
contrasto the standardlefinitionsof finitenesswvhich alwaysassociaté with verbs
(see for exampk, the variousdefinitionsprovidedin section1).®

It seemdairly clear then,thattense-mar&d nominalswhich functionaspredi-
catesof main,verblesslauseshouldreasonablyjualify asbelongingto finite NPs.
In someanguagedhowever, tense-markdnominalsmayalsofunctionasarguments
or adjunctsof verb-headedmain) clauses.lIt is to this type of nominaltense,and
the morecomplec issuest raisesfor notiors of finitenessthatwe turnin the next
section.

3 Temporal restriction of dependent nouns

More striking, and lessdiscussedn the literature,are languagesn which depen-
dentnominals— i.e. nominalsfunctioningasargumentsor adjuncts- areinflected
for TAM cateyoriesindependenyl of the clauseto which they belong. Suchnon-
propositical TAM markingis foundin mary languagesroundthe world, andcan
beillustratedwith the following examplesfrom Guaram (Tupi-Guaran) (14a,14b)
andTariana(Arawak) (Aikhenvald, to appear)15a,15b)®

(14) a. O-va-ta che-roga-kue-pe
3-move-FUT 1S-housersT-in
‘He will move into my formerhouse.
b. A-va-vaekuehoga-ra-pe
1s-mwe-PST 3.houseruT-in
‘I have movedinto hisfuturehouse’.

SPresumaly the standardassociatiorof finitenesswith vesonlyis relatedto thefactthattense,
aspectaindmodad arealsoconsideredraditiorally to beonly propertiesof verts — seeNordingerand
Sadler(to appea) for discussionandextersive evidencee to thecortrary.

5TheGuaramexanpleswerekindly collectedfor usin July2002by Dagma Jungfrom Sebastiana
Ertel, anative spealkr of Guarai from Asuncionnow residenin Cologne Germay.



(15) a. Dihadi-sa-do-pena dalipadi-a
he 3SG.NF-SPOUSEFEM-FUT near 3SG.NF-go
di-ka-tha-pidana.
3SG.NF-SeeFR-REM .PST.REP
‘He went(in vain)to look at his wife-to-be

b. pi-ruku pi-uka  hi
2sG-come.devn 2sG-arrive DEM:ANIM
panisaru-mikiri-naku pira.

abandoned.villagesT-NF-TOP.NON.A/S 2SG.order2sG-vomit-1m P
‘When you cometo anabandonedx-village, order(him) to vomit.

In theseexamplestensemarkerson nominalstemporallylocatethe NP itself. In
(15b),for example the pasttensemarker on panisaru ‘abandonedsillage’, encodes
the fact that the time at which the property denotedby the nominal holds of the
referentis in the past(i.e. ‘ex-village’). In theotherexampleg14a— 15a),in which
thetensemarked nominal is alsopossessedhe nominaltensemarker is ambigwus
betweentemporallylocatingthe nominal property(asin (15b))— ‘my thing which
usedto be a house’'- andtemporallylocatingthe possesse relationitself — ‘house
which usedto be mine’.” In either function the tensemarker is still interpreted
internally to the NP, having no directbearingon the tenseof the propostional asa
whole. Thatthis nominaltensespecificationis independentdf propostionatenseis
shown by thefactthatthetwo canvaryindependenyl of eachother:in (14a)we see
anexampleof a futuretenseclausecontaininga pasttensenominal,while in (14b)
and (15a) we have the oppositesituaton — a pasttenseclausecontaininga future
tensenominal.

As indicatedin the English translatios of the examplesabove, the functions
of thesenominaltensemarkersare similar to thoseexpressedy derivatioral mor-
phologyin English suchas‘ex-’ (‘ex-President’)and‘-to-be’ (‘motherto-be’). In
languagesuchas Guarafm and Tariana,however, tenseis an inflectional cateyory
for nomirals, andassuchis fully productive. The affixes‘ex-" and‘-to-be’ in En-
glish, onthe otherhand,arequiterestrictedin their semanticsbeingmostcommon
with nounsdenotingoccupationy‘ex-director’, ‘ex-teacher’,'motherto-be’) and
non-kin relationshipg(‘ex-wife’, ‘ex-boyfriend’, ‘husband-to-be’). They are sub-
stantiallylessappropriatevith commonnounssuchas‘dog’ and‘house’ (?ex-dog,
?ex-house). Suchrestrictiors are not found in the true nomiral tenseexamples,as
canbe verifiedin the exampleshroughouthis section.

