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ABSTRACT

Aspect and Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian

This study investigates the morpho-syntactic features of Thematic Suffixes (TS) in
Savsat Georgian, a non-literal dialect of Georgian spoken in the northeast of Turkey.
Specifically, it aims to provide an analysis on the different realisations of TS and relate
these realisations with Aspect. For this purpose, we first comprehensively describe the
environments in which Thematic Suffixes -ob, -eb, -av and -ev appear. Verbs with
different Aktionsart features are examined in various tense conjugations. As a result of
this analysis, it is argued that the presence of TS denotes imperfectivity in Savsat
Georgian. Besides, each realisation of TS specifically denotes a certain lexical aspectual
class; that is, -eb denotes states, -av denotes activity, -eb denotes change of state and -ev

denotes two-phase achievements.

To complete the discussion on morphosyntactic features of the Thematic
Suffixes, we offer a syntactic analysis based on a two-layered Aspect head following
Travis (2010). In such a mechanism, TS is base generated in Inner Aspect head to mark
the lexical aspectual class of the verb and then it moves into Outer Aspect head to check
imperfectivity. Causative construction is also accounted for with a similar mechanism in

which a certain realisation of TS, i.e. -eb, always occurs.



OZET

Savsat Gurcucesinde Kilinis ve Tematik Ekler

Bu calismada Gurcucenin Turkiye nin kuzeydogusunda konusulan ve yazili olmayan bir
lehcesi olan Savsat Gurclcesindeki Tematik Ekler’in bigimbirim ve s6zdilimsel
oOzellikleri incelenmektedir. Bu ¢alisma ozellikle Tematik Ekler’in farkh kullanimlarini
¢ozimlemeyi ve bu kullanimlari Kilinis ile iliskilendirmeyi hedeflemektedir. Bu amag
dogrultusunda oncelikle Tematik Ekler -ob, -eb, -av ve -ev’in kullanildigr durumlar
detaylica betimlenmistir. Cesitli kilinig 6zelliklerine sahip fiiller farkli zaman
cekimlerinde incelenmistir. Bu ¢oziimlemenin bir sonucu olarak bir fiil gekiminde
Tematik Ekler’in kullaniminin Savsat Girclicesinde bitmemislik kilinigini isaret ettigi
oOne sirdlmastdr. Bunun yani sira Tematik Ekler’in her bir bigiminin 6zellikle belirli bir
sOzluksel kilinigi gosterdigi; -eb ekinin durum, -ev ekinin etkinlik, -eb ekinin durum
degisimi ve -ev ekinin iki asamali basari gosterdigi 6ne strtlmuistar.

Tematik Ekler’in bigimbirim ve sozdilimsel 6zellikleri tartismasini tamamlamak
adina Tematik Ekler icin Travis (2010) tarafindan dnerilen iki katmanh Kilinis basi
temel alinarak bir s6zdizimsel ¢6ziimleme Onerilmistir. Boyle bir diizenekte Tematik
Ekler sézliksel kilinisi isaret etmek icin i¢ Kilinis basinda olusup bitmemislik kilinisini
isaret etmek icin Dis Kilinis basina hareket eder. Daima Tematik Ek -eb ile olusan

ettirgen yapilarin sozdizimi de benzer bir diizenekle agiklanabilmektedir.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 The aim of the thesis

The aim of the current study is to examine the different morphological realisations of the
Thematic Suffixes and to provide a descriptive analysis on how they map onto semantics
and syntax in Savsat Georgian, which is a dialect of Georgian spoken in the northeast of
Turkey. As a part of complex verb structure, the function and meaning of the Thematic
Suffixes lack consensus in the literature though they are traditionally associated with
aspect (Flinn, 2017).

Related Kartvelian literature is mainly based on Standard Georgian spoken by
mostly Georgian-Russian bilinguals who live in Georgia. However, this study aims to
explore the other side of the border: How the Thematic Suffixes interact with the
meaning of verb complex in Savsat dialect spoken by mostly Georgian-Turkish
bilinguals who live in Turkey. I will therefore try to answer following questions:

1) What are the different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes in Savsat
Georgian?

i) How do the Thematic Suffixes interact with the grammatical/functional
aspect?

iii) Do different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes relate with
Aktionsart/lexical aspect, and if so, how?

iv) Do the Thematic Suffixes reflect any information about the argument

structure of the verb?



1.2 Informants and data collection

The discussions offered throughout the thesis are based on data that has been collected
mainly from three informants. All these informants are Turkish-Savsat Georgian
bilingual speakers whose mother tongue is Georgian.

Informant 1 is fifty-seven years old. She is a high-school graduate. She was
exposed to Turkish at the age of seven in school environment since her parents spoke
only Georgian in household. At the age of nine, her family migrated from Savsat and
Turkish has started to become her dominant language since she started to communicate
mostly in Turkish within the school and the social environment. Now, she uses Georgian
in daily basis to speak with her relatives however the percentage of Georgian use does
not exceed 30-35 % within total communication.

Informant 2 is seventy years old. He is a high-school graduate. He was exposed
to Turkish at around the age of seven in school. He also migrated from Savsat but
Georgian is still his dominant language since he and his family use mostly Georgian in
household. We can say that his daily language use comprises 60 % Georgian -some days
even more- out of the total communication.

Informant 3 is eighty-six years old. He did not get a formal education. He was
exposed to Turkish at around the age of twenty during his military service and he also
learned how to read and write in Turkish at that time. After migrating from Savsat, he
has started to use Turkish as the second language in workplace environment. Thus, we
can say that his bilingualism is almost balanced between Turkish and Georgian as he
uses both languages with the same frequency.

To collect data, we made use of a verb list which includes different verb types
with different Aktionsart features. The reader is referred to the Appendix section for the
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verb list. The verbs were conjugated in different tenses via native speakers during
mostly one to one data elicitation sessions. The target structure was the verb form
conjugated for third person singular subject without object agreement involvement.

To compare Savsat dialect with standard dialect, a separate data elicitation
session was held with a native speaker of Standard Georgian. Informant 4 is from
Thilisi, Georgia. She is 58 years old and has a BA and MA degree in teaching Georgian
as a foreign language. As she is a professional teacher of Georgian, she is more than a

naive informant.

1.3 General properties of Georgian and Savsat Georgian
The Georgian language is a member of the South Caucasian/Kartvelian language family
together with Svan, Mingrelian and Laz. It is mainly spoken in Georgia, Turkey, Iran

and Russia by about 4.5 million people.

1.3.1 Dialects of Georgian
Georgian can be divided into five main dialect groups. Gigineishvili, Topuria and
K’avtaradze (1961) sort these groups as northeast dialects Mokhevian, Mtiuletian-
Gudamaqg’rian, Khevsurian, Pshavian, Tushetian; eastern dialects K’akhetian, Ingiloan
(in Azerbaijan), Fereidanian (in Iran), Tianetian; central dialects Kartlian, Javakhian,
Meskhian; southwest dialects Gurian, Ach’arian, Imerkhevian (in Turkey) and northwest
dialects Imeretian, Lechktumanian, Rach’an (as cited in Tuite, 1989).

Although Imerkhevi is a particular region in Artvin district of Turkey, the

Georgian dialects spoken throughout Turkey are called Imerkhevian in the literature. To



some extent, this can be a valid classification because Georgian people from different
regions of Turkey -such as Savsat, inegél, Sinop- can communicate regardless of some
phonological, morphological and syntactic differences. Thus, it is possible to claim that
there is mutual intelligibility among the sub-dialects of Imerkhevian.

For the current thesis, the data is mainly based on the speakers who are from
Savsat/Imerkhevi region. However, to exclude possible structural differences among
sub-dialects of Georgian spoken in Turkey, we will refer to the current data as Savsat
Georgian instead of Imerkhevian.

Figure 1 shows the map of regions where Savsat Georgian is spoken throughout
Turkey. Savsat is the fountainhead of this dialect with its several villages such as
Caglayan (Hevsrul)*, Cukur (Cihor), Demirci (Daba), Dereici (Dasamop), Dutlu
(Stirevan), Erikli (Agara), Maden (Bazgiret), Misirli (ivet), Oba (Ube), Tepebasi (Ziyos)
and Yagl (Zakiyet). Other regions are places to where speakers of Savsat dialect
migrated en masse. Akyaz! district is populated with migrated Savsat speakers in
Sakarya province similar to Gebze and Derince districts of Kocaeli province. Also there
are Savsat speakers in Karacabey and Ineg6l disctricts of Bursa province. Unfortunately,
there is no data regarding the number of Savsat dialect speakers. However, it is
estimated that the number is not fewer than 100.000.

Beside these areas, Georgians of Turkey also live in Amasya, Balikesir, Bolu,
Giresun, Ordu, Samsun, Sinop and Tokat (Ciloglu, 1993). However, we did not include

these provinces to our map since we do not have any information regarding their

! The original Georgian names of the villages were changed officially with Turkish names during the first
years of the Republic of Turkey (Tungel, 2000). However, we provide the original names in parentheses
since residents generally use the Georgian names.



language use. In Ciloglu, it is stated that the estimated number of total Georgian

population is between 1-1.5 million in Turkey.

Figure 1. The location of Savsat Georgian.

1.3.2 General morpho-syntactic properties of Savsat Georgian

As there is no previous study on Savsat Georgian, we will introduce some basics of
morphological and syntactic properties of this dialect which are relevant to the current
study. Phonological properties are not included as they are beyond the scope of this

thesis.

1.3.2.1 The noun in Savsat Georgian
In Savsat Georgian, nominals are only inflected for two grammatical categories; number
and case. Similar to other Kartvelian languages, Savsat Georgian does not display

gender or class morphology.



Number

Savsat Georgian nominals are inflected for plural as shown below:

1) Singular Plural

a. vasli vasl-ebi
apple apples

b. sark’e sark’-ebi
mirror mirrors

C. zroxa zrox-ebi
cow COWS

d. lobio lobi-ebi
bean beans

As seen in the examples, plural marker is -ebi in Savsat Georgian. In plural
declension, the final vowel of the word is deleted before adding -ebi. This is the general

pattern as Georgian nouns always end with vowel sounds -i, -¢, -a, -0 and -u.

Case

Georgian has seven nominal cases including nominative, ergative, dative, genitive,
instrumental, adverbial and vocative. Nevertheless, only nominative, ergative and dative
structures are within the scope of the current discussion because they are the cases for

verbal arguments, such as the subject, the direct object and the indirect object.



(2 Case Ending Example

Nominative -1/ -ay saxl-i / Ayse-ay / Ahmet-ay
Ergative -(@)ma Ayse-ma / Ahmet-ama
Dative @/ -(a)s saxl / saxl-s

Ayse-s /Ahmet-as

In Savsat Georgian, the nominative case marker has two different realisations
depending on the semantic features of the word; -i is used for common nouns and -ay is
used for proper nouns. In Old Georgian all nouns ended with iy, it is possible that
nominative marker -ay in Savsat Georgian is the remnant of this archaic form with its
specialized usage in proper nouns.

Unlike Standard Georgian ergative marker -m(a), Savsat Georgian marks
ergative case with -(a)ma. The first vowel of the marker drops when it attaches a noun
which ends with a vowel.

Distinct from the standard dialect, Savsat Georgian has two forms for dative case
marking; one does not have any phonological realisation and the other is -(a)s. The

details of their usage will be discussed in the following section.

1.3.2.2 The verb in Savsat Georgian

In Standard Georgian, verbs are primarily divided into classes based on their function.
Class 1 verbs are transitive verbs while Class 2 verbs are intransitive in meaning which
include also passive structures. Class 3 verbs are medial verbs which consist of weather,
light, sound and work related verbs. Lastly, Class 4 verbs are indirect verbs that employ
dative case for their subject and nominative case for their object (Campbell, 2013).
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The secondary classification of Georgian verbs is based on how they are
conjugated. Contrary to mainstream tendency, Georgian conjugation patterns are not
called as tense because each conjugation pattern conveys information about aspect and
modality beside tense. Instead, the term screeve is used for certain tense-aspect-
mood/modality combinations typical to Georgian. Georgian has eleven screeves but
some are archaic or used rarely (Campbell, 2013, p.12).

One more term to be touched upon is series. Each screeve belongs to a series
which employs a particular class-case-screeve combination. Georgian has three series;
present, aorist and perfect. Table 1 presents the verb paradigm of Standard Georgian

which is valid for Savsat dialect to some extent.

Table 1. Standard Georgian Verb Paradigm

Series Subseries Screeve

Present Present Present
Imperfect (Past Continuous)
Present Subjunctive
Future Future Simple
Conditional

Future Subjunctive

Aorist Aorist (Past Simple)
Optative
Perfect Present Perfect (First Evidential)

Pluperfect (Second Evidential)

Prefect Subjunctive (Second Evidential)

(Campbell, 2013, p.13)



If we draw the counterpart of Table 1 for Savsat Georgian, the most remarkable
difference will be the classification of future subseries. Unlike the standard dialect,
future subseries aligns with the aorist series in Savsat dialect. On the other hand, Savsat
dialect lacks complex conjugations such as perfect and subjunctive screeves, most
probably because of the fact that it is a non-literary dialect mostly based on daily
conversations. Table 2 summarizes the verb paradigm of Savsat Georgian based on most

frequent structures:

Table 2. Savsat Georgian Verb Paradigm

Series Subseries Screeve

Present Present Present (Present Simple)
Present Imperfect (Present Continuous)

Past Imperfect (Past Continuous)

Aorist Aorist Aorist (Simple Past)
Optative
Future Future Simple
Perfect Pluperfect (Evidential Past)

As Georgian displays a complex case marking pattern which is sensitive to verb
classes and screeves, we need another summary table to see how these features interact.
For practical reasons, we will use more familiar terms based on argument structure of
the verb since these terms correspond to verb classes in Savsat Georgian to a large
extent. To be more explicit, we will call Class 1 verbs as transitives, Class 2 verbs as
unaccusatives, Class 3 verbs as unergatives and Class 4 verbs as statives in Table 3:
Table 3. Savsat Georgian Verb Class-Case-Screeve Paradigm

9



Transitive Unaccusative  Unergative Stative

Present Subject Nom Nom Nom Dat
Series Object Dat - Dat Nom
Aorist Series  Subject Erg Nom Erg Erg
Object Nom - Nom Nom
Perfect Subject Dat Nom Dat -
Series Object Nom - Nom -

In the present series, the subject of the verb is marked with nominative case,

while the object is marked with dative in each verb type as in (3) except for statives.

