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1. Introdoction

I. This talk is primarily concerned with such Hunga [Nominative +-j- +A] possessive forms
relative to which the same stem has an alterngtiverphologically “shorter”) possessive form.
Such possessive forms are claimed to express bleepassession (see recently den Dikken 2015).
We argue that Hungarian deverbal nomiradéd especially the groups ofnouns, defined in Il
below—are relevant to this claim, and corroborate it cegain sense.

Il. In Hungarian there are some nouns which hawe different stems in the possessive paradigm:
gyapja ‘wool.Poss.3Sg’, for instance, is an inflected i@rsof gyapju ‘wool’, and it has an
inalienable interpretation since the wool belorga sheep. If we emphasize that the wool belongs
to someone else, for instance, a shepherd, we nosealtarnative inflected formgyapjija
‘wool.P0ss.3Sg’; this reading relies on the soethlhlienable interpretation (Kiefer 1985, Laczko
2009, den Dikken 2015). In a similar fashion, tleimablak ‘window’ also has an inalienable and
an alienable possessive forafilak-a(that of a house) arablak-j-a (that of a distributor).

lll. There is a parallelism between the resultsagdotential eventiveg-nominalization (producing
‘Tey-nouns’) and the complex-event denotikggnominalization (1a), on the one hand, and there is
a “complementary distribution” between those of aieptial Theme denoting-nominalization
(producing suchTry-nouns’ as the one presented in (1c)) and thevadtey participant” denoting
O-nominalization (1b), on the other. The possibifity the latter relationship can be raised on the
basis of the following analogy. The suffi© is primarily known as the present (or continuous /
simultaneous / active) participial derivationalfsufn Hungarian grammar but it also functions as
an “immediate” deverbal nominalizer (Laczk6 200The suffix -(Vt)t can be regarded as its
supplement on the basis of its functioning as tast for perfect / anterior / passive) participial
derivational suffix in Hungarian. It is not surpng, thus, that(Vt)t is capable of deriving such
noun phrases as the one demonstrated in (1c) belbieh denotes the “passive key participant”,
namely the Theme, of the input complex event.

(1) A potential system ofs-, O-, T- andHATNEK-nominalization in Hungarian
. 2 7 P 7 ,o. L] e
a. Amerikaneme fel-fedez-t-é-vel “fel-fedez-és-é-vel (ij korszak kezitott.
America up-coveri-Poss.3Sg-Ins/ up-coverAsPoss.3Sg-Inmew age begin.Past.3Sg
‘With America discovere@d, new age has begun.’

b. Péter volt DOritheme fel-fedezs-je.
Péter be.Past.3Sd0ri up-covere-Poss.3Sg

‘Péter was the persamho discovered Dori

c. Dori Pétengen fel-fedez-ett-je volt.
Dori  Péter up-coveri-Poss.3Sgbe.Past.3Sg

‘It was Dériwho was discovered by Péter

d. Ili-nekagent dolgoz-hatnék-ja van.
lli-Dat workHATNEK-P0ss.3PI  be.3Sg
‘lli has the urge to work
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IV. Let us now return to den Dikken’s (2015:1383i0h on the potential morphemic status-pf
within the possessedness suff(A in Hungarian nouns which (happen to) have two @essd
forms: “...Hungarian makes a morphosemantic distnc between alienable and inalienable
possession—a distinction that fits in with the Gijic universal ... [proposed by Haspelmath
(2008)], which says that, in languages that distisiy morphologically between the two, alienably
possessed DPs are morphologically richer thanenably possessed ones...”

We observed (see (la,c) above) that if the thirdge possessed form of T,-noun is
different from that of itsrry-noun counterpart, the additiongd appears with th&r,-noun, where
the possessor inevitably corresponds to the inméen® and never with thes,-noun, where the
possessor primarily corresponds to the input Th@neat most”, to a non-prototypical Agent who
can be regarded as [+affected] in Dowty’s (1991ijitsjm the absence of an input object). The
Agent is held to stand in a non-intrinsic relatioipswith the verb (that corresponds to the output
possessed noun), in contrast to the intrinsicioglahip between verbs and their Themes (Marantz
1984, Kratzer 1996). The appearance of the addaitipn thus, is associated with the less intrinsic
semantic relationship, in harmony with den Dikke{26815) thesis.