Clearly, however, this ambiguity is ofteneasilyresohedby cortext, asin the Guarai exanples
above it makeslittle senseto talk abou moving into somethiig that‘usedto be a house’ or ‘will
beahowse’. A morenaturalinterpetationis thatthetensemarler hereis referiing to the possessie
relation‘housethatusedto be mine’, ‘housethatwill behis’.
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Many languagesvith thistype of nominaltensesystemalsouseit with nominal
(including deverbal) predicateof subordhateclauses.In theseexamplesthe nom-
inal tensemarker encodegelative tense- taking the time of the main predicateas
thetenselocus. Considerthe following examplesfrom Tariana.In (16) thenominal
predicateis marked with future tenseto expressthe factthatthe subordirate event
(i.e. the presencef maniocbeer)follows thatof the mainclause(which is marked
with the ‘remotepast,reportedevidentialty’ marker). In (17) atense-mar&dnomi-
nalisedverbfunctionsasthe predicateof arelative clause.

(16) Payaru-pena-ka na: nheta na:-pidana.
manioc.beerFuT-suB 3pl.go3pl.take 3pl.go-REM.P.REP
‘Since thereis goingto be maniocbeer(i.e. a drinking feast),they wentto
take (thedown off the eagle to make festive decorations).

(17) ihya nu-na matfa-pumha i-ni i-wake-ta [nuha
you.pl 1sg-0BJ goodAUG-PRES.NONVIS 2pl-do2pl-join-CAuUsS |
awakada-sé&a-iale-pena-nukul.
jungleLOC REL-GET.LOST-NOM.FUT-TOP.NON.A/S
‘You helpedme very well indeed, me, who was going to get lost in the
jungle:

Tense-mar&d nominali®d verbsmay alsofunctionasreferentialagumentsas
the following examplesfrom Guaram demonstrate.In theseexamplesthe tense
formsa portmanteawith thenominalzer—vakwe ‘Nomz.PST’ —althoud therela-
tionshipto theregularnominalpasttensemarker (kwé/kue asin (14a))is obvious?®

(18) Rei-kwa pa la 0-hd vakwe.

2s-know INT-CM thehe-goNOMZ.PST

‘Do you know theonewho left?’ (GregoresandSuarez1967:159)
(19) o-mo-noxovéla o-mandvakwe  h'ina

hefAcCT-live thehe-die NOMZ.PST PRES

‘Sheis reviving theonewho died’ (ibid 1967:165)

Nominal tensesystemsunction to locatea propertyin time with respectto a
tenselocus (usuallytime of speechput sometinesthe time of a matrix clause,as
in (16,17)) andthusaresemanticallyequivaent to the morefamiliar tensesystems
of verbs(ChungandTimberlake 1985,Comrie 1994). This functionalequivalence

8The following exampes are taken from Gregores and Suarez(1967) andare provided in their
othogaphy This accouts for the othrograghic differenceswith the Guaram exanplesin (14a)and
(14b) which useamodernorthagraply.




is demongtatedfurther by the existenceof languagesvhich usethe samemorpho-
logicalmeandor encodingoothverbaltenseandnominal (non-propogional) tense.
Onesuchlanguagés the Amazonianlanguagelaravara(Arawa) (Dixon, MS).° In

Jaravaranominalsmaybe markedwith a subsebf thelarge numberof tensemood
andevidentiality suffixesthatarealsousedon verbsandauxiliariesto encodepropo-
sitional TAM. Someexamplesof the useof thesesuffixeswith nounsinclude°

(20) Kimi-mata-mona-ka
K.-FPNM-REPM-DECM
‘It is saidto have beenKimi.” (Dixon MS, 10.58)

In (20) we seethe useof suffixesencodingfar pasttense reportedevidentiality
anddeclaratve mood, all attachedo the propernoun‘Kimi’. Thatthesearealso
usedwith verbsis shavn by thefirst clauseof this sameexample,in whichthetense
andevidentialty markersareattachednsteado theverbalauxiliary:

(21) jama tii ne-mata-mona, Kimi;
thing(f) cut AUX-FPNmM-REPM K.
‘He wassaidto have cutthethings,Kimi did;’ (10.58)

In (20) theTAM suffixesareusedwith anomiral predicateandthusappeato be
encodingpropositonal TAM justasthey do with verbs. It is alsopossiblefor these
samesuffixesto beusedwith dependenhominals in verb-headedlausesin which
casethey encodenon-propogionaltenseinstead.Considerthefollowing examples:

