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Abstract

A commonview of finiteness,particularly prevalent in thetransformational
grammartraditions, associatesit with the marking of tense/aspect/mood and
subject agreement on verbs. However, since nominal predicatesas well as
verbal predicatesmay be temporally located (e.g. ex-soldier, former friend,
futurePresident),thereis no reason in principle why nominal predicatesmight
not bear TAM marking also. Indeed, in a wide rangeof languagescross-
linguistically, nominals aremarkedfor tensewhich servesto temporally locate
thenominalpredicateitself, independently of thetemporal specificationof any
governing (verbal) predicate. Drawing on datafrom a numberof genetically
and areally diverse languages, this paper explores many aspects of the phe-
nomenon of non-propositional nominal TAM marking andits implications for
thenotion of finiteness.

1 Introduction

Traditionalviews of finitenessfrequentlyassociateit with the presenceof subject
agreementandtense/aspect/mood (TAM) markingon verbs.1 TheOxford Compan-
ion to theEnglishLanguage(McArthur 1992)definesfiniteas‘A termfor any occur-
renceof averbinflectedfor grammaticalfeaturessuchasperson,numberandtense’
andfinite verbas‘A form of theverbwith a distinction in tense’. Crystal’s (1985)
A Dictionaryof Linguistics andPhoneticsdefinesa finite verbas‘...a form thatcan
occuronits own in anindependentsentence(or mainclause):it permitsformalcon-
strastsin tenseandmood’. Beyond dictionarydefinitions, we find the association
betweenfinitenessandtense/agreementmadeexplicit in theframework of transfor-
mationalgrammarandits descendants.Radford(1988)statesthat‘a Clauseis finite
if it containsa finite Verb (i.e. a Verbinflectedfor Tense/Agreement),andnonfinite

1For helpful commentsandsuggestions on earlierversionsof this paperwe aregrateful to Nigel
VincentandMaria Koptjevskaja-Tamm. We would also like to thankAlexandra Aikhenvald, Bob
Dixon, Nick EvansandTom Paynefor generouslyproviding unpublisheddata. RachelNordlinger
gratefully acknowledgesthefinancialsupport of anAustralianResearchCouncil fellowshipheldat
the University of Melbourne,andLouisaSadlerthe University of Essex for a period of sabbatical
leave during which this paperwaswritten. Needlessto say, all errorsandotherinadequaciesareour
responsibilityalone.
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if it lacksa finite Verb(e.g. if it is a verblessClause,or if it is a Clausecontaining
a nonfinitetenselessandagreementlessVerb)’ (p. 287). In the PrinciplesandPa-
rametersapproach(e.g.Chomsky 1981andsubsequentwork) this meansthatfinite
clausesare thosewith both [+TENSE] and[+AGR] specifications(seeHaegeman
1994:112-3for discussion).

This associationhas beenchallengedon many grounds(seeVincent (1998,
this volume) for detaileddiscussion).For example,infinitival verbsinflectedfor
person-numberagreementarefoundin anumberof languagesincluding Portuguese
(Raposo1987), Old Neopolitan(Vincent1998)andRembarrnga(Nordlingerand
Saulwick 2002),suggestingthat thepresenceof person-numberagreementaloneis
not sufficient to determinethe statusof a verb asfinite. The correlationbetween
tenseandfinitenesshasbeensimilarly questioned:infinitival verbscanbe marked
for tensein Latin (Vincent1998),andfinite clausesin Englishcanbe headedby
verbswhicharenot inflectedfor tense(suchasimperativeandjussiveclauseswhich
requiretheverb in its baseform (Huddleston1988)). In this paperwe questionthe
tense-finitenesscorrelationfrom anotherperspective, namelytense-inflectednomi-
nals.

