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Kristina KRAMER

PERSPECTIVES OF THE FUTURE TENSE
IN THE MACEDONIAN LANGUAGE,
VERBAL TENSE OR MOOD

Whether the future tense is a mood or a tense has been widely dis-
cussed in linguistic literature. The possible interaction amongst the gram-
matical categories of tense, aspect and mood has raised interesting questions
concerning the type of future meaning which can be encoded grammatically
or which can be implied semantically in a given context. In this paper | will
examine the semantics of the Macedonian verb, in particular those imper-
fective and perfective verb forms subordinated to the particle ke which have
traditionally been subsumed under broader discussions on tenre and aspect.
I will make some general introductory remarks about the types of tenses and
moods which wilf be relevant for this discussion and hope in the end to
present a preliminary model which will account for the systematic selection
of tense and aspect forms by the speaker of Macedonian. Such a model must
capture adequately the relationship between grammatical form and the mean-
ings which that form may entail for the speaker in various contexts. I will
concentrate on the use of Ke plus the perfective and imperfective forms of
the verb 'to be' though other forms will be cited where relevant and addi-
tional supporting evidence will be provided by comparing parallel forms
subordinated to the particle ga,

King, writing about English, notes that the most prevalent approach
to the semantic characterization of tense forms in English has been to deli-
neate the uses attributable to a particular form, present tense forms used to
designate panchronic or gnomic events, habitual occurences, future events,
etc. The future has often been considered outside the scope of tense. In may
own work to date on Macedonian as well as in that of scholars working
cross-linguistically the future has been recognized as being at the point of
intersection between a tense, designating an action ag occurring after the
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speech event, and a mood denoting non-actual, expectative events. Some
typical déscriptions of the future are:

Chung and Timberlake: [the future is} a semantic category where tense
and mood merge. In practice many languages do not distinguish morpholog-
ically between future tense and potential (irrealis) mood, Where a difference
15 made, the future tense is used for ¢vents that are presumed to be certain
to oceur, ?anci the irrealis mood for events that are potentially possible but
not presumed to be certain.

Similar formulations are seen in Fleischman’s work on Romance and
Fielder’s work on Bulgarian.

Nognetheiess, whether the future 8 a tense or a mood, it has been as-
signed meaning in English and Macedonian such as future prediction, will-
Ingness, fiteraﬁcd events, ¢te.

While some of meanings of theso-called future tense scem to be par-
alflel in meaning to events which oceur before the speech event, there is al-
ways present a modal, hypothetical nuance. This difference has been cited
by varioés authors, for example, Leech states that: "although the will/shall
construction provides English with its nearest approximation to a 'neutral’
or ‘colourless' future, one ought not to describe it as a 'future tense' on a
par with the Past and Present tenses” and Quirk, et al. state: "There is no
obvious future teunse in English corresponding to the time/tense parallei for
present and past’.

This leads us the the next question, namely what is fense. It has long
beer known that there is not a one-to-one correspondence with tense form
and time in the real world and that languages vary in the grammatical in-
ventory of tenses. As Binnick writes: even at the very beginning of gram-
matical study, the conflict between the notional three "times” (tenses) and
actual nember of fenses marked in verbs proved a challenge. (p.9). Given

the mutability of real werld time and the selection of a tense to encode an.

action placed in time, one must ask if there are predictable parameters for
tense selection. King, again writing on English states: Every speech act has
a now associated with it. As far as communicater is concerned, Time of
Communication {TOC) is basic time from which all other time/reality is

viewed. This is the speaker’s present. A sharp distinction must be drawn
between real world phenomena (such as real world time) and linguistic phe-

