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1. Introduction

Examples in this presentation along with numbering are from:

Yliniemi, Juha. 2021. A descriptive grammar of Denjongke [HL Archive 10].
Himalayan Linguistics. http://dx.doi.org/10.5070/H920146466

-->  This is an updated version of 2019 dissertation (and is preferably
cited instead of the dissertation that is also found on the
internet)



1. Introduction

Denjongke copulas, source of evidential distinctions

Personal Sensorial Neutral
Ordinary Apparentive

decl. |interr. decl. interr.

EQ |PRS |ivme: |nd'mena | (indu?) bel/membe? bo/membo |ge./ve:
S/ |F/3EF, (Feyas) = aYEL Y o YRS ags;

PST
EX jod/me? du?/mindu? | (jebbe?/mebbe?)
(pos./neg) | W3R AR | (@rrary/ngrary)

The term personal is similar to the term egophoric applied to related languages, while the term neutral
is similar to “factual” in related languages.




1. Introduction: terminology

Personal:

* |s associated with 1) old, existing knowledge, 2) spatiotemporal
foregrounding (here and now) and 3) emotional involvement.

Neutral:

* In contrast to personal, does not imply integrated knowledge,

spatiotemporal foregrounding or emotional involvement and, hence, can
be used for backgrounding those associations.

* In contrast to sensorial, does not imply sensoriality

Cf. DeLancey (2018) on “factual” in Tibetic:

[t]he Factual verb endings are the only forms in the system which neither assert nor imply anything
about the source of information... Emphasizing the use of this form to express “generally known
facts” 1s thus misleading...Factual category...simply disregards the question of evidence.



1. Introduction: terminology

“Flexibility” of personal and neutral forms in Denjongke

“Flexibility” here refers to the ability of

* personal forms (which might be expected to be strongly associated with 1st person
actors/subjects) to occur with 2nd/3rd person actors/subjects.

* neutral (and sensorial) forms (which might be expected to be strongly associated
with 2nd/3rd person actors/subjects) to occur with 1st person actors/subjects.

Comparison with other Tibetic languages will show the uniformity or
diversity of the category that has been labelled egophoric/personal.



Contents:

1. Introduction

2. Personal forms with 24/3d person actors/subjects

3. Neutral forms with 1st person actors/subjects

4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

5. Effect of shared knowledge and established knowledge



2. Personal forms with 2"4/37d person actors/subjects

Denjongke.gast personal form -po i has a wider distribution than the cognate intentional egophoric pa-yin in
i

Standard T

(9.6) EI'%E“]]‘ TS Ay 5@"3’:1' %?nlﬂn

(9.8)

(9.7)

t'ateis k'utea? lap-o i:=eo in-ga.
a.bit.earlier 2PL say-2INF  EQU.PER=AT EQU.PER-PQ

“You (pl.) just said (so0), didn’t you.” (KL BLA 12)

g e AR A N

dgja karma=gi td:-bo i,
elder.brother PN=AGT send-2INF EQU.PER
‘Brother Karma sent (this).” (Richhi 8)

£Aa %’miﬁ'ﬁ:' ﬁﬁ:\ 5 %wm' 5 Fﬂ\qj

nu-wa: giumtste:  Ku=gi teiku hako-wo
weep-2INF.GEN reason 3SGM=AGT only know-2INF
‘Only he knew the reason of (her) weeping.” (Richhi 170)

-
-

IJ‘I
EQU.PER

etan, which can only be used with a 1st person subject (Tournadre 2008: 296).

The speaker heard himself
(just recently) and
therefore knows well.

Knows very well because
of personal involvement of
delivering the letter.

Omniscient writer of the
novel.



2. Personal forms with 2"4/3rd person actors/subjects

(9.9)

(9.10)

(9.11)

FnEs Aqn E, A5 ey FURE EmERs R )

lopa:  eé:da=lo, cé.da nanea Ilopon
teacher Buddhist.instimte=DAT Buddhist.institute inside teacher
nan-k'e: i:=¢o.

do.HON-NMLZ EQU.PER.=AT
“The teacher has a teacher’s tenure at the Shedra-institute, within Shedra-institute.” (KL
phone call)

& @5151"5:' fﬁq'a]
tsho  pam-to i=s.

lake weaken-IPFV EQU.PER=QUO
“The lake is getting weaker, (he) said’ (DB day trip)