Sincenominalpredicatesaswell asverbalpredicatesmaybetemporallylocated
(e.g.ex-soldier, formerfriend, futurePresident),thereis no reasonin principlewhy
nominalpredicatesmight not bearTAM marking,and indeed(contraryto widely-
held assumptions), nominal TAM marking is attestedacrossa wide rangeof lan-
guages.Drawingondatafromanumberof geneticallyandareallydiverselanguages,
thispaperexploresmany aspectsof thephenomenonof nominalTAM markingwhich
servesto temporallylocatethenominalpredicateitself, independentlyof thetempo-
ral specificationof any governing (verbal)predicate.2 We show that TAM marking
in theselanguagesis not simply a morphological category of nominals,but hasthe
samesemanticfunctionsasTAM markingwith verbs.Indeed,in somelanguagesthe
samesetof inflections,with thesamesemanticinterpretation,is usedwith bothword
classes.Theexistenceof tense-inflectednominalshasmany interestingimplications
for notions of finiteness:if finite verbsarefinite by virtue (at leastpartially)of their
TAM marking,aretense-inflectednominalsfinite also?;or alternatively, if finiteness
is considereda propertyof clauses(e.g. Givón 2001:25,amongothers)doesthe
existenceof TAM-inflectionson (clausally-dependent)nominalsin factdemonstrate
thetotal independenceof finitenessfrom thecategoriesof tense/aspect/mood?

The structureof this paperis as follows. We begin with a discussionof the
encodingof propositionalTAM onnominal predicates,bothof mainandsubordinate

2Using the terminology introducedin Nordlinger andSadler(to appear), we will be concerned
with both non-propositional TAM marking on nominals and the markingof propositionalTAM on
nominal predicates.
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clauses(section2). We thenturn in section3 to theencodingof non-propositional
or independentTAM ondependentnominalswithin verb-headedclauses.

2 Nominal predicates

Nominal clausalpredicatesarecommonly found in subordinateclausesheadedby
nominalizedverbs.Suchclauses(asin (1)) aretraditionally seenasclassicallynon-
finite, andconsequentlylacking in any tense/aspect/mood marking (e.g. Radford
1988:287):

(1) Her eatingall thefood left therestof ushungry.

However, in many languagessuchnominalized clausesdo show TAM distinc-
tions.3 Considerthefollowing examplesfrom Manjiljarra,adialectof theAustralian
WesternDesertLanguage(Pama-Nyungan)(Clendon1988:196).

(2) Mutuka
car

punkarnu
fell

karru-ngka
creek-LOC

wati-wayi-nja-ngka.
across-flow-NMZR-LOC

‘The carfell into thecreek,which is in flood.

(3) Mutuka
car

punkarnu
fell

karru-ngka
creek-LOC

wati-wayi-rnu-nja-ngka.
across-flow-PAST-NMZR-LOC

‘The carfell into thecreek,whenit wasin flood.

In theseexamplesthe subordinateverb is nominalized with the nominalizing
suffix -nja. Thenominal statusof thisdeverbalpredicateis indicatedby thefactthat
it receivescasemarking(here,locative) in agreementwith thelocativeNP which it
modifies. Thesenominalized predicatesalsosignaltensedistinctionsasshown by
thecontrastbetweenpresenttense(unmarked)in (2) andpasttensein (3).

In the Manjiljarra nominalizedpredicatesthe tensemarkingis insidethe nom-
inalizing suffix. Thus, it may be arguedthat the tensedistinctionshereare really
propertiesof theverbalstem,andonly acquiredby thenominalizedform indirectly.
In many languages,however, TAM distinctions encodedon nominalizedpredicates
canbeclearlyshown to bepropertiesof thenominalizedform itself. For example,
in many Australianlanguagescasemarkingmorphology is usedwith subordinate
(nominalized)verbsto mark tenserelative to themainclausepredicate.In the fol-
lowing examplesfrom Warlpiri (Pama-Nyungan),theallative casesuffix marksthe
subordinateclauseeventashappeningat thesametimeasthemainclauseevent(4),

