GILLES AUTHIER (INaLCO, Paris)

From adlocative case to debitive mood without
desubordination

A finite modal form with debitive meaning is foulrd both Kryz and Budugh, most often ending
in —u which seems to be the nominal adlocative case enaBudugh uses the same form as a
nominalized, non finite form, while Kryz does n®his seems to indicate that the grammaticalization
process by which a case, when added to a verb step,come to express modality, does not

necessarily imply a nominalized stage followed bgubordination.

0. Introduction: case on verbs

East-Caucasian languages make occasional useeofmzakers on verb forms to
express various sorts of subordination or modaliesl This is not a rare
phenomenon cross-linguisticallybut, as noted bAIKHENVALD (2008), nominal
and verbal uses of polycategorial morphemes aredastribed jointly (that is,
under a unified label) in grammars, because thgictfons are distributed along
different chapters dealing with respective wordssés. Even when the identity of
the morphemes leaves no doubt, one needs to expiaimominal function may
become verbal categories, especially on finite forithe explanation has to be
diachronic, and one should take a comparative stafttte footsteps of the
semantic-syntactic drift shall be looked for and ipuperspective by picking them
in various related languages.

Linguists working on Australian languages (seafE 1999) have proposed a
grammaticalisation path that may be called ‘reasialyor ‘ellipsis-postulate’ by a
nominal function (case) has become a finite mooggmy on verb-formssia
subordination. #ANS (2007) describes the process in more detail:

‘If a case morpheme occurs on a verb root, it stargrammaticalisation
process from marker of interclausal relation (likeacts as a marker of
grammatical relation on a noun phrase headed lmyarmal root) that is as a
clause-linker; then, provided a further process afipsis and de-

subordination, it may end up as aspect or mood enakilhen a dependent
clause becomes reinterpreted as a main clause llijsi® the case

morphemes are reinterpreted as a modality marKette construction is no

1 The argument developed in this paper was presaitadconference in Paris, in December 2006,
before the publication of \ANs (2007) and AXHENVALD (2008). Eans applies the term
‘insubordination' to the main clause use of whaimédly looks like subordinate clauses;
AIKHENVALD gives more examples of ‘desubordinated’ case-naavikeeb-forms with modal value.
These studies have nurrished our reflexion withenparallel examples and theoretical elaboration
and we draw on them, but we are entirely respoadinl the precise facts and conclusions put
forward here. | am also thankful taMDR MAISAK, ELENA KALININA and YURY LANDER for useful
remarks and discussions.
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longer elliptical (that is, if the ellipsed verbetonot have to be supplied for
the clause to be grammatical), new tense—aspect-pamdigms emerge.
Clausal categories of mood can thus historicalligioate from cases as
clause-linkers.

In Lezgic, case markers, although primarily nomimarphemes indicating the
function of anoun phrase in a clause, may likewise appeaverbal forms, and
such ‘versatile’ cases (RHENVALD 2008), while expressing various dependency
relationships between clauses, by way of nominédina, may also render
aspectual or modal meanings in a main clause,nite fiorms. In (AJTHIER 2010),
| have shown for example that the common Lezgicsive markera’ is found
suffixed to imperfective verb stems to form a sitaokous converb in Rutul, Kryz
and Budugh This converb is the same form used as an ‘evEffiniée form with
habitual or uncommitted future meanings, in Kryd &udugh only. The present
article will investigate another such case.

One of the most common semantic correspondenceseéet the same
morpheme as marker of the function of a noun pheask as clause-linking or
mood-marking device is the goal- or dative-markiog a noun phrase and
purposive mood or purposive clause linker (sesrtLMATH 1989). In Lezgic, the
dative morpheme-s has long ago been recognized as a marker of fsee
Maisak, this volume). The morpheme at issue infdlewing pages has much in
common semantically with the dative, but it belotmshe spatial subparadigm and
is called ‘adlocative’. It became grammaticalisesl @ alternative recipient-
marking case in two branches (Eastern and Soutleérhpzgic and in the two
languages of the Southern sub-branch (Budugh agd)Kir provides a debitive
mood ; in Budugh only, it is also used as a nonged] infinitive-like form.

The first section gives an overview of the adlo@tnarker on nominals, from
its spatial adpositional origin to its grammatizati use as a temporary recipient
marking function in ditransitive predicate claus€se second section presents the
imperfective verb-forms marked with adlocative caseBudugh and their wide
syntactic domain as verbal noun (masdar) and fioitea (debitive). The third and
last section shows that the same form in Kryz hdyg finite (debitive) value, a fact
which speaks against the ‘desubordination’, ‘diseduing’ or ‘ellipsis’
hypothesis.

1. The Adlocative case in Lezgic context

2 Budugh and Kryz form the Southern branch of Lezgied are spoken in
Azerbaijan only, by at most 200 speakers for Budagd maybe 2000 fluent
speakers for the three distinct dialects of Kryespite generalized bilingualism in
Azerbaijani, they preserve typically Daghestaniaatdres. All Kryz forms and
examples are from the Alik dialect, for which my imanformant is MhJLIS
SHAMSEDDINOV; Budugh data were generously provided ty@OEzEL HAJIEV;
both are warmly thanked for their invaluable cofiedtion.
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Two sets of cases are found in all core Lezgiclaggs: grammatical cases and
the spatial subparadigmLBKSEEV (1997) offered a reconstruction of spatial cases
which applies for various branches of the Daghéstarianguages, and is
especially convincing for the languages of the iekganch. Proto-Lezgic seems
to have had a system of up to eight ‘locative’ emsekers (IN:-; SUB: -kt
POST:-q"; AD: -kt"; SUPER:I; INTER: -q™; CONT:-k; ANTE: -h).

The localization markers became reduced to fivéryrz (cf. Authier 2009): IN:

-» SUB/CONT:-k’; POST>APUD-x"; AD: -v; INTER > SUPER:¥").

Budugh has lost one more spatial case (SUPER) s&sl the remaining ones:
IN: -3 SUB: -k; APUD -"; AD : -u, mostly with syntactic value (the concrete
localisations are expressed by new postpositions).

The following table gives the five localisationsufa in Kryz (four of them
shared by Budugh) and their Lezgian and Archi ocewrarts, after the
reconstructed etyma:

Proto- Archi Agul Lezgian Rutul Kryz  Budugh

Lezgic
IN * -a -a’ -a -a -a -a
POSTAPUD  *-g¥ -q -q -q -q X' uoy
INTER/ SUPER  *-¢¥ 2 -* 2 a -5 7
SuB * kb -kt -kk -k -k -k -k
AD *hw -tu -w -v -xW- v/u  -ufo

The adlocative is found in all core Lezgic langusapgkis Archi with its original
spatial meaning, but its functional (metaphoricjeasion outside of the spatial
domain varies and is dealt with in the next suliisec

1.1. Semantic and syntactic range of the adlocative magk in Archi

Archi3, a language spoken in a single village North efrégion where all other
languages of the Lezgic branch are found as a congvaa, is in many respects
one of the most archaic of them, but is usuallysadered as an outlyer, genetically
speaking. Nevertheless, its case system has mucbnmon with the three sub-
branches which constitute ‘core Lezgic'. It hasasec markerttu which shows a
narrow range of meanings: temporary apudessivengalwith comitative and
instrumental interpretations:

(1) is  gel halmaymu-tu ey:uli i
my jug@Nn) friendcoM  N.remainPF N.COP
‘My jug remained at my friend's’.