(22) ee kaa hemejo-ba fonaimadane-ba ee-le
lincpPoss medicineFruT F. send AUX-FUTM linc-DECT
‘FUNAI will sendthemedicinefor us(i.e. F. will sendour futuremedicine)’
(10.70)
(23) oko jibotee-ne o-katomi-ne
1sgPoss spouseRR 1sga-fight.with-conTf
‘I foughtwith (andkilled) one who could have beenmy wife (he said).
(10.68)
9Another langliagewhich usesthe samemarkersto encoe propositionaltensewith verbsand
non-popacsitionaltensewith nomiralsis the Salishlanguag Halkomdem, seeGallovay (199) and
Burton (1997) for discussion.
10The abbeviations usedin the glosses(retainedfrom the original) are: DEC ‘declaratie

mood, f ‘feminine gencer’, FP ‘far past’,m ‘masculinegencer’, n ‘non-eyewitness’,REP ‘reported
evidentiality .




(24) mee tabori-mete-monejokanaboto joro
3nsghome(f)Fpnf-RepPf real  clearing(f)sit(dus)
ni-kimi-ne-le
AUX-TWO-CONTf-DECT
‘The two clearingsof theirreportedpastvillagesarethere. (10.67)

In theseexampleswe find TAM inflectionsattachedo bothverbs(or auxiliaries)
andto dependenhominals In (22) boththe verbalauxiliary andthe objectNP are
inflectedfor future tense. The semanticscopeof thesetwo tensemarkersis quite
distinct, however: the future tenseon the auxiliary encodegensefor the clauseas
awhole, whereaghe future tensemarker on the objectnominalhasscopeinternal
to the objectNP — ‘our future medicine’. Thatthe nominal andverbalinflectionsin
theseexampksarefunctionallyindependentdespitehesimilaritiesin formis shovn
by thefactthatthey canvary independenyl of eachother asin (23) and(24).

Suchdatahasinterestingimplications for notionsof finiteness.In section2 we
arguedthatTAM-inflectednominalpredicate®xhibit justthe samefiniteness’prop-
ertiesas verbal predicatesand thus shouldbe considerecequivalently finite.!* In
otherwords, arny argumentsby which one considersa TAM-inflected verbal auxil-
iary suchasne-mata-mondAu X-FPNnm-REPM) in (21) to befinite, mustalsoapply
to a TAM-inflectednominal predicatesuchasKimi-mata-mora-kain (20).

It seemsreasonabldéo considernominal predicatesgspeciallythoseinflected
with the sameTAM suffixesusedwith verbs,to befinite. However, the situaton is
further complicatedby the factthatthesesameTam-inflectednominalscanappear
functioningasargumentsof regularverb-headedlauseqasin (22)-(24)).Are such
TAM-inflecteddependenhominalsalsofinite? If so,thenwe have definedfiniteness
in purely morphobgical termsaccordingto whetheror not a form is inflectedfor
TAM. If not, thenwe mustallow the sameTaM-inflected word form to be both fi-
nite andnon-finitedependingon whetherit is functioningasa clausalpredicateor
a clausaldependentrespectrely. Thus,in this latter case,we have definedfinite-
nessin functionalterms: a (TAM-inflected)word form is finite if it functionsasthe
predicateof amainor independentlause A third possibiity is thatthe existenceof
TAM-inflecteddependenhominalssupportghe positionthatfinitenesss notaprop-
erty of individual word formsatall, but only a propertyof clausege.g. Huddleston
2002,amongothers).

Someauthors(e.g. Vincent(1998,this volume?),Barron2000) have suggested
thatfinitenesss correlatednot with TAM markingin general but morespecifically
with mood.However, this doesnotresole thedilemma of TAM-inflecteddependent
nominalssincein somelanguageshesecanbeinflectedfor moodcateyoriesalso.In

10or equivdently notfinite, asthe casemaybe. Seesection4 for further discussion.
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the Jaravaraexamplesabove, we sav examplesof dependenhominalsinflectedfor
evidentialmood categories(24), andirrealis mood(23). In the Macro-E language
late (spolenin thevicinity of Pernamhco,Brazil) nounscanbeinflectedfor oneof
threetensegpast presentindfuture)andoneof two moods(‘realis’ and‘possibk’),
asshavnin Tablel (Lapendal968:77.

