PHASAL STRENGTH IN A’INGAE CLASSIFYING SUBORDINATION

In this paper, I describe and analyze the patterns of stress and glottalization on verbs suffixed with
subordinating complementizers in A’ingae (or Cofan, 1S0 639-3: con), an understudied and endan-
gered Amazonian isolate. The stress of subordinated verbs depends on prior inflection present on the
verb, contradicting an otherwise robust generalization that morphosyntactic information from in-
ternal cycles is not accessible at later stages of the derivation (bracket erasure in Kiparsky, 1982).
To account for the A’ingae data, I extend McPherson and Heath’s (2016) PHASEFAITHFULNESS to
distinguish between functional (AspP, TP) phases and categorizing (nP, vP) phases. The spell-out of
the former, but not the latter, blocks stress overriding, deriving the A’ingae patterns. All the data

were collected by the author. (M) [[[][indi -4n J,p -dje -Pngi |aspp -2fa -ya lrp
I BACKGROUND A’ingae is be fermented -CAUS -IPFV -PROX -PL -IRR
an agglutinating and suffixing lan- “(theyy, ) willz, comeygox to bey,y, fermenting., s, -..”

guage. Building on Author (t.a.), I assume that the verbal head of a TP can undergo up to three
phonological evaluations (or phasal spell-outs) (1), corresponding to the vP (the root and optionally
-an/-en/-fia CAUS), AspP (with suffixes such as the aspectual -7je IPFv or ass. motion -7ngi PROX),
and TP (including -?fa PL, -mbi NEG, -ya IRR). Phase heads are spelled out with their complements
(Boskovié, 2016). Spelled-out phases are delimited with square brackets [ ]. Acute accent (") and
boldface mark stress. Following Author (t.a.), phases headed by categorizers (1P, vP) always un-
dergo spell-out, while functional phases (Asp, TP) are spelled out only if at least one phonologically
overt morpheme is introduced in that phase. (This assumption will be vindicated in §4.1 and §4.2.)
2 DATA A’ingae has a rich set of classifying suffixes (Fischer and Hengeveld, 2023), which char-
acterize the shape, size, or prominent dimension of the referent. Here, I focus on two representative
ones: the delimited space classifier -khii DLM and the place classifier -2thi pLC. The classifiers can

derive deverbal (2a,c) and denominal (2b,d) nouns. The resulting semantics is not fully predictable.
(2) a. /rafnda-khiu/ b, /dru-khu/ c. /dfase -?thi/  d. / amalndu -?thi/

[ rundakhi | [ ardkhii | [ afdse?thi | [ umandu?thi |
wait  -DLM rice -DLM offend -pLC macaw -PLC
“waiting room” “rice field” “offending place” “macaws’ place”

When attaching to a root, the following STRESSALGORITHM (later abbreviated SA) applies: (i) delete
base stress and glottalization (if present), (ii) if the suffix has a glottal stop, stress the second syllable
to its left (2c¢,d), otherwise (iii) assign stress to the penultimate syllable (2a,b). This stress pattern is
regular in that it characterizes a large class of A’ingae morphemes, including all the classifiers. (For
an OT analysis of the ALGORITHM and more on A’ingae stress classes, see Author, t.a.)

A classifier can also attach to a full inflected clause (delimited with [ ] in 3), yielding a
subordinate clause which retains the classifier’s semantics (underlined). I assume that in their
subordinating function, the classifiers always attach to TPs. (This assumption will be vindicated in
§4.1). Subordinate clauses are verb-final; the verb and the classifier form one phonological word.

(3) Jjayingi [ tisedpa ati-ma [ [ séje -dje |pqp -fa Irp | -khii -nga

going=1 they person=acc  heal -IPFV -PL DLM =to
“I’m going to the room where they were healing a person.”