3 Archi examples with number references are drawmfthe Archi Electronic Corpus (Arkhipov
et alii); others are from the online Archi Dictionary bgHoumAKINA & al, checked and revised
by TCHOUMAKINA.
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(2) twak uwsy-u-li juw  lo xu tanna-tu
near «mlie.down-pf-cvb this-m lad m.find.pf womabl-com
‘This lad was lying next to the woman.’ (22.117)

(3) nokt-a  d-i-tu-r qiri-li-tu jamu-r lo
house-in  2-be-ATR-2 old.woman-obl-com that-2girl
‘(They) would let the girl at home with an old wam(to keep her)’ (05-007)

(4) zari k'as:a-tu akl’ artur-Si i
1ERG knifecOM meatN N.CUtiPCV N.COP
‘| cut the meat with a knife’.

This case, called by specialists of Archi ‘comitatj is related to the adverb
and postpositiod:wa ‘together; with’ which can be used redundantiytiu Hwa
‘with me’. It is also recognizable as a preverb arfew Archi verbs like the
following:

(5) &abo-vu buc:’o-vi toxfu
sheep-and cattle-and pPV=with, together)mier
‘The sheep and the cattle mixed'.

The Archi comitative obviously continues the logation-marker found in
other languages of the Lezgic family, and it isdusaly with concrete meaning. In
the Western branch of core-Lezgic, the adlocatieepimeme is a bit more elusive,
but it should be recognized in the Rutul adlocativarker-x(di) and as a base in
the comitative markers of both Rutut'{an) and Tsakhu(-kan). Thus the semantic
spectrum is similar to that of Archi. In other chrezgic languages, this marker has
another syntactic value (recipient-marking) whitlo@d be considered a common
innovation.

1.2. Differential recipient-marking in Eastern and Southern Lezgic

Many Daghestanian languages show a rare syntaeéingmenon called ‘split
Recipient alignment’ or ‘differential recipient-nkamg’. According to DANIEL et
al. (2009) the high elaboration of space semaii¢dhese languages accounts for
the grammaticalisation of this phenomenon. Godlwdisons are numerous
enough to afford to use one of them for a speeiaiamtic type of recipient, and

‘give’-verbs in the languages of the East Caucasamily distinguish between two

types of transfer by breaking down the Recipief¢ into two case-marking strategies
which are called dative and lative, respectivelfaere other languages make lexical
distinctions (‘give’ vs. ‘lend’). Dative vs. lativRecipients contrast ‘give forever, offer’
vs. ‘give for a while, lend to someone, hand’ typésituations, respectively [...]
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The adlocative case has extended its functionalievab non-permanent
recipient marking in two branches of core-Lezgiastern, and Southern. We now
address this phenomenon as manifested in one dddléezgian (Eastern branch)
and in Kryz and Budugh (the two languages consiijuhe Southern branch).

In Lezgian dialects of Azerbaijan, the adlocatiases is used as a spatial essive
or lative case (we call this syncretism ‘locativetisually with verbs showing
historically related preverbslt is also found with the locational copujaa ‘be
close’, which is also based on the morphethe*

(6) ima-n ga&qandi-v  agat-na
3-and cauldromb  approachsEQ
‘He came close to the cauldron.’

(7) dana-ar.i-v  gwaa danargan
calfPL-AD be.atPART calf _breeder
‘A keeper of calves who was tending the calves.’

(8) rox  azdahandi-v  gwaadja
mill  dragonAD be.atCONSTAT
‘The mill is [now] occupied by a dragon.’

Secondarily, the Lezgian adlocative denotes a mmanent recipient
governed by verbs likeigun ‘give (not permanently)’ ovayk:un < *va-x-gun ‘give
back’, which show the same adessive morpheme fraggmeverbs:

(9) kel viga-na in p:up:a rus.a-v
broom giveAOR this womarerG girl-AD
‘This woman gave the broom to the girl.’

(10) dokument-ar  vaxk:a-na Jjesi.di-v
documentrL  give.backAOR ownerAD
‘He gave back the documents to their owner.’

In contrast, the beneficiary of permanent transferbs like gun ‘give
(permanently)’ is expressed by the dative case (note the absence of a preverb):

(11) va-z ada gizil-ar ~ p:ara  ga-na
2DAT 3ERG goldPL much (giveAOR
‘He gave you too many gold coins.’

4 Lezgian data are from ABALIYEVA (2007). In literary Lezgian this concrete notin Usually
assumed by the postpositippattav ‘near’, which is itself the Adessive form of a moariginally
meaning ‘flank’, cf. ASPELMATH 1993.
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In Southern Lezgic, preverbs are well alive, anel torrelate preverb of the
adlocative marker is one of them. In Kryz, the adttve case correlates with the
preverbva-, which retains its original spatial Adessive all#@ive meaning:

(12) vul-be-r qil  qglali-v va-j-dzi g:a-lt’al-e
sheepPL-ERG head headD Pv-leanseEQ PV-stayPRS
‘The sheep stand with their head leaning agairt ether.’

Like in Lezgian, the Kryz Adlocative case is alssed for temporary
Recipients: the same verhjic ‘give’ denotes a permanent transfer of possession
with the dative marking iRz and non-permanent transfer of possession with the
adlocative case ifv:

(13) div.ul-ir sa-d  SuSa  qari-v / g:ari-z vuts-re
demonerRG oneN bottle old.wifeAD [ old.wifeDAT givePRS
‘The demon lends / gives a bottle to the old woman’

In Budugh, which is closely related to Kryz, thelda@htive case has not lost its
concrete value, either essive or lative:

(14) kul-dzo halma ~ Sej-ri da-d
houseAD such thingPL negNPL
‘In the house no such things exist.’

(15) furi kul-dzo  Casar-da
manNOM houseAD gOIPFWHEN
‘When the man was nearing the house...’

2. Adlocative marking on verbs and the Budugh ‘masalr’,

The grammaticalization of oriented spatial casesatiative’, as a variant of
dative, is common to denote a purposive meaningverbs: Indo-European
infinitive-formants are famously linked to eithentive-locative or accusative-
allative case-markers$ and-m. (see \ANSEVEREN 1998) Dative itself is very often
an abstract use of a concrete allative case,tikeermanic or Romance languages,
and used with verbs to express purpose. While @aifound on verb forms in all
branches of Lezgic, the grammaticalization of teative marker examined on
nominals in the preceding section seems much nement: it is found on verbs in
only one branch of Lezgic, the Southern one, camspriof the languages Kryz and
Budugh.