3) a. Ahmet-ay sax| a-sen-eb-s.
Ahmet-Nom house.Dat PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet is building the house.

b. Zap-i ts’qd-eb-a.
rope-Nom break-TS-Present.3sg

The rope is breaking.

c. Ahmet-ay laparak-ob-s.

Ahmet-Nom talk-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet is talking.

10




Stative verbs mark their subjects with dative, while they mark their objects with

nominative in the present series as shown in (4):

(4)  Ahmet-as Sevim-ay u-qvar-s.
Ahmet-Dat  Sevim-Nom  VV-love-Present.3sg

Ahmet loves Sevim.

In the aorist series, the subject of the verb is marked with ergative case while the

object is marked with nominative as in (5) except for unaccusatives.

(5) a. Ahmet-ama saxl-i a-a-sen-a.
Ahmet-Erg house.Nom  PV-VV-build-Past.3sg

Ahmet built the house.

b. Ahmet-ama i-laparak-a.
Ahmet-Nom RMP-talk-Past.3sg

Ahmet talked.

c. Ahmet-ama Sevim-ay su-u-qvar-d-a.
Ahmet-Dat Sevim-Nom PV-VV-love-INCH-Past.3sg

Ahmet loved Sevim.

The only argument of unaccusative verbs is marked with nominative case in the
aorist series as shown in (6):

11



(6) Zap-i ga-ts’qd-a.
rope-Nom PV-break-Past.3sg

The rope broke.

In the perfective series, the subject of transitives and unergatives is marked with

dative case while the object is marked with nominative as in (7):

(7) a. Ahmet-as saxl-i u-u-sen-i-a.
Ahmet-Dat house.Nom  PV-VV-build-?-Past.3sg

Ahmet had built the house.

b. Ahmet-as u-laparak-i-a.
Ahmet-Dat VV-talk-?-Past.3sg

Ahmet had talked.

The only argument of unaccusative verbs is marked with nominative case in the

perfective series like present and aorist series as shown in (8):

(8) Zap-i ga-ts’qd-il-i-a.

rope-Nom PV-break-NL-?-Past.3sg

The rope broke.

As shown in Table 3, stative verbs are not conjugated in the perfective series.

12



1.3.2.2.1 Verbal morphology

As other Caucasian languages, Georgian exhibits a very rich verbal morphology. There
are various analyses for slot chart of Georgian verbs ranging from twelve to twenty-five
slots. Differentiated charts can also be found in the literature based on the verb classes.
A simplified version of verbal slots chart which includes eleven slots is provided here to

avoid unrelated details:

Table 4. The Verbal Affixal System of Standard Georgian

Slot Number Function of Constituent

1 Preverb(s)

2 Pronominal Agreement Prefix
3 Version Vowel

4 Root

5 Causative Suffix(es)

6 Inceptive/Passive Marker

7 Thematic Suffix

8 Perfect/Stative Marker

9 Imperfect Marker

10 Mood Vowel

11 Pronominal Agreement Suffix(es)

(Hewitt, 1995, p. 117)

13



Agreement

As a language which shows polypersonal agreement, Georgian verbs can express person

and number information regarding the subject and the object via agreement morphology.

Both prefixal and suffixal domains host agreement markers to encode arguments.

Table 5. Subject Agreement Markers

Singular Plural
Prefix Suffix Prefix Suffix
1 person  v- V- -t
2" person  @/(-x) @l(-X) -t
3" person -s/alo -(a/e)n/-es/-nen
(Hewitt, 1996, p. 42)
Table 6. Object Agreement Markers
Singular Plural
Prefix Suffix Prefix Suffix
1% person m- gv-
2" person  g- g- -t
3“person  @/(s-/h-) @i (-t)

14
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To see how these affixes interact with each other, let us look at the complete
conjugation template of tser (write) in the present screeve in Table 7. It is important to
note that when the object enters the system, prefixal domain is mostly allocated to the

object agreement markers while the suffixal domain hosts subject agreement markers.

Table 7. Conjugation Template of the Verb Tser (Write) in Present Series

tser Object
(write) 1%sg 2"sg 39sg [ 1"PI 2"PI 3"PI

1"sg | - g-tser v-tser - g-tser-t v-tser

2"Sg | m-tser = tser g-v-tser - tser
Subject [ 395g | m-tser-s g-tser-s tser-s g-v-tser-s | g-tser-t tser-s

1Pl - g-tser-t v-tser-t | - g-tser-t v-tser-t

2Pl | m-tser-t | - tser-t g-v-tser-t | - tser-t

3Pl | m-tser-en | g-tser-en | tser-en | g-v-tser-en | g-tser-en | tser-en

(Makharoblidze, 2012, p. 123)

1.3.2.2.2 Syntax

As discussed in the literature, Georgian is a split ergative language which is aspectually
conditioned (Lyle, 1997, p. 6). In accordance with the standard dialect, Savsat Georgian
displays ergative-absolutive alignment in perfective aorist Series Il while they show
nominative-accusative alignment in present Series | as summarized in Table 3. In the

following lines, we will observe this split in detail.
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In the present series, the subject of transitive verbs takes nominative case while
the direct and the indirect objects are marked with dative case as shown in (9) below.
The transitive subject is marked with ergative while the direct object takes nominative
and the indirect object takes dative in the aorist series which includes both the aorist and

the future screeves in Savsat dialect as shown in (10) and (11) respectively:

9) K’ats-i Bilal-as sax| a-shen-eb-s.
man-Nom Bilal-Dat house.Dat PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

The man is building the house to Bilal.

(10) K’ats-ma Bilal-as saxl-i a-a-shen-a.
man-Erg Bilal-Dat house-Nom  PV-VV-build-Past.3sg

The man built the house to Bilal.

(11) K’ats-ma Bilal-as saxl-i a-a-shen-0-na-s.
man-Erg Bilal-Dat house-Nom PV-VV-build-?-?-3sg

The man will build the house to Bilal.

It is remarkable that Savsat Georgian marks the direct object and the indirect
object differently. The null realisation of dative case appears only in direct objects
whereas -(a)s marker appears in indirect objects as exemplified in (9) above. This
distinction may arise from the fact that all Savsat Georgian speakers are Georgian-

Turkish bilinguals and Turkish marks direct and indirect objects diversely. Example (12)
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shows that this distinction does not occur in Standard Georgian, both direct and indirect

object are marked with the same dative marker -s:

(12) Kal-i deda-s surat-s u-khat’-av-s.
woman-Erg  mother-Dat  picture-Dat  VV-paint-TS-Present.3sg
The woman paints a picture for (her) mother.

(Makharoblidze, 2012, p. 15)

However, aspect based split is not the only split Georgian language shows. In the
aorist series, intransitive verbs behave differently. Subjects of unergative verbs appear
with ergative case as in (13) and (14) while subjects of unaccusatives display nominative

case marking as in (15) and (16):

(13) Gharg-ma i-boch-a.
child-Erg RMP-crawl-Past.3sg

The child crawled.

(14) Gharg-ma i-boch-o0-na-s.
child-Erg RMP-crawl-?-?-3sg

The child will crawl.

(15) Zap-i ga-ts’qd-a.
rope-Nom break-Past.3sg
The rope broke.
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(16) Zap-i ga-ts’qd-e-na-s.
rope-Nom PV-break-?-?-3sg

The rope will break.

As ergative marking is only possible in the aorist series, both unergative and
unaccusative subjects are marked with nominative case in the present series as shown in

(17) and (18) respectively:

(17)  Gharg-i boch-av-s.
child-Nom  crawl-TS-Present.3sg

The child is crawling.

(18) Zap-i ts’qd-eb-a.
rope-Nom break-TS-Present.3sg

The rope is breaking.

At this point, it is important to emphasize that arguments are marked with the
same case-marking pattern in present and future screeves as in (19) since both of them
belong to the imperfective present series in Standard Georgian. Thus, they differ from

the perfective aorist screeve as shown in (20):

(19) a Kal-i deda-s surat-s u-khat’-av-s.
woman-Nom mother-Dat  picture-Dat  VV-paint-TS-3sg
The woman paints a picture for (her) mother.
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b. Kal-i deda-s surat-s da-khat’-av-s.
woman-Nom mother-Dat  picture-Dat  PV-paint-TS-3sg
The woman will paint a picture for (her) mother.

(Makharoblidze, 2012)

(20) Kal-ma deda-s surat-i da-u-khat’-a.
man-Erg Bilal-Dat house-Nom  PV-VV-paint-3sg
The woman painted a picture for (her) mother.

(Makharoblidze, 2012)

Nevertheless, it is a well-known fact that Georgian future is perfective
semantically (Aranson, 1990). Aranson even states that the aorist forms are almost
always derived from the future stem (Aranson, 1990, p. 112). So we can claim that there
is a form-meaning inconsistency in Standard Georgian for the future screeve since it has
imperfective morphological structure while denotes perfective semantic.

Remarkably, Savsat dialect is sensitive to the perfective characteristics of future
and it marks the arguments of this conjugation accordingly. Transitive and unergative
subjects are marked with ergative case as shown in examples (11) and (14) while
unaccusative subjects and direct objects are marked with nominative as in examples (11)
and (16).

Let us repeat these examples here to show the perfective feature of the future

conjugation holistically:
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(11) Krats-ma Bilal-as saxl-i

(14)

(16)

such as aspect.

Chapter 3 aims to provide a descriptive analysis of the Thematic Suffixes in

man-Erg Bilal-Dat house-Nom

The man will build the house to Bilal.

Gharg-ma i-boch-o0-na-s.
child-Erg VR-crawl-?-?-3sg

The child will crawl.

Zap-i ga-ts’qd-e-na-s.
rope-Nom PV-break-?-?-3sg

The rope will break.

1.4 Outline of the thesis

20

a-a-shen-o0-na-s.

PV-VV-build-?-?-3sg

Chapter 2 introduces several important studies from Standard Georgian literature which
describe the environments where different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes occur
and discuss their function in the verbal system from different viewpoints. To briefly
mention, one view claims that the Thematic Suffixes occur in assigned verbal slots to
satisfy morphological well-formedness, so they are dummy elements which do not have

any function. The other view relates the Thematic Suffixes to certain semantic attributes

Savsat Georgian. In this section, different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes are



identified and their function is discussed in relation to two semantic features; namely
Aspect and argument structure.

Chapter 4 aims to provide the syntactic structure of the Thematic Suffixes in
Savsat Georgian considering causatives since causative structures appear with the
Thematic Suffixes with different realisation patterns.

Chapter 5 summarizes the discussion in the current thesis and concludes it

together with suggestions for further studies.
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CHAPTER 2

THEMATIC SUFFIXES IN THE LITERATURE

This chapter aims to introduce the early studies which discuss the place of the Thematic
Suffixes in Standard Georgian Grammar. Throughout the literature, some studies mainly
focus on the formal features of the Thematic Suffixes and describe the distribution of
different realisations of these particles in detail. In other studies, the function of the
Thematic Suffixes is also discussed beside its reflection in syntax. In the following lines,
we will review both some milestones of Georgian grammar and relatively recent studies

to develop an in-depth understanding of the Thematic Suffixes.

2.1 Introduction

In Georgian, verbal forms may consist of a relatively large number of constituent parts.

Let us remember Georgian verbal slots presented in the previous chapter:

(21) Georgian verb

Preverb / Pronominal Agreement Prefix / Version vowel / Root / Causative Suffixes

6 7 8
Inceptive/Passive marker / Thematic Suffix / Perfect/Stative Marker /

9 10 11
Imperfect Marker / Mood Vowel / Pronominal Agreement Suffix
(Hewitt, 1995, p. 117)
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Thematic Suffixes also called Present/Future Stem Formant or Series Marker are
one of these constituents whose function is subject to active debate though they are

associated with imperfective aspect traditionally (Flynn, 2017).

The environments where the Thematic Suffixes occur are varied in Standard
Georgian. We will cover several studies one by one to explore the structures in which
Thematic Suffixes occur. However, it is fair to claim that the literature agrees on almost
all finite verbs take the Thematic Suffixes in morphologically imperfect tenses such as

present, future and past imperfective as shown in (22) respectively.

Thematic Suffixes also occur in masdars and participles, which are non-finite
structures exemplified in (23). It is important to add that the Thematic Suffixes do not

occur in perfective aorist which follows ergative case alignment as in (24).

(22) a.Nino saxl-s a-shen-eb-s.
Nino-Nom house-Dat PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

Nino is building a house.

b. Nino saxl-s a-a-shen-eb-s.

Nino-Nom house-Dat PV-VV-build-TS-Present.3sg

Nino will build a house.
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c. Nino saxl-s a-shen-eb-d-a.
Nino-Nom house-Dat PV-build-TS-Past-3sg

Nino was building a house.

(23) a.a-sen-eb-a Masdar

(the act of) building

b. m-sen-eb-eli Active Participle
a builder
c. a-sen-eb-ul-i Perfect Participle
a built thing
d. a-u-sen-eb-eli Privative Participle

an unbuilt thing
(Flinn, 2017, p. 3)
(24) Nino-m saxl-i a-a-shen-a.
Nino-Erg house-Nom  PV-VV-build-Past.3sg

Nino built a house.
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After this brief introduction, let us start to discover the literature on the Thematic

Suffixes.

2.2 Aranson (1990)

In his grammar, Aronson uses the term Present/Future Stem Formant (P/FSF) for the
Thematic Suffixes and restricts the occurrence of the Thematic Suffixes with non-past

contexts as we can infer from the name itself.

Aranson states that all verbal forms have a root which may be followed by a
Present/Future Stem Formant (P/FSF). He exemplifies five different realisations of the

Thematic Suffixes without describing the environments they occur in:

(25) a.tser- (no P/FSF)
write
b. targmn-i- (P/FSF -i)

translate-TS

c. xed-av- (P/FSF -av)

see-TS
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d. sv-am- (P/FSF -am)

drink-TS

e. a-k’et-eb- (P/FSF -eb)
PV-make-TS

f. a-th-ob- (P/FSF -ob)
PV-warm-TS

(Aranson, 1990, p. 40)

2.3 Hewitt (1995)

Hewitt describes the Thematic Suffixes as “... the set of morphemes according to which
the formation of the tense-mood-aspect- paradigms of language’s transitive and
intransitive verbs is sub-divided” (Hewitt, 1995, p. 118). In his book, Hewitt grounds the
formation of screeves (certain tense-aspect-mood combinations typical to Georgian verb
paradigm) on the Thematic Suffixes. In each screeve, he categorizes the verbs according
to the Thematic Suffixes they take and studies their morphological features within these
groups. To exemplify, “the 3" person singular subject marker is -s, which changes to -en

in the plural, except for verbs with the Thematic Suffix -i” (Hewitt, 1995, p. 218).