3Givón (2001:27) considerssuchtense/aspect/mood marking on nominalized clausesto be an
example of their beingrefinitized, thusreinforcing the(traditionally perceived)closeassociationbe-
tweentense/aspect/mood markingandfiniteness.
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while thedative casemarksthesubordinateclauseeventasfollowing, andbeinga
purposeof, thatof themainclause(5):

(4) Ngarrka-ngku
man-ERG

marlu
kangaroo

pantu-rnu
spear-PAST

marna
grass

nga-rninja-kurra.
eat-NMZR-ALL

‘The manspearedthekangaroowhile it waseatinggrass.’ (Simpson1988:
205,ex. 2)

(5) Yarnka-mi-rni
set.out-NPST-HITHER

ka-rnalu
PRES-1PL .EXC.S

paka-rninja-ku+lku.
hit-NMZR-DAT+now

Wesetout to hit (them– donkeys,cows).’ (ibid, p. 215,ex. 28)

In other languagesthe tensedistinctions may be encodedin the nominalizing
morphology. This is thecasein Turkish,wherethedistinctionbetweenthenominal-
izing suffixes-dik (6) and-ecek(7) marksa contrastbetweennon-futureandfuture
tense,respectively.

(6) Çocuk-lar-a
child-PL-TO

asǎg� ya
downwards

inip
having.descended

kendisi-ni
her-DO

sokak-ta
street-in

bekle-dik-leri-ni
await-VN:NF-their-DO

söyle-di.
say-3SG.PAST

‘Shetold thechildrenthatthey went(hadgone)down andwaitedfor herin
thestreet.’ (ComrieandThompson 1985:362,ex 50)

(7) Çocuk-lar-a
child-PL-TO

asǎg� ya
downwards

inip
having.descended

kendisi-ni
her-DO

sokak-ta
street-in

bekle-yecek-leri-ni
await-VN:FUT-their-DO

söyle-di.
say-3SG.PAST

‘Shetold thechildrenthatthey wouldgodown andwait for herin thestreet.’
(ibid, ex 51)

A similar situationis found in many Carib languagessuchas Apalai (Koehn
andKoehn1986)andPanare(T. E. PayneandD. L. Payne,MS). In the following
examplesfrom Apalai, resultantobjectsnominalizationsareformedwith ny-.. . -ry
in thepresenttenseandny-.. . -hpyry in thepasttense.Thepossessiveprefix is used
to markthesubjectof thedeverbalnominal.

(8) y-ny-mero-ry
1-NOMLZR-write-NOMLZR

‘the thing I amwriting’ (p. 91,ex. 309)

(9) o-ny-mero-hpyry
2-NOMLZR-write-NOMLZR.PST

‘the thingyouhavewritten’ (p. 92,ex. 310)
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This is alsothecasewith Latin participles,which canencodefuturetense,asin
(10).

(10) Morituri te salutant
‘Thosewhoareaboutto diesaluteyou.’

Beingassociatedonly with dependentclauses,suchTAM markingcanbeeasily
arguedto beorthogonalto thenotionof finiteness– if it is to bedefinedassomething
relevant to independentclauses,or morespecifically, to clausetypesthatcanstand
as independentclauses,althoughthey may sometimesfunction alsoasdependent
ones.4 Indeed,Givón (2001:26-27)contrastslanguagessuchasthe Carib group–
for which suchnominalizationis the major subordinationstrategy – with what he
callsfinite languages.In thelattertypenonominalizationtakesplacein subordinate
clauses,and thusall clausesare ‘fully finite’ (i.e. having the sameform asmain
clauses).

However, well-known in theliteraturearelanguagesin whichnominal predicates
of verblessmainclausesreceive TAM markingjust like verbs,without showing any
signsof undergoing morphological derivation to form a verb. In somelanguages
suchnominal predicatesalsoreceive subjectagreementmarking.Examplesinclude
the following from Turkish (11), andBininj Gun-wok (12, 13). In theBininj Gun-
wok examplein (13), the presenceof the regular gendermarker on the predicate
nounkun-dad-niwirrinj ‘ NEUT-leg-IRR’ clearlyshowsit to haveretainedits nominal
category.