In the following section, the Budugh adlocativeezasarking is shown to be not
restricted to noun phrases, as it affects verlisth subordinate and main, modal
clauses. Verbs are cast in this case frame as giugpor nominative complements
of other predicates.
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2.1 A transitivity-sensitive morphology

In most Lezgic languages, aspect is marked by imoalsonorant morphemes
pre- or suffixed to a single root-consonant, andaains, finite (Tense and Mood-
marked) or non-finite belong to one of these twans. Aspectual derivation is
most intricate and archaic in Archi and in the Véastand Southern branches, but
in the Southern branch, this complexity is comptetsaby the fact that
morphological features associated with valency grgs give rise to verb-classes.

Morpho-syntactically, the Budugh masdar is an irfesive verbal noun ; its
morphological shape is linked with valency propestin order to create very
regular and neat verb classes. Its syntax is typita verbal noun: it serves in
complement clauses as a sort of infinitive.

Almost all Budughintransitive verbs have an imperfective stem marked with a
suffix -aR> (R =, | or n) for instance:

MASDAR / IPF PARTICIPLE
‘sit’ alg™-dl
‘wrestle’ any-dn
‘hang, intr.’ any-dn
‘go’ cas-dr

Budugh derived-from-intransitive transitive (caisa) verbs end ini (the trace
of an incorporated verb ‘d€):

MASDAR / IPF PARTICIPLE

‘bring’ < ‘make go’ | cis-{
‘make sit’ elg-i
‘do’ si-T

In contrast, The form of the masdar in the classarf causative transitive verbs
looks like a case marked form. Non-derived, travesiverbs have the suffix,
which can easily be identified with the adlocativ@se-marker, since the form
serves as non-finite, verb-dependent verbal noursemantic and syntactic
configuration which points to dative-like case-magk A closer look at the
internal structure of these transitive imperfectstems ending inu allows us to
draw two further dividing lines between two morptgital sub-classes.

A first large sub-class of transitive imperfectiverb stems ends inu
immediately following the root consonant, which eahut need not — be preceded
by a preradical sonorant aspect marker (contradeth column with the right one).

5 Originally a detransitive marker, shared with Krgk AUTHIER (2010).

6 For more details on the internal structure of Butugrb-stems, cf. BTHIER (2009), on Budugh
synthetic causatives cf.UAHIER, in preparation.



8 CORNELIA STROH, STUF style sheet

Note that in most masdar forms endingunvowel harmony blurs the morpheme
boundary:

MASDAR / IPF PARTICIPLE MASDAR / IPF PARTICIPLE
‘beat’ at-u kill art’-u
‘plough’ | suz-ti <*si-z-u ‘slay’ sork-i < *sa-r-k-u
‘say’ ju?-i < %ji--u ‘catch’ surg-u < *si-r-qg-u
‘milk’ soz-i < *sa-z-u ‘hang, tr.”  fany-u
‘strike’ q:ut-ii < *q:i-t-u ‘draw’ jun-i <*ji-n-y-u
‘mow’ sux-u < *si-x-u ‘yoke’ Glt-u < *&-l1-t-u

These transitive verbs form their finite imperfeetitenses and moods by
appending suffixes to this stem in a perfectly imevat manner:

MASDAR / IPF PARTICIPLE PROGRESSIVE INDICATIVE

‘beat’ | at-u atu-ra’vi
‘milk’ soz-U sozu-ra’vi

A smaller sub-class of transitive imperfective steis1the most important for
our demonstration. It has most clearly a non-vaiflectional morphemeu
marking nominalised forms (masdar & participle),endms further tense & mood
suffixes are added to a non-autonomous radamtiout -u (the labial-harmonic
vocalism is retained on the root, analogically):

MASDAR / IPF PARTICIPLE PROGRESSIVE
‘take’ gon-u < *q:a-n-u g:on-a’vi
‘ask, borrow’ | vosul-i <*va-$i-l-u vosul-a’vi
‘eat’ soful-u < *sa-gvi-l-u soful-a’vi
‘drink’ sosur-u < *sa-gi-r-u sosur-a’vi

In the following example, the so-called masdar faxhibits this frozen case
suffix which commutes with the suffixt (< the standard copula) on the following
form, making up the Future:

(16) zovon soful-u  vdsul-i
1ADR eatMsSD askruTt
‘(They) will ask me for food.’

The masdar forms are derived from the imperfectitean by the adlocative
marker-u in very much the same way as the correspondingitines built on the
perfective stem followed by the dative case markge. Two purposive forms
using the two case-markers Dative and Adlocatieecansequently distinguished
by aspect
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MASDAR < IPFADLOCATIVE INFINITIVE < PF-DATIVE

‘drink’ sosur-u < *sa-gi-r-u Saxr-iz

take’ geon-i < *q:a-n-u grejn-iz

eat’ soful-u < *sa-gvi-l-u satal-iz

‘ask, borrow’ | vosul-u <*va-$i-l-u vaxa-z

‘catch’ surg-u < *si-r-q-u siqr-iz

‘beat’ at-u ata-z

‘say’ Jut-ii <%ji--u Jipa-z

‘milk’ soz-Ui < *sa-z-u saza-z

Additionally, one can assume that aspectuality avaetermining factor in the
distribution of the two case-markers in purposivaction: dative case means
permanent transfer and goes with perfective aspédtte adlocative case means
non-permanent transfer and implies that the esewiewed with internal structure,
that is, in its imperfective aspect.

The fact thatll underived transitive imperfective stems (exceptdo’) end in
the vowel-u in the nominative form of the masdar is best erplad if we suppose
that these are originally case inflected purposfeems. On the contrary,
intransitive and causative verbs derived from apbeasis with ‘do’ have a masdar
consisting of the unmarked imperfective stem:

MASDAR < IPF BARE STEM

‘sit’ alg’™-dl

‘wrestle’ any-dn

‘hang, intr.’ any-dn

‘go’ cas-dr

‘bring’ < ‘make go’ | cig-{

‘make sit’ elg-1

‘do’ si-'

In Budugh masdars and debitives, the adlocative caarker attaches to the
verbal stem only if the verb is underived trangiti®therwise (that is, if the verb is
intransitive or a morphological causative, plugw bthers) the bare stem is used.
Like in English where infinitives are marked by tlaive & dative marker ‘to’,
except for a small class of modal verbs, in Budugperfective infinitives are
either nominative unmarked forms (intransitive aadsative classes) or adlocative
case-marked; the former category acquired the gurpdnterpretation by analogy,
while the latter acquired nominative interpretatédso by analogy:

2.2 Uses of the Budugh masdar in complementation

All three nominalized verb forms (nominative unnedk imperfective,
adlocative-marked imperfective and dative-markedfeotive) are used as
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complements of verbs, but only the masdar becarhetler inflectable verbal
noun, for the following reasons:

- in two substantial verb-classes (all intransitiaesl causatives) the masdar
is unmarked for case, presenting thus a free statdse-marking;

- while the original purposive value of the masdareisognizable from the
adlocative case-ending: (on the majority of verbs: all the underived
transitive class) most of these forms have devedpwel harmony and
blurred the morpheme boundary. The vocalic enduigthius became a
suprasegmental feature, not anymore affixal andyeesnfounded with
another origin for the same labial feature (‘anenaender’-marking,
originally infixed between the preverb and the roohsonant). The form
ending in —u was then understood and westtbras purposiver as a non-
inflected — that is, nominative — nominalised féymwhen embedded in S
or P function, and secundarily received other caaekers if used in other
functions;

- conversely, since the majority of verbs (all thalenved transitive class)
had one form for Single argument, Patient (Objeet)d purposive
functions, other classes of verbs with unmarkeer{ding) masdar forms
came to be used both as nominative argurardtpurposiveadjunct value,
as a sort of functional indetermination found comigaoon infinitives in
more familiar European languages.

Let's now turn to examples in context.

2.2.2 Raising and absence of raising with controtig verbs

Contrary to substantive nouns, the masdar whenrdinated to verbs like
‘finish’, ‘stop’, ‘manage’, ‘know (how)’, ‘see’ andvant’8 does not always trigger
neutral (abstract noun) agreement on the contrdb. vimstead, this very often
agrees with the S/P argument of the masdar, assdance of ‘raising’. This is
expected when the masdar ends-in because originally this form was not a
nominative, agreement triggering form, but rathent pf a complex predicate :

(17) kul-dZza  baryuda’-dZiz u-dzber aborot™-i jibka-dzi
houseiN masteAT  3-HPLNOM HPL.kill-MSD HPL.wantPERF
‘The house-master wants to kill them.’

(18) zo riz  ug-u duyoruz  qorun-u Jjirka-dzni
1AD qirl SelfAD sSonDAT F.takeMSD F.wantPERFPST

7 The drift from purposive adjunct meaning to diramjument-marking ‘infinitive’ or verbal noun is
certainly trivial. Note also that contrary to theerfective dative-marked form inz, the
imperfective ‘infinitive’ has become a real verbun, also called ‘masdar’ in descriptions of
East-Caucasian languages, that is a verbal nourhwiflects for most of the cases of the Budugh
declension, allowing a large array of argument-{ikethe Ergative or Absolutive cases) or oblique
complementation.

8 With ‘want’ and ‘know (how to...)’ the subject is the dative case -z.
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‘He wanted to take my daughter for his son.’

(19) ma'lla-dziz  lem guvot-u havats’ar-da-b
Mullah-DAT donkey A.beatMsSD A.knOW-PRSNEGA
‘Mullah doesn’t know how to beat the donkey.’

By analogy, the same raising phenomenon may aptly causative masdars
and verbal locutions involving the verb ‘do’, whith non case-marked, because
these are felt as typical parts of complex prediat

(20) u-n-uz yin  yuylemi sib?i yibka-dzi
PROX-H-DAT 1PL trying HPL.AOMSD HPL.wantPERF
‘He wants to try us.’

But with intransitive non case-marked masdars, no raising phenomenon is
found. They are always felt as clause-heading patels because they are
unmarked, and as suchominative agreement-triggering verb forms (in the
following example, the verb ‘want’ take neutral,merked agreement, not human
plural agreement):

(21) yez g:ablabkar yika-dzi / *yibka-dzi
1PL-DAT HPL.leavelPF(MSD) wantPERF *HPL.wantPERF
‘We want / have to go.’

Reversely, the case marked masdarsiican also contraieuteragreement on
controlling verbs. We are then dealing with embaddin nominative function. The
absence of raising phenomenon, which was expected withmetggically
unmarked masdars, was extended by analogy withnisitive and causative verbs.
Thus absence of raising is also possible with tti@esmasdars ending inu,
because this morpheme has now lost its properrmoasking function and the form
can hold the syntactic position of a nominativenfarked), agreement triggering
abstract nouh:

(22) ve  ada-z vin  dZam-iz yurts-u yika-dZi
2rpL  fatherbAT 2(F) bridegroompAT F.giveMSD N.wantPERF
‘Your father wants to marry you off.’

(23) vez [jin abort’]-i Jjika-dZi
2PL-DAT  1PL HPL.kill-MSD(N) N.wantPERF
‘You want to kill us...’

(24) bisgab-dZa soful-u  éje-dzi

9 It becomes in fact a marker of transitivity, inuggpllent relation with-aR, for instance in pairs like
fanx-u / fany-an ‘hang tr.’ / hang, intr.’.
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plateN eatMSD  N.put-PERF
‘He put food (lit. ‘to eat’) in a plate.’

(25) boflu rij-ez kéduy qaxuts-u  Cetin-i
big  girl-DAT son-in-law findmsp  difficult-cop
‘It is difficult to find a son-in-law for the oldedtaughter.’

2.2.1 Nominative complementation

The forms inu came to be interpreted as non-inflected, or ‘native’ like the
ones ending ini or -@ in nominal predicates like:

(26) sordobut’ vodo-u &ov-i
berries pv.gathermsD enougheopP
‘Enough with gathering berries!’

(27) dard  qag-u Cari-vi,
worry PV.N.tell-MSD goodcop
‘It is good to tell one’s worries.’

(28) a-dz dzidir  si-7i haram-i
3N hidden Ppv.N-doMsD forbiddencor
‘To hide it is bad.’

2.2.3 Dative inflected purposive masdars
Once flagged as nominative forms, masdars of apg tan be inflected and
reactivate purposive meaning by creating formsha dative casez. These may
depend on a verb :
(29) gerek vin kul-dZa  xal-a’ q:us-u-jiz asajoyun  Cagar,
NEED 2 houseN housewN covermMsD-DAT woodDIR M.QODEB
‘You have to go for wood to cover the roof.’
an adjective:
(30) qusun Cabyar-dZiz hazir  saxa.
armyN/HPL HPL.QOMSD-DAT ready N.beOPT
‘The army should be ready (for them) to go.’

and even a noun, like in the following examplewimich the masdar is inflected for
dative case and depends on the following noun:

(31) [a-d falg’ol-dZuz] k'ul yuko-dZi.
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DIST-NOM.A  A.sleepMSD-DAT houseA A.wantPERF
‘She wants a place (for her) to sleep.