Hewitt offers a detailed list for different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes
and the environments they occur in. As he denotes, the Thematic Suffixes occur in all

screeves of Series . The perfect of transitives is formed based on the present stem so
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most of the transitives keep their Thematic Suffixes also in perfect screeves. The
Thematic Suffixes are observed in masdars and participles (with a reduced form in some
cases). Series Il intransitives, which include indirect and stative verbs, also bear the
Thematic Suffixes since they are formed based on past participles and masdars. Certain

realisations of the Thematic Suffix even occur in Series Il (Hewitt, 1995).

Hewitt emphasizes that the terms Present/Future Stem Formant and Series
Marker are too restrictive for these morphemes if we consider the wider environment

they occur in. Thus, he prefers to use the term Thematic Suffixes.

To explain the function of the Thematic Suffixes Hewitt refers to Aranson
(1979). He states that for Series | verbs, the case configuration is nominative-accusative;
nominative case marks the subject of both transitive and intransitive verbs while the
direct and indirect objects are marked with dative case. In Series I1, however, ergative-
absolutive configuration arises; transitive subject is marked with ergative case while
intransitive subject and direct object take nominative (absolutive) case. For indirect

object, dative case is used in many finite verbs.

In this point, Hewitt draws attention to Aranson’s explanation on common dative
marking for direct objects in Series | and indirect objects in Series I1. Aranson explains
this uniformity with the idea that Series | direct objects were originally datively marked
indirect objects of Series Il. The story is as follows: Series Il transitive verbs undergo
anti-passive formation which deletes the direct object and promotes the ergative agent to
an absolutive subject. This formation ends up with intransitive and imperfective forms

which have nominative-marked subject and dative-marked indirect object. In time, these
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forms evolved to existing Series | transitive screeves which have their own restructured

tense and aspect features.

To conclude the story, the most important part should be added: Aranson states
that the Thematic Suffixes are the markers of this anti-passive formation. Hewitt
emphasizes that this claim is the answer of the question why ergatively aligned Series |1

verbs do not bear the Thematic Suffixes.

2.4 Lyle (1997)

In his dissertation, Lyle relates the Thematic Suffixes to lexical aspect. Following
Holisky’s (1981) detailed description, he groups Georgian verbs as transitives (Class 1),
unaccusatives (Class 2), unergatives (Class 3) and statives/psych verbs (Class 4). Let us

look at his description of verb types in Georgian.

Lyle states that Class 1 verbs are transitive in form and they denote achievement
and accomplishment. Although these verbs may be used to denote both atelic and telic
events, he claims that all Class 1 verbs inherently express telic events if we consider

their lexical aspectual features.

Class 2 consists of unaccusative verbs which have either passive or reflexive
meaning. Other available readings of these verbs are inchoative and inceptive as some
unaccusative verbs are derived from a nominal or a corresponding activity verb.
Different from the observed variety in Class 1, Lyle states that all Class 2 verbs take
only the Thematic Suffix -eb. Similar to the transitive class, unaccusative class verbs

denote achievements and accomplishments. Although these verbs may also show
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previously observed telicity alternation, Lyle emphasized that the big majority of Class 2

verbs are telic.

Lyle states that Class 3 verbs are formally intransitive and almost all of them
denote atelic activities. He underlines that unergative class verbs take the Thematic
Suffix -eb in their future conjugation (with reflexive relative prefix i-) while various

realisations of the Thematic Suffixes are observed in present.

Class 4 verbs can exemplify both transitive and intransitive structures but they
are mostly psych verbs or express physical states. As they do not have preverbs in any

case, Lyle underlines that these verbs are inherently imperfective.

As an overall evaluation, Lyle states that Georgian verbs take the Thematic
Suffixes in present and future conjugations while the aorist series lacks them in each
verb class. For Class 1 verbs, the Thematic Suffixes may vary in both present and future
series while for other classes the Thematic Suffixes vary in present but the only

alternative is -eb in future series.

After reconsidering the telicity and Aktionsart features of Georgian verb classes
beside their morphological formation, Lyle concludes that we can relate the Thematic
Suffixes with a process/atelic interpretation of an event. This is the reason why the
Thematic Suffixes can occur both in present and past imperfective contexts.
Nevertheless, it is worth noting that preverb may take scope over the Thematic Suffixes

and assign a telic reading.

To account for the syntactic features of the Thematic Suffixes, Lyle conflates

three analyses: First, the Thematic Suffixes are an instance of the light verb which
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occurs only in accusative clauses (Nash, 1995). Second, the light verb occurs in every
clause and it has the function to identify the event type (Harley, 1995). Third, there are
four light verb types which correspond to the three semantic primitives of Dowty (1979)

and one extra related with states. These are CAUSE, BECOME, DO and BE.

Lyle argues that the Thematic Suffixes are the realisation of the light verb
phrase. The light verb is differentiated according to the argument structure and case
assignment. If we set the argument structure as a benchmark, there happen to be four
alternatives. First, the light verb takes an external argument. Second, the light verb does
not take an external argument. Third, the light verb selects an internal temporal
argument when the verb denotes a transition and fourth the verb does not select an
internal argument. These alternatives result in four possible combinations of features.

Lyle matches these features with four light verb types as shown in (26):

(26) a. CAUSE [+external argument, +temporal argument]
b. BECOME [-external argument, +temporal argument]
c. DO [+external argument, -temporal argument]
d. BE [-external argument, -temporal argument]

(Lyle, 1997, p. 130)

According to Dowty’s aspect calculus, CAUSE and DO light verbs are agentive
and so they employ an external argument. Besides, CAUSE and BECOME denote
transitions thus they take internal arguments.
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Based on case assignment, the light verb may assign case or not. Lyle states that
“ ... only the light verbs instantiating CAUSE or DO can be case assigners. Thus these
light verbs are true Burzio’s morphemes, assigning structural case and licensing an
external argument.” (Lyle, 1997, p. 131). As Lyle underlines this situation is line with
Nash’s (1995) idea that external argument is generated as the specifier of light verb
which both licences external argument and assigns accusative case in accusative
languages while in ergative languages external argument is generated VP internally
where it is assigned ergative case lexically. Thus, Nash claims that the Thematic Suffix
is the realisation of v which exists in accusative clauses but lacks in ergative clauses as

shown in (27) and (28):

(27) Accusative Clause

vP
—
Agent %
—
\ VP
(TS) —
V  Object

(28) Ergative Clause

VP
—
Agent Vv’
—
VvV Object
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As (28) shows Nash claims “the projection headed by the Thematic Suffix is

simply absent in the aorist series.”

Lyle agrees that the Thematic Suffix is the realisation of light verb. However,
unlike Nash he suggests that the light verb projection headed by the Thematic Suffix is
not absent but morphologically null in ergative clauses: “In imperfective tenses, the
event head assigns accusative case and is realized as the Thematic Suffix. In the
aspectually perfective aorist, the event head assigns ergative to its specifier and is

realized as @.” (Lyle, 1997, p. 132).

However, we know that the Thematic Suffixes also occur in aspectually
perfective future tense. At this point, Lyle suggests that the Thematic Suffixes occur if
the activity of the agent is [-past] with respect to the reference time, while g occurs when

the activity of the agent is [+past] with respect to the reference time.

As Lyle also agrees that the light verb is differentiated based on argument

structure, he suggests four types of syntax tree for each light verb type:

(29) Light verb DO: activities

ASP'P John sang.

/\
ASP"

/\
ASPT VP

E TN
John v’

(Lyle, 1997, p. 140)
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(30) Light verb CAUSE: transitive transitions

ASP'P? John opened the door.

/\
ASP"

/\
ASP vP

E2
John \YA

—
\% ASP'P
CAUSE __
ASP"
—
ASP' VP
El —
\Y OB
opened  the door
(Lyle, 1997, p. 139)

(31) Light verb BE: states

ASP'P The door is open.

/\
ASP"

/\
ASPT VP

E TN
John v’

/\
v AdjP

Adj  SU

open  the door
(Lyle, 1997, p. 141)

2 Lyle suggests that the two temporal roles associated with transitions are mapped to ASPFP (final aspect)
and ASP'P (inner/initial aspect). “The lower aspect phrase is associated with the initial temporal role, and
the higher aspect phrase with the final temporal role, i.e. the culmination of the event.” (Lyle, 1997, p.
138)
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(32) Light verb BECOME: intransitive transitions

ASP'P

/\
ASP"

/\
ASPT VP

E2
John \YA

—
\% ASP'P
BECOME _—
ASP"
—
ASP' VP
El —
\% SuU
opened  the door

2.5 Nash (2017)

transitive verbs appear with -av, -eb, -i, -ob or @.

The door opened.

(Lyle, 1997, p. 140)

In this study, Nash signifies Thematic Suffixes as the marker of imperfectivity which
shows up with transitive, unergative and unaccusative verbs in nominative tenses. Nash

states that all unaccusative verbs take the Thematic Suffix -eb while unergative and

As a rough semantic classification, Nash puts forward that creation/destruction/

corresponding Thematic Suffix followed by the nominaliser -a.
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reconfiguration transitive verbs -manner verbs- take the Thematic Suffix -av while
deadjectival causatives -result verbs- appear with the Thematic Suffix -eb. In the
unergative class, sound and noise emission verbs take -eb, manner of motion verbs take

the suffix -av and manner of behavior verbs take -ob. Masdars also appear with



(33) Transitive

a. draw xat-av-s drawing xat-av-a

b. sow tes-av-s sowing tes-av-a

c. frighten (a)sin-eb-s frightening sin-eb-a

d. whiten (a)tetr-eb-s whitening tetr-eb-a

Unergative

e. reign (act+king)  mep-ob-s reigning mep-ob-a

f. act+nervous nerviul-ob-s acting nervous nerviul-ob-a
g. roll gor-av-s rolling gor-av-a

h. swim tsur-av-s swimming tsur-av-a

(Nash, 2017, p. 18)

Nash puts emphasis on that the Thematic Suffix never appears in stative verbs

and in the aorist -or in the future- if the verb intends to get terminated.

After this classification, Nash suggests that the Thematic Suffix is the marker of

imperfective aspect as it is incompatible with non-imperfective tenses.

2.6 Nash (2018)

In this work, Nash investigates the unergative verbs in Georgian by dividing them into

groups based on their Thematic Suffixes. As a general feature, Georgian eventive verbs
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take Thematic Suffixes in morphologically imperfective tenses. TS denote imperfective

aspect and give information about Aktionsart of the related predicate (Nash, 2018).

Before dealing with the unergative class, Nash underlines three basics of
Georgian Thematic Suffixes in general. First, the Thematic Suffixes occur in masdars.
Second, the Thematic Suffixes never occur in screeves which display ergative-absolutive
case alignment. Third, the Thematic Suffixes never occur in stative verbs. Although
there are other realisations of the Thematic Suffix, the most frequently used ones are -eb,

-av, -ob and @ respectively.

Nash clarifies the verbal categories in which different realisations of the
Thematic Suffixes occur as follows: All unaccusative verbs take the Thematic Suffix -eb
while transitive eventive verbs mostly take -eb, -av and @. The suffix -eb marks
causative and inchoative change of state verbs while -av and zero realisation are
observed in verbs which denote creation or which express manner of manufacturing and

transformation.

To continue with the main focus of the paper, Nash claims that unergative verbs
can be examined in four main groups as -ob unergatives, -eb unergatives, -av

unergatives and irregular unergatives.

-ob unergatives consist of verbs which are formed from nominal or adjectival

roots. Thus, they denote denominal and deadjectival behaviors as in (34):

(34) a musa b. musa-ob-s

worker S/he acts as a worker.
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c. katsi d. kats-ob-s

man S/he acts/behaves as a man.
e. nazi f. naz-ob-s
gentle S/he behaves as a graceful person.

(Nash, 2018, p. 6)

The second subgroup of unergatives, -eb unergatives, is formed from process-
denoting stems and they mostly denote light emission, sound imitation or manner of
motion. As Nash states, these verbs can be perceived to consist of mini-events which

involve a repetitive flow of energy.

Morphologically, this class can be divided into two subcategories: Verbs which
have onomatopoeic reduplicated roots as in (35) and verbs which have nominalized

onomatopoeic roots as in (36):

(35) Roots with reduplicated onomatopoeia
a. Xit-xit-eb-s
root-root-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is chuckling/giggling.
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b. giz-giz-eb-s
root-root-TS-Present.3sg

It is blazing.

c. pam-pal-eb-s
root-root-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is wobbling.

(36) Roots with nominalized onomatopoeia
a. br-ial-eb-s
root-NL-TS-Present.3sg

It is sparkling.

b. xram-un-eb-s

root-NL-TS-Present.3sg

It is crunching.
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c. buzgh-un-eb-s
root-Nom-TS-Present.3sg
S/he is moaning.
(Nash, 2018, p. 7)

Nash emphasizes that -eb unergatives do not have corresponding masdar forms

as their roots are already nominalisation of onomatopoeia.

The third category, -av unergatives express manner of motion as in (37):

(37) a. popx-av-s
crawl-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is crawling.

b. tsur-av-s
swim-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is swimming.

C. gor-av-s
roll-TS-Present.3sg
Itis rolling.

(Nash, 2018, p. 8)
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Nash’s last category is irregular unergatives. These unergatives do not appear
with any realisation of the Thematic Suffixes and they denote manner of non-verbal

expression or movement as shown in (38):

(38) a.tir-i-s
cry-?-Present.3sg

S/he is swimming.

b. bghav-i-s
roar-?-Present.3sg

It is roaring.

c. mgher(i)-s
sing-?-Present.3sg

S/he is singing.

d. da-rb-i-s

PV-run-?-Present.3sg

S/he is running.
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e. tov-s
snow-Present.3sg

It is snowing.

f. tsvim-s
rain-Present.3sg

Itis raining.

g. kux-s
thunder-Present.3sg

It is thundering.

