Negation and Epistemic Marking in Kalapalo (Southern Carib, Alto Xingu, Brazil )
How to argue in an Amazonian language Amnalysis of stance enactment negation
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Standard Negation

Negative Epistemic
Markers

General Features

*Kalapalo exhibits asymmetric SN clausal types. (Miestamo

2005 says typologically relatively rare) . General Features

* Kalapalo triadic epistemic stance enactments (Du Bois 2007)

*Two different subtypes of Miestamo’s ‘asymmetric 3 % ;
3 : x Kalapalo asymmetry sub-type, Micstamo’s A/Fin/Neg-LV o ’"mh,f markedielizy me_ms ofsheaer a_"d m,m}mfumr {ona 4) tima EM28. strong disclaimer of assigned responsibility, not mv fault’
constructional type’ cach also appearing as an asymmectric te element (FE) is an AUX that marks copular subject, number and TAM.  Similar 3™ person) perspectives concern epistemic objects.. Context: A fruiting plant is blamed by an animal’s father for poisoning his son.
s 10 N. Carib languages (refs. in Miestamo 2005) * Five Kalapalo epistemic markers reference varieties and degrees i ti-tomi-tima comugn igisfes-iiali u-feke  rherorical tag question
paradlgm & i i I RQ-PURP=EM28 2 ?’OSS head-ugly-MAL  1-ERG
i % 2 i . (e e -PURP=EM?28 2-son-POSS ugly-MAL  1-
* . B y eI AL G e B (Dixon 2012) of negative aligi gl g changes of a -v\?lw should ‘[ be blamed for troubﬁlgl;i:r so{n"‘
Kalapalo asymmetries accord language-internally with #AUX is an asymmetric construction type. “be’ verb paradigms are more elaborate and speaker’s perspective: ’ '
. - . . i ses forms are different from those of the affirmative LV. T Eolns O : il n-ikeu-re-Ii=muk"e-ti i-gitse affirmative backgrownd
inflectional and derivational features. o i * Findings show complications of affirmative-negative standard I-be.angry-TR-PNCT=EM12-DES Eheitb o
(5) AUX is active equative verb {ata-) marking person and FUT. 1 (anticipation future) . : . . Srpandl R e~
2 T Gt 5 negation polarity (Miestamo 2005: Bc_l;_?:[wst 2016). “Even if | tried to get angry (at him), it would have been in vain
*In asymmetric type 11, be’ and ‘do’ verbs AUX used in safani, “entering into a process soon’. Lexical verb rsa-, *listen” is in non-finite e-m-gu éta u-fimu-tso-ke-tiGi
. . : . s - 2-50n-POSS  come-CONT  I-anus?-chew-INTR-ADV
. . . [ Ivers +desiderative: Anderson’s 2006: 39-115 AUX head i il G
both affirmative and negative constructions, contra : e *when your son came nibbling me by my fruit’s opening’.
construction. Negltive P i ic el and their I
descripti ikuro language variet AUX . : ; 2 q ; iii. ti-tomi=tima n-ike-pals i-feke rhetorical tag question
ptions of related Ku guag Y hhamiefa o a— ] Element| Gloss | Types of Meaning Examples | RQ-PURP=EM28  |-be.angry-REV  3-ERG
(Franchetto 2010: 126). long.time-NEG=SEQ adversative-listen-DES ~ 3.EQA-FUT.1 | p_crsl:lm] | “Why should I be blamed for getting mad at him in return?’
*She didn’t want to be listening for very long.” (not for a long time her wanting to be | alignment | "
li 5 i : = . (5) mipa EM24. speaker corrects interlocutor, ‘except that’, but if*
*Northern Carib ]anguages have NEG suffixes on verbs Istamag bory kigi | EMI1 {2 same as] | - regrel Wh“es?g;nr:;f 0{:: ';};r}l?terioculur g Lb The speaker provides a correction of the interlocutor’s {or 3" person’s) presupposition:
4 : e inali iali - ! oo ! x : 1 the correct information is not known (or considered irrelevant) by them.
d AUX M_ 2005): [h ] ‘Asymmetry also derives from LV as a derived nominalized or adverbialized, or non. pite - | different SpEB] er's prior affirmation becomes a 2 . ) . . a .
an ( iestamo ythese are realized as fni i | 1 : : : . Context: a dispute about travelling. A foreigner insists upon travelling in a certain
finite verbal negation: | « from negative conclusion, ‘despite what I thought Al 5 ¥ ; itaraldyineil) = .
o . . | el direction, even though locals repeatedly show him the CORRECT direction. EM24 marks
