) GATES

Cambridge

Word order variation within
the Lule Sami PP

Hanna Danbolt Ajer — University of Cambridge
Workshop on the Structure of Uralic Languages
27.08.2021



1. Introduction

2. Data and findings

3. Towards a Minimalist analysis

4. Comparison with Sami languages and Finnish

5. Summary

2 of 33



1. Introduction

3 of 33



Lule Sami

* Spoken in Northern Norway and
Sweden.

* Ca 650 active speakers (Morén-
Duollja 2010).

Adapted from
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Sami_languages_large_2.png
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* Predominantly head-final.

* Predominantly, but not strictly, postpositional (Nystg and
Johnsen 2000; Spiik 1977/1989; Wiklund 1901/1915).

* Complements of adpositions are normally in the
genitive, but can appear in other cases.
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Methodology

e Spoken, original data from
Divtasvuodna/Tysfjord, Norway.

* 11 participants: men and women from
three age groups, with more and less
exposure to standardised Lule Sami.

e 8 elicitations: stimulus-based,
o . . From https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Norway_Nordland_-
interview-based, freer conversation.
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2. Data and findings



Numbers on word order

* Roughly 4,000 occurrences of PPs in my data:
- 78% postpositional
- 8% prepositional
- 13% without overt complements
- 1% subordinating
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Examples of postpositional phrases

1) stavla duogen
chair.GEN.SG  behind
‘behind the chair’

2) miehtse badjelis
forest.GEN.SG from.above
“from above the forest’
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Examples of postpositional phrases

3) javlaj sinna
Christmas.GEN.PL  in
‘during Christmas’

4) giela birra
language.GEN.SG  about
‘about the language’
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Prepositions and contrastiveness

e Contrastiveness: denotation of element is contrasted
against a set of alternatives (Vallduvi and Vilkuna 1998).

* Prepositionality can mark contrastiveness in Lule
Sami.
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Prepositions and contrastiveness

* Context: speaker tries to ensure it is the marsh and
not another part of the landscape she should
concentrate on:

5) Le san haledime badjel JIEKKE?
be.PRS.3sG 3sG.NoM fly.PROG  over marsh.GEN.SG
‘Is it flying above the MARSH?
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Prepositions and contrastiveness

* Context: you correct someone who thought you only
ran TO the lake:

6) Viehkiv BIRRA  javre.
run.PST.1SG around lake.GEN.SG
‘I ran AROUND the lake.

(Sandra Nystg Rahka, personal communication)
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Prepositions in non-contrastive contexts

* Most occurrences of prepositional phrases are non-
contrastive.

e Extension of contrastive function: alternatives AND
contrast— alternatives without contrast being
necessary.

* Prepositionality in Lule Sami can also mark
membership in a PREDEFINED ALTERNATIVE SET.
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Prepositions in number phrases

* Alternative set for numbers: numeral system.

/) badjel guoktalok madna
over twenty.ATTR child.GEN.SG
‘more than twenty children’

8) vuollel  duhat
under thousand.NOM.SG

‘less than a thousand’
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Prepositions in temporal expressions

* Alternative sets for temporal expressions: the timeline,
oppositions like before and after.

9) avddal  /1970-tallet/
before /the 1970’s/

‘before the 1970s’
10) mannela mallasij
after dinner.GEN.PL
‘after dinner’ 17 of 33



Prepositions in spatial expressions

 Alternative sets for areas and paths: subparts like middle and
perimeter/extremities.

11) vadtsa gassko jeeggaj
walk.PRS.35G middle.of marsh.ALL.SG
‘s/he walks to the middle of the marsh’

12) le gassko balgga
be.PRS.35G middle.of path.GEN.SG
‘s/he is in the middle of the path’
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Prepositions in spatial expressions

* Path adpositions normally pick out perimeter of area or both
extremities of path.

13) birra javrev
around lake.ACC.SG
‘around the lake’

14) tjada miehtse
through forest.GEN.SG
‘through the forest’
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Recap of proposed functions of

prepositionality in Lule Sami

* Primary function of prepositionality: marking
contrastiveness.

* Extended function of prepositionality: marking
membership in a predefined alternative set.

—e.g. numeral system for numbers, timeline and
before/after meanings for temporal expressions, subparts
like middle and perimeter/extremities for areas and paths.
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3. Towards a Minimalist analysis
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Simpson and Wu (2002): local focus projections

* Functional heads can select focus projections reinforcing
their meaning.