(Nash, 2018, p. 9)

It is noteworthy that a subclass of these roots is followed by -i-morpheme which
cannot be a realisation of a Thematic Suffix according to Nash. She supports this claim
suggesting that this morpheme shifts to -o- in past perfective conjugation which is not

the case for any other Thematic Suffix as shown in (39):
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(39) Present Past Imperfective

a. tir-i-s b. tir-o-d-a
cry-?-Present.3sg cry-?-INCH-3sg
S/he is crying. She was crying.

c. mgher-i-s d. mgher-o-d-a
sing-?-Present.3sg sing-?-INCH-3sg
S/he is singing. She was singing.

e. kana-ob-s f. kana-ob-d-a
swing-TS-Present.3sg swing-TS-INCH-3sg
S/he is swinging. She was swinging.

g. gizgiz-eb-s h. gizgiz-eb-d-a
blaze-TS-Present.3sg blaze-TS-INCH-3sg
It is blazing. It was blazing.
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I. gor-av-s J. gor-av-d-a
roll-TS-Present.3sg roll-TS-INCH-3sg
Itis rolling. It was rolling.

(Nash, 2018, p. 9)

Nash also suggests that -i- morpheme does not occur in nominalisation although
other alternations of the Thematic Suffixes do. Actually, these verbs do not have regular
masdar forms because they lack the Thematic Suffixes. Instead, related lexical nouns are

used to denote process in nominal contexts as shown in (40):

(40) a.tir-i-s b. tir-il-i C. *tir-i-a
cry-?-Present.3sg cry-NL-? cry-?-?
S/he is crying. crying
d. mgher-i-a e. mgher-a f. *mgher-i-a
sing-?-Present.3sg sing-? sing-?-?
S/he is singing. singing

Nash emphasizes that body substance and sound emission verbs are not classified

as unergatives in Georgian although they are intransitive and agentive. The reason why
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Nash does not classify these verbs as unergative is that they do not take the Version
VVowel -i- in perfective tenses. She indicates that these verbs can be interpreted as

transitive accomplishment verbs with the silent theme argument.

As the last remark, Nash draws the attention to the instability of the Thematic
Suffix occurrence in stative verbs. As she demonstrates, Georgian statives do not take
the Thematic Suffixes in the present tense while they appear with the Thematic Suffix

-eb in future forms as shown in (41):

(41) Present Future
a. mas u-qvar-s b. mas e-qvar-eb-a
She loves him. She will love him.

Nash suggests that stative verbs behave as unaccusatives in future conjugation.
The presence of Version Vowel -e- proves this claims as Version VVowel -e- can only

occur in unaccusatives.

A similar case can be observed in -ob unergatives. The Thematic Suffix -ob
shifts to the Thematic Suffix -eb in perfective future forms. The difference in this shift is
that -ob unergatives do not get unaccusative feature since the verbs take transitive

agreement marker -s instead of non-active subject agreement marker -a.
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(42) Stative to unaccusative
a. xalx-i sxed-s b. xalx-i I-sxd-eb-a

People are sitting. People will sit.

(43) Unergative to transitive
a. gigo xulign-ob-s b. gigo i-xulign-eb-s

Gigo is acting as a hooligan. Gigo will act as hooligan.

For the syntactic reflection of the Thematic Suffixes, we need to call Nash’s
principal claim: Georgian unergatives are underlyingly states. These verbs display
different syntactic structures in perfective and imperfective tenses since they get

agentive semantics via different mechanisms which vary based on grammatical aspect.

In imperfective tenses, the language employs a hybrid Aspect/Voice category to
enable the external argument to get the Agent role. The Aspect category enables the

Thematic Suffix to get realised in the structure as shown in (44):

(44)

ASp|MpERF/VOiCEP

TN

DPacent Asp/Voice’
ASp|MpER|: +Voice vP
TS |
v+Root (Nash, 2018, p. 24)
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In perfective tenses, agentivity of unergative verbs is construed within the verbal
domain via causativisation of stative VVoiceP. The Thematic Suffix does not emerge in
this structure as the language does not initiate Aspect category in perfective tenses which

manifest ergative case alignment as shown in (45):

(45)

VoiceP
/\

DPaGeNT Voice’

TN

Voice VoiceP
DPxoLper
Voice vP

|
v+Root
(Nash, 2018, p. 24)

2.7 Lomashvili (2010)
In her dissertation, Lomashvili touches upon the issue of the Thematic Suffixes to

investigate their possible relation with causativity.

Lomashvili claims that thematic markers, namely the Thematic Suffixes in
Georgian case- are morphological well-formedness affixes which are not associated with
any specific terminal node in the syntax. She refers to Halle & Embick (2003) to support
the idea that thematic markers are dummy elements and they do not realize any
particular functional head.
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Lomashvili also asserts that the verbs class determines which Thematic Suffix
will attach to a certain verb. “There is no principled reason why certain verbs show up
with either of these markers, since Thematic Suffixes are the formants inserted for

morphological well-formedness.” (Lomashvili, 2010, p. 75)

Although it is argued that the Thematic Suffix -eb indicates the presence of the
causative morpheme in Aronson (1990), Lomashvili puts forward there is no consistent

relation between the occurrence of causative marker -in- and the Thematic Suffix -eb.

2.8 Oztirk & Taylan (2017)

Oztirk and Taylan argues that in Pazar Laz — a closely related language to Georgian —
both unergative and unaccusative verbs have the same syntactic structure with transitives
which involve both a subject and an object position. They relate this pattern to the voice

system of the language.

In their study, they touch upon the verbal classification of Pazar Laz and the role
of the Thematic Suffixes on this classification. As Laz is a close relative to Georgian and
Pazar Laz is spoken in close neighborhood of Savsat Georgian, this study can provide

insight on the characteristics of the Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian.

Pazar Laz has four different Thematic Suffixes which are -am, -um, -e(r) and

-u(r) and each of these suffixes denote a different aspect of the event structure.

The Thematic Suffix -am occurs in unergatives which involve unbounded atelic

activities shown in (46a) and verbs of emission shown in (46b). It also surfaces in
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transitive verbs with unaffected objects denoting activity as in (46c¢) or accomplishment

as in (46d):
(46) a. Bere-k i-bgar-am-s.
child-Erg  val-cry-TS-Present.3sg

The child is crying/cries.

b. Ntsa-k gurgul-am-s.
sky-Erg clap-TS-Present.3sg

Thunder claps/is clapping.

c. Amedi-k  t’abaxi ¢cX-am-s.

Ahmet-Erg plate.Nom  wash-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet is washing/washes the plate.

d. Amedi-k  diska mo-g-am-S.

Ahmet-Erg wood.Nom  PV-bring-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet is bringing/brings wood.

(Ozturk & Taylan 2017, p. 7)
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The second Thematic Suffix -um occurs with transitive verbs with affected
objects as exemplified in (47). The verbs in this group also indicate activity or

accomplishment.

(47) a. Ahmedi-k see-pe nax-um-s.

Ahmet-Erg laundry-Pl.Nom wash-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet is washing laundry.

b. Bere-k ham tzari $-um-s.

child-Erg this  water.Nom  drink-TS-Present.3sg

The child is drinking this water.

(Oztiirk & Taylan 2017, p. 8)

The Thematic Suffix -u(r) is used with unaccusative verbs which can

denote achievement, degree achievement or directed motion as shown in (48):

(48) a. Balon-epe t’vats-u-n.
balloon-PI.Nom  pop-TS-Present.3sg

The balloons are popping.
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b. Xava mts’up-u-n.

weather.Nom get.dark-TS-Present.3sg

It is getting dark.

c. Bere ey-ul-u-n.

child.Nom PV-climb-TS-Present.3sg

The child is climbing up.

(Oztiirk & Taylan 2017, pp. 8-9)

The last Thematic Suffix -e(r) can occur with any verb which takes other

Thematic Suffixes if the verbs have a conceptual agent.

Demonstrated throughout the examples above, Oztiirk and Taylan states that the
Thematic Suffixes reflect information on the lexical aspect and argument structure
simultaneously beside it denotes imperfective aspect in Pazar Laz. To account for its
status in syntax, they argue that the Thematic Suffixes head a projection on top of the vP
layer introducing the initiator which they label as EventP. In this position, the Thematic
Suffixes dominate the lexical predicate and all the arguments which enables them to
represent different eventualities and reflect information regarding the argument structure

and the lexical aspect of the verb as shown in (49):
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(49)

EventP
—
vP Event
—
Initiator \Y
—
VP v [voice]
—
Undergoer V

2.9 Summary

In this chapter, we have presented a survey of the literature on the Thematic Suffixes
including earlier and recent studies based on mostly Standard Georgian. We can safely
claim that the literature seems to agree on the relationship between the Thematic
Suffixes and imperfective aspect. Furthermore, some studies also argue that Thematic
Suffixes also denote information regarding lexical aspect and argument structure. In the
light of these discussions, we will examine Savsat Georgian in the following chapter to
find out the dynamics between the Thematic Suffixes, aspect and argument structure in

this understudied dialect.
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CHAPTER 3

THEMATIC SUFFIXES IN SAVSAT GEORGIAN

3.1 Introduction

As in Standard Georgian, the Thematic Suffixes have several realisations in Savsat
Georgian too, though, the most commonly observed ones are -eb, -ob, -av and -ev.
Besides, there are a number of verbs which do not take any Thematic Suffix in any

expected environment as summarized in Table 8:

Table 8. Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian

TS Verbs Masdar Present Imperf. | Past Imperf.
eb build aseneba asenebs asenebda
ob think dapikra pikrobs pikrobda
av crawl bogva bocavs bocavda
ev throw gaknevna iknevs iknevda

cry tirili tiris tiroda
%)

rain dats’vimeba | ts’vims ts’vimda

Let us see different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian
throughout the examples in (50)-(55):
(50) K’ats-i sax| a-shen-eb-s.
man-Nom house-Dat PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

The man is building the house.
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(51) Kal-i pikr-ob-s.
woman-Nom think-TS-Present.3sg

The woman is thinking.

(52) Gharg-i boch-av-s.
child-Nom  crawl-TS-Present.3sg

The child is crawling.

(53) Gharg-i top I-kn-ev-s.
child-Nom  ball.Dat PV-crawl-TS-Present.3sg

The child is throwing the ball.

(54) Gharg-i tir-i-s.
child-Nom  cry-?-Present.3sg

The child is crying.

(55) Ts’vim-a ts’vim-s.
rain-Nom rain-Present.3sg

Itis raining.

In this chapter, we will provide a descriptive analysis of the Thematic Suffixes in
Savsat dialect. Throughout the sections, the function of the different realisations of the
Thematic Suffixes is discussed in relation to grammatical aspect, lexical aspect and
argument structure in the light of evidences from the literature.
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3.2 Thematic Suffixes and grammatical aspect

As a brief reminder, Thematic Suffixes occur in imperfective tenses such as present, past
imperfective and future in Standard Georgian (Nash, 2018, p. 5) as exemplified in (56).
Thus, they are referred to as markers of imperfective aspect of eventuality (Nash, 2017,
p. 18). It is important to emphasize that imperfectivity is defined in terms of
morphological structure in Standard Georgian. Although future tense has a perfective
semantic, it is classified as imperfective since its morphological structure has an
imperfective characteristic. Thus, in line with imperfective case and agreement
morphology, Standard Georgian displays the Thematic Suffixes in future tense as shown
in (56b) similar to other imperfective conjugations like present as in (56a) and past

imperfective as in (56c):

(56) a. Nino saxl-s Xat-av-s. SG*
Nino.Nom house-Dat draw-TS-3sg

Nino is drawing a car.

b. Nino saxl-s da-xat-av-s.
Nino.Nom house-Dat PV-draw-TS-3sg

Nino will draw a car.

® In order to avoid confusion, we will mark examples as either SG (Standard Georgian) or SAVSAT
(Savsat Georgian).
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c. Nino saxl-s xat-av-d-a.
Nino.nom house-Dat draw-TS-Past-3sg

Nino was drawing a car.

Although the verbal environments where Thematic Suffixes occur are slightly
different in Savsat Georgian, it is safe to claim that Thematic Suffixes mark imperfective
aspect since they only occur in imperfective tenses such as present and past imperfective
as shown in (57a), (57b) and (57c).

Unlike Standard Georgian, morphological structure and semantic feature go hand
in hand in Savsat Georgian regarding imperfectivity. If a certain conjugation displays
imperfective morphological structure such as nominative-dative case alignment and the
existence of the Thematic Suffixes, it also depicts imperfective semantic. Thus, we can
put forward that the Thematic Suffixes are true markers of imperfectivity in Savsat

dialect.

(57) a. Ahmet-ay sax| a-sen-eb-s. SAVSAT
Ahmet-Nom house.Dat PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet is building a house.

b. Ahmet-ay sax| a-a-sen-eb-s.

Ahmet-Nom house.Dat PV-VV-build-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet builds a house.

55



c. Ahmet-ay sax| a-sen-eb-d-a.
Ahmet-Nom house.Dat PV-build-TS-Past-3sg

Ahmet was building a house.

d. Ahmet-ama saxl-i a-a-sen-a.
Ahmet-Erg house-Nom  PV-VV-build-Past.3sg

Ahmet built a house.

e. Ahmet-ama saxl-i a-a-sen-o-na-s. / a-a-sen-0-s-na.
Ahmet-Erg house-Nom  PV-VV-build-?-Future-3sg

Ahmet will build a house.

As shown in (57e) the Thematic Suffixes do not occur in future tense in Savsat
Georgian unlike what is observed in Standard Georgian. Such a structure, that is the use
of the Thematic Suffixes in future tense, yields causative meaning in Savsat dialect as

shown in (58):

(58) a-sen-eb-i-o-na-s. SAVSAT

PV-build-TS-CS-?-Future-3sg

S/he will make him/her build a house.

We can thus recap that future conjugation is truly perfective in Savsat Georgian

as it displays ergative-absolutive case alignment and lacks the Thematic Suffixes.
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3.3 Thematic Suffixes and lexical aspect
In this section, we will look at the relation between Thematic Suffixes and lexical aspect
in Savsat Georgian.

Lexical aspect is a semantic category that concerns properties of eventualities
expressed by the verb. In the most general terms, the properties in question have to do
with the presence of some end, limit or boundary in the lexical structure of certain
classes of verbs and its lack in others (Filip, 2012, p. 721). The most well-known lexical
aspect classes are Vendler’s (1967) Accomplishment, Achievement, Activity and State.
Nash (2017) claims that beside grammatical imperfective aspect, the Thematic Suffixes
interact with lexical aspect and each Thematic Suffix can roughly be tied to a semantic
class. In the following lines, we will discuss different realizations of the Thematic

Suffixes in Savsat dialect setting Nash’s rough classification as a benchmark.

3.3.1 Unergatives
In traditional Georgian grammar, unergatives are called as medial verbs. Hewitt (1996)
describes medial class as “... a class of verbs which may take a variety of forms in the
present sub-series but which in almost all cases take a single formation in the future sub-
series and Series I1.” In other words, medial verbs may either appear as root verb or
appear with different realisations of the Thematic Suffixes in the present subseries while
they only occur with prefix i- and the Thematic Suffix -eb in the future subseries.

