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Another way of sharing an IRR marker
between uses of the Irrealis map

Kaki Ae (Trans New Guinea,
Clifton 1979: 23, 23, 24, 24)

a. Aru enu ma-ha. b. Aru ore ma-na-ra
man he come-3SS man NEG come-?-IRR
‘The man came.’ ‘The man didn’'t come.’

c. One-e! d. Vaika ona-ral
go-IMP PROH go-IRR
‘Gol’ ‘Don’t go!’
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Some hypotheses / questions:

More IRR marking in the Neg

P Imp than in the Pos Imp
?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp Imply IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp facilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?
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B e LB e i it IR

Eurasia Basque, Albanian, Armenian (Eastern), Icelandic, Hindi, Finnish, Mansi, Khalkha,
Evenki, Nivkh, Japanese, Korean, Godoberi, Lezgian, Brahui

SEAsia Cantonese, Tibetan (Standard Spoken), Kayah Li (Eastern), Bawm, Meithei, Thai

Oceania Jru’, Khasi, Khmer, Nicobarese (Car), Khmu, Viethamese, Seediq, Kambera, Maori,
Taba, Paiwan, Chamorro, Tagalog, Tukang Besi, Batak (Karo)

Australia Maybrat, Warembori, Sentani, Sko, Arapesh, Imonda, Alamblak, Yimas, Hamtali

NGuinea Asmat, Kombai, Suena, Dani (Lower Grand Valley), Ono, Koiari, Amele, Kobon,
Tauya, Una, Inanwatan, Kaki Ae, Yareba, Daga, Nasioi, Lavukaleve, Gooniyandi,
Burarra, Maranungku, Garrwa, Wardaman, Maung, Laragia, Warndarang, Nyulnyul,
Ngiyambaa, Tiwi, Wambaya, Ungarinjin

NAmerica Greenlandic (West), Slave (Hare), Haida, Cree (Plains), Wiyot, Oneida, Yuchi,
Koasati, Tonkawa, Kiowa, Nahuatl (Tetelcingo), Comanche, Pima Bajo, Makah,
Bella Coola, Shuwsap, Quileute, Kutenai, Klamath, Nez Perce, Wintu, Pomo
(Southeastern), Seri, Maricopa, Karok, Wappo, Chumash (Ventureio), Chinantec
(Lealao), Mixtec (Chalcatongo), Otomi (Mezquital), Popoloca (San Juan Atzingo),
Purépecha, Totonac (Misantla), Zogue (Copainala), Huave, Mam

SAmerica lka, Pech, Rama, Epena Pedee, Paez, Awa Pit, Cuiba, Tuyuca, Andoke, Betoi,
Yaruro, Warao, Sanuma, Waorani, Yagua, Jebero, Shipibo-Konibo, Quechua
(Imbabura), Jagaru, Nadéb, Bare, Apalai, Mekens, Wayampi, Bororo, Canela-Karo,
Trumai, Kwaza, Wari’, Piraha (check), Paumari, Canamari, Araona, Movima,

Mosetén, Chipaya, Pilaga, Mapudungun, Gunlne Kine _179
Creoles Haitian Creole N=
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Eurasia Basque, Albanian, Armenian (Eastern), Icelandic, Hindi, Finnish, Mansi, Khalkha,
Evenki, Nivkh, Japanese, Korean, Godoberi, Lezgian, Brahui

SEAsia Cantonese, Tibetan (Standard Spoken), Kayah Li (Eastern), Bawm, Meithei, Thai

Oceania Jru’, Khasi, Khmer, Nicobarese (Car), Khmu, Viethamese, Seediq, Kambera, Maori,
Taba, Paiwan, Chamorro, Tagalog, Tukang Besi, Batak (Karo)

Australia Maybrat, Warembori, Sentani, Sko, Arapesh, Imonda, Alamblak, Yimas, Hamtai

NGuinea Asmat, Kombai, Suena, Dani (Lower Grand Valley), Ono, Koiari, Amele, Kobon,
Tauya, Una, Inanwatan, Kaki Ae, Yareba, Daga, Nasioi, Lavukaleve, Gooniyandi,
Burarra, Maranungku, Garrwa, Wardaman, Maung, Laragia, Warndarang, Nyulnyul,
Ngiyambaa, Tiwi, Wambaya, Ungarinjin

NAmerica Greenlandic (West), Slave (Hare), Haida, Cree (Plains), Wiyot, Oneida, Yuchi,
Koasati, Tonkawa, Kiowa, Nahuatl (Tetelcingo), Comanche, Pima Bajo, Makah,

Bella Coola, Shuwsap, Quile -
(Southeastern), Seri, Maricoy MleStamO (2005)
(Lealao), Mixtec (Chalcatong 413 genera (Dryer)

Purépecha, Totonac (Misantl
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The Restricted Sample n=179 languages
Miestamo 2005
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Omotic (Bender 2000: 9)
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Methodological caveat:

Conventionalized prohibitives

Don’t open the window!
Open the window!