* Frequent association of the focused element and the
head selecting it can lead it to be bleached and
grammaticalised over time.
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Focus projections in the Lule Sami PP

* Prepositionality in Lule Sami might be due to the
adposition moving to local focus projections within
the PP selected by Place and Path, reinforcing the
relation expressed.

* Focus projection in Place/Path might be bleached
from emphatic function to also marking membership
in predefined alternative set.
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4. Comparison with Sami

languages and Finnish



Comparison with other Sami languages

* Lule Sami ambipositions with cognates attested prepositionally in

at least three other Sami languages (based on Feist 2015; Hasselbrink 1981;
Morottaja and Toivonen 2016; Nickel 1990; RieBler 2019; Sammallahti 1998; S6der 2017; von Gertten 2015;

Wilbur 2014).
—gassko ‘in the middle of’: Skolt, Inari, North and South Sami
—birra ‘around’: Akkala, Skolt, North, Pite, Ume and South Sami
—tjada ‘through’: Skolt, North and South Sami
—rasta ‘across’: Kildin, Skolt, North and South Sami
—badjel ‘over, above’: Skolt, North, Pite and South Sami
—mannel ‘after’: Skolt, North and South Sami
—avddal ‘before’: Skolt, North and South Sami
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Comparison with North and South Sami

* Adpositions allowing prepositionality generally belong to
predefined alternative sets.

* Path adpositions like aalkesth ‘along’, bijjeli ‘(move) above’
occur prepositionally in South Sami (Séder 2017). Could
prepositionality have been extended to path adpositions in
general?

* North Sami aistton/aisttan ‘according to’ is a preposition
(Nickel 1990). Does not fit as well with Lule Sami findings.
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Comparison with Finnish

 Temporal and other abstract expressions are typically prepositional
(Huumo 2013; Lestrade 2010). Temporal expressions belong to
predefined alternative sets, most other abstract PPs do not.

» Spatial expressions picking out subparts of paths and areas seem to
allow prepositionality, e.g. keskelléd ‘in the middle of’, ympdri ‘around’,
yli ‘over’ (Huumo 2013; Lestrade 2010).

* Huumo (2013) and Lehismets (2014): Finnish path ambipositions
more likely to be prepositional when path is perceived sequentially or
shape of path is highlighted (i.e. with motion verbs meaning ‘to
circle’, ‘to wind’ etc), in which case | think subparts might be
foregrounded.
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5. Summary
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Summary

* Lule Sami adpositions are predominantly postpositional.

* Prepositionality can be used to mark contrastiveness or
membership in a predefined alternative set, such as the numeral
system for numbers, timeline and before/after meanings for
temporal expressions, and subparts like middle and
perimeter/extremities for areas and paths.

* Accounted for by Place and Path heads selecting focus
projections to which the adposition can move to reinforce the
meaning of these heads. Their function has been extended to

also marking members of predefined alternative sets.
29 of 33



References

Feist, Timothy. 2015. A Grammar of Skolt Saami. Suomalais-Ugrilaisen Seuran Toimituksia [Transactions of the Finno-Ugrian Society] 273. Helsinki: Suomalais-
Ugrilainen Seura [The Finno-Ugrian Society].

Gertten, Daniel Z. von. 2015. ‘Huvuddrag i Umesamisk Grammatik [Main Features of Ume Sami Grammar]’. MA Thesis, Oslo: University of Oslo.
https://www.duo.uio.no/bitstream/handle/10852/45836/Masteroppgave_vonGertten.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y.

Hasselbrink, Gustav. 1981. Siidlappisches Wérterbuch/Odrj’elsaamien Baaguog’drjaa [South Lappish/Sami Dictionary]. Skrifter Utgivna Genom Dialekt- Och
Folkminnesarkivet i Uppsala, Ser. C: Lapskt Sprak Och Lapsk Kultur [Publications from the Institute of Dialect and Folklore Research in Uppsala, Ser. C: Lappish
Language and Culture] 4. Uppsala: Lundequistska Bokhandeln.

Huumo, Tuomas. 2013. ‘Many Ways of Moving along a Path: What Distinguishes Prepositional and Postpositional Uses of Finnish Path Adpositions?’ Lingua
133: 319-35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lingua.2013.05.006.