V. As for other types of deverbal nominalizatioll, @&s-noun forms with a third-person possessor
(1b) contain the-jJA allomorph of the possessedness suf{fA in spite of the fact that this
possessor corresponds to the input Theme. This #dcffirst glance, seems to serve as a
counterexample to den Dikken’s (2015) thesis. Tidatot the case, however. In these nouns, the
appearance of- is motivated exclusively phonetically: only thA allomorph of the possessedness
suffix -(j)A can be attached to nouns ending in a vowel, @ndunsper definitionemend in a
vowel. The-j- in question, thus, in the absence of alternativébont a-j-, does not have the
aforementioned “morphemic status” responsible Far &lienable interpretation according to den
Dikken (2015). ATNEK-nouns, illustrated in (1d), however, can be charamed by the appearance
of -j-, in total harmony with the fact that the possesd@HATNEK-noun corresponds to the Agent
of the verbal derivational basis (and not the Theme

2. Inalienable and alienable possession in Hungarian:
two kinds of meaning ~ three competing variants ~ four groups of nouns

(1) e Inalienable/Alienable forms of the possessed nauBasic data-{- insertion if possible)

a. a haz ablak-(*)a a'. "ilag legjobb ablaki(’j)a
the house window-Poss.3Sg theldvdbest window-Poss.3Sg
‘the window of the house’ ‘the Wais best window’

b. i talp-(*j)a b'. avilag legbiidésebb talpf’j)a
lli sole-Poss.3Sg theridlo most_smelly sole-Poss.3Sg
‘Ili's sole’ ‘the watlls most smelly sole’

c. a németek csaszaia c’. minden itk legifiabb csaszaf?(j)a
the German.Pl kaiser-Poss.3Sg all  time.Pl youngest kaiser-P0ss.3Sg
‘the Germans’ kaiser’ ‘the ygast kaiser of all time’

d. az egyetem bolcsészkar-(*j)a &. vilag legjobb bolcsészkEl))a
the university faculty_of humanities-Poss.3Sg the world best faculty_of_humanities$288g
‘the faculty of humanities of the university’  thé world’s best faculty of humanities’

e. lli kar-*()a e’. a vildg legeebb kar-*{j)a
lli  arm-Poss.3Sg the Morstrongest arm-Poss.3Sg
‘li's arm’ ‘the world strongest arm’

f. az oroszok car-*{)a . minden itk legifiabb car-*{(j)a
the Russian.Pl tzar-Poss.3Sg all  time.Pl youngest tzar-Poss.3Sg
‘the tzar of Russians’ ‘theuygest tzar of all time’

(2) e Inalienable/Alienable forms of the possessed ndu@ne form
a. i vesé-*(je a. a vilag legnagyobbesé-*(j)e
lli  kidney-Poss.3Sg the rido biggest kidney-Poss.3Sg
‘Ili's kidney’ ‘the wod's biggest kidney’
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b. i boka-*(j)a b. a vildg legszebb boka-*(j)a
lli ankle-Poss.3Sg the Mormost_beautiful ankle-Poss.3Sg
‘li's ankle’ ‘the world’ most beautiful ankle’

c. lli has-(*)a c’. a lag legnagyobb has-(*)a
lli belly-Poss.3Sg the Vdorbiggest belly-Poss.3Sg
‘Ili's belly’ ‘the wdd’s biggest belly’

d. lli comb-*('j)a d. a vilag legszebb comb-*(j)a
lli thigh-Poss.3Sg the idormost_beautiful thigh-Poss.3Sg
‘li's thigh’ ‘the world most beautiful thigh’

e. a csavar any*l)ja e'. a szetellegnagyobb any*{a)ja
the screw mother.Poss.3Sg thehard@c biggest mother.Poss.3Sg
‘the nut of the screw’ ‘the macic’s biggest nut’

(3) e Inalienable/Alienable forms of the possessed ndurn idiosyncratic and an on-line created fowith -jA
(while a form derived by means &k is phonotactically possible but not acceptable)

a. lli gyomra /*gyomorja /*gyomora a'. avilag legnagyobBgyomra /‘gyomorja / *gyomora
i stomach.Poss.3Sg therld biggest stomach.Poss.3Sg
‘Ili stomach’ ‘the worlsl biggest stomach’

b. a sas karma /*karomja /*karoma b’. lag legélesebbkarma /“karomja / *karoma
the eagle claw.Poss.3Sg therldvsharpest claw.Poss.3Sg
‘the claw of the eagle’ ‘the Wiis sharpest claw’

c. |lli kérme /*kérémje / *k6réme c. avilag legélesebb’korme /*kérémije / *kéréme
i nail.Poss.3Sg the rldo sharpest nail.Poss.3Sg
‘li's nail’ ‘the wod'’s sharpest nail’

d. Pécs dtere / *ftérje / *fotére d. a vilag legnagyobtfstere /7fstérje / *fstére
Pécs main_square.Poss.3Sg wioeld biggest main_sguare.Poss.3Sg
‘the main square of Pécs’ ‘the Mitarbiggest main square’

e. Pécs egyik tere /*térje /*tére . ea vildg legnagyobb tere /*térje /*tére
Pécs one_of square.Poss.3Sg thld w biggest sgare.Poss.3Sg
‘a square of Pécs’ ‘the wesldiggest square’

