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0. Introduction. The purpose of this paper1 is to raise
questions about Interior Salishan (di)transitive systems, rather
than to present any new theories. The descriptions of these sys-
tems, although very detailed for certain aspects, are generally
incomplete for comparative purposes. There is a need for an
overview so that the individual (di)transitive systems can be
seen in relation to the other Interior Salishan systems. In this

paper, I will present a brief summary of all the descriptions to
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which I had access.2
A basic paradigm of Interior Salishan (di)transitive suffixes

is as follows:

trans. -nt-
" _St_

ditrans. -t-
" -x(1)t-

Although there is some variation, at least three of them appear
centrally in all the descriptions. (Traces of) two others,
-xix- and -tu¥t-, can, likewise, be found in all the descriptions.
In order to have a complete overview of the system, certain
questions about these suffixes need to be answered. What is their
distribution? What are their distinctions and similarities? When
and with which roots can each occur? What is their connection
with the aspectual categories of the language? What privileges of
co-occurrence do they share with other prefixes and suffixes?
The next sections summarize the descriptions of the Interior

Salishan (di)transitive systems.3

1. Shuswap (Sh). Kuipers (1970) classifies Shuswap transi-

tive verbs by the transitivizing suffix they normally take.4
Class A verbs take -t-; Class B verbs take -n(t)-; and Class C

verbs take -st-. He also calls three other transitivizers "com-
plex" and classifies the resulting classes as Class D: -x(1)t-;

Class E: -m(1)n(t)-; and Class F: -nwéﬁ(t)-.

1.1. Sh Simple Transitives. Of the transitivizers, Kuipers

refers to two as "mere transitivizers" (-t- and -n(t)-). Only



three verbs form Class A, and of these, one is base-stressed (I)
and two are suffix-stressed (II). Class A, therefore, is a

"relict type".

Al wik 'see’ ( -3 wiwk-t-n, 2-3 wik-t-x)
AIl  kox 'give to' ( -3 kex-tét-n, 2-3 kex-t-éx)
ALl mt "feed' ( -3 mtét-n, 2-3 mt-ex)°

Class B verbs (verbs that take -n(t)-) are "by far the most com-
mon type of transitive verb."

The suffix that marks Class C is -st-. Class C verbs can
occur in either a 'causative' or a 'customary' form, the latter
always occurring in combination with the prefix c—/s-6. Kuipers
states that 'causative' -st- verbs are "mostly correlative” with
intransitive verbs, meaning presumably, that (most) any intran-
sitive verb can be transitivized by the addition of -st-, as in

the following examples:

la. wi? 'be ready'

1b. wi?-st- CI 'finish, tr.'
2a. mxx" "to gallop'

2b. nix"-st- CI 'cause to gallop'
3a. g%em 'take the breast'
3b. qm~st-7 CII 'nurse (a child)’
4a. qil-ql-t "nice’

4b. ge-ql-st- CII 'enjoy'

Even though Kuipers classifies the Shuswap transitive verbs
into classes according to the suffixes they take, he also lists

several examples of verbs that occur not only as Class A or B

ar
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forms, but also as Class C forms with the 'customary’ suffix -st-,

52.  mtét-n AIl 'feed’
5b. c-met-st- CII1 "

6a. k"1 BI  ‘'make'
6b. c-kMu1-st- (o) S

7a.  §y-ft- BII ‘'write'
7b. c-dy-st- CII "

and he adds that he cannot assert with certainty whether or not
all transitive verbs allow 'customary' forms.

To summarize, there are three basic transitivizers: -t-,
-n(t)-, and -st-. It seems that Class A (-t-) is a morphologi-
cally conditioned subclass of Class B (-n(t)-). Only three verbs
accept -t-, while most verbs accept -n(t)-. Other verbs accept
-%t-. We do not know if all verbs can take either -n(t)- or -st-,
or if instead there are three classes of verbs, i.e.

(1.) those that can take only -n(t)-
(2.) " " oo " -st-

(3.) " " oo " either -n(t)- or -st-

1.2. Sh Complex Transitives. Of the three "complex tran-

sitivizers", -x(i)t- refers to "a human secondary object, usually
benefactive," and "in a minority of cases, to another object-type
('refuse somebody [something] ', etc.)." Kuipers' examples show
that in these 'benefactive' forms, -x(i)t- replaces either of the
simple transitivizers -n(t)- and -st-.