Hewitt states that medial verbs express movement and sound beside weather

conditions. Behavior related denominals which convey work as, behave as meanings
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also belong to medial class. In addition to these categories, Hewitt offers some other
verbs to exemplify medial class such as live, think, answer, talk, play, study and work.

In her comprehensive study on Georgian unergatives, Nash (2018) follows
Hewitt’s footsteps and states that Georgian unergatives form a natural class as they all
carry Reflexive-Medio-Passive morpheme i- beside they are marked with ergative case
in perfective tenses.

As mentioned in the Chapter 2, Nash divides unergatives into four subclasses
which are -ob unergatives, -eb unergatives, -av unergatives and irregular unergatives.
These classes roughly coincide with Hewitt’s semantic categories. In the following lines,
we will discover these unergative classes in Savsat Georgian.

Nash’s first category is -ob unergatives and it includes behavior-related
denominal and deadjectival verbs. Savsat dialect is in line with this classification as

denominal/deadjectival behaviour verbs appear with the Thematic Suffix -ob as shown

in (59)-(61):
(59) a. nazli b. nazl-ob-s SAVSAT
delicate-TS-Present.3sg
delicate S/he is behaving as a delicate person.
(60) a. kali b. kal-ob-s

woman-TS-Present.3sg

woman S/he is behaving as a woman.
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(61) a katsi b. k’ats-ob-s
man-TS-Present.3sg

man S/he is behaving as a man.

Nash’s -eb unergatives include light emission verbs such as sparkle, sound
imitation or non-verbal expression® verbs such as crunch and manner of motion verbs
such as crawl.

Let us look at these subclasses in Savsat dialect in examples (62)-(67):

Light emission verbs:
(62) pkriyal-ob-s SAVSAT
shine-TS-Present.3sg

It is shining.

(63) natel-ob-s
light-TS-Present.3sg

Itis lighting.

Sound imitation/Non-verbal expression verbs:
(64)  shxriyal-ob-s SAVSAT
purl-TS-Present.3sg

Itis purling.

* Nash defines onomatopoeic roots which do not have any lexical meaning as non-verbal expressions. She
uses this phrase also for sound emission verbs like cry, roar and scream. We will keep her labelling in the
current study to maintain the coherence.
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(65) chikchik-ob-s
warble-TS-Present.3sg

It is warbling.

(66) tirtil-ob-s
grumble-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is grumbling.

Manner of motion verbs:
(67) gangal-ob-s SAVSAT
shiver-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is shivering.®

Examples in (62)-(67) show that Savsat Georgian does not follow the -eb pattern
in light emission verbs, sound imitation verbs and manner of motion verbs. Instead, most
of the verbs belong to these categories take the -ob suffix like denominal unergatives.

In this point, | want to look at some unergative verbs from Hewitt’s examples
which include both agentive and stative verbs to see how they behave in Savsat

Georgian throughout the examples in (68)-(73):

®It is worth noting that such verbs have true masdar forms which occur with the Thematic Suffix -eb as in
gapkriyaleba (shining), ganatleba (lighting), dashxriyaleba (purling) and gangaleb (shivering) contrary to
Standard Georgian. Savsat dialect does not categorize these verb forms as nominalisations of eventive
verbs contrary to Nash’s categorization.
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(68)

(69)

(70)

(71)

(72)

(73)

tsotsxl-ob-s
live-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is living.

pikr-ob-s
think-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is thinking.

sam-ob-s
dance-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is dancing/playing.

kitxvl-ob-s
study-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is studying/reading.

sakm-ob-s
work-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is working.

laparak-ob-s

talk-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is talking.
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Examples in (68)-(73) are in line with previously mentioned unergatives in terms
of occurring with the Thematic Suffix -ob.

Let us look at stative and psych verbs in Savsat dialect in (74):

(74)  a. xdomil-ob-s SAVSAT
feel-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is feeling/feels.

b. pismn-ob-s
regret-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is feeling/feels regret.

c. sahab-ob-s
have-TS-Present.3sg

S/he has.

Statives in (74) also follow the -ob pattern that we have encountered in all
subtypes of unergatives until this point. This regularity on the Thematic Suffix -ob
among different subtypes of unergative can be linked to a certain aspectual class namely
the statives.

In her study, to account for their structural inconsistency across different aspects,
Nash (2018) claims that Georgian unergatives are headed by an underlyingly

monovalent stative verb, with an external Holder argument. Although these verbs are
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agentivised in imperfective tenses since inherently dynamic progressive Aspect category
fuses with the unergative predicate, they are stative in core.

This is in line with Hale and Keyser (2002), who argue that a large number of
unergative verbs in English are actually denominal. For example, dance is both a noun
and a verb. To account for their syntactic structure, Hale and Keyser propose the
monadic structure in (75), where dance starts as a noun and then conflates into the light
verbal head to form the unergative verb dance. They argue that this structure applies to

the whole unergative class.

(75) N\

We can thus claim that Savsat Georgian marks stative aspect with the Thematic
Suffix -ob as all subtypes of the unergative class, namely, denominal behavior verbs,
light, sound and motion emission verbs, occur with the -ob suffix in accordance with
stative verbs.

However, we still need to account for Nash’s third unergative class which
diverges from the -ob pattern in Savsat dialect. These unergatives denote movement and
they take the Thematic Suffix -av in the standard dialect. It looks like that Savsat

Georgian follows this pattern, as well, as shown in (76):

63



Manner of movement verbs:
(76) a. bog-av-s SAVSAT
crawl-TS-Present.3sg

S/helit is crawling.

b. tsur-av-s
swim-TS-Present.3sg

S/he/it is swimming.

C. gor-av-s
roll-TS-Present.3sg

S/helit is rolling.

Although -av unergatives denote undirected motion, Nash emphasizes that they
can imply cumulativity as they can occur with directional perfectivising preverbs in
perfective tenses. When directional information is added, the verb loses its atelic activity

interpretation and gets a meaning closer to transitive accomplishment as shown in (77):

(77)  Activity
a.tagv-ma  ori saati i-tsur-a. SG
mouse-Erg two hour RMP-swim-Past.3sg

The mouse swam for two hours.
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Accomplishment

b. nav-ma ga-tsur-a SG
ship-Erg  PV-swim-Past.3sg
The ship swam off.

(Nash, 2018, p. 9)

The verb loses RMP i- when it takes a directional preverb. Nash asserts that this
structural change excludes -av verbs from true unergative class which is underlyingly
headed by monovalent stative verbs.

Nash supports this idea saying that -av verbs license addressee datives which
function as locative arguments selected by v. Nash entitles these verbs as fake
unergatives as they display rather a transitive syntax compared to other monovalent
unergative verbs.

We can maintain this claim for Savsat dialect as well since -av verbs show a
similar structural variety as shown in (78)-(81). It is important to emphasize if we add an
addressee dative to -av verbs, this locative argument appears with the null realisation of
dative case which Savsat Georgian employs only for the direct object as discussed in
Chapter 1. This supports Nash by showing that -av unergatives display a more transitive-

like syntax in Savsat Georgian similar to the standard dialect.

(78) a. k’ar amdi bog-av-s SAVSAT

door.Dat  to/until crawl-TS-Present.3sg

S/helit is crawling to the door.
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(79)

(80)

(81)

. kar amdi i-bog-a

door.Dat  to/until RMP-crawl-Past.3sg

S/he/it crawled to the door.

. saxl| amdi gor-av-s

house.Dat  to/until roll-TS-Present.3sg

S/helit is rolling to the house.

. sax| amdi i-gor-a

house.Dat  to/until RMP-crawl-Past.3sg

S/helit rolled to the house.

. ga-boc¢-d-eb-a

PV-crawl-INCH-TS-3sg

S/he/it crawls.

. ga-bocg-d-a

PV-crawl-INCH-3sg

S/he/it crawled.

. ga-gor-d-eb-a

PV-roll-INCH-TS-3sg

S/helit rolls.
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b. ga-gor-d-a
PV-crawl-INCH-3sg

S/helit rolled.

In (78) and (79), verbs denote atelic activities when there is no locative argument

in the sentence while verbs in (80) and (81) imply a natural end-point for the verbs

thanks to the directional preverb even without an overt locative argument. For example,

(80a) is interpreted as “The baby crawls till a certain point.” although the end point is

not stated overtly.

In this point, I want to suggest that these verbs denote activity unlike other

unergatives when they occur with the Thematic Suffix -av while they imply

accomplishment if they shift to the suffix -eb.

As the last remark on unergatives, let us look at Nash’s irregular class. Nash

indicates that these verbs express manner of non-verbal expression or manner of

movement beside meteorological activities. In (82) and (83), we will see these verbs in

both standard and Savsat dialect.

(82) Nash’s example English

a. tir-i-s cry
b. bghav-i-s roar, scream
c. mghre(-i)-s sing
d. da-rb-i-s run
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(83) Nash’s example
a. tov-s
b. tsvim-s
c. kux-s

d. dugh-s

English
snow
rain
thunder

boil

Savsat Georgian
tovs

tsvims

quxs

dughs

At first glance, we can say that sing and run differ from Standard Georgian in

Savsat dialect. The verb sing aligns with talk in (73) and occur with the Thematic Suffix

-ob while the verb run follows the pattern exemplified in (78)-(81) via taking the

Thematic Suffixes -av and -eb in different semantic interpretations accordingly.

Weather verbs exemplified in (83) do not take the Thematic Suffixes both in

Standard Georgian and Savsat Georgian. Similarly, some sound expression verbs do not

appear with any suffix in both dialects.

Nash claims that verbs like cry and roar are not unergative verbs as they occur

with auxiliary support constructions as in (84) which is never observed in unergatives:

(84) a. v-tir-i-var

1sg-cry-?-AUX

I am crying.

(Nash, 2018, p. 10)

However, we do not observe such auxiliary support constructions in Savsat

Georgian. The example in (84) is judged as ungrammatical in this dialect. Furthermore,

such irregular verbs appear with both RMP i- and a perfectivising preverb in perfective

68



environment contrary to Nash’s claim exemplified in (77). As the existence of ergative
case marking and RMP i- in perfective tenses is the characteristic of unergative verbs,

we do not exclude these root verbs such as tiris (cry), bghavis (roar), kviris (shout) and
itsinis (laugh) from unergative class since they display both ergative marking and RMP

I- in past tense as shown in (85):

(85) a.iman de-y-bgav-I-a.
3sg.Erg PV-RMP-roar-?-Past.3sg

S/he/it roared.

b. iman de-y-kvir-a.
3sg.Erg PV-RMP-shout-Past.3sg

S/he shouted.

c. iman ga-y-itsin-a.
3sg.Erg PV-RMP-laugh-Past.3sg

S/he laughed.

However, it is obvious that these verbs are divergent since they do not appear
with any of the Thematic Suffixes in imperfective tenses.

Nash also does not classify weather verbs as unergative since they behave as -av
verbs in (78)-(81) and can occur with either RMP -i or a perfectivising preverb as in

(85):
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(85) a. orisaati i-tov-a tbilis-shi.
two hour  RMP-snow-Past.3sg Thilisi-in

It snowed for two hours in Thilisi.

b. tovl-ma da/mo-tov-a.
snow-Erg PV-snow-Past.3sg

The snow snowed down.

(Nash, 2018, p. 10)

We can adopt Nash’s claim on weather verbs as Savsat Georgian allows these
verbs to occur either with RMP i- or a perfectivising preverb. Moreover, these verbs
mark their locative argument with the null realisaiton of dative case which is allocated
for the direct object in Savsat dialect as shown in (86). In this sense, weather verbs are in

line with -av unergatives exemplified in (78)-(81) regarding to have a more transitive-

like syntax.

(86) a. Tovl-ma i-tovl-a.
snow-Erg  RMP-snow-3sg.Past

The snow snowed.
b. Bozuyik ga-tovl-d-a.
Bozuyuk.Dat PV-snow-INCH-3sg.Past

It snowed to Bozliyuk.
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Taking examples in (84) and (86) into consideration, we can state that root verbs

which do not appear with any of the Thematic Suffixes vary in argument structure.

3.3.2 Unaccusatives

For Standard Georgian, Nash (2018) indicates that all unaccusative verbs take the
Thematic Suffix -eb. In this section, we will discover the picture in Savsat dialect.
Following Oztiirk and Taylan’s (2017) classification of Thematic Suffixes in Pazar Laz,
the unaccusative verbs will be discussed under three semantic classes: achievements,

degree achievements and verbs of directed motion.

(87) a.sg-d-eb-a
pop-TS-Present.3sg

It is popping.

b. g-d-eb-s
die-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is dying.

C. Xu-d-eb-a

crash-TS-Present.3sg

It is crushing.
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d. dstg-d-eb-a
crack-TS-Present.3sg

It is cracking.

Examples in (87) are achievement verbs. These examples demonstrate that
Savsat Georgian follows the pattern of the standard dialect and achievement
unaccusatives take the Thematic Suffix -eb.

Let us look at degree achievement verbs in (88):

(88) a.sav-d-eb-a
black-TS-Present.3sg

It is getting dark.

b. lamaz-d-eb-a
beautiful-TS-Present.3sg

It is getting beautiful.

c. zvel-d-eb-a
old-TS-Present.3sg

It is getting old.

d. chrugh-d-eb-a
decay-TS-Present.3sg
It is decaying.
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e. tsiv-d-eb-a
cold-TS-Present.3sg

It is cooling.

We can observe that degree achievement verbs also take the Thematic Suffix -eb
following the same pattern with achievement verbs.
Our last subclass of unaccusatives is verbs of directed motion. Examples in (89)

show that also these verbs appear with the Thematic Suffix -eb:

(89) a.eqvangx-eb-a
climb-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is climbing.

b. axlov-d-eb-a
here-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is approaching.

c. shor-d-eb-a
far-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is moving away.

d. maghl-d-eb-a
high-TS-Present.3sg
S/he is rising.
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e. dabld-eb-a
low-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is descending.

Examples in (87), (88) and (89) demonstrate that all unaccusatives -achievement
unaccusatives, degree achievement unaccusatives and directed motion unaccusatives-
take the Thematic Suffix -eb in Savsat Georgian likewise they do in the standard dialect.
As most of these verbs denote change of state verbs, we can claim that Savsat Georgian

marks the change with the Thematic Suffix -eb while it marks states with -ob.