EFI'EI' ﬂ]‘ﬂﬁl ’U'l“'\l_-'-“x' gﬁl% 51'3?'5 %E!'ﬂﬁl' fﬁ'ﬁl

népo k'aly? k'aly? pla-ti ['embo sin-ce i,
patient slow  slow  do-NF consciousness catch-INF EQU.PER
‘The patient will slowly, slowly regain consciousness.” (Richhi 14)

(0.12) G EEIE S=dr mg]ﬁs{' A aﬁwmm' SRR R ﬁq:l

-
~—

tam di: korlo  karma=gi [&pti na.sam ta:-ee i
talk this.GEN about PN=AGT very.much though send-INF EQU.PER
‘Karma thinks a lot about that thing.” (Richhi 36)

Knows well / makes an
identification.

The guard of the lake knows
what he is talking about.

Authoritative words of the
doctor who is supposed to
know.

Omniscient narrator



2. Personal forms with 2"9/3d person actors/subjects

(7.14)

(7.15)

(7.19)

RAT TG AR WY FrAR] UE) Speaker knows about the

kKru=i=gi batk=di lepti  mala?  jeée. —  bike’s capacity for some reason
3SGM=GEN=GEN bike(Eng.)=DEMPH very  fast EX.PER or another (no riding on the
‘His motorbike is very fast.” (NB e) bike necessitated)

ﬁq- IZ:',_E'*""-I"ETE.WF?;' 755\‘]. E:'E-r Eﬂ'—."’q:‘aﬁ‘ Hﬂlrﬂr ,T|§Jr ﬁjﬁ]
nip  dendzon=gi  sombare  menk*d:=na mempo  karma  jeo?.

e _ Omniscient
west  Sikkim=GEN  TPN hospital=LoC  doctor PN EX.PER narrator’s personal
‘It 15 in West Siklam’s Sombare hospital that doctor Karma 1s.” (Richhi 161) knowledge

a) c=ar L‘Er;'n]?
ndm  jé:-ka? The speaker deems the addressee as someone
e

sugar EX.PER-PQ who knows well (and doesn’t, for instance, have
‘Is there sugar?’ to look around to find the answer).



3. Neutral forms with 1st person actor/subject

“How did you get that wound?”

(9.17) cazas Sl The use of the neutral auxiliary be?
f]i"ﬂ tﬁ: _bo hed. backgrounds Ehe even.t itself and focuses
- the addressee’s attention on the
IsG fall-2INF EQU.NE consequences of the event.

‘Ifell.” (KN e)

Context: Speaker 1s telling the birth order of her siblings

(9.18) &rsmm o %Ef =
onale na  Ki-u be?. Spatiotemporal backgrounding (there
then 1sG be.born-2INF EQU.NE and then), possibly lack of control
“Then I was born.” (PED life story)



3. Neutral forms with 1st person actor/subject

Irrealis/imaginary situation
The speaker of (9.19) asked in a telephone conversation, jokingly, the addressee to put a hefty sum of
money on his account. After having been pried as to what he would do with the money, the speaker

spontaneously answered:

(9.19) = AFH I TR AN AR Is auxiliary choice a marker
na gju-do Dbe?, thariy, kor bak-ti. of irony (that the speaker is
1sG Zo-IPFV EQU.NE fﬂf.ﬂwa}:r four calrry-NF not actua”y going to do
‘I"'m going, far away, roaming around.’ (KN phone call 2) what he says)?

Example (9.20) is a build-up sentence for a linguistic example, sketching an irrealis situation:

(9.20) gygwd wy H o EeR E
lenge:=lo ptate  ('iwa npa 'i-ee be?.
PRN.HON=DAT thither question ISG ask-INF EQU.NE
‘(Let’s imagine) I’ll ask you a question.” (KN e)



3. Neutral forms with 1st person actor/subject

Example (9.21) reports the words of Siddhartha Gautama, who after seeing a dead person realizes that the
same fate awaits him, not necessarily in the near future but at some indefinite point.

(9.21) gz = g5 (Nep.) Fag an)
t'‘a na puni ci-ee  be?.
now 1sG too(Nep.) die-INF EQU.NE
‘Now, I too will die (one day).” (TB story of Buddha)

Theoretical understanding (neutral) vs. immediate projected fate (personal)



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

As illustrated in the following examples, the speakers may focus on
different aspects the personal copulas/auxiliaries:

1) old, existing knowledge,
2) spatiotemporal foregrounding (here and now)
3) emotional involvement.