(11) Mühendis-ti-m.
engineer-PST-1SG

‘I wasanengineer’(LehmannandMoravcsik2000:742) thatgrammar?)

(12) Mayh
bird

na-mekke
MASC-DEM

nakka
MASC.DEM

bininj-ni.
human-PAST

‘Thosebirds,they werehumanthen,’ (Evansto appear:680,13.27b)

(13) Yawkyawk
young.girl

bokenh
two

na-wu
MASC-REL

bene-berd-djenj-ni
3.DU-tail-fish-PAST

yimankek
CTRFAC

kun-dad-niwirrinj.
NEUT-leg-IRR

‘Thereweretwo younggirls who hadtails like fish, they didn’t have legs.’
[lit. ‘therewereno legs’] (ibid:437,8.96)

SuchTAM-inflectedNPs would seemto satisfyall of the standardcriteria for
finiteness: they headmain clauses;they combinewith nominative subjects(e.g.

4Thisis thedefinitionof finitenesssuggestedbyCrystal(1985) (seethequotein section1),among
many others.
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Koptjevskaja-Tamm 1994:1245); they are inflectedfor tense/aspect/mood and, in
somecases,areeven inflectedwith subjectperson-numberagreement(e.g. (11)).
Furthermore,theseinflectionsarethesamein form andfunctionasthoseusedwith
verbalpredicates.Thereare,therefore,no reasonablegroundson which analogous
verb-headedclausescouldbeconsideredto befinite in theselanguages,while these
clausesarenot. Moreover, if the verbsthat headthesefinite clausesarealsocon-
sideredto be finite (e.g. by virtue of being inflectedfor TAM), then there is no
reasonableoption but to considerthe nominal headsin (11 – 13) to be finite also.
We arethenleft with theobviousconclusionthatfiniteness,to theextentthat it is a
usefulconceptatall, mustpotentiallyapplyto bothverbsandnouns.This is in stark
contrastto thestandarddefinitionsof finitenesswhichalwaysassociateit with verbs
(see,for example, thevariousdefinitionsprovidedin section1).5

It seemsfairly clear, then,that tense-markednominalswhich functionaspredi-
catesof main,verblessclausesshouldreasonablyqualify asbelongingto finite NPs.
In somelanguages,however, tense-markednominalsmayalsofunctionasarguments
or adjunctsof verb-headed(main) clauses.It is to this type of nominaltense,and
the morecomplex issuesit raisesfor notions of finiteness,thatwe turn in the next
section.

3 Temporal restriction of dependent nouns

More striking, and lessdiscussedin the literature,are languagesin which depen-
dentnominals– i.e. nominalsfunctioningasargumentsor adjuncts– areinflected
for TAM categoriesindependently of the clauseto which they belong. Suchnon-
propositional TAM markingis found in many languagesaroundtheworld, andcan
be illustratedwith thefollowing examplesfrom Guarańı (Tuṕı-Guarańı) (14a,14b)
andTariana(Arawak) (Aikhenvald, to appear)(15a,15b).6

(14) a. O-va-ta
3-move-FUT

che-roga-kue-pe.
1s-house-PST-in

‘He will move into my formerhouse.’

b. A-va-vaekue
1s-move-PST

hoga-rã-pe.
3.house-FUT-in

‘I havemovedinto his futurehouse’.
5Presumably thestandardassociationof finitenesswith verbsonly is relatedto thefactthattense,

aspectandmood arealsoconsideredtraditionally to beonly propertiesof verbs– seeNordlingerand
Sadler(to appear) for discussion,andextensiveevidence to thecontrary.