8a. x¥i¢ BI 'show’
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12 50 which the -n- ‘con-

identifies these roots as '"control roots
trol' element is not needed since the root already contains the
notion of 'control'.
12a. //nes-t-ey-ep//------ nes-t-i-p
'you people took us, got us there'
12b.  //jwik-t-ex¥//=======- wik-t-x*  ‘'you saw him'
(compare Sh. AI -- wik-t-x)
13a. A-t-és 'she gave him (something)'
13b. ?Upi-t-p 'you people ate it'

-(n)t- is very productive. Thompson says that all stems ex-
panded by lexical suffixes take -(n)t- inflection and that it
seems recent borrowings are also handled this way.

-s-t- is what Thompson calls the 'causative' inflection, a
suffix that seems to introduce a "specialized notion of lTimited

1"13 corresponding to simple transitive forms in -t- that

contro
would be 'control'.
l4a. pek”-t-és 'she dumped or poured them out
(e.g., berries out of her basket)'
14b. pok“-s-t-és 'she spilled them' or 'she managed
to get them dumped out'
The difference between -(n)t- and -s-t- is that -(n)t- im-
plies control by the subject, and -s-t- implies that the action
or state results from the activity of some agent who is not in

full control. The question of the distribution of -t-, -n-t-, and

-s-t- remains the same as in Shuswap:
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8b. x“id-xt- DI ‘show (something) to'
9a. tn-t- BII 'put, place’

9. tn-xit- DII 'put down for'

10a. wi?-st- CI 'finish'

10b. wi?-xt- DI 'finish (something) for'

-m(i)n(t)- and -nweA(t)- are the other two "complex transi-
tivizers". -m(7)n(t)- refers to an object which is affected "in-
directly, superficially, or malefactively by the action" expres-
sed in the verb, and -nwéh(t)- means "approximately 'manage to',

'be able to', or 'act involuntarily'."

2. Thompson {Th). Laurence Thompson (1973,1979,1980) iden-
tifies -t- 'transitive' as the basic Thompson transitivizer. -t-

follows the stems®

, with or without one of several possible inter-
vening elements: -n- 'control'; -s- 'causative'; -xi- 'indirec-

tive'; -min- 'relational'; and -nwén 'emphatic limited control'9.

2.1. Th Simple Transitives. Most strong (root-stressed)

roots in Thompson form transitive stems with the suffixation of
-n-t-10. Diconsonantal weak roots normally seem to take only -t-
"transitive', but many of them have alternate forms with -n-t-ll,
and -n-t- is obligatory if reflexive or reciprocal endings follow:
1la. //xec(-n-)-t-ep//---- xoc(-e)-t-ep
'you people bet with him'
11b. //xec-n-t-wax“//----- xoc-e-t-wax"
‘they bet with each other'

Some strong roots always take -t- (and not -n-t-) - Thompson
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(1) some roots take either -t- or -n-t-

(2) o " " only -t- or -n-t-
(3 " " " either -s-t- or -(n)t-
(4) v " " only -s-t- or -(n)t-

2.2. Th Complex Transitives. Three other productive forma-

tions "generally parallel simple transitives." The first is
-xi-t- 'indirective' that "shifts the focus of the major object,
‘usually from a thing to a person."14 -xi-t- is "clearly a control
affix."

The second complex form is -min-t- 'relational'. These
formations "seem regularly to introduce an ebject as a reference
point or suggest some special relationship," but -min-t- 'rela-

tional' does not change the control status of its stem.

15a. &?0z 'it got dark (non-control)’

15b. &?oz-min-t-i-s 'it got dark on us'

16a. nﬁ%” 'progress on four or more legs (control?)’
16b. //nix¥-n-t-es//------ nig¥es 'he crawls over it'

(e.g., insect on a stone)
i6c. //mix“-min-t-sem-es// nux“mcems ‘'he runs up to me'
(e.g., dog)
The third of the complex transitivizers, -nweh-t-, is 'em-
phatic limited control'. These formations are "extremely pro-
ductive" and correspond to the intransitive stem -nwein, which

added to simple or inchoative stems forms "non-control middles."
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17a. xok-p-nwein 'he has managed to learn, he has
accidentally found out"
17b. xok-p-mweh-t-p 'you people found out about it,
managed to learn"
17c. xok-t-es 'he marked, indicated it’
-wen-t- is a strong suffix, and captures the primary stress from
any stem to which it is added. Sometimes the stem retains a
secondary stress, but main word stress is on the suffix.
18. //wik-mweh-t-ep// 'you people manage to see him'
wikmwentp " "
wikmwehtp " "