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

Consultant KN:

Necessarily old knowledge
(the person is an earlier
acquaintance)

Could be said when seeing
the referent for the first
time l

Focus on integration on (7.3), (7.4.) and (7.49)
knowledge

ol EHI]

fchu gia:nam 1.

35GM  fat EQU.PER
‘He 15 (a) fat (one).”

A FEErEsr E“F»I]

kchu gia:nam  bel.
3sGM  fat EQU.NE
‘He 1s fat.’

See Yliniemi (2021) examples

Consultant PT:

Referent present

Referent absent

|

Focus on spatiotemporal
foregrounding and backgrounding




4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

(7.50) a) A= Zgvd &
k*a: tetige:bo i )
35G.HON foreigner  EQU.PER k'o. amdzi i1 —
‘He’s a foreigner.” (referent present)

YR:

Referent alive
ok dmdzi bep — Referent dead

by Ao Hged an) ‘he is a doctor’

k*d. tetige:bo be?.

3sG.HON foreigner EQU.NE

‘He’s a foreigner.’ (referent in photo)

B m e Cf. Chang & Chang (1984:609) on Lhasa Tibetan:

(7:51) a) SN FEF G A . A boy says about his dead father

di kfon=gi krim i AN

this 3SG.HON=GEN house  EQU.PER Fa tiye: papare.

‘This is his house.” (owner present) ‘Now, this is my father’.

Chang & Chang see the choice of reé: as copula to
b) @& A=E Far = indicate “emotional distance”.
di  kron=gi krim be?.

this 3SG.HON=GEN  house EQU.NE

*This is his house.” (owner absent)



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

(9.53) a) En]% %qﬁ r;lmx‘ﬁm' efﬁl' q'cﬂﬁm' =:r|ﬁ=:r|ﬁT =E|
teoktsi ten=gi kaje:=di nda.=gi teak-o be?.
table  top=GEN cup=DEMPH [SG=AGT break-2INF EQU.NE
‘It was [ who broke the cup that was on the table (long time ago).” (KT e)

0) S 3 s oy < qo By
teoktsi ten=gi kajo.=di na:=gi  teak-o i
table  top=GEN Ccup=DEMPH ISG=AGT break-2INF EQU.NE
‘It was [ who broke the cup that was on the table (just now).” (KT e)



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

(7.95) /@ By car Fusg K5 F S
khu  pénle  pe: {'oku  im-bo i
356M before  ISG.GEN friend EQU-2INF  EQU.PER
‘He was my friend before.” (KT e)

(7.96) [ Bxesr car Fusy K5 F mn
k*u Rénle ne: [‘oku im-bo be?.
35GM before  ISG.GEN friend EQU-2INF EQU.NE
‘He was my friend before.” (KT e)

KT: In (7.95) the speaker expresses that (s)he is presently experiencing sadness about a broken
relationship whereas (7.96) shares information with no emotional overtones.

YR: Using (7.95) the speaker 1s expected to continue by giving the reason for emotional involvement.
The same is not true of the neutral statement (7.96). According to YR (7.95) could also be said on the
basis of the referent being present at the time of speech.



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

Context: illustrating when one would use the personal past form im-bo i:
instead of the neutral form im-bo be?

(7.99) 3 ac ﬁiﬁl'a]' AR E%ia.;a“i- fﬁﬁ_'
mi=di néma dmdzi  im-be i.
man= DEMPH before doctor EQU-2INF  EQU.PER
‘Earlier this man was a doctor,

:%ﬁ aE=-ar AR E«iﬁ!‘aﬁx'ﬁ'ﬁ

[ ‘ato=to krarlo ky:-k*&: than-tstake=co.
now=CcEMPH wheel drive- NMLZ  become-PFV.APH=AT
but now he has become a driver! (I'm confused)’ (KN &)

*  Emotional involvement (here: confusion)



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

Q]IM,%E.. = ST E‘I'E-".ﬂ% :"(EI':I ﬁﬁq ;%J‘ﬂwﬂq E']Eﬂ

k'esi?pd  sam manzane pd(=lo) kjep to-ee i/be?

it  18G food NEG-eat-COND 1SG(=DAT) stomach be.hungry-INF EQU.PER/EQU.NE
‘1t I do not eat, I will be hungry.” (Example from Yliniemi [in press])

KN: when using the personal i above the speaker as if already knows about the coming hunger at

the time of speaking (spatiotemporal foregrounding, here and know). Using the neutral be?, on the
other hand, suggests that the speaker will become aware of the hunger only in the future

(spatiotemporal backgrounding, there and then).