6TheGuarańı exampleswerekindly collectedfor usin July2002byDagmar JungfromSebastiana
Ertel,a nativespeakerof Guaranı́ from Asuncionnow resident in Cologne,Germany.
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(15) a. Diha
he

di-sa-do-pena
3SG.NF-spouse-FEM -FUT

dalipa
near

di-a
3SG.NF-go

di-ka-tha-pidana.
3SG.NF-see-FR-REM .PST.REP

‘He went(in vain) to look at his wife-to-be.’

b. pi- � uku
2SG-come.down

pi-uka
2SG-arrive

hĩ
DEM :ANIM

panisaru-miki- � i-naku
abandoned.village-PST-NF-TOP.NON.A /S

pi � a.
2SG.order2SG-vomit-IMP

‘Whenyoucometo anabandonedex-village,order(him) to vomit.’

In theseexamplestensemarkerson nominalstemporallylocatetheNP itself. In
(15b),for example,thepasttensemarker on panisaru ‘abandonedvillage’, encodes
the fact that the time at which the propertydenotedby the nominal holdsof the
referent is in thepast(i.e. ‘ex-village’). In theotherexamples(14a– 15a),in which
thetensemarkednominal is alsopossessed,thenominaltensemarker is ambiguous
betweentemporallylocatingthe nominal property(asin (15b)) – ‘my thing which
usedto bea house’– andtemporallylocatingthepossessive relationitself – ‘house
which usedto be mine’.7 In either function the tensemarker is still interpreted
internally to theNP, having no directbearingon the tenseof thepropositional asa
whole. Thatthis nominaltensespecificationis independentof propostionaltenseis
shown by thefactthatthetwo canvary independently of eachother:in (14a)wesee
anexampleof a futuretenseclausecontaininga pasttensenominal,while in (14b)
and(15a)we have the oppositesituation – a pasttenseclausecontaininga future
tensenominal.

As indicatedin the English translations of the examplesabove, the functions
of thesenominaltensemarkersaresimilar to thoseexpressedby derivational mor-
phologyin English suchas‘ex-’ (‘ex-President’)and‘-to-be’ (‘mother-to-be’). In
languagessuchasGuarańı andTariana,however, tenseis an inflectionalcategory
for nominals,andassuchis fully productive. Theaffixes‘ex-’ and‘-to-be’ in En-
glish,on theotherhand,arequiterestrictedin their semantics,beingmostcommon
with nounsdenotingoccupations(‘ex-director’, ‘ex-teacher’,‘mother-to-be’) and
non-kin relationships(‘ex-wife’, ‘ex-boyfriend’, ‘husband-to-be’).They are sub-
stantiallylessappropriatewith commonnounssuchas‘dog’ and‘house’(?ex-dog,
?ex-house).Suchrestrictions arenot found in the true nominal tenseexamples,as
canbeverifiedin theexamplesthroughoutthissection.

7Clearly, however, this ambiguity is ofteneasilyresolvedby context, asin theGuarańı examples
above: it makeslittle senseto talk about moving into something that ‘usedto be a house’ or ‘will
bea house’. A morenaturalinterpretationis thatthetensemarkerhereis referring to thepossessive
relation‘housethatusedto bemine’, ‘housethatwill behis’.
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Many languageswith this typeof nominaltensesystemalsouseit with nominal
(includingdeverbal)predicatesof subordinateclauses.In theseexamplesthenom-
inal tensemarker encodesrelative tense– taking the time of the mainpredicateas
thetenselocus.Considerthefollowing examplesfrom Tariana.In (16) thenominal
predicateis markedwith future tenseto expressthe fact that thesubordinateevent
(i.e. thepresenceof maniocbeer)follows thatof themainclause(which is marked
with the‘remotepast,reportedevidentiality’ marker). In (17)a tense-markednomi-
nalisedverbfunctionsasthepredicateof a relativeclause.

(16) Paya� u-pena-ka
manioc.beer-FUT-SUB

na:
3pl.go

nheta
3pl.take

na:-pidana.
3pl.go-REM .P.REP

‘Since thereis goingto bemaniocbeer(i.e. a drinking feast),they went to
take (thedown off theeagle,to make festivedecorations).’