negatwc qua“tlﬁefs n Kalapalo. (6) LV fo- ‘cry’ is nominalized (by negative nominalizer —ni NEGN) and negated (by ki : different Siprided derial GLOWR Or MIENGCIORS 3ab 1 the speaker’s contradiction of the visitor. '{
E © -b |
fa)); no initial free negation particle. *Existential’ root used as AUX marks 2* person from1 presupposition of speaker's knowledge, ‘why ilal! siieche efii-ia=nipa e-ge-tomi Atatsinu-kai J
and urgent imperative inflection +negative nominalized form of the verb (Anderson’s do they/why should I think that’ distant.place 2-go-IMP  canoc-in=EM24 2-travel-PURP  NAME--DEST
& pe 42 2L | GO H1EW IS i JARCEE ST ]
I Kalapala { e dl amimerries of Miestamo s split construction 2006:183-214). tima 2different = strong disclai of assigned resp ibility, 4 | ‘Except that’s the way you should go, not what you want/say, you go by canoe o
ACavTAM Neutr. i nalized = LY AUX from 1 ‘not my fault’ travel to the Atatsinu” .
negative nominalized +*never > e T T : ot =
SNost g sinal suffixes disallowed, Kalapalo speak ly use punciual PNCT as in i-itekit-gtt Jo-nu- nda to-fo-ni-la e-irs-ue nipe | 2different | speaker contradicts ‘mwf!ocumr, except that’, Sab | ii. afiti, la w-te-1a-ni
A i e her son-POSS ery-ITR-CONT REF-cry-NEGN-never 2-EX-urgent | | froml but if* i I denial, farplace 1-go-CONT-FUT. 1
{1} {4} comies Toppier & Phompson 1080; and deirfipotemcl Jaline (RUTICH (2), 0.1 “Her son was crying.” “You must stop that crying” (lit.that not crying person you never “You're wrong, I'll be going that (other) way.”
Affirmafive lexieal verb inflections are right away)
PNCT. I dynidyi relu 8o . iii. la= nipa e-fe-ke, Atatsinu-kai=nipa e-te-ke, la
N L R *Copular complements adverbialized: verb : 1)K EM11 regret while afTirming own of interloculor’s statement, oo fud” fli\lan(.plm:c»':EM'_’sl- Z—gGAEMP NAME-DEST=EM24  2-go-IMP distant.place
TPERF: perfective T P Frnished gomg (7) Negative adverbialized verb as exi ial copular ol ; AUX negated with — 7 affirmarive backgronnd Except !hnt s the way you shuu!d 2o, not what you want/say, you should go to
T o fertlgo ititi tikii tik, tapi-gi-pe ieygi-li ifeke the Atatsinu, way over that way’. |
Snlis (o wsal) e la. s (sound of walking) (sound of amrival) foot-POSS-SEL 3-sce-PNCT 3-ERG ] |
Pt : i i & - e s he wi . his eyes were fi A ! ]
; :h\w:m::l;:‘::“n:m “-'TI:;;— ’nv’n’:fﬁ I\'l:‘:'fi:::im 2 Negated adverbialized verb existential copula  AUX+never ADV Astrewalkat i '“'.")"\ wiete i 1030100 [Boiprin
| fure | i. u-ti-mbe-nu-kila u-i-Aigl ala-ye-la  gele, Wi aff  gele=FKigi  kipamukoe-la,  wigifoke  afii gele
| T.2: potential future | -fuigo teluina will go Juter 1-arrive-INTR-PREV-NADV |-EX-transformed EQA-ABIL-never  still, denial Still=EMI12 children-none  QUOT denial still
| _REP: -inalt renalt Roing again, in return “If prevented I am still never able to arrive, “This can’tbe any of the kids yet, I'm sorry to say’. he said, *Not yer'.
| HYP: hypothetical fo tefol might o, almost going " ¥ ]
tehon. ii. inde Giti ata-ni u=ti-mhe-liino =rale (2) pife EM15: speaker’s prior ion becomes a negative
here sun EQA-FUT.1  l-arrive-INTR-FUT 2=different.time “despite what | thought® Acknowledgmenis
*Two possible initial negative free particles (examplesl-4): ilall NEG: afif, denial while the sun is moving over here, 1"l arrive later some other time!” | Context: The speaker realizes his uncle (whose wife was his lover) has taken him away to be killed To three generations of residents of Kalapalo settlements gratitude for their paticnce in te:
4 | because of jealousy (NOT to go together for arrows, as the uncle originally claimed). me about a different way of life and a different language. To the National Science Foundation,
(1) Use of ilalf ‘neutral negation” free particle. Other features. FUT. 2 ransitive verb the Wenner-Gren Foundation for Anthropological Research, Inc., the Guggenheim Foundation,
Inflction; a-fana-nofo-i wike  u-a-nigi=pile witke and University of Arizona for their financial support of my research,
iall  w-api-lugo i-feke 24 gl US| X S I!, MI5 EMI
i s e PR 2sjealous-USIN-COP EMI  1-EQS-P 8
“He won't club me." n-iku-ki-pe-ta a-1ifigt ehery