(4) e Inalienable/Alienable forms of the possessed noun:
IV. And idiosyncratic and an on-line created forthem phonotactics prohibig/-jA alternation

a. a haz teteje /*tge a. a cég legjobb *tetejStetsje
the house roof.P0ss.3Sg i@ fbest roof.P0ss.3Sg
‘the roof of the house’ ‘therfits best roof’

b. i anyja /*anyaja b’. ailag legjobb “anyja (Panyaja
i mother.Poss.3Sg tiveorld best mother.Poss.3Sg
‘lli's mother’ ‘the world best mother’

c. a juh gyapja /*gyapjlja c. @ég legjobb’gyapja [(gyapjlja
the sheep wool.Poss.3Sg fha fbest wool.Poss.3Sg
‘the wool of the sheep’ ‘the fis1best wool’

d. a tz parazsa/ *pardzsa d. a vilégforrébb”parazsa parazsa
the fire glow.Poss.3Sg twerld hottest glow.Poss.3Sg
‘the glow of fire’ ‘the watls hottest glow’

e. a zsellérefRfalva /*aluja e'. a Vvilag legjobBfalva /"faluja
the cottar.PI village.P0ss.3Sg the world best village.P0ss.3Sg
‘the village of cottars’ ‘the wd's best village’

Definition of variants:

Possessed variant: IJnominative form of the noun 4A] unless the relevant phonotactic rules of Hungaria
prohibits this (e.g., *V+A, *s+jA; Rebrus 2013), dirotherwise, [nominative form of the nountA] (NB: certain
speakers refuse such variants in certain caseshwi@ regard as a kind of hypercorrection: theycareszinced that
the given variants violate certain rules they ledrnn spite of the fact that they have never li@eght such rules).

Possessed variant: Znominative form of the noun +A] if the relevant phonotactic rules of Hungarian
permits both this variant and the [nominative fasfrthe noun +jA] variant (NB: variant 2 is defined in a way
that it is inevitably different from variant 1).

Possessed variant &cceptable form of the noun different from theramentioned two possessed variants, if
any (for historical reasons) (i.e., acceptable #otipular speakers; NB: certain speakers considetaio
idiosyncratic lexicalized possessed variants tarmcceptably archaic; e disznaja‘his/her pig’).
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Table 1: Predicted variants of possessed formsmigipg on phonotactic and historical factors in deikken’s (2015)
spirit, and evaluation of these predictions

-A/-jA POSSIBLE
\ YES NO
IDIOSYNCRATIC FORM?
3 1 3 1
YES
) (2] (2)*2)
2 1 1 1
NO
((A)*?) (?1?) (VI—=) (=)

Table 2: Acceptability of different variants of pessed forms depending on phonotactic and histidacéors

-A /A
YES NO
IDIOSYN
“gyomra EEOYOUUEN ‘gyomoria EEEYOIWEN X teteje *tetje Cretsje “teteje
“karma *karomja “karomja IEECUNE] “anyja *anyaja Panyaja “anyja
YES “kérme *kdrémje *kdrémje "korme [EMYEVENM *ogyapjlja EREYEOUEE “gyapja
“fétere “f 5térje fotérje Ofstere [WMEIEYAEY *pardzsa “pardzsa [EREEIEYALY
“tere
“ablaka *ablakja “ablakja “ablaka
“talpa *talpja “%alpja %alpa
NO “csaszara QMSEEGEY]  csaszéra REEETLIE
“b.kara *b.karja b.karja O kara
*kara MIENE! “karja *kara  [ENECUIVETEW Danyaja
*cara “céarja “carja *cara

3. A more sophisticated picture of domains of possessed forms

Table 3: Factual variants of possessed forms dejpgnoh phonotactic and historical factors

\2? YES NO
3?