3.3.3 Transitives

We can study transitive verbs under three semantic subclasses: transitive
accomplishments, transitive achievements and transitive activities. Nash (2018)
indicates that transitive eventive verbs mostly take -eb, -av and g in Standard Georgian.

Let us first look at transitive accomplishment verbs in Savsat dialect:

(90) a. a-kapan-eb-s
PV-close-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is closing it.

b. a-gh-eb-s
PV-open-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is opening it.
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c. a-shen-eb-s
PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is building it.

d. a-genish-eb-s
PV-large-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is enlarging it.

e. a-qvitl-eb-s
PV-yellow-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is yellowing it.

Examples in (90) show that transitive accomplishment verbs take the Thematic
Suffix -eb. With these cases, we can maintain the claim that the language spells the
concept of change via -eb suffix since given transitive accomplishment verbs also denote
a change of state in parallel to the case of unaccusatives denoting a change of state.

Our second subclass of transitives is activity verbs. Let us look at which

Thematic Suffix is used with transitive activities:

(91) a. tsg-av-s

carry-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is carrying it.
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b. sv-av-s
drink-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is drinking it.

c. silg-av-s
wipe-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is wiping it.

d. tser-av-s
write-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is writing it.

e. u-dingl-av-s
PV-listen-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is listening to it.

In transitive activity verbs, we observe the -av suffix. We can claim that the
Thematic Suffix -av may signify succession without implying any change or a terminus
as we have also observed this suffix in undirected motion verbs which are fake
unergatives exemplified in (77) and (78). It is worth remembering that these verbs
undergo semantic shift when they occur with the Thematic Suffix -eb and imply
accomplishment. We observe the same pattern in transitive activity verbs only if the

verb is compatible with location change meaning as in (92):
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(92) Ahmet-ay saxl-amdi shesha da-tsg-eb-s.
Ahmet-Nom  house-till wood.Dat PV-carry-TS-Present.3sg

Ahmet carries the wood to house.

As the last remark of this section, | want to mention the third subclass of
transitive verbs which consists of limited number of verbs compared with other groups.

Before discussing their lexical semantics, let us look at the examples:

(93) a. a-kts-ev-s
VV-topple-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is toppling it.

b. a-ngr-ev-s
VV-demolish-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is demolishing it.

c. i-kn-ev-s
VV-throw-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is throwing it.

d. a-tsetsxl-ev-s

VV-fire-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is igniting it.
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e. a-kts-ev-s
VV-escape-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is causing him/her escape.

These verbs appear with -ev which is a rarely used Thematic Suffix in this
dialect. We can classify these verbs as transitive achievement verbs that involve two
phases. In the first phase, the agent initiates the event having a direct impact on the
theme argument and in the second phase of the event the theme continues to undergo the
change by itself without the involvement of the agent.’

Let us summarize what we have covered throughout the Section 3.3 in Table 9:

® Oztiirk and Taylan (2014) argue that Pazar Laz employs a specific marker set for transitive achievement
verbs that comprise two phases. These verbs appear with the Thematic Suffix -am and the valency marker
-0 as shown in (1):

(1) Ahmedi-k kva o-t’och-am-s.
Ahmedi-Erg stone.Dat Val-throw-TS-Present.3sg
Ahmet throws/is throwing the stone.

They claim that the presence of valency marker -0 in such constructions signals that the event
involves two separate phases. The subject is only involved in the initiation phase which leads a change in
the theme. Then, the initiator effect is dissociated in the second phase and the theme continues to undergo
the change all by itself. Pazar Laz displays the same valency marker in causative constructions in which
the causer adds a new phase to the structure.

In Savsat Georgian, a small group of transitive verbs display the same pattern. These verbs
appear with the Thematic Suffix -ev and the valency marker a- which can also mark causativity. These
verbs involve two phases such as in (2): Ahmet has started to demolish the house (initial phase) and the
house undergoes an independent demolishing (second phase).

(2) Ahmet-ay saxl a-ngr-ev-s.
Ahmet.nom house.Dat VV-demolish-TS-present.3sg
Ahmet is demolishing the house.
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Table 9. Syntactic and Semantic Correlates of the Thematic Suffixes

TS Lexical Aspect Argument Structure

-ob States Unergative

-eb Achievements, Accomplishments  Unaccusative, Transitive
-av Activities Transitive, Fake Unergative
-ev Two-Phase Achievements Transitive

3.4 Thematic Suffixes and argument structure

In the previous sections, we have discussed the dynamics between the Thematic Suffixes
and Aspect. We have observed that the Thematic Suffixes only occur in imperfective
aspect and different realisations of TS denote different semantic classes based on lexical
aspect. In the current section, we will discover whether there is any correlation between
the Thematic Suffixes and argument structure, that is whether the choice of Thematic
Suffixes correlate with (in)transitivity and certain voice patterns.

This discussion finds its basis in Oztiirk and Taylan’s (2017) study. In this study,
Oztiirk and Taylan argue that the Thematic Suffixes express both lexical aspect of the
verbs and their voice feature in Pazar Laz. As they suggest Pazar Laz displays a three-
way voice system, namely initiator voice, undergoer voice and impersonal voice.

In Pazar Laz, transitive and unergative verbs appear with ergative case and they
typically surface in initiator voice while unaccusative verbs may either emerge in
impersonal voice or in undergoer voice (Oztiirk & Taylan, 2017, p. 13). This system

manifests itself in the Thematic Suffix selection. The distribution is as follows: Initiator
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voice appears with the Thematic Suffixes -am /-um while undergoer voice appears with

the Thematic Suffix -u(r) and impersonal voice appears with the Thematic Suffix -e(r).

The Thematic Suffix -am appears in unergatives, namely atelic activity verbs and

verbs of emission as in (94), and in transitives with unaffected objects which typically

denote activities or accomplishments as in (95). The subject of these verbs bears the

macro role Initiator:

(94)

(95)

a. Bere-k i-bgar-am-s.

child-Erg  Val-cry-TS-Present.3ps

The child is crying/cries.

. Ntsa-k gurgul-am-s.

sky-Erg clap-TS-Present.3ps

Thunder claps/is clapping.

a. Amedi-k  t’abaxi ¢cX-am-s.

Ahmet-Erg plate.nom  wash-TS-Pres.3ps

Ahmet is washing/washes the plate.

.Amedi-k  diska mo-g-am-s.

Ahmet-erg wood.nom PV-bring-TS-Pres.3ps
Ahmet is bringing wood.

(Ozturk & Taylan, 2017, p. 7)
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The Thematic Suffix -um occurs in transitive verbs with affected objects whose

subject also bears the Initiator macro role as in (96):

(96) a. Ahmedi-k see-pe nax-um-s.
Ahmet-Erg laundry-Pl.Nom wash-TS-Present.3ps

Ahmet is washing laundry.

b. Bere-k  ham tzari $-um-s.
child-Erg this  water.Nom  drink-TS-Present.3ps
The child is drinking this water.

(Oztirk & Taylan, 2017, p. 8)

The Thematic Suffix -u(r) is used in unaccusatives which include achievements
verbs, degree achievement verbs and verbs of directed motion. The only argument of

these verbs is a nominative Undergoer as in (97):

(97) a. Balon-epe t’vats-u-n.
balloon-PI.Nom  pop-TS-Present.3ps

The balloons are popping.

b. Xava mts’up-u-n.
weather.Nom get.dark-TS-Present.3ps

It is getting dark.
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c. Bere ey-ul-u-n.
child.Nom PV-climb-TS-Present.3ps
The child is climbing up.

(Oztirk & Taylan, 2017, pp. 8-9)

The last Thematic Suffix of Pazar Laz -e(r) occurs with unaccusative verbs
which are intransitive impersonal structures whose sole argument is in Impersonal voice

as in (98). Note that -e(r) always requires the preverbal voice marker i-:

(98) a. T’abaxi I-cX-e-n.
plate.Nom Val-wash-TS-Present.3ps

The plate is being washed.

b. Cami i-tax-e-n.
glass.nom Val-break-TS-Present.3ps

The glass breaks/is being broken.

c. Ora i-chod-e-n.
time Val-end-TS-Present.3ps
Time is running out.

(Oztirk & Taylan, 2017, p. 9)

Above examples show that Pazar Laz displays a consistent system which
correlates the Thematic Suffixes with the argument structure. While -e(r) and -u(r) are
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typically used with intransitives, -u(r) being compatible with unaccusatives, -um
consistently occurs with transitives. The Thematic Suffix -am is compatible with both
transitives and intransitives which are compatible with Initiator voice.

To see the picture in Savsat Georgian, let us first remember the summary Table 9
which shows syntactic and semantic correlates of the Thematic Suffixes in this dialect

repeated here as Table 10:

Table 10. Syntactic and Semantic Correlates of Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian

TS Lexical Aspect Argument Structure

-ob States Unergative

-eb Achievements, Accomplishments  Unaccusative, Transitive
-av Activities Transitive, Fake Unergative
-ev Two-Phase Achievements Transitive

We can say that Savsat Georgian does not seem to display a consistent match
between the Thematic Suffixes and (in)transitivity. Unlike Pazar Laz which allocates the
suffix -um for only transitive verbs, we can observe the suffixes -eb and -av with both
transitives and intransitives in Savsat Georgian.

Monovalent structures look more selective than transitives; they only occur with
a certain realisation of Thematic Suffixes. All unaccusatives appear with the Thematic
Suffix -eb while all unergatives take the suffix -ob if we exclude fake unergatives.

Though, this selectiveness depicts a pseudo-consistency since unaccusative class is not
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the only one which employs the Thematic Suffix -eb. Instead, we observe TS -eb also in
transitive structures.

In this point, | want to touch upon causative constructions which are partially
related to the Thematic Suffixes. Hewitt (1996) describes how causative is constructed
in Standard Georgian as follows:

Almost without exception the universal marker of causation is the suffix -in-,

and, together with its root, it forms a verbal base which belongs to the class

of verbs with the thematic suffix -eb-, thereby giving the suffixal sequence -in-eb

in the present indicative. Some verbs, however, add an extra initial suffix -ev-,

thereby giving the suffixal sequence -ev-in-eb in the present indicative. (Hewitt,

1996, p. 351)

In the following lines, we will discover transitivised/causativised structures in
Savsat Georgian among different verb types.

Examples in (99) show that activity denoting “fake unergative” -av verbs are

transitivised via causativising/transitivising prefix a- and the Thematic Suffix -eb.

(99) a. gor-av-s SAVSAT
roll-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is rolling.
b. a-gor-eb-s

PV-roll-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is rolling it.
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c. chen-av-s
run-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is running

d. a-chen-eb-s
PV-run-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making him/her run.

Stative verbs also follow the same pattern with fake unergative class and they are

causativised via causativising/transitivising prefix a- and -eb as in (100):

(100) a. pismn-ob-s SAVSAT
regret-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is regretting.

b. a-pisman-eb-s
PV-regret-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making her/him regret.

C. pikr-ob-s

think-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is thinking.
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d. a-pikr-eb-s
PV-think-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making her/him think.

In the transitive category, activity denoting -av verbs are causativized via the
causative suffix i-, which is possibly the reduced version of the traditional -in-, and the

Thematic Suffix -eb as shown in (101):

(101) a. tser-av-s SAVSAT
write-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is writing it.

b. a-tser-i-eb-s
PV-write-VV-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making him/her write it.

C. tsg-av-s
carry-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is carrying it.

d. a-tsg-i-eb-s

PV-carry-VV-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making him/her carry it.
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Second transitive category -ev verbs which denote two-phase achievements are
causativized via causativizing/transitivizing prefix a- and the complete causative
template -ev-in-eb as in (102). The status of the -ev component in this complex causative
marker is not clear since it may be either a realisation of the Thematic Suffixes which

belongs to the verb root or a subpart of the causative affix as described in Hewitt (1996).

(102) a. i-kn-ev-s SAVSAT
PV-throw-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is throwing it.

b. a-kn-ev-ni-eb-s
PV-throw-TS-VV-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making her/him throw it.

C. a-ngr-ev-s
PV-demolish-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is demolishing it.

d. a-ngr-ev-ni-eb-s
PV-demolish-TS-VV-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making him/her demolish it.

As the last transitive class, -eb verbs are causativised via causativizing/
transitivizing prefix a-, the reduced causative marker -i and the Thematic Suffix -eb as in
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(103). It is important to note that the verb keeps it original Thematic Suffix -eb. We thus
can claim that -ev suffix observed in causative form of two-phase achievement verbs is
also the original Thematic Suffix instead of being a subpart of Hewitt’s causative

template.

(103) a. a-shen-eb-s SAVSAT

PV-build-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is building it.

b. a-shen-eb-i-eb-s

PV-build-TS-VM-TS-Present.3sg

S/he is making him/her build it.

Let us summarize causative constructions based on different verb types in Table 11:

Table 11. Causative Constructions in Savsat Georgian

Argument Thematic Saving Trans. Causative
Structure Suffix Original TS _Prefix a- Marker
Unergative -ob No Yes -eb

Fake Unergative -av No Yes -eb
Transitive -av No Yes -i...-eb
Transitive -eb Yes Yes -i...-eb
Transitive -ev Yes Yes -ni...-eb
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As we observe in (99)-(103), this dialect employs the Thematic Suffix -eb as the
stable component of causative marker which can appear with optional -i-/-ni-
component. This consistency can bring forward a question whether we can relate the
suffix -eb with transitivity. However, it seems impossible to adopt this idea since all
unaccusative verbs which are monovalent also occur with the suffix -eb.

To remember, we relate the Thematic Suffix -eb with the concept of change in
our analysis. It may be claimed that voice system employs the suffix -eb to denote
change in valency of the verb which maintains the correlation between -eb and change.

To conclude the discussion regarding the relationship between the Thematic
Suffixes and the argument structure, we need to emphasize that the Thematic Suffixes
do not consistently reflect argument structure in Savsat Georgian compared to Pazar Laz
which relates the particular forms of the Thematic Suffix with particular argument
structures. As Table 9 summarizes, a certain form of the Thematic Suffixes can appear
in both transitive and intransitive structures in Savsat dialect. We can thus safely state
that Thematic Suffix is a true aspectual morpheme which gives information on both

grammatical aspect and lexical aspect in Savsat Georgian.

