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Evidentiality in Udmurt. Main research
guestions

In  Permic languages, evidential meanings have been
grammaticalized. In Udmurt, e.g., there are two non-
compound past tenses: one of them (henceforth PST1) is
regarded as being “witnessed” (with no specification of the
source of information and the way the reception of the event
is realised) and the other one (henceforth PST2) as being
“unwitnessed” or “indirective”. Indirective past is used, e.g.,
when the speaker has not witnessed the situation but knows
it from hearsay (reportive uses) or by making an inference
(inferential uses) (Leinonen & Vilkuna 2000):

(1) Periph. Southern (Kelmakov 2006: 244)

KUH' MOH-3M HO Ky MoH-un'sn’am,

who take-psT12.35G and  when take-psT12.3pPL

CO-33 2ypm-blH HO'KUH HO YK mo’obl H'u.
DET-ACC.DET village-INE nobody PCL neg CNG.PRS.3SG already

"Who gave it such a name and when did it happen, nobody knows.’

In Udmurt, evidentiality can not be used in future and
present tenses: evidentiality is restricted to the past, which is
not uncommon cross-linguistically (see, e.g. Aikhenvald 2004
263-264), especially in the case of two-term evidential
systems, like in Udmurt (see, e.g. Jalava 2016). Past tense
copulas also have PST1 and PST2 forms, therefore all
compound past tenses (consisting of a conjugated verb and a
past tense copula val/vilem) have a possible evidential
counterpart, too.

As most of the Udmurt compound tenses pay a significant
role in expressing aspectual meanings, too, it is worth
discussing the aspectual role of these evidential formes,
paying special attention to the aspectual values of
progressivity and habituality.

Results 1: simple PST2

According to my data, simple PST2 is much more frequently
used than the other unwitnessed (compound) tenses:

PST2 PST2.FR Dur.pret,,, Durpret.,,+ Frequentative Plusqg.perf.. Alt.

V FRV preterite,,q
155 12 18 3 17 9 214tokens
72,43  5,6% 8.41% 1.4% 7.94% 4,2% 100%

%

The aspectual function of this tense seems to be, howewer,
quite diversified, as it can convey both imperfective and
perfective meaning:

1. Perfective

(3) Southern (Kelmakov 2006: 226)

apH'a op44bi-ca MVYH '40-3blI yeya-m.

week pass-CvB sauna-3PL burn.down-psT2.3sG
‘After a week, their sauna burned down.’

It can be used even in case of perfective grammaticalized
converb constructions:

(4) Southern (Kelmakov 2006: 260)

600 ’oHa Hbl/-13H WbIMC3 ao’o -am HO,
quail girl-GEN soup-ACC.35G see-PST2.35G PCL
c’u-ca 66imm-am.

eat-cvB finish-pPs12.35G

"The quail saw the girl’s soup, and ate it up.

2. Imperfective

(5) Northern (Kelmakov 2006: 191)

Cap3 co OMbIH UK KO/1-3M HuU.
then 3sG there pPCL sleep-PsT2.35G already
'’And then he/she has slept there!

From my data, only one example (6) emerged for habitual,

The notion of progressivity and
habituality

Progressivity is often understood as a subtype of
imperfectivity (see, e.g. Comrie 1976: 24— 40), howewer, IPFV
and PROGR (and also continuous) should be distinguished
from each other (Dahl 1985: 91-93). Progressive is an
aspectual reading that ,views an action as ongoing at
reference time” (Bybee & Perkins & Pagliuca 1994: 126).
There are also contexts where the progressive ,indicates a
situation [...] that frames another situation” (Comrie 1976:
30).

There differing opinions among scolars about the notion of
habituality and the connection between habituality and
other values, or the role of the repetition. In e.g., Comrie’s
(1976) and Megnnesland’s (1984) opinion, events can be
habitual even if there is no repetition involved, e.g. (2) Simon
used to believe in ghosts (Comrie 1976: 27) There are,
howewer, other theories (e.g., Bybee & Perkins & Pagliuca
1994, Bertinetto & Lenci 2012, LeBlanc 2010), assuming that
considering habitual events, there is always a repetition
involved. This presentation relies on theories working with
scalarity and differentiates between pluractional, non-
pluractional events and cases of limited repetition.