1-take.away-CAUSE-PURP-CONT 3.EQS- IMPF |

*Ttie verb; now o adves riay bie suffixed by the bounded negalive quantifier g ; . istemic perspective in Kogi'. hrternational Jonrul of American

" N yoed i L) “Despite what I thought before, it was your jealousy of me that made you take me | ﬁ " perpes e ! /. |
o “never” (21, 3ii). (4). awaty. that’s what really happened before”. 4on, RM.W. 2012 Basic Linguistic Theorv 3: Further gramumatical topics. Oxford: The |
(2) Features: [Rali ; PNCT inteansitive verbal inflection: negative quantifier suffix | University Press.

-l on verb phrase (3) tiki EM19: surprised denial of own/ interlocutor’s presupposition of speaker’s Du F
evaluation, interaction. ¢d. by Robert Englebretson. pp.139-182 . Amsterdam: John |

|

knowledge, why do thev/should I think that X™ : v

9 PR . enjamin. |
Context: A warrior cannot understand why his wife says others fear he has come to kill ‘ Franchetto, Bruna 2010 *The ergativity effect’. In Ergarivity in Amuzonia ed. by Spike Gildea |

ohn W.2007 “The stance trian, gle”. Stancetaking in disconrse: Subjectivity,

il u-te-ln-la okogetsi
NEG 1-go-PNCT-never tomormow
*will never go tomorraw. them all, because and Francesc Quesalds, pp. 121-158. Amsterdam: John Benjamins |

(3). Features: afif. PNC1: -fa on the verb phrase (line ii). |IF'S REALLY come to marry her.. o ) Hopper, Paul I & Thuﬂmpson, Sandra A. 1980, “Transitivity in grammar and discourse’. |

1. una-male  ago te=ta Jigei nigifeke content question Language 51 1-299. |

1. ule Sa metefuandi ek aatar-ni wrong thesepeople go.away-CONT ADEM  QUOT Micstamo, Matti 2005 Standard Negation. Berlin, New York: Mouton de Gruyter |
AFR TOP  REF-stomach-full 1+2-EQA-FUTT.1 o

“That continues to this day when they are made pregnant — probubiliey buckground *Why are so many of these people here going away like this’, he asked her.

ki Jaga-mi-ta jgei  e-foke affirmative background Contact Flien B. Basso: agaves66 gmail.com
ill-PNCT-PL worry-INT-CONT IDEM 2-ERG
*They're worried that this means you will kill them all.”

A kagikagi te-e-lu-lit kupehe
denial spiny.catfish  cat-TRN-PNCT-never  1-2ERG
‘o, we never eat spiny finned catfish.”

P.0. Box 5373 Oracle, Arizona 85623 |

Materials will be available in essay form by the end of 2018,
i, ta-tiki @-c-liko-ifa -d-na-li rhetorical tag question | |
RQ-EMI9  3-kill-PNCT-PL-DAT  l-come.to-INTR-PNCT = \
*Why should anyone think I"ve come here to kill them all?* \

{4) Negation of an adverhial predication. affff and ~fa with FUT.2 intransitive verb
inflection
aftti-fa Aafe  ifa-ki-Nigo-la efeke. afifi
denal-TOP  quick  3.come.out-TRNS-FUT 2-never 2-ERG denial
*No, you will never make it come out quickly, no.”