(17) ihya
you.pl

nu-na
1sg-OBJ

ma� a-pu-mha
good-AUG-PRES.NONVIS

i-ni
2pl-do

i-wake-ta
2pl-join-CAUS

[nuha
I

awakada-se
jungle-LOC

ka-ñale-pena-nuku].
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-markednominalisedverbsmayalsofunctionasreferentialarguments,as
the following examplesfrom Guarańı demonstrate.In theseexamplesthe tense
formsaportmanteauwith thenominalizer– vakẁe ‘ NOMZ.PST’ – although therela-
tionshipto theregularnominalpasttensemarker (kwé/kue, asin (14a))is obvious.8

(18) Rei-kwáa
2S-know

pa
INT-CM

la
the

o-hó
he-go

vakẁe.
NOMZ.PST

‘Do youknow theonewho left?’ (GregoresandSúarez1967:159)

(19) o-mo-no-� ové
he-FACT-live

la
the

o-man´̃o
he-die

vakẁe
NOMZ.PST

h´ĩna
PRES

‘Sheis reviving theonewhodied’ (ibid 1967:165)

Nominal tensesystemsfunction to locatea propertyin time with respectto a
tenselocus(usuallytime of speech,but sometimesthe time of a matrix clause,as
in (16,17)) andthusaresemanticallyequivalent to themorefamiliar tensesystems
of verbs(ChungandTimberlake 1985,Comrie1994). This functionalequivalence

8The following examples aretaken from GregoresandSúarez(1967) andareprovided in their
othography. This accounts for theothrographic differenceswith theGuarańı examplesin (14a)and
(14b), whichuseamodernorthography.
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is demonstratedfurtherby theexistenceof languageswhich usethesamemorpho-
logicalmeansfor encodingbothverbaltenseandnominal (non-propositional) tense.
Onesuchlanguageis theAmazonianlanguageJarawara(Arawá) (Dixon, MS).9 In
Jarawaranominalsmaybemarkedwith asubsetof thelargenumberof tense,mood
andevidentiality suffixesthatarealsousedonverbsandauxiliariesto encodepropo-
sitionalTAM. Someexamplesof theuseof thesesuffixeswith nounsinclude:10

(20) Kimi-mata-mona-ka
K.-FPnm-REPm-DECm
‘It is saidto havebeenKimi.’ (Dixon MS, 10.58)

In (20) we seetheuseof suffixesencodingfar pasttense,reportedevidentiality
anddeclarative mood,all attachedto the propernoun‘Kimi’. That thesearealso
usedwith verbsis shown by thefirst clauseof thissameexample,in which thetense
andevidentiality markersareattachedinsteadto theverbalauxiliary:

(21) jama
thing(f)

tii
cut

ne-mata-mona,
AUX-FPnm-REPm

Kimi;
K.

‘He wassaidto havecut thethings,Kimi did;’ (10.58)

In (20) theTAM suffixesareusedwith anominal predicate,andthusappearto be
encodingpropositional TAM just asthey do with verbs. It is alsopossiblefor these
samesuffixesto beusedwith dependentnominals, in verb-headedclauses,in which
casethey encodenon-propositional tenseinstead.Considerthefollowingexamples:

(22) ee
1inc

kaa
POSS

hemejo-ba
medicine-FUT

fonai
F.

mada
send

ne-ba
AUX-FUTm

ee-ke
1inc-DECf

‘FUNAI will sendthemedicinefor us(i.e. F. will sendour futuremedicine)’
(10.70)

(23) oko
1sgPOSS

jibotee-ne
spouse-IRR

o-katomi-ne
1sgA-fight.with-CONTf

‘I fought with (and killed) one who could have beenmy wife (he said).’
(10.68)

9Another languagewhich usesthe samemarkers to encode propositional tensewith verbsand
non-propositionaltensewith nominalsis theSalishlanguage Halkomelem,seeGalloway(1993) and
Burton(1997) for discussion.