YES (3,2 1} — 3/3 (3,1} — 3/

{2,1} — 2/2 {2, 1} — 2/
NO {1} - 111

2,1} — 11

(5) e Generalizations (somewhat hidden relationship betw1vs.v2,3 and (in)alienability):

a. vl-~a, v2~i, v3~i: tsibong but good point of departure
b. vl~i, v2~a, v3~a thare such counterexamples
C. [vl~i- *v2,*v3] strong variatidn

[v2~a - *v1, *v3] strong variatiéh

[v3~a - *v1, *v2] strong variatich
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d. v3>vl,v3>Vv2 taechy of strength

e. [wvi - k=] ina./ali. for eadomain

f. v2 and v3 exclude each other jectmre concerning a strong constraint
g. meaning and form of the two kinds of possessonstructions:

as for forms, instead of den Dikken’s (2015)insertion,on-line createdness

SEM.: N(xy) - N'(X)=0y. N(xy) - N'(xy") =posoN'(x), y")

if Var k not strong
FORM.: Var k Vabm - Var 1
k=1,2,3) T« « « « « |
if Var k strong

4. Deverbal nominalsin the domains of competing possessed forms

Table 4:-jA and-A variants of possessed forms of productively ddriveuns in the domains of Table 3:
Theme-like possessor ~ inalienable, Agent-like gusss ~ alienable

den Dikken’s secondary
domain
(e.g., +a&)
den Dikken’s| primary domain (4-)
2
T(i)= -tA T(a)=-ttjA As()=-AsA|
SAG()= -SAgA | HATNEK(a)=-hAtnékiA AS(a)=-ASA
o(i)= -OjA
1

References (of the extended version of thetalk)

den Dikken, Marcel (2015): The morphosyntax ofdfi@nably possessed noun phrases: The Hungariaribetion. In Katalin E. Kiss,
Balazs Suréanyi and Eva Dékany (edspproaches to Hungariat4. Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publ. Company. 121-145.

Haspelmath, Martin (2008): Syntactic universals amdge frequency, 3: Alienable vs. inalienable ggsge constructions. Handout,
Leipzig Spring School on Linguistic Diversity.

Kiefer, Ferenc (1985): Natural morpholod\cta Linguistica Hungaric85. 85-105.

Kiefer Ferenc szerk. (20003trukturalis magyar nyelvtaB, Morfolégia. Bp.: Akadémiai.

Kiefer Ferenc — Ladanyi Méria (2000): A szoképzasKiefer (2000: 137-164).

Kratzer, Angelika (1996): Severing the External émgent from its Verb. In: J. Rooryck — L. Zaring (§dPhrase Structure and the
Lexicon Studies in Natural Language and Linguistic The®glume 33. Kluwer, Dordrecht. 109-137.

Laczkoé Tibor (2000): Az ige argumentumszerkezetégimzd fénévképzeés. In: Kiefer Ferenc (szer8frukturalis magyar nyelvtan
3. Morfologia. Budapest, Akadémiai Kiadd, 293—-407.

Laczko, Tibor (2009): Relational Nouns and Argumstructure — Evidence from Hungarian. In: Miriam Baitid Tracy Holloway
King (eds): Proceeedings of thEG09 ConferenceCSLI Publications, Stanford, 399-419.

Lohndal, Terje (2012): Towards the end of argum&nticture. In: M. Cristina Cuervo and Yves Roberges.fjedrhe End of
Argument Structure? Bingley: Emerald. 156-184.

Marantz, Alec (1984): On the Nature of GrammatRelations. MIT Press Cambridge, MA.

Rappaport, Malka, and Beth Levin (1986): What to DthwWheta-RoleslLexicon Project Working Papefd, Center for Cognitive
Science, MIT.

Rebrus Péter (2014): Miért ning® In Berd Attila — Fazakas Emese — Kadar Edit (szerk.):hogy legyen a viznek lefolyasa
Kdszond kotet Szilagyi N. Sandor tiszteletéifmlozsvar: Erdélyi Mizeum-Egyesilet Kiadd. 383-401

Schirm Anita (2005): Az elidegenitlie¢s az elidegenithetetlen birtoklas kifejezésmédljadNyelvtudomany: 155-169.

Tompa Jozsef 1959. lehetnék(jedipusu dnevek leird nyelvtani kérdésailagyar Nyehs55/4: 481-488.

Tompa Jozsef 1961. lehetnék(jedipusu deverbalisshevek mai valtozataihodMagyar Nyeh57/3: 340-342.