The surface stress and glottalization of the subordinate verb depend on the verb’s inflection. When
a classifier attaches to a clause whose verb does not have any suffixes outside of vP, i.e. consists only
of a bare root (4-52) or a root followed by the causative suffix (4-5b), input stress and glottalization
are deleted, and stress is assigned following the ALGORITHM, i.e. to the penult of forms with -khii
DLM (4a-b) and and to the second syllable left of -¢thi pLC (5a-b). However, if the verb contains
AspP (4-5¢) and/or TP (4-5d) inflection, input stress and glottalization are preserved.




a. [ROOT],p-CL b. [ROOT-...],p-CL c¢. [ROOT-...] Aspp=CL d. [ROOT-...]yp-CL
(4) a. / dnsaPnge -khii/b. | kiii? -fia -khii/ c. | fétha -dje -khii/ d. | dkhePpa -mbi -khii/

[ ansangékhii ] [ kuifiakhu ] [ féthaljekhii | [ dkhe?pambikhii |
be shy -DLM drink -CAUS -DLM  open -IPFV -DLM forget -NEG -DLM
(5) a. /dnsa’nge -?thi/b. | kiti? -iia -?thi| c. | fétha -2je -?thi/ d. | dkhe?pa -mbi -2thi/
[ ansange?thi | [ kitifia?thi | [ fétharje?thi | [ @akhelpambi?thi |
be shy -pPLC drink -CAUS -PLC  open -IPFV -PLC forget -NEG -PLC

3 ANALYSIS To account for the above pattern, I index McPherson and Heath’s (2016) PHASE-
FAITHFULNESS to phase type, distinguishing between faithfulness to categorizing (xP) and functional
(XP) phases. Specifically, MAXIMALITY,p (M,p) is violated by deleting stress/? spelled out within
vP or nP. MAXIMALITYxp (Mxp) is violated by deleting stress/? which had undergone AspP or TP
spell-out. The A’ingae pattern results from ranking Myp ) SA ) M,p. If no overt AspP/TP mor-
phology is present, only vP undergoes spell-out. Since SA ranks above M,p, the base stress/? are
overridden (6a). Otherwise, AspP/TP undergoes spell-out and Mxp prevents stress/? overriding (6b).

(6) a. [dnsa?nge]vp -khui MXP » SA » M.X'P b. [féthd-?je]Aspp -Pthi MXP » SA >> MXP
1. dnsa’ngekhii %! I’= 1. féthalje?lthi *
I”& 1i. ansangékhi * 11. fethdje?thi *!
[be shy],p -DLM [open-IPFV] o ¢pp -PLC

4 REJECTED ALTERNATIVES Now, I consider and reject two attempts at a simpler analysis.
4.1 Homophony analysis  To avoid PHASEFAITHFULNESS, one could propose that all the classifiers
are homophonous between stress/?-deleting nominalizers which attach low (above n and v) and
stress/?-preserving subordinators which attach high (to full TPs). Nonetheless, subordinated clauses
headed by verbs with no overt AspP/TP inflection are TPs (compatible with TP adverbs, e.g. tayupi
‘long ago’), but stress/? is overridden (7). Thus, the homophony analysis is untenable.
(7) jayi-ngi [ dii?shii tise mama=me tayipi [ rundd ] -khii -nga (cf./ri?nda/ in 2a)
going=1 child (s)he mom=Acc2 long ago wait -DLM =DAT
“I’'m going to the room where the child waited for their mom a long time ago.”
4.2 Non.phasal n,v Todo away with (8) a./ khti?pa -Pje —Pngi/ b./ khﬁ?pa -Pthi/

xP/XP-indexation, one could try denying [ khiipazje’ngi |agpp /[ Khtipa?thi },,p -Pkhu /
the categorizing heads’ phasal status. This excrete -IPFV-PROX [ khupadthi?khu 1,,p
incorrectly predicts no phase boundaries between adjacent excrete -PLC -ANG

classifiers. In A’ingae, when two ?’s are introduced by suffixes in the same phase, stress is assigned
wrt. the first one (8a) (Author, t.a.). When the ?’s are introduced in consecutive phases, the later
? overrides the stress assigned by the previous ?. In words with multiple nominalizing classifiers,
stress is cyclically overridden (8b). By def., nominalizers are n heads. Hence, n (and v) are phasal.
5 DISCUSSION A’ingae complies with Myp ) SA )) M,p. Since prosodic strength generally
increases with projection height, the reverse M,p ) SA )) Mxp is highly unexpected. I speculate
that Mxp ) M,p is part of UG, akin to McCarthy and Prince’s (1995) ROOT )) AFFIXFAITHFULNESS
metacondition. In conclusion, I contribute to a growing body of research which distinguishes between
functional and categorizing phase heads (e.g. Newell, 2008; Guekguezian, 2021) by demonstrating—

for the first time—that this distinction must be accessible to the phonological grammar.
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