10The abbreviations used in the glosses(retainedfrom the original) are: DEC ‘declarative
mood’, f ‘feminine gender’, FP ‘f ar past’,m ‘masculinegender’, n ‘non-eyewitness’,REP ‘reported
evidentiality’.
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(24) mee
3nsg

tabori-mete-mone
home(f)-FPnf-REPf

jokana
real

boto
clearing(f)

joro
sit(du.S)

ni-kimi-ne-ke
AUX-TWO-CONTf-DECf
‘The two clearingsof their reportedpastvillagesarethere.’ (10.67)

In theseexampleswefind TAM inflectionsattachedto bothverbs(or auxiliaries)
andto dependentnominals. In (22) boththeverbalauxiliary andtheobjectNP are
inflectedfor future tense.The semanticscopeof thesetwo tensemarkersis quite
distinct,however: the future tenseon the auxiliary encodestensefor the clauseas
a whole,whereasthe future tensemarker on theobjectnominalhasscopeinternal
to theobjectNP – ‘our future medicine’.Thatthenominal andverbalinflectionsin
theseexamplesarefunctionallyindependentdespitethesimilaritiesin form is shown
by thefactthatthey canvary independently of eachother, asin (23)and(24).

Suchdatahasinterestingimplicationsfor notionsof finiteness.In section2 we
arguedthatTAM-inflectednominalpredicatesexhibit just thesame‘finiteness’prop-
ertiesasverbalpredicates,andthusshouldbe consideredequivalently finite.11 In
otherwords,any argumentsby which oneconsidersa TAM-inflectedverbalauxil-
iary suchasne-mata-mona(AUX-FPnm-REPm) in (21) to befinite, mustalsoapply
to a TAM-inflectednominalpredicatesuchasKimi-mata-mona-ka in (20).

It seemsreasonableto considernominalpredicates,especiallythoseinflected
with thesameTAM suffixesusedwith verbs,to befinite. However, thesituation is
furthercomplicatedby thefact that thesesameTAM-inflectednominalscanappear
functioningasargumentsof regularverb-headedclauses(asin (22)-(24)).Are such
TAM-inflecteddependentnominalsalsofinite? If so,thenwehavedefinedfiniteness
in purely morphological termsaccordingto whetheror not a form is inflectedfor
TAM . If not, thenwe mustallow the sameTAM-inflectedword form to be bothfi-
nite andnon-finitedependingon whetherit is functioningasa clausalpredicateor
a clausaldependent,respectively. Thus,in this latter case,we have definedfinite-
nessin functionalterms:a (TAM-inflected)word form is finite if it functionsasthe
predicateof amainor independentclause.A third possibility is thattheexistenceof
TAM-inflecteddependentnominalssupportsthepositionthatfinitenessis notaprop-
erty of individual word formsat all, but only a propertyof clauses(e.g.Huddleston
2002,amongothers).

Someauthors(e.g. Vincent(1998,this volume?),Barron2000)have suggested
thatfinitenessis correlatednot with TAM markingin general,but morespecifically
with mood.However, thisdoesnot resolvethedilemmaof TAM-inflecteddependent
nominalssincein somelanguagesthesecanbeinflectedfor moodcategoriesalso.In

11Or equivalently notfinite, asthecasemaybe.Seesection4 for further discussion.
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theJarawaraexamplesabove, wesaw examplesof dependentnominalsinflectedfor
evidentialmoodcategories(24), andirrealismood(23). In theMacro-Ĵe language
Iate(spokenin thevicinity of Pernambuco,Brazil) nounscanbeinflectedfor oneof
threetenses(past,presentandfuture)andoneof two moods(‘realis’ and‘possible’),
asshown in Table1 (Lapenda1968:77).