You will not open the window!
You will open the window!

You mustn’t open the window!
You must open the window!




Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR IRR
IRR nIRR
nIRR IRR
nIRR nIRR
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nIRR 1=3= A language may have
nIRR nIRR both IRR and nIRR




Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR IRR
IRR nIRR 1st complication

nIRR 1=3= A language may have
nIRR nIRR both IRR and nIRR

Slave (Hare) (Athapaskan, Rice 1989: 1109, 1110)
a. ehdini y hah a
PROH meat eat.IMPF.2PL
‘Don’t eat the meat!
b. elad ewotl’éle
boat paint.IRR.2SG.NEG
‘Don’t paint the boat!” “You don’t want to paint the boat.’




Pos Imp Neg Imp
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IRR
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Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR

IRR
NIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR

NIRR

IRR & nIRR

2nd complication

The IRR marking may
be a more general
IRR or an IRRIMP
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IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
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IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nNIRR  IMP IRR & IMP

IRRIMP & IMP

IRR

IRR
IRRIMP
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Pos Imp Neg Imp

NIRR NIRR




Pos Imp Neg Imp

NIRR NIRR

Maale (Omotic, Amha 2001: 126,

128)

D DUk EEa k-ippo
UXBR & UORIB A+ G*
SO < LRSS0




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nNIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

P RPNNMNNRPRPRPNORREWREO




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nNIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

P RPNNMNNRPRPRPNORREWREO

More IRR In Neg Imp than in Pos Imp?




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR_IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR&nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nNIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWEREO

More IRR in Neg Imp than in Pos Imp ?




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR_IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR&nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nNIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWEREO

25 > 20

More IRR in Neg Imp than in Pos Imp ?




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
nIRR IRR&nIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWEREO

More IRR in Neg Imp than in Pos Imp ?




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
nIRR IRR&nIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

14> 8

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWEREO

More IRR in Neg Imp than in Pos Imp ?




Some hypotheses / questions:

More IRR marking in the Neg

P Imp than in the Pos Imp
?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp Imply IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?




Some hypotheses / questions:

More IRR marking in the Neg

P Imp than in the Pos Imp
?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp Imply IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

If IRR In Pos Imp, then In Neg Imp?

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWREO




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR_IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR&nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

If IRR In Pos Imp , then In Neg Imp ?

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWREO




Types Subtypes

/19 counter-

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp

Neg Imp

examples

IRR & NIRR IRR & nIRR IRR & IMP

IRR & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP

IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR

IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP
IRR IRR

IRRIMP

IRRIMP & IMP
IRR
IRRIMP

IRR & nIRR

IRR

R
R

IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR

IRRIMP

IRR

IRRIMP

If IRR In Pos Imp , then In Neg Imp ?




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR  IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
nIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP
IRR & nIRR  IRRIMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP
nIRR IRR RIMP
IRR(?IMP) RIMP
IRR&nIRR  IMP IRR & IMP
IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IMP IRR
IMP IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

If IRR In Pos Imp , then In Neg Imp ?

P RPNNNRPRPRPNORRREWREO




Types Subtypes Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
NIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP

IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP

IRR & nIRR IRR & IMP

IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR

IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

If IRR In Pos Imp , then In Neg Imp ?




Types Subtypes

/8 counter-
PosIimp  NegImp Pos Imp Neg Imp exampleS

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR IRR & IMP IRR & IMP
IRR & IMP IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR & IMP IRR
NIRR IRRIMP & IMP  IMP
IRRIMP & RIMP IMP

IRR IRR
IRRIMP IRRIMP

IRR & nIRR IRR & IMP

IRRIMP & IMP
IRR IRR

IRRIMP
R IRR
R IRRIMP

If IRR In Pos Imp , then In Neg Imp ?




Misantla Totonac (Totonacan, MacKay 1999:
119, 207)

b. ?DODVWED
ala-staa
IRR-sell-25G NEG-sell.IMPF
‘Sell itV ‘Don’t sell itV
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Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?
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If IRR In Pos Imp , then easier in Neg Imp ?
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If IRR In Pos Imp , then easier in Neg Imp ?




Some hypotheses / questions:

More IRR marking in the Neg
P Imp than in the Pos Imp or the
Neg Decl ?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl imply IRR

marking in the Neg Imp?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?