nomena. | The present tense is used for any situation which the speaker wishes

to associate with and include within the perspective of the TOC. Meaning

of present tense form is tied to the temporal perspective with which the
speaker associates the reported situation. Specific real time reference is ig-
nored, but what is important is that the situation 13 viewed as belonging to
the speaker’s present. In essence, it is a statement of fact which is consid-
ered valid at the moment of communication and will continue to be valid as
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long ag the situation obtains. When the present tense form is used for a fu-
ture occurrence, the speaker is simply bringing that which is planned for
f:he future into the realm of the present. It is a statement about a situation
mtended for the future, but viewed as part of the present, 1.e. included within
the present temporal perspective. Compare this with Fleschman who says
that when the speaker chooses a present tense for future time “"the future
situation is viewed by the speaker as growing out of or somehow in relation
to the present world-state, it expresses the speaker's subjective view of the
s_ituat}on at the moment of utterance thus, ‘a going future the proximity in
time is not at issue since one can say - in twenty years I am going to Chi-
na. What is relevant is the speaker's willingness to commit to a future world
with such vividness that it has present relevance. A situation belonging to
the past in real time may also be brought or ‘pulled into the present per-
spective of the speaker: Dad tells me that you want to quit school. Colum-
bus discovers America in 1492. A present tense form then has grammatical
meaning of PRESENT TEMPORAL PERSPECTIVE, ie. included in and
viewed as a part of the TOC.

Both Flischman and King sees the major dichotomy for the speaker
between present versus others - i.e. definite strategy 1s involved in which
the speaker first of all includes the situation within the present perspective
of excludes the situation from it, If it is excluded then it must be included
with the appropriate non-present perspective, i.c. past or future. Invariant
meamng of the future is "removed from the present perspective and associ-
ated with the future perspective” Since the real world future is not verifia-
ble fact, the future perspective on a situation in every case involves predic-
tion. Since the futare is the domain of prediction, it is not surprising that
the future tense is found in contexts of present supposition:

The class will be over by now.

That'll be John at the door.

Which is simply the reverse of removing a situation from the future
{predictive) perspective and associating it with the present (factual perspec-
tive as in The train leaves sharply at noon. Thus the verbal éystem exploits
to the fullest the basic opposition between present as fact and future as pre-
diction but in so doing does not undermine the grammatical meanmg of tense
as temporal perspective.

' ’{n Macedonian there is no future tense. The Future is formed by an
invariant particle £e which forms syntactic constructions with verbs of the
perfective or imperfective aspect, constructions which €ONvey various types
of time reference and modality. What is relevant for the discussion here is
the relationship of the present and future perspective and how the choice of
aspect and tense codes an event as belonging to the present or future. In my
pursuit of relevant data in both English and Macedonian | have frequently
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met native speakers who insist that the future tense is paraliel to the past,
that they perceive the reality and inevitability of future prediction. It must
be remrkéd, however, that instead of placing evenis along a time line ex-
tended from the past into the future, the speaker maps events onto a grid
according to temporal and modal perspective. The grammaticalization of this
opposition is most evident in the contrast between the use of ¥e with the to
verb fo be imperfective sum vs perfective Sugam and, consequently, this
oppesitioné will be the centre of discussion here. In the literature this con-
trast has been seen as colloquial versus literary (see for example Casule)
or,as a coéntext of free variation, for example, in his doctoral work on e in
Macedonian, K. Koneski says: "The form Ke bidam is understood also as
imperfective and leads to a neutralization of the aspectual opposition of the
forms Ke bidam- ke sum. Due to this fact we understand the paralle} use of
the two forms with the same meaning”. If we examine a number of exam-
ples, however, we can begin to see that pragmatically there is a distinction
made betw?een these two forms and that the causes for aspect selection are
connected: to the speaker's view the reality or temporal distance of an eveni.
Let us loos;k at a number of examples;

1) Hajapro Ke e ja My jaBAT HA MajopoOT IITO KHBEE K4j HHE,

2 C}IHO’E‘ Ke ¢ nekaje son ['puko, A MoxeOn Ha cenep kon Cpiicko.

k)] I‘;i}ex.umn, CATYaIKHJATA MOMCHTAIHO HE Ke ¢ Taka.

4) Tod Ke € OKOJY CTO TOLHEH, aKO YME4M [ia [pencHaM.