This fact shows that masdars, for all their morppgaal heterogeneity, form a
syntactic category not clearly marked for purpdgiweven those which are marked
for it etymologically. These dative-marked masdams imperfective counterparts
to dative-inflected (perfective) infinitives:

(32) vin gerek jixda' dziga-dZa Sasil-iz Casar!
2 NEeD far placeN  M.walkINF-DAT M.gODEB
‘You have to go and explore faraway countries.’

2.2.4 From noun-dependent purposive masdars to prpsective participles

All masdars — not only the adlocative-marked ending #rmay also be used as
a preposed complements of nouns, thus giving dsiidimperfective participle
with basically prospective or simply ‘virtual’ vadu

(33) quS-ulur dan  soful-u vayt-i.
birdERG corn eatPFPART time-COP
‘It is time for the bird to eat corn.’

(34) kul-dZza  xal-a  Curaqar agadZz  q'axw!
house roofiN  N.reachPHPART) woodN N.find.IMP
‘Find enough wood for the the roof of the house!

(35) a-d [xin  sux-u dziga™-dZa] (= vuq™-a) q'axuts’u-ri.
3M grass mMOWPFPARTMSD placeiN meadowiN PV.N.find-PRS
‘They find him at the place for grass-mowing = theadow.’

(36) hedz-ir fodoy-1i kul
WOmaneRG NEG.A.demolishiPFPART housea
‘A house which a woman does not destroy (will stéorcever)...’

(37) ¢uval Sovog-u q'érii
sheep A.keeplPPART shepherd
‘a shepherd tending the sheep’

These forms can be used without a head noun agastibzed participles,
mainly in the nominative case. They are often lalized:

(38) xad  juts-u-ndari 20 bag xad-siz eve-dZi
water (ivelPFPARTHPL.ERG 1AD garden water-without A.putPERF
‘The water-providers have left my garden withoutava
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(39) filan Seher-dZe sa-r azan Jjuts’-u-vi
a.certain  CityN oneM call.to.prayer givePFPART-COP
‘In a certain city there is a (‘call-to-prayer-give) muezzin.’

2.3. The debitive mood : as desubordinated masdar?

When the masdar is marked for adlocative casegrfmamaticalization of lative
into purposive has a good parallel in related laggs and elsewhere with the
grammaticalization of dative into hortative andufiet meanint. Similarly, the
adlocative case was used in Budugh on transitivie se2ms with purposive value
to create an imperfective infinitive (the masdamgd the Budugh debitive mood
seems to have emerged from de-subordinated masgaosodically modified -
since both are always homonymous. The debitive moseld as a finite predicate
in both independent and dependent clauses, be#allirg accent on the first
syllable, while the oxytonic variant is a verbalunoor ‘masdar '. This is in fact
rather common cross-linguistically, but rarely gstesmatic as in Budugh.V&NS
describes the process in the following manner:

A number of languages use de-subordinated claosegpress various deontic
meanings. In Latin, Italian, french, etc., the ipeedent subjunctive can have a
hortative meaning, while in several Baltic languagecessity is expressed by
'debitive’ verbal nouns or infinitives. [...]

2.3.1 Deontic and purposive modalities

Deontic modalities' in general are often expressed by bound morphentes
Eurasian area and nuances of the optative domanesgpecially rich in the
languages of the Caucasus. These moods denote &ithish of the speaker with
or without any commitment to act by himself (injtive and optativE), or the
conscience of an external necessity or moral otiiggdebitive). Thus Azeri has
not two but three deontic paradigms. These are@dar as the rest of the verbal
inflection. All are met in subordination as depemtdef volition predicates. (Note
that the Azeri optative paradigm is made on a &€ ending with the dative
case-markea/>13):

10 |n Lezgic languages, the inherited dative markes used on verbs to produce purposive forms
and infinitives and the purposive form has becomitare tense in languages like Rutul or
Tsakhur (see MsAK, this volume, and BTHIER, to appear).

11 we opt for this general term to qualify a genenaldal category of ‘wanting’ spanning all nuances
of the English verb ‘want’.

12 1 fact there is an additional temporal nuancéhin first persongerekgedimis present wish for
the present time-reference, whijerekgedbm is a wish situated in in the future.

13 On the origin of Turkic optatives as dative-markedns, see ATHIER, in preparation.
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INJUNCTIVE | OPTATIVE | DEBITIVE
1 ged-im ged-am ged-mali-yam
2 get ged-a-san | ged-moali-san
3 get-sin ged-a ged-moli
1pL (0, ged-ok <= | ged-a-k ged-moali-yik
ged-in ged-a-siz | ged-mali-siz
ggt get-sinlar ged-a-lor | ged-moli-lor

2.3.2 The prosodic finiteness marking of Budugh véis

Kryz and Budugh also have three paradigms of deomtbods, but quite
different morphologically from European conjugagorOnly the injunctive has
clear distinctions according to the person of thgbject (= Single or Agentive
argument).

INJUNCTIVE ‘SLAY’ INJUNCTIVE ‘BE’ | INJUNCTIVE ‘GO’
(P: MSG) (S: MSG) (s: MsGPL)

1 sekirden saxadan vicden

2 sekir sax vic

3 sekire saxa vixe

1pL | sekirden sabkadan vibkeden

2pL | sekirde sabkada vicde

3pL | sekire sabka vibke

Optative and debitive are only inflected for gended number agreement with
the Single or Patientive argument. Optative forneseither homophonous with the
perfective participle, or derived from the secorefspn injunctive (imperative)
with an open vowela/e:

OPTATIVE ‘SLAY’ OPTATIVE = PPF'BE’ OPTATIVE ‘GO’

sekir-e saxa vixe

But what is of interest for the discussion is tleef@ctly constant homophony of
the Budugh debitive, a finite form, with the masdamon-finite form, as in the
following examples:

DEBITIVE= MSD ‘SLAY’ DEBITIVE = MSD ‘BE’ | DEBITIVE = MSD ‘GO’

sorku yixar Casar

Like in Azeri, injunctive forms can sometimes baude-linking (subjunctive)
moods, with only weak desiderative value and apjpedhe same context as an
optative or a debitive forms. So the link, or thhargmaticalization path, between
non-finite nominalized forms and deontic finiterf might be just ellipsis, at least
in Budugh, with prosodic adaptation only.
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2.3.3 Prosodic morphological marking of the debitie

In AUTHIER (in press) | have shown that the Budugh impenfectitems have
two syntactic uses distinguished by prosody ondgpectively a verbal noun or
adjective (masdar / participle) and the finite digbimood. These forms are used
either as predicates of independent clauses anhedded, hominalized predicates
according to the position and quality of stresdliffg or rising). Two forms are
distinguished by stress and syntactic insertion:

MASDAR / | DEBITIVE MOOD

IMPERFECTIVE

PARTICIPLE
‘slay’ sork-u sork-u
‘beat’ at-u at-u
‘hang’ tr. | Yany-u fany-u
‘kill art’-u art-u
‘yoke’ Cilt™-u < *¢ilt™-u dlt’-u
‘draw’ yun-i < *yiny-u yun-u
‘slay’ sork-u <*sark-u sork-u
‘strike’ q:ut-u < *q:it-u g:ut-u
‘catch’ surg-u < *sirg-u surg-u
‘plough’ suz-ul < *siz-u stiz-u
‘mow’ sux-ul < *six-u SUx-u
‘give’ yuts-i < *yits-u yuts-u
‘say’ yu?-ii < *yi?-u yu?-u
‘milk’ soz-1i < *saz-u soz-u

‘take’ g:on-u < *g:an-u g:on-u

‘borrow’ vosul-u < *vasil-u vosul-u
‘eat’ soful-u < *safvil-u soful-u
‘drink’ sosur-u < *sagir-u sosur-u

2.3.4 Syntax of the debitive form

The debitive expresses obligation. This additiomaddal meaning may be
conveyed by the adlocative ending on transitive verbs, while it needs have been
extended by analogy to all other imperfective vstdms which do not have any
ending.

2.3.4.1 Independent debitive

Hereafter a couple of examples of transitive impetife verb-stems marked by
the adlocative with debitive use:
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(40) Kk'ik’en boflu rij-ez koduy q'axuts’-u
first big  girlbAT son-in-law M.find-DEB
‘One has to find a son-in-law for the older daugfitst.’

(41) za'a-dzber dZam-iz yubts-u
1 ERGDIST-HPL.NOM bridegroompAT HPL.give DEB
‘I have to marry them off.’

(42) vin a-dir sundZu  ka’sib-dZu duyoruz  jurt-u
2 3+ O0neoBL poOrAD  SONDAT F.give-DEB
‘Then you have to marry her off to the son of argoo

2.3.4.2 Semi-dependent debitive? the particlgerek

The debitive is often found with the partigleek, which is a loan from Azeri,
also with any sort of masdar.

Transitive masdars in -u

(43) (gerek) zin ulu kida za'va’ g:uros-u
NEED 1 this work 1ERGZ2IN entrustbEB
‘| should entrust you this task.’

(44) hulu safat gerek vin a-d q'axuts-u.
this hour NEED 2 DIST-M M.find-DEB
‘You have to find him right now.’

(45) gada gerek diinja-dZa idankan, a-d gerek  fany-u
boy NEED worlddiN M.NEGremainDEB DIST-M NEED hangbEB
‘The boy cannot remain alive, he has to be hung.’

Intransitive masdars with no ending:
(46) gerek duz Jjitsi-b  mana't Jjtxor.
NEED exactly tena manatd) A.beDEB
‘It has to be exactly hundred manats.’
(47) gerek  haske saxa-n sa’rifat-dZekir  haraq’ar.
NEED whatever N.beOPT-FOC shariatSUBEL M.talkDEB
‘(You) should say something about the shariat.’

Causative masdars in —i and the verb ‘do’:
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(48) vin izga-n-ikir gerek jin  gorumi sifi.
2  otherH-sUBEL NEED 1pL protecting M.dODEB
‘We should protect you from others.’

The use ofjerek is not a criterium for non-finiteness, becauss tptional, and
because the stress on the verb form remains imtdl falling. Additionally, in
Budugh (not in Kryz, see below) this particle isafound with injunctive and
optative forms, which are even more clearly finilney are never found
functioning as arguments or relative clauses, fumeads):

(49) vin  vidde, gerek  kacal zin-zaz  zin arot-u (/ at’u-dan)
2PL golMP.PL NEED bald 1-1DAT 1 M.kill-DEB M.kill-HORT
‘You go, | have (/ want) to kill the bald myself.’

(50) gerek zo bada dard  doru sa-r idmi guso-da.
NEED 1AD near worry NEGM.PART oOneM person bringMp.PL
‘You(PL) have to bring a man without worries.’

(51) a-ndari Jipa Cel-iber  gerek juylami  silir-e
DIST-HPL.ERG sayPFPART wordPL NEED checking doepPT
‘One must check their words.’

Note also that in some rare instances, the Budegitide form withgerekhas
not prescriptive but predictive value:

(52) gerek  xin sudox-u, lem gerek  miz unkon.
NEED grass NEG.mow-DEB donkey NEED hungry A.remainDEB
‘He will be incapable to mow the grass, and the kdgnwill have to stay
hungry.’

2.3.4.3 Deliberative debitive in (rhetoric) questins

Obligative modality can also be questioned. Thesdbitive mood can be used
in deliberative independant questions:

(53) zin za’ dard haniz g:ag-u?
1 1IN worry whoDAT N.tell-DEB
‘To whom should I tell my worries?’

(54) ma’  ivez Si insa’llah  ju'-u?..
then thisDbAT what inshallah sawsD
‘Why should one say Inshallah for this?’

2.3.4.4 Dependent debitive in indirect questions
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Obligative questions can also depend on a verb. cldmgse-heading verb, if
morphologically marked by final (nominal) stress@shto be placed before the
controlling verb, as any complement in a languagh tasically SOV constituent
order:

(55) je-z ts’ef  ($ima) sork-u havats’ar-da-b
1PL-DAT goat how  A.)slayDEB A.know-PRSNEGA
‘We do not know how to slay a goat.’

But the subordinate verb may also be postposed thitemain verb. Since this
main verb is finite, it is felt afnal — signaling the end of a sentence — the non-
finite form tends to become ‘stranded’, and forgibtquires syntactic autonomy,
and, the masdar shifts its rising final stressnitial and falling, like a typical of
finite forms, thus becomingdaebitive

(56) je-z tsef  havats’ar-da-b (:) $ima sork-u?
1PL-DAT goat A.KnOWPRSNEG-A how @.)slaymsD
‘We do not know how a goat should be slain’

(57) tsef halma sork-u!
goat this.way slapeB
‘A goat should be slain this way!

The preceding examples have shown the close sityitdrmasdar and debitive
mood on a transitive verb witku ending. Intransitive and causative verbs likewise,
as well as ‘do’, have debitive unmarked for adla@atase, that is, identical with
masdar forms but for the stress shift:

agreement MASDAR | DEBITIVE

‘sit’

M/N/NPL/F alg'dl alg’al

A olg’dl olg’ol

HPL abalg’dl | abalg’al

‘bring’ < ‘make

go’

M/N/NPL Cixt Cixi

F Cirsl Ciri

A clisti Clisti
Cibs{ Gbsi

HPL

seat < ‘make sit’

M/N/NPL/F elg’i. elg’i

A olg’u “6lq’i

HPL ebelg’t ebelq’i
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‘dO’

M/N/NPL sitl sifi

F sir?l: si\r?i

A stiZii sti7i
sib?{ sib?i

HPL

It seems that analogy has extended both embeddedor(inate) and
independent (sentence-final) use with modal ‘deditivalue to all imperfective
stems, including those not ending-in

(58) padsah-dZo idmer gerek fag’allu yibkar
king-AD persorPL NEED clever HPL.beDEB
‘The king’s men should be intelligent.’