Tablel: Nominaltenseandmoodsuffixesin late

realis
pres seti thatwhichis a houseor servingasa house
past se'ti-£ thatwhichwasoncea house;
thatwhich stoppedeingahouse
fut seti-he futurehousewill beahouse;
housewhichis beingbuilt
possible
pres se't-kea apossibé house sometling which hasthe
possiblity of beingahouse
past se‘ti-s-kéa | somethng which would have beena housebut wasnt;
something which hadthe possillity of beingahouse

Thus, even if finitenessis correlatedjust with mood, ratherthan with TAM-
markingin general,we are left with the sameproblem. Either we are forced to
concludethat suchmood-irflected nounsare finite also, in which casefiniteness
is essentiall equialentto the presenceof mood-irflection, or finitenesss defined
purelyasa propertyof mainclausesin which caset become®ssentiallyequivaent
to theindependenstatusof clauses.

4 Conclusion

The purposeof this paperhasbeento explorethenatureof therelationshp between
tense/aspect/moaahdfiniteness.On the basisof languagesvhich have extensie
andproductve TAM-inflection on nounsandotherNP constitients we have argued
thatthis relationshipis not asstraightforvard asis traditionallyassumedThe exis-
tenceof TAM inflectionson nomiral predicateshows that, at the very least,finite-
nessmustbe a possibé categyory of nounsaswell asverbs.Thefactthatsuchnouns
can also occur as agumentsor adjunctsof verb-headedlauseshowever, raises
further questionsasto therelationshp betweenhe presencef TAM inflectionand
finiteness:doesTAM-markingalonemake somethimg finite (in which caseall of the
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nominalsdiscused above arefinite)? Clearly the answerto this mustbe negative,
sinceit would amountto finitenessconstitutng nothingmorethanthe presencef
tense/aspect/moadflection.

An alternatve would be to distinguish amongstdifferent functions of TAM-
inflection. If finitenessis largely a property of clauses,then perhapsit is only
propositicnal TAM (i.e. TAM thatis relevantto wholeclauses}hatis associateavith
finitenessOnthisview, TAM-inflectednomiral predicategasin section2) would be
finite, but thosefunctioningasdependentsf verb-headedlausegsection3) would
notbe. In thelattercasethe TAM is relevantonly to the NP to whichit belongsand
is functionally independenfrom the TAM of the clause. Finitenesswvould thusbe
definedin termsof bothform andfunction: TAM-inflectednominalscould befinite,
but only whenfunctioningas clausalpredicates.Note that this supportsthe view
thatfinitenesds essentiallya propertyof clausesnotindividual forms,sincein lan-
guageswhich allow TaAM-inflectednominalsasboth clausalpredicatesand clausal
dependentge.g. Jaravara)the sameform will be finite in the former case(or at
least,the headof afinite clause)andnotin theother

This notion of finiteness,however, still facesproblemswhendealingwith the
TAM-inflectednominalpredicate®f subordinateclausegasin (6) and(7)). These
nominalsare both clausalpredicatesandinflectedfor tense/aspect/mdo Yet ac-
cordingto mosttraditional views, they would be consideredhon-finite. This pro-
vides evidencefor the view that finitenessmay; in fact, have nothing to do with
tense/aspect/moaat all, but ratherwith the ability of a clauseto standasaninde-
pendentmain clause!? The perceved associatiorbetweentense/aspect/ond and
finitenesgmaysimply beabyproductof thefactthatmainclausegendto be marked
for tense/aspect/moodoreoftenthandependentlausesare.

We argue,however, thatthedatapresente@bove leadsmorenaturallyto another
conclusion:thatfinitenesss simply not a universally applicablecategory. For the
languagesve discussherea definition of finitenessmusteitherbe so broadin its
scopethat it cannotbe distinguishedfrom the presenceof TAM-inflection, or so
specificthatit cannot be distinguishedfrom the ability to standasanindependent
clause. Thus,for theselanguagesthereis no grammaticalgeneralisatiorthat can
be capturedwith referenceto a notion of finitenessthat cannotbe capturedust as
easily without it. While finitenessmay be a useful grammaticalnotion in some
Europearnanguagesheevidencefrom TAM-inflectednominalssuggestshatit may
not necessarilyperelevantcross-lingustically.

12For definitionsof finitenessalongtheselines seeCrystal (1985, Koptjevskga-Tamm (1994),
amongothers.
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