5 ’I‘ifej £e e ManAKy nocrap 3a Mene. Moxe fnego na Mz Oujle.

6) AMa irTo £e TH cYM Jac. — BeyiM XewaTa — fjyOma cH ja TojaTa
pEBOJTYII.

7) Ilito ¢ HA ¢ Tpera HPKBa, PeKoa KOIe Beke MMaMe ABe.

8) Iéoj £e e Hageop cera?

-

Native speakers will only accept the use of the imperfective verb here
since in all instances these sentences are temporally part of the TOC. If thig
is the case, we do not have e/bide as stylistic variants. Rather, we have an
aspectual jopposition in which the imperfective includes the event as present
and more actuahized than the corresponding perfective. One could argue, that
the above sentences with the imperfective of sum could also occur without
the Xe in order to signify present relevance. This is true, however, a modal
nuance is lost. These examples with e sum are all highly charged emotion-
al statements in which the speaker chooses to distance the fact from the
present temporal point of view. The future particle Ke may be used here to
cast doubt on a present fact of to offer the speaker's view that the fact s
somehow doubtful or based on supposition rather than known fact. Flei-
schman proposed three parameters according to which speakers chart an
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event referential, textual and expressive. If we look at the above examples
apcorc!inag to the three parameters included in F teschman's model - referen-
tial, tezftual and expressive, then we see that referentially they are perhaps
syntgctwaliy future due to the presence of the expectative pariicfe Ke but in
the discourse of textual componant they are present and the CXPIessive com-
ponant places these actions as contemporancous with the speech event but
high on what 1 will term here the projected or suppositional scale. This scale
can be strenghtened, i.¢. actions can be placed vet further up on the suppo-
sitional axis with the use of ga together with Ke:

9) Jac ue £e cym $rAe30d a 3aToa He MOKam MHOFY fla Hayuam
Oil KHAFHTE.

10} On xamenjerto J3ACLYBaa HCCHR, (IYMOT Ha BOHATA Ce BPeCTopH
Bo Meslonan. Ke pa e rayno, no Moxea na ce IpemosHaaT ap-
MOHMKH, BHOJIANE, IHHjAHA M [PYI'H HECTPYMEHTH.

H) Ke sa ¢ nucano, ga Mg ro CKYCH EKHBOTOT Toj IPOK/ICTHHE.

_ The perfective aspect has been shown in other contexts, contexts such
as z‘temtﬁd events, and in subordination to various words, i.e. temporal sub-
ordinators, to tend toward modal meaning. The imperfective is used in the
protasis of hypothetical conditions and in other contexts in subordination to
the particie ga, to specify an action which is unfulfillable at the prefent
moment. The Macedonian system is enriched by this ability to locate a hy-
pothetical action in present time, ¢.g. Bu Tpebasio na e Jaya: Ha cu xup u
3ipas; M mak onoj menor. Th ne TpeBa Aa cu Tyka. So what we have in
Macedonian is e interacting with both aspects. Thus the imperfective of
Buge, e, is clearly real, present, but marked by speaker doubt.

REFERENCES

Bmnick, Robert 1991, Time and the Verb. 4 guide to tense

and aspect. New York: {
University Press. ’ ) oris Oxtord

Casule. Ihja. 1988, djde da ucime makedonski,

Ajde da naucime makedonski. Sydney:
Macquarie University. v

Chung, 8. and Timberiake, A. 1985, "Tense, Aspect and Mood"

Syntactic Description. Vol 11 T. Shopen, ed. 205-258.
versity Press.

in Language Typology and
Cambridge. Cambridge Uni-

Vilder. Grace 1993, The Semantics and P

: ragmatics of Verbal Categories in Buloarign
Lewiston: Edwin Mellen Press. s




86 Kristina Kramer

Fleischman. iSuzanne‘ 1982, The Future in Thought and Language. Dichronic Evidenee
from Romance. Cambridge: Cambridge University.

King, L. D. 21983, "Tense, Orientation and Aspect”. Lingwa 59. 101-154.