(59) vin gerek jixta’ dziga’-dZa Caxar,
2 NEeD faraway placeN M.gODEB
‘You have to go and see faraway places.’

(60) fali-z  jika-dzi ki, meflim-dZir  ug k’enseényi
a.DAT N.wantPERF Kl teacheERG SELF forget.cau®EB
‘Ali wants his teacher to forget him.’

Note that Budugh has also an obligative periphraisiim consisting of the
masdar form followed by the enclitic copula. Areatiative explanation for the use
of the same form as both non-finite and finite ecbuld then be that a predicative
use of the masdar as a debitive participle withdiygula obtains also without it,
provided that the rising stress shifts to the figdtable and becomes falling:

(61) zin anovon sa-d el  jul-u-vi/ ju?-u
1 3H.ADR oneN word teldPF.PART-COP tell-DEB
‘I have something to tell him.’

2.4. The debitive mood in Kryz

Although the Budugh data seem to fit very wellhe tlesubordinating scenario,
this is not confirmed by the Kryz data (se®@TNIER 2009). In Kryz, the same
‘debitive’ form also exists, but it is never usedaanon-finite form.

As can be seen in the following Kryz example, tlebitve in Kryz like in
Budugh is an ‘imperfective optative’:

(62) sitafar dZudur v-ar-dam ki anvan an duru
how  hidden F-doHORT1L ki 3H-ADR AN lie
lidip-dam vun an sag  iunkan-u

NEG.SayHORTL 2 AN safe F.remainbeBs



Sprachtypol. Univ. Forsch. (STUBP (0000) 0 21
‘How could | (I wish) hide you and not lie, so thatu remain safe?’

But the aspectual distinction seems here to béergireted in terms of different
illocutionary force and more or less direct indueainto create a ‘strong’ vs a
‘weak’ optativé4. Compare the two moods or aspects in the followexamples:

(63) Sis-ri iuru  xi-jizkarta inkan-u/ #idkn-i!
skewerPL red  be-until remaimes N.remainopPT
‘The skewers have to remaig* Let the skewers remain until they are red!’

(64) ¢am  kulga.dz-ik  asik ki jiditsr-i/ Jjidirts'ar-u
butter shade-SUB put.IMP kiNEG.melt-OPT NEG.melt-DEB
‘Put the butter in a shadowy place, so that it do@smelt / so that it would not
melt.’

2.4.1. Morphology of the Kryz debitive
Morphologically, the Kryz debitive combines the ienfective base and a suffix

-u on almostall verbs, not only the transitive ones. Nearly attansitive verbs
form their debitive form with the same suffix aartsitives do:

TRANSITIVE DEBITIVE INTRANSITIVE DEBITIVE

kurats-u g:alt’al-u

Corresponding debitive forms exists for the mayooit verbs in Budugh, where
they are marked for adlocative case if transitimy0oand have a wider range of
syntactic values:

KRYZ DEBITIVE ONLY | BUDUGH MSD/ IPF PTCH DEB
‘stand’ g:alt’al-u g:alt’al
‘sleep’ aryar-u arxar
‘return’ lalsal-u alsal
‘do’ Jiju siti
‘catch’ jirg-u surq-u
‘beat’ at-u at-u
‘take’ g:an-u gron-u
‘plough’ | jiz-u suz-u
‘give’ vits-u Jjuts-u
‘say’ lij-u Jju'-u
‘eat’ ul-u soful-u
‘milk’ az-u s0z-u

14 For the distinction of weak and strong optatise® DBRUSHINA, this volume.
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2.4.2. Syntax of the Kryz debitive

The syntax of the Kryz debitive is very close tattbf the corresponding forms
in Budugh. There is no restriction according to pleeson of the subject (S & A).
The T'person subject is not rare:

(65) sa-b  mislafat  vatu kadam® zin §i lij-u
onefF adviceF givelMP let's.see 1 what sayeB
‘Advise me on what to say.’

(66) zin gerek zi-vun la dag.dZi-¥ ask-u -vun
1 NEeD 1-2 that mountaisUPER putDEB -2
‘| have to leave you on this mountain.’

The debitive is also often used in Kryz construtiovithout an identified
Agent:

(67) nimara hava.dZvar nik  dizu
such airADEL field NEG-ploughbEB
‘By such a (bad) weather, one should not ploughsoined.’

In Kryz like in Budugh, the modality conveyed byetie forms can be more
volitive or simply subjunctive (like the correspamgl forms in Udi, T. Maisak p.c.)
than strictly ‘debitive’ if the imperfective aspdstrelevant, and should be seen as
an imperfective counterpart to the (perfective)atipe. They usually depend on a
main verb ‘want’ and end with the partidis:

(68) a-n k’ij-afar  ja-r&ar-e ki, lu  xidZa calg’al-u
3-GENH heartiNEL PV-crossPRS ki this wateriN bathebEB
‘He comes up with the idea to take a bath in trasew’

(69) u-n-ur  xad qii-jts-re ki, xidz-ik keér&ar-u
3-hERG water PVv-put.onPRS ki water-SUB PV-go.undermEB
‘He pours water in order to wash himself.’

Remarquably, the agreement can show a raising $soeery similar to what
was observed with the Budugh non finite (masdarjpfo

15 Here kadam is a lexicalized form of ,to see’. Idild similar form is also used
as a sort of imperative/hortative particle (T. Mé&sp.c.), maybe due to Azeri
influence, see the similar usegirum

16 This structure is a copy of similar complemenuskss in Azeri, in which the subordinate clause
has its verb in an optative or injunctive form
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(70) gada-z  iuka Siu-rju ki qus jurg-u
boyDAT F.wantfPART) F.bePRSF ki bird F.catchbEB
‘The boy wants to (try and) catch the bird.’

But the main verb can be a non-controlling one, #meh all the volitive
meaning is expressed by the debitive form. Chosstead of the optative, it allows
imperfective aspect marking:

(71) Sidir  u-nda  ara.dz-a facar-ju ki~ u-dZbar dzura jij-u
sister 3HPLg intervaliN Pv-enterPRSF ki 3-HPL  other doBEB
‘The sister intervenes to (try and) separate them.”’

Other examples involve the subjunctive use of tlebittde in consecutive
subordination:

(72) ris g:ahat-i-m zin  zin-a-d g:van-u ?
girl(GEN) lackINTERR-Q 1  1-3NOiN F.takebEB
‘Is there a scarcity of young girls, that | shotdée this one?’