3. Colville (Cv) / Okanagan (Ok). I will be discussing

work done on (di)transitivity in two of the Colville-Okanagan

dialects. I'11 deal first with Yvonne Hebert's (1979) paper on
Nicola Lake Okanagan (spoken in British Columbia), and then I'11
move to the southernmost dialect and talk about Mattina's (1973,

1978) work on Colville.

3.1. Ok Simple Transitives. The focus of Hebert's (1979)

paper is not so much on the Okanagan transitive system itself as
it is on "the consonantal opposition between -s- and -n-15,
usually occurring before the ubiquitous 16w (i.e., -nt- vs.
-st-). She says this opposition is possible "on most but not all
predicates in Okanagan." Not all verbal roots may take either of
the two suffixes, but some roots can take only one and would be

ungrammatical with the other. For example, she says roots that



237

indicate "punctual or momentaneous action, i.e., action that does
or may not continue,”" take only -nt-.

1%9. k"sint 'Take it!'

19b. *k"sist *

20a. wik-n-n Si citx“-tet 'I saw our house'

20b. *wikstn *

20c. *ts-wikstn *
She says some roots which can take -nt- are roots "which are
classified by this language [NL Ok] as non-continuous/punctual/
non-durative.” Therefore, according to Hebert, the ungrammati-
cality of these forms is a function of semantic incompatibility.

Hebert says that the passive construction which "focuses

upon the patient and which views the termination point of an
vent" also uses the "perfective suffix" -nt-.

2la. kiSlus-s Si sqilx¥ Si spiéSn 'The man coiled the rope’

21b. kiSlus-n-tem i spidn Sit sqilx

'The rope was coiled by the man'
Hebert's aspect argument17 rests also on her observation

that, with roots that can be extended by either -nt- or -st-, the
prefix ts- 'actually occurring action' may occur only with -st-,

but is ungrammatical with -nt-,

22a. ts-x"AS-s-tin- 'I'm actually whittling'
22b. *ts-x"’-n-tin *'I'm actually whittled'
23a. ts-&ka-s-tin Si Si-sklaw '"I'm counting my money’

23b. *ts-&ka-n-tin Si Si-sklaw *'I'm actually counted my money'

and predicates which accept either -nt- or -st- may not accept
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the prefix ks- 'unrealized action’18.

3.2. Ok Complex Transitives. Hebert mentions two ditran-

sitive constructions, a -it- 'indirective' and a -x(i)t- 'bene-

factive'. She gives examples of their occurrence with the same

stem,
24a. §vit-1-t-n ‘I fill it up for/on anybody'
24b.  §¥i¢-x-t-n ‘I fill it up for him'

but does not discuss their differences in function or distri-

bution.

3.3. Cv Simple Transitives. Mattina (1973,1978) describes

the basic transitive paradigm of Colville as marked by the suffix
-nt- and followed by pronoun reference suffixes in the order
object-subject. He says -nt- transitives include reference to
"two and only two persons, an actor and a primary goal."

25a. §y-ent-in 'I write something'

26a. k“Gl-ont-x¥ 'You fix something'
In the personal reference set, third person singular goal (3s obj.)
is unmarked and third person plural is optionally marked by a suf-
fix. First person singular and plural goal (1sp obj.) is marked
by proclitics, and second person singular and plural goals (2sp

obj.) by suffixes. Schematically,

12
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1

A second transitive paradigm, with -st- added to the stem,

includes explicit reference to an actor and a primary goal (like

-nt-), and, in addition, implied reference to "a third person, a

secondary goal coterminous with the actor."19

25b. qy-ost-in
26b. k“al-est-p

'T write it (for myself)'

'You (p1.) fix it (for yourselves)'

The personal reference pronouns used in the -st- paradigm are not

quite the same as in the -nt- paradigm; schematically:

Cv -st- paradigm

)

5 1sp

[%2]

