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1. Abstract

The Kazakh (Kipchak, Turkic) tense-aspect-modality (henceforth: TAM) system features a wealth of grammatical expressions, including c. 25 auxiliary
verb constructions (AVCs). Recent fieldwork has shown that certain AVCs in nonfinite clauses have special, previously undescribed properties. This
paper proposes an HPSG analysis of three AVCs in three nonfinite clause types, and raises questions of compositionality. For this fairly complicated set
of data, I propose a relatively simple analysis based on alternations, formalized in Online-Type Construction (Koenig, 1999; Koenig & Jurafsky, 1994).

2.3 The auxiliary verbs

otir ‘sit’ > imperfective

ztir ‘walk’
short temporal interval

tur ‘stand ” (when V,,-converb.A)

lexical verb determines the simultaneous (~unbounded) or sequential (~bounded) reading of the

‘Those children who were studying in Almaty before should raise their hands!’ entire AVC:

-Converb.B - [AspTR simultaneous]

* Vlexical'converb-A +V

Find all the relevant examples in the abstract on the conference website. auxiliary

* ViexicaConverb.B +V -Converb.B = [AspTR sequential]

auxiliary
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2. Data Dimension 1: nonfite markers 3. Analysis
AVCs in Kazakh can be schematized as The analysis 1s based on systematic
follows: alternations, formalized in Koenig’s Online-
v Converb A/B + V Tnflection Type (;onstmction (s§e e.g. Ackerman &
lexical . auxiliary HDIVFORM GAn HDIVFORM (y)AtIn [HDIVFORM cvb. b] Bonaml, 2017;.B0nam.1 & Crysmgnn, 2016)
* SEM|AspTR perf SEM|AspTR prosp ] I assume three interacting dimensions:
2.1 The perfect and prospective aspect = e * Dimension ] encodes the restrictions of
markers " o the nonfinite clause types (2.1-2.2),
:!i i —“"‘_:—’_AV including the aspectual alternation of
-GAn (perfective) and -(y)Atln l [COMPS ([{)I;BbRM o b])] COMPS ([\l,jr;?RM 5 a])] AVCs subordinated by converb B (2.2).
. . . attr nimz .
(prospective) mark verbs in nonfinite COMPS  (np) INFL agr] SEM|AspTR sequential SEM|AspTR simultaneous * Dimension 2 represents the attributivizer-
clauses N ~ nominalizer alternation in a purely
*They can be used as both attributivizers e S \_N S L Wi P syntactic fashion (2.1)
and nominalizers Dimension 2: N d s S So L’ * Dimension 3 comprises lexical rules of
nmiz/attr g . e .
-’- — Attributivizers are distributed as RN ~__\_‘_ ! = ‘-~.“~ " = ~ , i the auxihiaries (2.3)
adjectives and function as if they S g e W % 4 In order to account for the inheritance of
were relative clauses (see example 1) ' aspect categories, and in line with cross-
- . HDI|LID tur HDILID otir v Zir v tur] linguistic studies of aspect (e.g Laca 2006), I
- Nommah.zers are distributed as NPs COMPS ([VFORM cvb.al) SEM|AspEM  ipfv assume a higher aspect (Time-relational,
and function as if they were SEIASpIN. " Shiors:temp. L. AspTR) and a Jlower aspect (Event
compleniientlkzl.erlsl. .Tg.ey are ailllways modification, AspEM). Solid lines represent
subject (i.e. agreement), and they are : :
| frequently case-marked Dimension 3: auxiliary lexeme lines represent free alternation.
, , . L 2.2 Aspectual alternation when the AVC is marked with converb B
(1) burinnan Almati-da oqi-p Zur-gen
earlier Aln{aty-LOC § ffldJ"C;VB-B AUX(IPFV ‘walk’)-GAN.ATTR *Converb B functions both as a marker of the lexical verb in AVCs, and as a subordinator, marking a
bala-lar qol-i-n koter-sin nonfinite clause. When Converb B subordinates an AVC with these three auxiliaries, the form of the
child-PL hand-3-ACC raise-IMP.3
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