3.5 Summary

In this chapter, our aim was to provide a descriptive analysis of the Thematic Suffixes
regarding their function in Savsat Georgian. In Section 3.2, we discussed the relation
between the Thematic Suffixes and grammatical aspect and we revealed that the
Thematic Suffixes are compatible with environments which are imperfective in terms of
morphological structure and semantics. In Section 3.3, we focused on the dynamics

between the Thematic Suffixes and lexical aspect and we showed that Savsat Georgian
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employs particular realisations of the Thematic Suffix for certain lexical aspect classes.
We can summarize this pattern as follows: The Thematic Suffix -ob appears in state
verbs, the suffix -av occurs in activity verbs, the suffix -ev occurs in two-phase
achievement verbs and the suffix -eb occurs in accomplishment and achievement verbs
which denote a change of state. In Section 3.4, we questioned the possible relation
between the Thematic Suffixes and argument structure and we concluded that the
Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian do not systematically reflect information on
argument structure since a certain form of the Thematic Suffixes can occur both in

transitive and intransitive sentences.
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CHAPTER 4

SYNTAX OF THE THEMATIC SUFFIXES

4.1 Introduction

As demonstrated in Chapter 3, the Thematic Suffixes reflect information on grammatical
and lexical aspect in Savsat Georgian. Although aspect is an area mostly discussed under
the domains of semantics and morphology, its reflection on syntax also strikes
researchers’ attention (Travis, 2010). As the outset, we recall the description of two
categories of aspect, namely grammatical aspect and lexical aspect.

Grammatical aspect is morphological aspect such as perfective/imperfective
which is also called as viewpoint aspect in the literature. Travis (2010) states that
syntacticians deal with grammatical aspect basically creating another head within the
inflectional domain of a clause. Relevant morphological material is hosted by this head
which feeds semantic component.

On the other hand, lexical aspect refers to Aktionsart such as Accomplishment,
Achievement, Activity, and State presented by Vendler (1967) which is also called as
situation aspect. Among the languages, the ones are rare in which lexical aspect is
realised morphologically.

In her comprehensive study on aspect, Travis (2010) puts forward that both
grammatical aspect (outer aspect in Travis) and lexical aspect (inner aspect in Travis)
are encoded in syntax via different means. In Savsat Georgian case, the presence of the

Thematic Suffixes is the sign of imperfectivity. Furthermore, different realisations of the
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Thematic Suffixes denote different lexical aspectual classes. Thus, Savsat Georgian

provides evidence for the claim of Travis regarding aspect-syntax mapping.

Throughout this chapter, we will discover the syntactic representation of the

Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian. Following Travis (2010), we will adopt a

structure which includes two distinct positions for grammatical/outer and lexical/inner

aspect. The Thematic Suffixes are realised in these two interacting positions in Savsat

Georgian.

We will also discuss the presence of the Thematic Suffixes in causative

structures which looks problematic at first glance. The source of the problem is two-

fold: First, the Thematic Suffixes occur with the causative structures in the perfective

aorist conjugation which is contrary to the expectation given that Thematic Suffixes

encode imperfectivity, and second, causative structures exemplify either single or double

realisation of the Thematic Suffixes in present tense throughout different verb types

which necessitates an explanation as demonstrated in examples (104):

(104)
Verb
a. think
b. get red
C. run
d. write
e. build

f. throw

Present
pikr-ob-s
tsilt-d-eb-a
gen-av-s
tser-av-s
a-sen-eb-s

i-kn-ev-s

Pres. Causative

Aorist

a-pikr-eb-s
a-tsilt-eb-s

a-gen-eb-s

a-tser-(eb)-i-eb-s

a-sen-eb-i-eb-s

a-kn-ev-ni-eb-s
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de-y-pikr-a
ga-tsilt-d-a
I-cen-a
da-tser-a
a-a-sen-a

ge-y-kn-a

Aor. Causative

a-pikr-a
ga-a-tsilt-a
a-gen-a
da-a-tser-(eb)-i-a
a-a-sen-eb-i-a

ga-a-kn-ev-ni-a



Let us describe the puzzle in detail. In the present causative, some verbs
exemplify double realisation of TS as in (104e) and (104f), while others occur with
single TS as shown in (104a), (104b) and (104c). The picture is as follows: Unergative
verbs which occur with the TS -ob do not allow double TS sequence in their causative
forms, which excludes -ob...-eb order as shown in (104a). Similarly, unaccusative verbs
do not permit double TS realisaiton in their causative form as in (104b). In transitive
verbs, we observe a variation. Transitive accomplishment verbs which occur with the TS
-eb and transitive achievement verbs which occur with the TS -ev display double TS
sequence in their causative conjugation as demonstrated in (104e) and (104f)
respectively, while transitive activity verbs which occur with the TS -av do not allow
double TS realisaiton in causative as in (104d). In such verbs, either single TS occurs or
-eb...-eb sequence is realised. As the result, -ev...-eb and -eb...-eb sequences are
manifested while -ob...-eb and -av...-eb sequences are left out. Let us see the summary

of double TS realisaiton patterns in present causative structures in Table 12:

Table 12. TS Realisation in Present Causative Structures

Verb Type Original TS Double TS Realisation
Unergative -ob *-0b...-eb
Unaccusative -eb *-eb...-eb

Transitive Activity -av *-av...-eb

Transitive Achievement -ev -ev...-eb

Transitive Accomplishment -eb -eb...-eb
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Let us move onto the second issue. As we have covered in Chapter 3, the
Thematic Suffixes only occur in the imperfective conjugation. When we examine the
causative structures in the perfective aorist tense, we see that some verbs preserve their
Thematic Suffixes even though there is no implication of imperfectivity. To be more
specific, transitive achievement and accomplishment verbs appear with the Thematic
Suffixes -ev and -eb in their aorist causative form, while unergative and unaccusative
verbs do not display the presence of TS in aorist causative. The case is not clear in
transitive activity verbs since they optionally occur with the TS -eb which is not the
default TS of activity verbs. Let us summarize the presence of TS in aorist causative in

Table 13:

Table 13. TS Realisation in Aorist Causative Structures

Verb Type Original TS TS in Aorist Causative
Unergative -ob %)
Unaccusative -eb %)

Transitive Activity -av @/ -eb
Transitive Achievement -ev -ev

Transitive Accomplishment -eb -eb

To account for these problems, we will exploit Nash’s (2018) causative analysis
in which she suggests different voice structures for monovalent and bivalent verbs and

Travis’ Outer-Inner Aspect analysis which interacts with the presence of an internal
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argument. In the following, we will first review these two accounts and then move onto

the discussion of the problem we have set above.

4.2 Travis (2010): Inner and outer aspect
Travis (2010) states that grammatical aspect is a functional category on a head within
the inflectional domain. Lexical aspect is also realised on a head, namely the light verb,
which appears in the lexical domain of the clause. Based on this distinction, she calls
grammatical aspect as outer aspect (OAspP) and lexical aspect as inner aspect (AspP).
Travis describes the structure she suggests as follows:
There are two VP shells in the sense of Larson which I label V1 and V2.
Between these two shells is an inflectional (functional) category, ASP.
Above these two shells is another functional category E(vent). Outer
Aspect (OASP) takes scope over this entire event (EP). V1 is a lexical
category that introduces the external argument and when it does it has a
meaning similar to CAUSE. ASP, depending on its feature content, has a

meaning similar to BE/BECOME. V2 introduces the Theme argument and
the endpoint of the event, XP. (Travis, 2010, p. 5)
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(105)

CP
/\
Spec C’
/\
C TP
/\
Spec T
/\
T OAspP
/\
Spec  OAsp’
/\
OAsp EP
/\
Spec E’
O
E VP
/\
Spec Vi’
.
V1 AspP
/\
Spec Asp’
/\
Asp VP
/\
Spec V)’
/\
V> XP

(Travis, 2010, p. 5)

To argue this articulated structure, Travis claims that object movement may

target a position within VP, below the merged position of the external argument. She

also claims that aspectual morphology may appear below V; Combining these two

observations, Travis suggests that the derived object moves to the specifier position of

the aspect rather than adjoining to VP.
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Object movement is a remarkable issue for us since it is strongly related with
inner aspect. Though, before discussing object movement, let us look at the aspectual
morphology of Tagalog to visualize the syntactic structure Travis has suggested.

Travis uses the verb root tumba (fall down) as her example. To see the verb root
in different valency forms, she provides t-um’-umba (X fall down) and m-pag-tumba (Y
knock X down). To be clearer, the unaccusative form of the verb appears as the bare root
while the transitive version appears as the bare root plus pag- which is argued to be the
marker for introducing the external argument.

Tagalog has two aspectual morphemes. One is n-/-in- which denotes the event
has started (+start) and the other is a reduplicated morpheme which denotes the event
has not ended (+incomplete) yet. Travis states that n-/-in- appears above pag- while

reduplication occurs between pag- and the root. The sequence is demonstrated in (106):

(106) nagtutumba (Imperfective)

n m pag tu V
Outer Asp. TM Inner Asp
(+start) (+incomplete)

Travis suggests that pag- is realised in V4, the verb root is in V, and the
reduplicative morpheme is in Inner Aspect.

Travis proposes that this articulated VP structure provides a configuration in
which the four classes of Aktionsart can be represented with two VP shells, namely V;

and ASP. Travis puts forward that V1 carries information related to PROCESS (or

"um- / m- is the topic marker (TM) in Tagalog.
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duration) and ASP carries information related to DEFINITE (or telicity). Table 14

summarizes the relation between event types and features.

Table 14. Features of Verb Classes in Travis (2010)

-PROCESS +PROCESS
-DEFINITE State Activity
+DEFINITE Achievement Accomplishment

Travis puts forward that the value of Aspect is complex since it is defined by the
computation of the elements inside its domain. As the matter of relevance, we will focus
on Theme argument and telicity (definiteness) among other elements of Aspect domain.

As we are familiar from the literature, some aspectual information comes from
the predicate itself (Vendler, 1967). Even if they appear with the same object type, the
verbs build and push denote different eventualities, namely build denotes

accomplishment while push denote activity:

(107)
a. Mary built a cart (in 3 hours/*for 3 hours). Accomplishment

b. Mary pushed a cart (*in 3 hours/for 3 hours). Activity

However, Travis states that “...the presence of and type of object is also crucial.”
As the example, run is an activity while run a mile is an accomplishment. Build with a

singular object is an accomplishment while build with a bare plural is an activity.
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(108)

a. Mary ran (*in 3 hours/for 3 hours). Activity
b. Mary ran a half-marathon (in 3 hours/*for 3 hours). Accomplishment
c. Mary built a cart (in 3 hours/*for 3 hours). Accomplishment
d. Mary built carts (*in 3 hours/for 3 hours). Activity

In this point, let us go back to derived object movement issue. Travis proposes
that derived objects move to the specifier position of the aspectual head to take place
within the computational domain of Inner Aspect head. By doing so, the presence and
type of the Theme argument can interact with the telicity (definiteness) value of the
Aspect head which directly affects the determination of the Aktionsart class of the
predicate as shown in examples above. The suggested structure with moved derived

object is provided below:

(109)

DP Vq’ Computational Domain of Inner Aspect
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The above analysis will play a crucial role in accounting for the distribution of
the Thematic Suffixes in Savsat Georgian. Before discussing the picture in Savsat
Georgian in detail, let us cover syntactic representation of Georgian causatives which is
related to the presence of the Thematic Suffixes especially a certain realisation —eb in

relation to the account of causatives by Nash (2018).

4.3 Nash (2018): Syntax of Georgian causatives
As touched upon in Chapter 3, Georgian verbs undertake causative meaning by the
addition of a circumfix a-...-in-eb (Aranson, 1990). The status of the -eb component of
this circumfix is contradictive in the literature since the language employs this affix as a
realisation of the Thematic Suffixes.

To account for the syntactic structure of Georgian causatives, Nash (2018)
suggests a two-layered VoiceP for transitive verbs which occur with both a- and -in-
markers unlike unaccusative and unergative verbs which only appear with

transitivizer/causativizer marker a- headed by single VoiceP as shown below structures:
(110) Causative of Transitives

VoiceP
/\ .
DPC&USGI’ VOICE’

Voice VoiceP
a- —
Voice vP
-in- TN
\Y} DP
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(111) Causative of Unaccusatives

VoiceP
/\ .
DPC&USGI’ VOICE’
N
Voice VP
a.- /\
\Y; DP

(112) Causative of Unergatives

VoiceP
/\ b
DPC&USGI’ VOICE’

—
Voice VoiceP

a-

DI:>Holder
(causee) Voice vP

As seen in the trees above, Nash does not suggest a place for TS -eb which is
categorized under the domain of causative marker in the traditional grammar (Aranson,
1990; Hewitt, 1995). In the following sections, we will suggest tree structures for the
Thematic Suffixes and also causative structures to account for the syntax of verbal

domain Savsat Georgian.

4.4 Syntactic representation of different verb types in Savsat Georgian
Our suggestion for the syntactic representation of the Thematic Suffixes is as follows:
The Thematic Suffixes are base-generated in Inner Aspect head to encode lexical aspect

then they move to Event head to check imperfectivity. This structure seems to be
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compatible with all verb types namely transitives, unaccusatives and unergatives.
However, we will revise this structure in causative constructions since causativised
transitive verbs can appear with a double realisation of the TS unlike unaccusatives and

unergatives as discussed earlier in detail.

4.4.1 Syntax of transitives

Transitive predicates in Savsat Georgian comprise activity, accomplishment and
achievement verbs which occur with different realisations of TS. Namely, the Thematic
Suffix -av for activity transitives, -eb for accomplishment transitives and -ev for two-
phase achievement transitives.

In each type of the transitive predicate, the Thematic Suffix originates in the
lower aspect head according to the lexical semantic of the root and then it moves to
higher aspect position to check imperfectivity. It is important to note that some transitive
verbs occur with valency markers a- or i-. However, these markers do not block the

movement of the TS under head movement, since they appear in the preverbal domain.

(113) a-sen-eb-s Transitive Accomplishment
PV-build-TS-3sg.

S/he is building it.

(114) i-kn-ev-s Transitive Achievement

PV-throw-TS-3sg.

S/he is throwing it.
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(115) tser-av-s Transitive Activity
write-TS-3sg.

S/he is writing it.

(116) Transitive accomplishment, achievement and activity verbs

EventP
VoiceP TS
-eb/-ev/-av;

DPagent  Voice’
—
Voice  InnerAspectP
(a-i-)
DP; InnerAsp’

/\
vP TS

. ti
f \%
-sen-/-kn-/-tser-

As demonstrated in (116), the Theme argument moves to the specifier position of
the Inner Aspect to check telicity feature of this head as suggested in Travis (2010) since
both accomplishment and achievement verbs denote a change on object between the
starting and ending point of the verb. This system is not valid for activity verbs which
we will discuss later.