*-e: Proto-Bantu in origin and almost universal in Ban tu
languages. Covers a variety of nonfactive situations.
(Nurse and Hinnebusch 1993: 371)




*-e: Proto-Bantu in origin and almost universal in Ban tu
languages. Covers a variety of nonfactive situations.
(Nurse and Hinnebusch 1993: 371)

D 5XUL - 1XUVH DQG EX]IRONWH 3 6FKDGHEHUJ D({

= oD H NKX Qf o)
SO )87 E 55 1(* 6* & ( FXO
«:H ZLOO EX\ QHDU IXWXKYRX QRW KBIYM DRW \HW FX

F ODNZH * 'HYRYV G +HKH *
KWWS ZZ7Z7Z XEV PXQ FD aG
X OND) H JYO
1(* W D , 55 E X\
«'RQ-W WDNH LW =




Types
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Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR
IRR
NIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR
NIRR

100

(Nurse 2007)

IRR & nIRR
IRR
NIRR




4 out of 80 Igs always have IRR in Pos Imp
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12 out of 80 Igs always have nIRR in Pos Imp
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64 out of 80 Igs have both nIRR and IRR in Pos Imp
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45 < 68

More IRR in Neg Imp than in Pos Imp ?
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Some hypotheses / questions:
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Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp Imply IRR
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Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?
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If IRR In Pos Imp , then in Neg Imp ?
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Types Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

If IRR In Pos Imp , then in Neg Imp ?




Types Languages

Pos Im Neqg Im
! s /4 counter-
examples

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

If IRR In Pos Imp , then in Neg Imp ?




Some hypotheses / questions:

More IRR marking in the Neg
. YES/
P Imp than in the Pos Imp or the

Neg Decl ?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl imply IRR

marking in the Neg Imp?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR I:I

marking in the Neg Imp?




Types Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR
IRR
NIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

IRR & nIRR
IRR
nIRR

If IRR In Pos Imp , then easier in Neg Imp ?




Types Languages

Pos Imp Neg Imp

IRR & nIRR IRR & nIRR
IRR
NIRR

IRR & nIRR

=

IRR & nIRR 1 32 - 6

IRR 5
NIRR 20+6

If IRR In Pos Imp , then easier in Neg Imp ?




Some hypotheses / questions:

More IRR marking in the Neg
. YES/
P Imp than in the Pos Imp or the

Neg Decl ?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl imply IRR

marking in the Neg Imp?

Does IRR marking in the Pos
Imp or Neg Decl faclilitate IRR
marking in the Neg Imp?




A note on nIRR in Neg Imp

neg. auxiliary 2. Infinitive + neg. particle
/IDQJL ) .ZH]R / JRUJHV
UHN £ N GuPD JY4E»QOD OR
OHDYH Q,55 JR ,1) EUHDN ,1) 1(*
«'RQ-W JR = «'RQ-W EUHDN =

neg. present

*DQGD - $VKWRQ HW DO

D WH R JEO D E WH ED
1(* V] E X\ Q,55 1(* E X\ Q,55
«'RQ-W EX\- «7KH\ GR QRW EX\-

4.  neg. narrative
6KL - 3RODN %\QROQ
DD X W D VKDNXGEDPHEDD WIE VKDNXG DJ
V] 1(* SRXQG 3) Q,55 1(* SRXQG 3)
«'RQ-W SRXQG - EXW WKH\ GLG QRW SR




A note on nIRR in Neg Imp

5. neg.imp.
2UXQJIJX % E S$SPERXURXH
£ 60 £ \p o £
1(* E X\ Q,55 E X\ Q,55
«'RQ-W EX\ = «% X\ =










1. 11 out of 14 are like the 151 of the 179
languages - no IRR In either Pos or Neg Imp




1. 11 out of 14 are like the 151 of the 179
languages - no IRR In either Pos or Neg Imp

2. Sheko, Benchnon, Shinassha?

Types Languages
Pos Imp Neg Imp
IRR & nIRR IRR Sheko, Benchnon

IRR IRR Shinassha




Sheko (Hellenthal 2008)

V L DABRIHYVS VWHP
V L DABRRYV,55 VWHP

VL VL V == VAL INBAFENUHHHS

OLVWH®35B* O LU MEINHQUHPDLQ, Q35 6*
L DMWAHHOQ & RFODBID . VAN B Q




Sheko (Hellenthal 2008)

V L DABRIHYVS VWHP
V L DABRRYV,55 VWHP

Double irrealis marking in Neg Imp!







Safwa (Voorhoeve: 45)
X JDQG

VJd UHIX
‘Don’t come!’




Some conclusions

1. Overall, the Neg Imp has more IRR marking than either
the Pos Imp.

2. Overall, it does not, however, follow from the fact that
the Pos Imp has IRR marking that the Neg Imp has it too.

3. Overall, if Pos Imp has IRR marking, then there is a
much bigger chance that the Neg Imp has it too.
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Pos Imp has IRR marking, then there is a
bigger chance that the Neg Imp has it too.




Some conclusions

e Neg Imp has more IRR marking than either

t does not, however, follow from the fact that
has IRR marking that the Neg Imp has it too.

Pos Imp has IRR marking, then there is a
much bigger chance that the Neg Imp has it too.




Some conclusions

e Neg Imp has more IRR marking than either

P
out of nIRR

t does not, however, follow from the fact that
has IRR marking that the Neg Imp has it too.

Pos Imp has IRR marking, then there is a
much bigger chance that the Neg Imp has it too.
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