and one for progressive function; imperfective meaning in
case of this simple past tense seems to be rather less
frequent than perfective meaning anyway:

(6) Periph.Southern (Kelmakov 2006: 244)

COUH UK ceipltac’ UHMbI Wyu-a'n'am.
therefore PCL swamp place call-PST2.3PL
"Therefore they used to call it ,,swamp place”’

Simple tense PST2 with frequentative suffix is, howewer, a
very typical way for coding habituality and non-firsthand
evidentiality at the same time:

(7) (marjamoll.blogspot.ru)

Co 3uamyHO ®peli0-n3H MasnaH-bec-biH-bl3
3sG Sigmund  Freud-GEN thought-INSTR-35G
coenaw 71y-bis1-3M.

consentient  be-FREQ-PST2.35G

"He/she used to agree with Sigmund Freud.’

PST2 is sometimes used with the particle pe that expresses
reported/unwitnessed information:

(8) (marjamoll.blogspot.ru)

KasKas naoaH (sic!)  yn-uce Hblf-bec-mel, ne,
Caucasus around live-PTCP girl-PL-ACC PCL
02roa eau-unnam.

once bring-psT2.3pPL

Progressive and habitual grams in
Udmurt (witnhessed) (Horvath 2015)

"They once brought girls from the Caucasus region.

In some cases, howewer, non-inferential simple PST1 is
used with the particle pe instead of PST2.

Function Marker (s) Structure of the marker It is also worth mentioning that non-firsthand information,
Progressivity Durative preterite V.PRS + COP.PST1 unwitnessed events are not always expressed by
unwitnessed simple PST2 but by PST1 instead:
1. FRV suffix -li, -I’a- . Imakoy 2 .
Event-external 2. Durative preterite V.PRS + COP.PST1 (69) Nort ,ern (Kelmakov 2006: 173)
oluractionality with | 3. Dur.pret. + FRV suffix | V.FRV.PRS + COP.PST1 2P0 HU-— Ouysl 3y44-0c IGIKM-U-3b1.
. . . then already there.ILL Russian-PL arrive-pST1-3pL
characterizing 4. Frequentative preterite | V.FUT + COP.PST1 : )
oroperty (rare) ,And after that, Russians have come.
(gnomic property):
Habituality
O pluractionality + 1. FRV suffix |z, -1l’a-
characterizing 2. Durative preterite V.PRS + COP.PST1
property
?Habituality
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Results 2: evidential forms
expressing habituality and
progressivity

Habituality and also progressivity can be
expressed by unwitnessed compound tenses, too,
by the same aspectual means, than in the case of
the non-indirectives:. E.g., pluractional habituality
can be expressed by durative preterite, but also by
other evidential tenses (e.g. by frequentative
preterite):

(10) (marjamoll.blogspot.ru)

CueH- KOH HO KOMHAMAa-Aa3bl
food drink PcL room-INE.3PL
HY7/1-0 8bl/19M

bring-PRS.3PL  AUX.PST2
‘They used to bring foods and beverages to their
room.

Progressivity is expressed grammatically by
durative preterite:

(11) (marjamoll.blogspot.ru)

300YHUK-BEC How UK co HbI1-becC
private.student-pL but PCL DET girl-pL
0opbl  /ILIKM-UAAAM /13CH,

to come-PST2.3PL apparently

HOW  80OMACb My2aH OMbIH  MyK-€ 8bl/15M.

but jealous lover there.INE sit-PRS.3Sg  AUX.PST2
‘Apparently, these private students came to the girls
again, but the jelous lover was sitting in the room.

Compound indirective past tenses conveying
progressive or pluractional habitual meaning can
be replaced by present tense (in case of habitual
events, often after unwitnessed compound tense
form/forms) or by non-evidential forms of these
tenses (with or without indirective particle pe):

(12) Northern (Kelmakov 2006: 173)

yan'n’o OMbIH yomopm'm’oc
long.ago there.INE Udmurt-pL
yn-o eas.

live-PRS.3PL AUX. PST1
"Udmurts used to live there a long time ago.’

Further goals

| tend to examine these functions on a larger data
(interviews and texts from the literary language),
paying special attention to the aspectual role of
the simple tenses PST and PST2..

The aspectual function of the Plusquam Perfect is
especially worth studying in case of witnessed/
evidentially neutral and unwitnessed verbal
forms.
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