(9.52) -ﬁ'qcﬁlﬁ‘ N 3 qﬁﬁl' ﬁx'q’%nrﬁ' i ifql';l:II' =

ddi. kKrate MEN-NE na.=gi norfty:=to plia
that.GEN speaking. manner NEG.EQU-COND |SG=AGT mistake=CEMPH do
jo:-ee  bel.

EX-INF EQU.NE
‘If he does not have speaking manners, I will have made a mistake.” (Nga’i "gan 13)



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

(742) a) grgy T

lenge? ka bo?
PEN.HON what EQU.NE.Q
“Who are you?’

b) = ®marE fﬁa.‘l:l
na  amdz i
Is¢  doctor EQU.PER
‘I"'m a doctor.’

(7.43)

a)

b)

IHEY Py g’ﬂ'ﬁ:wa;_' =
lenge? k'an  pja-ken
PRN.HON what do-NMLZ

“What do you do (for living)?’

SEEEES

na amdzi  be?.
IsG doctor EQU.NE
‘I"'m a doctor.” (TB)

bo?
EQU.NE.Q

This implies that i- is more concerned with the act of identifying itself, as if performing a type of
speech act of identifying, whereas be? takes some distance from identifying and so suggests
focusing on the implications of this identification (e.g. activities of a doctor). These are, however,

not fixed rules; in another instance, the same consultant gave the sentence ya dmdzi be? as an

answer to the question 1n (7.42).



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

(7.44)

(7.45)

=S I S

natea?  lopptu? i

IpL student EQU.PER
“We are students.” (NBe)

S ﬁq'ﬁﬂ' SRS qﬁl-:-:' o Ei'r?imm]

pateas lopftu?  be?. patea? dem  pla mi-ler.
IPL student  EQU.NE 1pL such do NEG-be.good

“We are students. We mustn’t do like that.” (INB e)

Cf. Yukawa’s (2017:193-194) comment on Lhasa Tibetan ‘na labtuu ree ‘l am a student’.
It “tells the listener that he is s student, thus must study harder.” Copula yin would be used for

simple reporting that the speaker is a student. When using ree, “the meaning of the sentence
subsumes a nuance of obligation associated with being a student.”



4. Contrastive examples of personal and neutral

(7.46) = ATHEY #9
na  loptiu? mét.
1sG student NEG.EQU.PER
‘I am not a student.” (YR )

(7.47) a) 3/ an U
teha? di dok-te(i).
25G.L this  read-IMP.FRN
“You, read this!”

b) = FET ayEy = AIHE FT Ay
pa  lopfur  mém-be?. na indzsi  dok  mi-ge.

IsG  student NEG-EQU.NE I English read NEG-know
‘I"'m not a student. I can’t read English.” (YR e)



4. Contrastive example of personal and neutral

Personal existential J@7 vs. neutral jébbe?

(7.92)  Bill Gates & rgper ﬁﬂﬂ‘ iﬁ;-:f'a:l]
bil geits=lo v ke:p jeébbe?.
Bill Gates=LoOC money a.lot EX.NE
‘Bill Gates has a lot of money (as I simply state or as is generally known).” (KT e)

(7.16)  Bill Gates & cgar ﬁsr:‘if' ﬁ;]
bil geits=lo e ke:p jor .
Bill Gates=LOC money alot  EXPER

‘Bill Gates has a lot of money (as I have come to know personally either because

Gates is close to me metaphorically [i.e. a friend] or close to me literally [i.e. present
now]).” (KT e)



5. Effect of shared knowledge and established knowledge

Contrast of sensorial du? and neutral be&? is sensitive to
whether knowledge is shared

(7.53)  a) A VY 5T =)
di k'ola=tsu ['tka  bee.
this  clothing=p1.  dirty = EQU.NE
‘These clothes are dirty.”

b) A% FVTE AT AgT
di  k'ola=tsu ['tka  du?
this clothing=p1.  dirty  EX.SEN
‘These clothes are dirty (I see).’



5. Effect of shared knowledge and established knowledge

Neutral existential jébbe? vs. personal je? :
sensitivity to whether the knowledge is already established or not

Context of use of the neutral form: The speaker takes it for granted that there is a monastery (where is
father is the overseer), i.e. that piece of information is taken as already established. Now the speaker
is explaining the location of the monastery and ends by saying:

(7.90) &5 5AHT s dnmas|
ona giompo=teir Jjeébbe?
there  monastery=INDF EX.NE
‘There’s a monastery there.” (KN e)

If the existence of the monastery would be information that first needs to be established or
information that is contested, the speaker would be more likely to emphasize their personal
knowledge by using jo? .