In the causativised versions of the transitive verbs, a different syntactic structure

appears. As we can remember from Chapter 3, causatives of transitive verbs appear with

double realisation of TS as shown below:
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(117) Causative in the present
a. a-sen-eb-i-eb-s Accomplishment

S/he is making him/her build it.

b. a-kn-ev-ni-eb-s Achievement

S/he is making him/her throw it.

c. a-tser-(eb)-i-eb-s Activity

S/he is making him/her write it.

It is important to note that the causative form of the activity verb either does not
display double realisaiton of TS or it appears with the -eb...-eb sequence even though
the expected pattern is to be -av...-eb. We will turn back to this issue in the following
sections.

Let us see the picture in the aorist tense in which the Thematic Suffixes do not
normally occur. Interestingly, we observe the Thematic Suffixes in the causative of the
transitive verbs in aorist. However, the picture is different than the present causative
since there is single realisation of TS in the aorist while there is double realisation of TS

in the present:

(118) Causative in the aorist

a. a-a-sen-eb-i-a Accomplishment

S/he made him/her build it.
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b. ga-a-kn-ev-ni-a Achievement

S/he made him/her throw it.

c. da-a-tser-(eb)-i-a Activity

S/he made him/her write it.

To account for the realisation of TS in causative structures, we adopt Nash’s
causative analysis which includes two voice layers since in causative structures both
transitiviser a- and causative marker -i-/-ni- appear.

In the demonstrated causative structure, the Thematic Suffix originates in inner
aspect head to mark lexical aspect. Thus the realisation of the Thematic Suffix depends
on the lexical aspect of the verb root. However, it cannot move to the higher Event head
via head movement to check imperfectivity unlike the non-causative structure since the
causative head -in- blocks this movement. To encode imperfectivity, the language
employs the Thematic Suffix -eb ® in the Event head which results in double realisation
of the Thematic Suffix in present tense as shown below. Note that the TS in the head of
InnerAspP encodes the lexical aspect while the TS in the Event head encodes

imperfectivity:

& Why the language employs the certain -eb realisaiton of TS is open to discussion. In traditional Georgian
grammars, this particle is classified as a subcomponent of complex causative marker so this view does not
provide an answer. We can suggest that the language exploits TS -eb to emphasize the “change” in
valency in accordance with the usage of -eb as a lexical aspectual marker in verbs denoting change of state
according to our analysis.
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(119) Causative of present’

EventP
/\

VoiceP TS
-eb
DP.ser  Voice’

Voice  VoiceP
a- —
InnerAspectP  Voice

_|n_
Spec InnerAsp’
DP; _—
vP S
— > -ebl-ev

f \Y;

In the aorist tense, the Thematic Suffix is base-generated in the Inner Aspect
head. The Theme argument moves into InnerAspect and activates the telicity feature
which determines the verb class. However, the higher Event head is left empty in this
case since the outer aspect does not demand the presence of any TS due to the perfective

nature of aorist tense.

° We are aware that the architectures proposed by Nash (2018) do not include a layer for Causee
argument, which we think can appear in the Spec of the middle VoiceP. Only the Causer and the Theme
arguments are manifested in Nash (2018). Since our main objective is to understand the dynamics of TS
realisaiton, we have just focused on the place of TS in the causatives instead of discovering the complete
nature of Georgian causatives. Note that there is one view in the literature that such causees are adjuncts
rather than arguments (Key 2013, Harley 2017). Whether such a view would hold for causees in Savsat
Georgian requires further investigation, which is not within the scope of this thesis.
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120) Causative of aorist

EventP
—
VoiceP
— .
DPcauser  VoiCE’
Voice  VoiceP
a- —
InnerAspectP  Voice
-in-
Spec InnerAsp’

vP S
— X -ebl-ev

fj v

In this point, | want to go back the optionality of TSs in causative forms of
transitives denoting activity. To account for this exceptionality, let us remember the
derived object movement claim of Travis. We stated that the Theme argument moves to
the specifier position of the Inner Aspect head to activate the telicity value.

We claim that the Theme argument does not move to this position in activity
verbs since these verbs do not denote any kind of change on internal argument since
activity verbs do not involve end point, hence telicity. Thus these verbs do not appear
with -av...-eb sequence in the present causative form. Instead, the inner TS just do not
appear. When these verbs appear with double TS, the sequence is -eb...-eb which shows
that the speakers interpret the verb as an accomplishment verb instead of activity verb
which we observed before in activity fake unergatives.

As a brief reminder, fake unergative verbs differ from other unergatives since

they appear with TS -av and denote activity while standard unergatives appear with the
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TS -ob and denote states. This class also displays a more transitive like morphology and
syntax since they appear with the transitive valency preverb i- in the aorist and they
mark their addressee arguments with the null realisation of dative case which Savsat
Georgian only employs for direct objects as discussed in Chapter 3. Fake unergatives
display TS shift from -av to -eb when the verb occurs with directional preverb since this
prefix adds a natural endpoint to the predicate which derives an accomplishment verb

form an activity verb as shown below:'***

(121) a. bog-av-s Activity

S/he is crawling.

b. ga-bog-d-eb-a Accomplishment

S/he crawils (till a certain point).

To recap, we argue that in the case of activity denoting transitives, as there is no
Theme which interacts with the telicity feature of the InnerAspP we do not observe the
lower TS. When a lower TS appears yielding the sequence -eb...-eb, we argue that the
verb is interpreted as an accomplishment verb derived from an activity denoting

transitive.

1% To account for the lower TS shift in causative form of activity transitives, we need to draw an analogy
between these verbs and fake unergatives since regular transitives cannot yield a satisfying answer. To be
more explicit, activity versus accomplishment time expressions -such as ‘Ali wrote the latter in two hours’
vs “Ali wrote latter for two hours’- did not work in imperfective present tense since activity reading is
stronger than accomplishment when the predicate occurs in an ongoing tense.

“Unfortunately, we also cannot use the definiteness of object to observe the difference between activity

transitives and accomplishment transitives since Georgian does not overtly mark the difference between
definite and indefinite objects which is used to distinguish activity verbs from accomplishment verbs.
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4.4.2 Syntax of unergatives

As discussed in Chapter 3, we classify all Savsat Georgian unergatives as statives since
they are headed by an underlyingly monovalent stative verb, with an external Holder
argument. This verb class appears with the Thematic Suffix -ob. We maintain Nash’s
model of syntax for unergative verbs in which these verbs are agentivised in
imperfective tenses because of the inherent dynamic feature of imperfectivity via the

fusion of Aspect (Event) and Voice categories as demonstrated below:

(113) pikr-ob-s
think-TS-3sg.

S/he is thinking.
(114) Unergative verbs

Asp/VoiceP

Dmp/Voice’

InnerAsmS

N -Obi
Spec InnerAsp’

/\
vP TS

I ti
Vv
pikr

Similar to the unaccusative verbs, TS is base-generated in inner aspect and

moves to the higher outer aspect-voice head to check imperfectivity.
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Causative form of the unergative verbs is constructed via adding transitivizer/
causativizer preverb a- to the verb. Unlike transitive verbs, the Inner Aspect is not active
in unergative verbs since there is no Theme argument to check it. Thus, the Inner Aspect
marker -ob is not realised overtly in the causative version of the verb which totally
excludes -ob...-eb sequence. Instead, the suffix -eb appears in the Event head (see
Footnote 8 about the presence of TS -eb) and checks imperfectivity. It is important to
emphasize that in causative form of unergative, we do not observe Event-Voice fusion
since the Voice head is realised via preverb a-which requires a separate Voice layer as

shown in below:

(115) a-pikr-eb-s
PV-think-TS-3sg.

S/he is making him/her think.

(116) Causative of unergative

EventP
—
VoiceP TS
-eb
DPcauser  Voice’
N
Voice VoiceP
a_
InnerAspectP  Voice noider

/\
Spec InnerAsp’

/\
vP TS
| (-ob)
v
pikr
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4.4.3 Syntax of unaccusatives

Unaccusative predicates comprise mostly achievement verbs in Savsat Georgian and
such verbs appear with the Thematic Suffix —eb which denotes change of state. As we
have touched upon, -eb is base-generated in Inner Aspect head to mark the lexical
aspectual class of the verb and it moves Event head to check imperfectivity since there is

nothing blocking this movement as shown below:

(117) tsilt-d-eb-a
red-INCH-TS-3sg.

It is getting red.
(118) Unaccusative verbs

EventP

/\
VoiceP TS

DP; Voice’

—
Voice InnerAspectP

f InnerAsp’
/\
vP TS

ti
f — %
tsilt

Causative of the unaccusative verb is formed via adding transitivizer/
causativizer preverb a-. In this structure, since the verb denotes a scalar change for the
internal argument, the telicity value of the Inner Aspect is active as Travis suggested and
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so this feature needs to be checked. Furthermore, there is no intervening head between
Event head and Inner Aspect head which enables TS to undergo head movement. In this
point, | want to remark that unaccusative causative does not display double TS unlike
transitive achievement/accomplishment verbs although its Inner Aspect is active thanks
to the existence of appropriate Theme argument. To account for this divergence, we
suggest that since default TS of unaccusative verbs is same with -eb which is employed
to check higher Event head in causative structures, only one copy of -eb becomes
enough to check both Event and Inner Aspect head as there is no intervening head

between them as shown below:

(119) a-tsilt-eb-s
PV-red-TS-3sg.

It is making it get red.
(120) Causative of unaccusative

EventP

VoiceP TS
-Ebi
DPcaser  Voice’
/\

Voice VoiceP
a_
InnerAspP  Voice
[
SpmerAsp’
DP, P
vP TS
/\ {;
f \Y}
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4.5 Summary

In this chapter, our aim was to discover the syntactic representation of the Thematic
Suffixes which are realised in two distinct aspectual heads namely Event and Inner
Aspect. To account for their systematicity, we also targeted causative structures which
consistently display the presence of the TS -eb. In Section 4.2, we covered two-layered
aspectual system of Travis (2010) suggesting distinct Outer and Inner Aspect heads to
lay the ground for our discussion on the realisation sites of TS in Savsat Georgian. In
Section 4.3, we have focused on the structural features of causative constructions
proposed by Nash (2018) to understand the syntactical skeleton of causatives which
discuss in relation with the realisaiton of TS. In Section 4.4, we put the arguments of
Travis and Nash together and based on them we have suggested tree structures for the
realisation of TS in both non-causative and causative forms of the verbs. Our suggestion
for the default mechanism as follows: The Thematic Suffixes are generated in Inner
Aspect head to mark the lexical aspectual class of the verb and then they move to higher
Event head to check imperfectivity. In causative forms of the verbs, different realisation
patterns are observed in relation with the shape of causativizer. These divergent
structures were also accounted for by taking into consideration the internal features of

the predicates and their lexical aspectual properties beside the form of causativisation.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION

5.1 Summary of the claims and findings

This thesis investigated the morpho-syntactic and semantic features of the Thematic
Suffixes in Savsat Georgian which is a non-literary dialect of Georgian language spoken
in Turkey. The aim was to examine the distribution of the different realisations of the
Thematic Suffixes and to provide a descriptive analysis on how they interact with

Aspect and argument structure.

Chapter 1 introduced the morphological and syntactic features of Savsat
Georgian on which there is no previous study. These include basics of nominal and
verbal morphology, Georgian verb classes, series and screeve formation of the language

and case paradigm.

Chapter 2 provided a comprehensive review of Georgian literature targeting
Thematic Suffixes. Both traditional Georgian grammars and more recent studies were
covered to understand the function of the Thematic Suffixes in the language which

mostly relate these suffixes with Aspect.

Chapter 3 examined the different realisations of TS in Savsat Georgian namely -
eb, -ob, -ev and —ev and discussed their relation to grammatical aspect, lexical aspect and
argument structure. It was demonstrated that the presence of TS marks imperfectivity in
the language. Besides, different realisations of TS denote different lexical aspectual

classes. The picture is as follows: The suffix -ob indicates state verbs while the language

114



employs -av for activity verbs. The suffix -ev is the marker for two-phase achievement

verbs accompanied with valency marker a-and the suffix -eb denotes change of states.

Lastly, Chapter 4 discussed the syntactic representation of the Thematic Suffixes
considering the dynamics of causative structures which always occur with TS -eb.
Following the literature, it was suggested that there are two head positions which host
Thematic Suffixes; lower one is Inner Aspect head and higher one is Event head. The
basic mechanism is as follows: TS is base generated in Inner Aspect head to show the
aspectual classes of the verb accordingly and then it moves to Event head to check
imperfectivity. Causative structures yield diversity since they include Voice layer which

may affect the presence of TS.

5.2 Suggestions for future research

In this thesis, we focused on the Thematic Suffixes which occupy a modest place among
excessive Georgian verbal morphology. Since Savsat dialect is studied for the first time
in the literature, the primary issue is a holistic description of this dialect for which we
did not have enough time within the preparation process of the current thesis. Keeping
this prerequisite in mind, we will briefly mention some of the issues that we believe

need further research.

First, the formal features of future conjugation needs to be studied since Savsat
Georgian displays a completely different case paradigm (Ergative-Absolutive) and
verbal morphology in future tense compared to the standard dialect. It seems possible
that the findings of this study can raise important questions about the interaction

between perfective aspect and ergativity which draws attention cross-linguistically.
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Second, as discussed in Chapter 4, Savsat Georgian computes event structure in
two distinct heads namely Event and Inner Aspect. We are aware from our data that the
Thematic Suffixes can occur in masdar forms. In line with this, we can claim that
nominalisation happens above the Inner Aspect head in Savsat Georgian. However, we
need further data regarding the masdar form of causative structures thus nominalisation
patterns of this dialect need to be studied holistically to figure out what is the extend of

TS in Georgian nominalisations.

As the last remark, we want to touch upon the verb category which seems to fall
between intransitive verbs and transitive verbs. As we can remember from the Chapter 3,
fake unergatives appear with TS -av unlike other unergatives taking -ob. These verbs
denote activity while standard unergatives denote states. Following Nash (2018), we
categorize these verbs as fake unergatives since they display a more transitive like
syntax and morphology in aorist. However, when we causativize them, they align with
monovalent verbs structurally. Thus, this verb class needs to be studied in detail to

understand their nature holistically.

Being the earliest study on Savsat Georgian, we hope that this study will pave the
way for further research on the dialects of Georgian which is spoken throughout Turkey

and contribute to the linguistic theory both related to Aspect and also in general.
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