Koneski, X. 51‘}90 Glagoiskite konstrukeii so Ke vo makedonskiot jozik. Skepje: Institut za
makedonski jazik.

Lecch, Gs{)ffj‘rcy. Y971, Meaning end the English Verb. London: Longmar.

Quirk, Randblph. 1972, 4 Grammar of Contemporary English. Londosn: Longman.

3v3ana TzﬂffOJZHH‘:CKA

MOTJIE/IH 3A WIHOTO BPEME BO MAKEJOHCKHOT
JAAK - IJIATOJICKO BPEME HJIH HAYMH

(Peaume)

liporecoprata Kpucrana KpaMep ud npaTe ejeH HOKOAr TeKCT
KOJUITO 38 Kajl He MOXKEME JlA ro IPeTCTABHME TYKa Bo HeocT. Pe-
IHEBMe a Bu ro npepackaxaM TyKa BO HAJKPATKH UpTH.

Bo tekcror cranysa 360p 3a Toa KaKo ce pedpaeKTHDA KaTeropH-
jaTa rAaroJICKH BHA BO 30HATa B BO HAYHHOT Ha YRoTpeSa Ha KOHCTPYK-
QHHTE KOM HpeHecyBaaT WudopManuja 3a BAHH HacTamd. Bo memrapor
Ha BHUMAHHCTO Hi ABTOPKATA € MAKEGAOHCKATA ONO3UNH}a: Ke ¢ Hacupe-
Ma Ke fOuge.

ABTOPKaTa NPBO He 0TCETYBA Ha IO3HATATA JMJIEMA KOja ¢ J10-
MHHAHTHATA KOMOOHeHT4 HA4 OHAa WITO T0 BHKaMme (yTyp: MomasiHata
WM TemniopaiiHaTa. Hatamy, Taa ce moBEEYBa Ha Teopujata ua Miajm-
Man M KHHP KoM 300pyBaat 3a ,CETAllIHA TeMIOpajHa Mepcilek THBa®
LTO aBTOMATCKH ja BHecyBa BO TEKCTOT OPMATa HA CerauiHo BpeMe,
33 [a Cce COCpefOTOuM HAJIOCTE BP3 eida GyHKNKjA Ha MAKEHOHCKOTO
Ke e, a KQJaliTo My € Tyf'a Ha Ke fuge. Ce paloTH 3a HCKaKyBambe Ha
UPETHOLTABKA 38 H4CTAH IHTO & CAYUYBA KCTOBPEMEHO CO MOMOHTOT
Ha 300pyBameTo. A eBe fie/1 o]l IPHMEPHTE UITO aBTOPKATA [H eKClep-
HEpJIA Off MAKEIOHCKH TEKCTORH:

L. Cinor Ke ¢ wekaje ko I'puko wim Moxe6n Ha CeBep KOH
Cpucko,

2. Tpermmy, CHTYRHH]ATA MOMEHTANHO He K¢ ¢ TaKa.
3. Toj ke e MaaKy mocTap 3a mene. MoxXe Jedo ia Mu Oufe.
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4. Op KaMemeTo H3JICryBa HCCHA, NYMOT Hla BofaTta ce HpeCTOpR
BO MeJlofnd. Ke na ¢ rayno mo Moxea na ce lipenostaar ap-
MORMEM, BHOJIAHY, IH[aHa H APYIH WUCTPYMeHTH.

5. Ke na ¢ nucano, ga mu ro CEYCH AHBOTOT T0] HPOKJIETHHEK,

ABTOPKATA 3aBpIIYBA CO KOHCTaTallMjaTa JleKa HeCBPIICHHOT BHJ

R [~ g H

0il TJIAT0/10T OHfle HOCH MUOPMALH]a 33 HACTAH CMecTeH po CeramHo-

T4, RO HCTOBPEMEHO 00OCH CO HCHCTYPHOCT Ha 300pyBavor BO OfHOC

Ha Heroparta dak THBHOCT.
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