> Cf. example glossed 'we are students’.



Summary: Short answers to the questions of the workshop from Denjongke perspective

What are the various motivations for using the ‘egophoric’ marker(s) for a person other than the epistemic origo.

1) old, existing knowledge, 2) spatiotemporal foregrounding (here and now) and 3)
emotional involvement.

What are the various motivations for using any other than the ‘egophoric’ markers for the epistemic origo, and
are there differences between the three types of epistemic origo?

Neutral forms disassociate the proposition from claims of 1) integrated knowledge, 2)
spatiotemporal foregrounding, and 3) emotional involvement.

How common, predictable, or even regular are such ‘deviations’ from, or ‘transgressions’ of, the underlying
paradigm?

They are part of the system. I would not call them deviations.

Are the speakers merely playmg with the system, ‘manipulating’ it for their subjective needs or 1s exactly this
subjectivity or the speaker’s attitude towards the communicated content and towards the addressee part of, or
underlying, the grammaticalised system?

The latter seems more true (for Denjongke).

Which role does the so-called factual marker of the Tibetic languages play with respect to the question of a
speaker’s attitudes and/ or rights. Does it, as often has been stated, present the respective information in a way
that the addressee simply has to accept it, that is, in quite an authoritative manner? Or could its usage, by
contrast, be described as a strategy for downgrading one’s authority?

I prefer to use the term “neutral” instead of “factual” or “assertive” for Denjongke.
How helpful is the notion of territory of information for explaining at least part of the observable flexibility.
Not addressed in this presentation.
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Appendix 1. Terminological clarification: Why "neutral” instead of “factual”?

The term "neutral” underlines the interdependence of the evidential forms. Neutral be/ is best described
apophatically as not expressing the categories personal (like i: or jo?) or sensorial (like du?). In Lhasa Tibetan, the
apophatic nature of “factual” 1s suggested by Oisel (2017: 96, emphasis original):

“The factual signals that the speaker states a specific or common fact without indicating the
source and the access to information.”

Neutral in D. used for

In the same vein, DeLancey (2018) states that in Tibetic languages imaginary realities

[t]he Factual verb endings are the only forms in the system which neither assert nor imply anything
about the source of information...Emphasizing the use of this form to express “generally known facts”
is thus misleading...Factual category...simply disregards the question of evidence. (DeLancey 2018)

In the context of Denjongke, saying anything more than “neutral” (or some equivalent) seems too particular. For
instance, calling the category “factual” (instead of “neutral”) seems to mistakenly imply that the speaker wants to
emphasize the factuality of the statement. The label “factual” may also mistakenly suggest that the other forms
(personal and sensorial) present propositions that the speaker considers less factual than propositions marked by
personal and sensorial categories.



Appendix 2. Unlike Common Tibetan (and many other Tibetic
languages) Denjongke verbal system does not mark intentionality

Common Tibetan Denjongke

a. ::lf.;:)aﬁrﬂrfuﬂ a. @iy Eﬁ|
td-pavin ta-u i (ta-bo > ta-u)
look-EGO,PEV look-NMLZ EQU.PER
Tlooked.”(Tournadre & Dorje 2003: 141) 1) looked.’

b. g b. i By
thong-cung torpo T
see-EGO.PFV.RCP
T saw.’ (Tournadre & Dorje 2003: 141) ?ETW ME

c. "ZBgEu)

“thong-payin
sec-EGO.PEV

intended meaning: ‘T saw.’



Appendix 2. Unlike Common Tibetan (and many other Tibetic
languages) Denjongke verbal system does not mark intentionality

Denjongke
(26) s = v aoyd =) FrR FHv oy &)
Kesi?pa sam man-zane pa(=lo) kjop  torce £ /be2

it  18G food NEG-eat-COND 1SG(=DAT) stomach be.hungry-INF EQU.PER/EQU.NE
‘If T do not eat, I will be hungry.’

Common Tibetan
(27) a. ... ﬁqm@’iﬁﬁs‘]
*t0-kiyin

be.hungry-EGO.FUT
Intended meaning: *...I will be hungry.” (Tournadre p.c.)

b. .. T g)
to™-kire’
be.hungry-FAC.FUT
“...Iwill be hungry’ (Tournadre p.c.)
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