Koopman, Hilda. 2010. ‘Prepositions, Postpositions, Circumpositions, and Particles’. In Mapping Spatial PPs: The Cartography of Syntactic Structures, Volume
6, edited by Guglielmo Cinque and Luigi Rizzi, 26—73. Oxford Studies in Comparative Syntax. Oxford/New York: Oxford University Press.
https://oxford.universitypressscholarship.com/view/10.1093/acprof:0s0/9780195393675.001.0001/acprof-9780195393675.

Lehismets, Kersten. 2014. ‘Bipositions and Motion Events: How Verb Semantics Motivates Prepositional vs. Postpositional Uses of Finnish Path Adpositions’.
Folia Linguistica 48 (1): 85—118. https://doi.org/10.1515/flin.2014.004.

Lestrade, Sander. 2010. ‘Finnish Case Alternating Adpositions: A Corpus Study’. Linguistics 48 (3): 603—-28. https://doi.org/10.1515/ling.2010.019.

Morén-Duollja, Bruce. 2010. ‘De Samiske Sprakene: Vakre, Unike Og Uerstattelige [The Sami Languages: Beautiful, Unique and Irreplaceable]’. Bdrjds, Arran
Julevséme Guovddsj [Sail, Arran Lule Sami Centre] 2010: Kultuvrra ja luonndodrbbe [Culture and natural heritage]: 54—65.

30 of 33



References

Morottaja, Petter, and Ida Toivonen. 2016. ‘Some Notes on Inari Saami Syntax and Morphology’. Long version of draft.
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/303924470_Some_notes_on_Inari_Saami_syntax_and_morphology.

Nickel, Klaus Peter. 1990. Samisk grammatikk [Sami grammar]. Samisk. 2nd revised ed. Karasjohka: Dawvvi girji. https://urn.nb.no/URN:NBN:no-
nb_digibok_2016042908066.

Nyst@, Anders, and Sigmund Johnsen. 2000. Sdmdsta 1 - Lulesamisk Sprékkurs [Lule Sami Language Course] - Lulesamisk for Nybegynnere [Lule Sami for
Beginners]. Ajluokta: Bahko.

RieRler, Michael. 2019. ‘Kildin Saami’. Non-formatted preprint manuscript. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/335527948 13 Kildin_Saami.
Sammallahti, Pekka. 1998. The Saami Languages: An Introduction. Karasjohka: Davvi Girji.
Simpson, Andrew, and Zoe Wu. 2002. ‘Agreement, Shells, and Focus’. Language 78 (2): 287-313.

Soder, Torbjorn. 2017. ‘South Saami Adpositions’. Presented at the 3rd Saami Linguistics Symposium, Freiburg institute for advanced studies - Albert
Ludwig university of Freiburg, October 19.

Spiik, Nils Eric. 1977. Lulesamisk Grammatik [Lule Sami Grammar]. 2nd ed. Jokkmokk: Sameskolstyrelsen.

Vallduvi, Enric, and Maria Vilkuna. 1998. ‘On Rheme and Kontrast’. In The Limits of Syntax, edited by Peter Culicover and Louise McNally, 29:79-108.
Syntax and Semantics. New York: Academic Press.

Wiklund, K. B. 1901. Ldrobok i Lapska Spraket [Textbook for the Lappish Language]. 2 rev. edn. Uppsala: Akademiska bokhandeln.

Wilbur, Joshua. 2014. A Grammar of Pite Saami. Studies in Diversity Linguistics 5. Berlin: Language Science Press. https://langsci-

press.org/catalog/book/17.
31 of 33



First and foremost | want to thank the participants in my project: Jgrgen Kintel,
Jorn-Robert Knutsen, Ivar Otto Knutsen, Lill Tove Paulsen, Sven-Roald Nystg,
Mareno Mikkelsen, and the five anonymous participants.

| also want to thank Arran Lule Sami Centre and everyone in the Lule Sami
community of Divtasvuodna who have been of great help. Particular thanks to
Svenn-Egil Knutsen Duollja, Inga Lill Sigga Mikkelsen, Bruce Morén-Duollja, Sandra
Nyst@ Rahka, and Anne Silja Turi for valuable advice and input.

And of course, many thanks to my supervisor Dr Theresa Biberauer.

Any errors or misrepresentations are solely my responsibility.

32 of 33



..... e 5 e, L
- Y S
R o

Vsl i