Table1: Nominaltenseandmoodsuffixesin Iate

realis
pres seti thatwhich is ahouseor servingasahouse
past se‘ti-ŝe thatwhichwasonceahouse;

thatwhichstoppedbeingahouse
fut sêti-he futurehouse,will beahouse;

housewhich is beingbuilt
possible
pres se‘t-k̈eá apossible house;something whichhasthe

possibility of beingahouse
past se‘ti-s-këá somethingwhichwouldhavebeenahousebut wasn’t;

somethingwhichhadthepossibility of beingahouse

Thus, even if finitenessis correlatedjust with mood, rather than with TAM-
marking in general,we are left with the sameproblem. Either we are forced to
concludethat suchmood-inflectednounsare finite also, in which casefiniteness
is essentially equivalent to thepresenceof mood-inflection,or finitenessis defined
purelyasapropertyof mainclauses,in whichcaseit becomesessentiallyequivalent
to theindependentstatusof clauses.

4 Conclusion

Thepurposeof thispaperhasbeento explorethenatureof therelationship between
tense/aspect/moodandfiniteness.On the basisof languageswhich have extensive
andproductive TAM-inflection on nounsandotherNP constituents,we have argued
that this relationshipis not asstraightforwardasis traditionallyassumed.Theexis-
tenceof TAM inflectionson nominal predicatesshows that,at thevery least,finite-
nessmustbeapossiblecategoryof nounsaswell asverbs.Thefactthatsuchnouns
can also occur as argumentsor adjunctsof verb-headedclauses,however, raises
furtherquestionsasto therelationship betweenthepresenceof TAM inflectionand
finiteness:doesTAM-markingalonemake something finite (in which caseall of the
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nominalsdiscussed above arefinite)? Clearly the answerto this mustbe negative,
sinceit would amountto finitenessconstituting nothingmorethanthepresenceof
tense/aspect/moodinflection.

An alternative would be to distinguish amongstdifferent functions of TAM-
inflection. If finitenessis largely a property of clauses,then perhapsit is only
propositional TAM (i.e. TAM thatis relevantto wholeclauses)thatis associatedwith
finiteness.Onthisview, TAM-inflectednominal predicates(asin section2) wouldbe
finite, but thosefunctioningasdependentsof verb-headedclauses(section3) would
notbe. In thelattercase,theTAM is relevantonly to theNPto which it belongs,and
is functionally independentfrom the TAM of the clause.Finitenesswould thusbe
definedin termsof bothform andfunction: TAM-inflectednominalscouldbefinite,
but only whenfunctioningasclausalpredicates.Note that this supportsthe view
thatfinitenessis essentiallyapropertyof clauses,not individual forms,sincein lan-
guageswhich allow TAM-inflectednominalsasbothclausalpredicatesandclausal
dependents(e.g. Jarawara) the sameform will be finite in the former case(or at
least,theheadof afinite clause)andnot in theother.

This notion of finiteness,however, still facesproblemswhendealingwith the
TAM-inflectednominalpredicatesof subordinateclauses(asin (6) and(7)). These
nominalsareboth clausalpredicatesand inflectedfor tense/aspect/mood. Yet ac-
cordingto most traditional views, they would be considerednon-finite. This pro-
vides evidencefor the view that finitenessmay, in fact, have nothing to do with
tense/aspect/moodat all, but ratherwith theability of a clauseto standasan inde-
pendent,mainclause.12 The perceivedassociationbetweentense/aspect/moodand
finitenessmaysimplybeabyproductof thefactthatmainclausestendto bemarked
for tense/aspect/moodmoreoftenthandependentclausesare.

Weargue,however, thatthedatapresentedaboveleadsmorenaturallyto another
conclusion:thatfinitenessis simply not a universallyapplicablecategory. For the
languageswe discussherea definition of finitenessmusteitherbe so broadin its
scopethat it cannotbe distinguishedfrom the presenceof TAM-inflection, or so
specificthat it cannot bedistinguishedfrom theability to standasan independent
clause.Thus,for theselanguages,thereis no grammaticalgeneralisationthat can
be capturedwith referenceto a notion of finitenessthat cannotbe capturedjust as
easily without it. While finitenessmay be a useful grammaticalnotion in some
Europeanlanguages,theevidencefrom TAM-inflectednominalssuggeststhatit may
notnecessarilyberelevantcross-linguistically.

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