1s

2s k“u -st-(1)x¥
3s k"u -st-(1)s

1p
2p k"u -st-(i)p

2sp 3s 3p  0bj.
-st-(Q)m-sn -st-(i)n -st-(1)n-slx
-st-(D)x¥  -st-(1)x¥-alx

-st(W)m-s -st-(1)s -st-(1)s-alx
-st-(Wm-t -st-(1)m -st-(I)m-21x
—st-(i)p -st-(1)s-alx

3p kYu -st-(1)s-slx -st-(u)m-s-alx -st-(i)s-alx -st-(i)s-alx

Idf

-st-(1)m -st-(1)m-alx

Mattina says that the data indicate that all Colville roots

"potentially participate" in both the -nt- and -st- paradigms, and

proposes that the -nt- paradigm is basic, and the -st- paradigm

secondary. He notes that he has found some roots that occur in

only one or the other (and not both) of the paradigms, and he sug-

gests that "these cases can be either exceptional, and/or possibly

due to some semantic incompatibility of the root with one of the

two suffixes."

12
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3.4. Cv Complex Transitives. In addition to -nt- and -st- Cv -x(i)t- paradigm

transitives, Mattina 1ists two ditransitive constructions that

“include explicit reference to an actor, a primary goal (the re- © 1sp 2sp 3s 3p  0bj.
cipient), and a third person secondary goal (the direct object)." 1s -x(i)t-m-en -x(1)t-an -x(1)i-n-elx
These two constructions are accomplished with -it- and -x(%)t-. 2s k"u -x(i)t-x¥ x(Dt-x¥  -x(Dt-x¥-elx
27a. x“id-ont-s-en 'I endow you' 3s k“u -x(i)t-s -x(Dt-em-s -x(i)t-s -x(1)t-s-a1x
27b. x“i&-stt-s-on 'T endow you with something, 1p x(D)t-em-t -x(Dt-am  -x(I)t-m-slx

1 give you something' , 2p k“u -x(1)t-p -x(D)t-p -x(1) t-p-alx

27c.  x¥id-oxt-m-en " " 3ﬁ kKu -x(D)t-s-olx -x(1)t-s-olx -x(i)t-s-alx -x(i)t-s-slx
Except for the second person plural objects, -#t- ditransitives 1df -x(1)t-em -x(1)t-m-olx

use the same personal reference and particles as -nt- transitives, %
P Mattina describes the difference between -it- and -x(i)t-
and -x({)t- ditransitives use the same ones as -st- transitives.
ditransitives as one of focus. He says "-3t- ditransitives mean

. Cv -3t- paradigm 'X does Y for Z', and -x({)t- ditransitives mean 'X does Y for 7'."
;‘g_: Isp 2sp 3s 3p Obj. He says that, unless the object is clearly understood in context,
1s -3t-s-(i)n -3t-(Dn -2t-(Hn-s1x the difference is formally marked in the secondary goal comple-
2s kK" -#t-(H)x -3t-(1)xY -2t-(1)x¥-a1x ment and follows the predicate. -x(i)t- ditransitives require
3s k“u -3t-(1)s -4t-s-(1)s -t-(1)s -3t-(i)s-olx that the secondary goal complement be marked by the proclitic t,
1p -3t-s-(1)t -3t-(1)m -3t-(1)m-o1x but -#t- ditransitives never do.
2p ku -3t-(Dp -3t-(Dp -2t-(i)p-olx 28a. x¥id-ext-x" i? t- k-s-qlads
3p kK"u -#t-(i)s-alx -3t-s-(i)s-olx -3t-(i)s -3t-(i)s-alx "You give him (what will be) his money'
Idf -3t-(Dm -2t-(Dm-olx 28b  x“il-e3t-x" i? s-qla¥ 'You give him some money'

Besides the secondary goal complement expansions of ditran-
sitives, it is possible to add primary goal and actor complements.
A primary goal complement (placed before or after the predicate)
must be co-referential with the object pronoun suffix. An actor

13 L
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complement must be co-refential with the subject pronoun, and must
be marked by the proclitic t 'agentive'.20
Mattina says that all roots that allow direct affixation of
(di)transitive suffixes are transitive roots, and other roots,
"inferred intransitive", must add the "transitivizing suffix
-m(7)-" to form transitive stems which in turn attach the proper
transitive suffixes. -m(i)- occurs with either -nt- or -st-,
_according to sense, but the transitivized -m(7)- stems never par-
ticipate in ditransitive (-}t- and -x(i)t-) constructions.
Mattina mentions another (di)transitive stem formation with
-ni-. These stems "carry the implication that the activity re-
ferred to is accomplished either accidentally or after a struggle."”
-nli- is attached to the root directly, or after the reduplicative

suffix -(V)Cp 'developmental', or after -p 'non-control' and can

then be followed by any of the (di)transitive suffixes.