(73) za-uy Si sudz-i ki tukan  q:van-u -zin ?
1-APUD what existNTERR ki shopr F.takebEB 1
‘What do | own to be able to buy a shop ?’

(74) dzudur xi-jidZz  lazim-e-ki a-dZi-z vun dirqar-u
hidden bevmsD necessarfzOPN-KI DIST-NOTH-DAT 2 NEG.SeebPEB
‘You have to hide so that the demon does not sa€ yo

2.4.3. Unmarked Kryz debitive forms
The only Kryz verbs which do not take the affixare ‘go’, ‘be’ and a series of

verbs ‘come’ with various preverbs, which all halebitive forms identical to their
imperfective bare stem:

KRYZ INJUNCTIVE, | OPTATIVE DEBITIVE
‘6O

1 jix-dam / jip-dam Jjix-i/ yipi Giyi / ava

2 Jix/ yip

3 jix-tir / yip-tir

1PLEXCL J:l:p‘jaf" Yipi caba

1pLiNcL 1P

2 Jip-q

PL Jip-tir
3PL
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Compare in the following example the bare-steraffixal formations:
(75) gerek jinjifun-a éa-ba-jin ki varas.dzi-r  dugvats’-u-jin

NEED 2PLnightiN  goHPL(DEB)-2PL ki SUNERG  NEG.burnDEB-2PL
‘You have to walk by night, so that the sun doeshuwn you.’

KRYZ INJUNCTIVE, ‘BE’ OPTATIVE DEBITIVE
1 xi-dam isi $i-ji / Sava
2 sak / sauk
3 isi
1PLEXCL xi-dam Saba
xi-daj
1PLINCL sabkaj
2PL i
3PL

2.4.4. The particlegerek and nabada in Kryz

In Kryz, the debitive is usually employed with themegereknoted in Budugh.
Note that the stress is initial and falling, sohleae to deal with the finite form:

(76) kar  hara  daxa-dZi g:arar duts-u gerek
work aware NEG.besSEQ decision NEG.give-DEB NEED
‘A decision should not be taken without knowing #ifair.’

(77) adami  q'aj-dZ-afar Cixefan Cark-u gerek
person dierERFINEL after burrypEB  NEED
‘A dead person has to be burried.’

(78) gerék zin duz-a rix-ef lalsal-u
NEED 1 right-a roadiN returnbeB
‘| should come back to the right path.’

(79) win gerek Sib-ud  jix  Kadir-dzZi fadi-¥ dsq’van-u-vun
2 NEED threeN day cauldrorcEN surfacesUuPER sit.downbEeB-2
‘You have to remain seated on the cauldron foretluiays.’

The positive form introduced by the Persian froloeutionnabada ‘let it not be
(that)’ expresses a negative recommendation, anseid with the second person is
less mendatory than the Prohibitive :

(80) nabada riki  acus  jart-u -vun!
god.forbids door open leawEB 2
‘Take care not to leave the door open !’
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(81) nabada sus g:van-u -vun!
god.forbid  bride F.takebeEp 2
‘Do not think of taking a wife I’

3. Conclusion

The forms and functions of the debitive (and imeetive masdar) in Budugh
and Kryz can be summed up in the following table:

BUDUGH KRYZ
morphology / verb classes TR. V.: IPF+-u IPF+-U
INTR.V.&CAUS.: IPF+-g | except 2NTR.V
non-finite form: complement a
masdar (bare) clauses
non-finite form, purposive clauses [}
inflected masdar
finite form, debitive, subjunctive
dependent
finite form, debitive = ‘imperfective obligative’
independent
suggested etymology verb stem (+ adlocative -u)

But seen from an etymological point of view, langeianternal evidence leads
to reject the possibility of a fortuitious homonyrbgtween adlocative nominal
case and verbal debitive mood. The adlocative eariant of dative is a natural
marker of nominal dependency on nominalized verafo(the masdars), and it is
found on most verbs in Budugh, and these have thlscexpected — debitive —
independent use.

Functionally, the unicity of masdar and debitiveaasingle category may seem
awkward, as seen from the point of view of Europeaguages whose description
relies on clear distinction between finite and rioite forms. Nevertheless, the
identity of the debitive-marking ending on transitiverbs with the same on the
masdar is out of doubt, because the identity issilesl not only on transitive
verbs, where these forms are (adlocative) caseedabkit also on intransitive
verbs, where the same imperfective bare stem ¢swded in both (finite & non-
finite) functiond”. But it does not necessarily follow that the mawndrker -u
derives from the case-markervia the nominalised form.

In Kryz, almost all of verbs have a form-u with debitive meaning, but there
is no trace of a nominalized form with the sameimpg This casts a serious doubt
on the ‘de-subordinating hypothesis’ in the casthisflanguage. Kryz in fact lacks
an imperfective verbal noun altogether, while Budugcks a perfective verbal
noun: both languages have acquired a distinct Vexdnan built in either case on
one only of the two aspectual stem.

17 ¢f. AUTHIER 2010
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This discrepancy leads us to challenge the assampgcently put forward by
EVANS that a non-indicative mood emerges from a casdeadasubordinate form
by way of ellipsisit seems in fact that a case-marker can be usach@od-marker
without ellipsis If the debitive mood exists in Kryz with the sam@locative-u
suffix, while there is no adlocative-marked masitiathis languagé, one has to
assume that case can be used with modal valuerbs wéthout desubordination.
We rather have to posit a branching grammaticadingiath:

older situation first step (B and K) second step (B)
non finite tu | => non finite: MSD
NOM IPF stem-g (Budugh); N
(BudughiTR., CAUS. (by analogy)
+ Kryz 21TR.) unmarkedvisb (Budugh)
+u | => finite, modal: DEB | @
(Budugh&Kryz)

Used as a marker of nominal dependency, the adlecedse ending iru was
seen to mark nouns as temporary recipients. Bearingerb-stems, the same linker
offers a debitive mood, that is a predicate corexiof as a debt, an obligation, a
duty. Itlater became a masdar without purposive semanticsyialtévolution for
infinitive-like forms. This scenario fits well what is known of Budugh ather
parts of its grammar (phonetics, gender agreemeralency alternation): it is a
language which retains archaic features but alsavshvery strong tendency to
create new, analogical forms. And in the same wlag,dative-marking found on
Rutul and Tsakhur hortative and future forms mighginate from debitive or
potential finite modalities, not indirectly fromfinitive-purposive forms.

Abbreviations:

a: adjectiviser; A: ‘animate’ noun or agreementioM: nominative; AD:
adlocative;ERG. ergative;DAT: dative; DEB: debitive mood;F: human feminine
noun or agreementPL: human plural noun or agreement; human masculine
noun or agreementyPL: non human plural noun or agreemeoBT. optative
mood;PERF narrative tenseSEQ sequential converb;
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