”



Farkas—Alberti: (In)alienable Possession and Dealdlominalizers in Hungarian SinFonI]A 2015 Ljublana 6

Appendix

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

e Is thereT-nominalization at all? T-nouns derived from newbjined verbs
a. Jani be-lajkolta [a honlapot] Atlli

Jani  into-give_like.Past.DefObj.3Sg the homepéagc / lli-Acc

‘Jani gave a like to [the homepage] / Ili.’

b. A honlap be-lajkol-as-a-val Uj korszak kezédétt  Jani életében.
the homepage into-give_likkesP0ss.3Sg-Ins new age begin.Past.3Sg Jani Plifes.3Sg.Ine
‘With a like given to the homepagenew age has begun in Jani’s life.’

b. A honlap @be-lajkol-t-a-val Uj korszak kezédott — Jani  életében.
the homepage into-give_likeP0ss.3Sg-Ins new age begin.Past.3Sg Jani e.Adss.3Sg.Ine
‘With a like given to the homepagenew age has begun in Jani’s life.’

c. Jani volt lli tegnapi be-lajkol-6-ja

jani be.Past.3Sglli  yesterday.Adj into-give_like6-Poss.3Sg
‘It was Janiwho gave lli a like yesterddy

c. i volt Jani tegnapi  be-lajkol-t-ja
lli be.Past.3Sg Jani yesterday.Adjinto-give_likeT-Poss.3Sg
‘It was Ili who was given a like by Jani yesterday

e Total phonetic coincidence betwery-nouns andr,-nouns

a. “Mas sem bant volna jobbaa likvidal-t-am-mal. possessor: Agent
other either treat.Past.3Sg be.Cond betterthe liquidateT-Poss.1Sg-Ins
‘No one else would have treated better person whom | liquidated

b. ?Uj szakaszaba Iépne azvsgakhulldam a likvidal-t-am-mal.  possessor: Theme
new perod.Poss.3Sg.lll step.Cond.3Sg the wdveiotence the liquidate-T-Poss.1Sg-Ins
‘With me having been liquidatetthe wave of violence would step into a new petiod.

e ISHATNEK-nominalization a productive derivation?
a. Ram jott a facebookoz-hatnék.
Sub.1Sg come.Past.3%ge facebookATNEK
‘I was overcome byhe desirdo facebook

b. Péternekgorpol-hatnék-ja tdmadt ebben a édegben
Péter.Dat gorp-HATNEK-P0ss.3Sgcome.Past.3Sg this.Ine the heat.Ine
‘Péter was overcome likie desirgo gorpin this heat.’

Cc. Veszekedés robbant Wéter tegnapi kocsmaz-hatnék-ja miatt

quarrel burst.Past.3Sg oftéter yesterday.Adj go_out to_pulpgNEKP0ss.3Sg because_of

‘A quarrel burst oubecause of Péter’s desire to go out to pubs yesgerthased on Oszoli 2014:6/(5c))
d. llire rajott az oroszlan-simogat-hatnék

lli.Sub come_over.Past.3Sthe lion-strokeHATNEK
‘Ili was overcome byhe desiregto stroke lions

e. A miniszterelndkét ijedséggel toltbtte I e

the prime_minister.Acc  fright.Ins fill.Pasefdbj.3Sg away

[[mindkét koalicios partngalkotmany-maédosit-hatnék-jal.

both coalition  partner constitution-modifyfHATNEK-P0ss.3Sg

narrow-scope readingFRIGHTEN> BOTH_PARTNERS> MODIFY_CONST]

‘It frightened the prime minister thabth coalition partnerdiad the desire to modify the constitution

wide-scope reading] BOTH_PARTNERS> FRIGHTEN> MODIFY_CONST)]

‘In the case dboth coalition partnergt frightened the prime minister that they haeldisire to modify the constitution
e’. “Csak [mindkét koaliciés partnpalkotméany-maédosit-hatnék-ja]

only both coalition partner constitution-modifyHATNEK-P0ss.3Sg

toltené el ijedséggel a miniszteddbt.

fill.Cond.DefObj.3Sg away fright.Ins the pemminister.Acc

‘Only the possibility thaboth coalition partnerdiave the desire to modify the constitution woulgHten the

prime minister

e Forms of the possessedness suffibh8méknouns
a. *Asitoz-hatnék-a 7Asitoz-hatnék-ja van. a’. *Tusszent-hetnék-e Tiisszent-hetnék-jevan.

gapeHATNEK-P0ss.3Sg/ gapeATNEK-Poss.3Sgbe.3Sg sneeze+ATNEK-P0ss.3Sg/ sneemaTNEK-P0ss.3Sg be.3Sg
‘(S)hehasthe urge to gapé (S)hehasthe urge to sneeze

b. Ezlli ajandék-a /*ajandék-ja b'. Eza lampa vezeték-e “Yezeték-je
this Ili  present-Poss.3Sg/ present-Poss.3Sg thisthe lamp cable-Poss.3Sg / cable-Poss.3Sg

‘This is lli's present’ ‘This ithe cable of the lamp



