Hill Mari verbal constructions on 31’3 / 8l9n: discontinuous past and beyond

Daria Mordashova, e-mail: mordashova.d@yandex.ru
Lomonosov Moscow State University

Introduction Semantics of the construction . =
> What: NPST + 5I'3 / 315n PF + 5I'5 / 3lan Hypothesis 2: mirativity as development
verbal clitics 51’3 / 515n - “frozen” forms of to be in 3SG.AOR / . of the discontinuous past marker
3SG.PRF respectively: Past Progressive Pluperfect . _
Comlbine with verbs i;l NPST and PRF: (3) kdnam man'd por-3s-8m  vas'a (5) kdnam ma tol-9n-na, keCd uze ** concept ofchLm: |
- ] when 1 come-AOR-1SC  Vas'a when we come-PRF-1PL sun already o discontinuous past markers - introduce a
clitics are often, although not always, interchangeable; the knigi-m  13d-e$ 5I'5 /7%515n. $3n7-5n 55 /515n temporal or notional break between the
distribution of clitics needs further investigation book-ACC  read-NPST.3SG  RETR1 / RETR2 sitdown-PRE3SG RETR1 / RETR? point of r_eference and the situation:
» Where & When: ‘When I came, Vas’a was reading a book. 'When we came, the sun had already gone down.” m.etapho.rlcal detachment” or “shift” on the
Uralic languages > Finno-Ugric > Mari > Hill Mari pIvot o f.tlme. .
Fiald tr he G district of Mari El. Russi _ _ _ —— o mirativity - introduces a notional break
ield trip to the Gornomari district of Mari El, Russia, 2016 Past Habitual Discontinuous past proper (the action is no between the speaker’s expectations and
» Method: (4) Pet'a izi-zd godom kazddj keCd-n longer occurring in the present) her realization of an actual situation;
mainly elicitation {’et'a small-POSS.35G during every day-GEN (6) sukerdd pervi ivan grozndj  3l-en provides ‘self-distancing of the speaker from
o em-am Kkack-esS al’d / alan. ago earlier Ivan the.Terrible live-PRF.3SG the situation. about which ise is bei
Theoretical background e et | , about which a surprise Is being
o . . " g ) | . , foup-ACC eat-NPST.3SG. RE.TRl / RETRZI alan / 7*al’a. expressed’ [Chirikba 2003]
al's / alan - “discontinuous past” markers, or “retrospective shift Pet’a ate soup every day in his childhood. RETR2 / RETR1 Lo o L dyie
markers [Plungian, van der Auwera 2006], [Sitchinava 2013] Ivan the Terrible lived long ago.’ th tlf tonthe pivol ey, H}etfphorlial shift
. : . of time of the speaker
Function: change the default temporal interpretation of the P
verbal form they apply to, “move” the situation backwards on the |Mirativity (situation is viewed as surprising / | “Cancelled” result, or “anti-resultative” expectation  realization of actual situation
pivot (?-f time. unexpectable for the speaker [DeLancey |Plungian 2001] (non-existence of | |
(1) mdn' skol-8skd Kej-em. 1997]); with a reference to the present consequent state or result of an action at the .
| school-ILL go-NPST.1SG moment), moment of speech) Conclusion
Tgo to school’ see (8) (7) Van’a $3rgd-std jam-3n al's /3lan, v' 3’5 / 515n - markers with a discontinuous past vs.
(2) man' $kol-38kd Kej-em 31'3 / 313n. Van'a for?st-IN get{ost-PRFBSG RETR1 / RETR2 mirative polysemy
I school-ILL go-NPST.1SG RETR1 / RETR2 vara tads-m I_IIO-H-B’E- v while the expression of meanings from the domain
, , then he-ACC find-PRF-3PL of discontinuous past is typologically wide-spread,
I went to school. Van'a aot lost in th t but d then.’ L .
an’a got lost in the forest, but was found then. the mirative “extension” has not yet been
Intragenetic typology — . described in closely related languages
T 20051. [Sitchi 2013 Mirativity (provided lack of agentive control),| ¥ we consider mirativity as a metaphorical
[ Sypanoyv ]9 [ itchinava ] see (9)-(10) extension of discontinuous past based on the
Verb + be.PST.3SG notion of distance
A Udmurt: val Shedding light on mirativity Abbreviations
: : : : 1,2,3-1, 2, 3 person, ACC — accusative, AOR — aorist, GEN — genitive,
gig : vaé dlsctontlnuous. past proper, anti-resultative Reference to the present Reference to the past g_PLT— illaii\;_e, INP_R Ii:nessiv? Il\”F:’I: inf:nitilvep, OI\IgSST— non-past t;rgg,
vd past progressive _ ) .y v AYAl. A ) v - S Aps Yt A — optative, — pertect, PL — plural, — POSSESSIVE, —
FUT + val ‘ s trf)lab%tual (8) A: Van,a, ton’ ma pis salek dl-at? (9) mon’ tengecs omon-oste kast-on-am pluperfect, PST — past, PTCL — particle, RETR1, 2 — “retrospective shift”
p Van’a you what very sad be-NPST.2SG I yesterday sleep-IN  walk-PRF-1SG / discontinuous past marker, SG — singular
‘Van'a, why are you so sad?’ o'/ alan. References
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