29a. k“en-ni-n 'I managed to get it'
29b. #1-ol-ni-nt-s *She'11 kill you'
29c. #al-p-mi-nt-om 'We can stop her'

29d. 1ut i? t s-qilx¥ k"u to c-k“en-ni-st-s
'Nobody can catch me'
29%e. k“en-nu-%t-en 'I managed to take it from her'
Finally, Mattina mentions two other suffixes, -xix- and
-(nt)ukt-, that can also occur in (di)transitive constructions,

but he does not discuss them.

15

4. Spokane (Sp) / Kalispel (Ka) / Flathead. Spokane, Kalis-

pel and Flathead are so closely related that they can be consi-
dered dialects of one language. The most significant difference
is that /1/ and /r/, distinct phonemes in Spokane, have merged to
/1/ in Kalispel and Flathead. According to Carlson (1972), there
are also some lexical differences among these dialects, and Flat-
head tends to shorten words, deleting that which follows the ac-
cented vowel.

I will summarize Carlson's (1972,1980) findings on Spokane,

to Vogt's (1940) and Speck's (1980) works on Kalsispel.

4.1. Spokane. Carlson lists the inventory of transitive
suffixes in Spokane as having "two orders." The first is a set of
four suffixes: -n-, -s-, -}-, -¥(7)-, one of which is added to a
verb base to create a transitive stem. The second is the suffix
-t- 'transitive' that follows the suffixes of the first order.

-nt- and -st- constructions are one-goal stems and -3t- and -¥(7)t-
constructions are two-goal stems.

4.1.1. Sp Simple Transitives. Carlson calls -n- 'control’

and -s- 'causative' for "labeling purposes." Although he finds no
semantic distinction between the two, he states that certain bases
always occur with -nt- and others always occur with -st-.

Adjuncts (referring to goal and actor) follow the transitive
verb construction. Actor adjuncts normally follow goal adjuncts,
and a general adjunct marking particle, u?, usually precedes them

both. The particle t marks the actor, as well as "adjuncts that

15
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translate as instruments.” When there is both an actor adjunct
and an instrument adjunct occurring with a goal adjunct,

either the actor or the instrument is positioned in front of the
predicate. The adjunct is then linked to the predicate with a
conjunctive particle u 'and'.

30. #u? t sqelix” u tapentés Wwohodcin W2 t ki
Actor Pred. GoaT Instr.

'The Indian shot the dog with the bow and arrow'
He says that "the goal (unmarked) is primary and the other infor-
mation is secondary and specially marked" with an oblique marker,

t.

4.1.2. Sp Complex Transitives. He calls -¥(7)- 'benefac-

tive/substitutive' and -}- 'relative'. -¥(7)t- stems indicate
that the actor of a transitive paradigm is substituting for some-
one, or doing something for the benefit of someone "or perhaps
just something animate." This someone being substituted for or
benefited is the direct goal (DG) when present as an adjunct.

The other goal (indirect-IG) is marked by t 'oblique'.

3la. x“i&$ten u? Agnes #u? t yamx“e?
Pred. DG 1G

'He gave a basket to Agnes'
In 3la., the direct goal (Agnes) is being benefited by the action
of receiving the basket. The focus is on Agnes, the beneficiary.

32a. ?i%idten ? Albert H? t sqeltd
Pred. G

'l ate some meat for (in place of) Albert'

Since sqeltt 'meat’ is marked in 32a., the primary focus is on

17
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Albert as the direct goal. The actor is substituting for Albert
by eating the meat.

-¥t- stems also indicate two goals, but the actor doesn't
substitute for someone, or necessarily do anything beneficial for
someone. The someone involved in -#t- constructions is always a
person and is indirectly involved.21 The indirect goal (IG) in
-+t~ constructions is marked with x¥s1 ‘relative to/by/for' or

§_'to’.

31b. k*iliten 2u? yamx¥e? 2u? x"ol Agnes 'I made a basket
DG

Pred. IG
for Agnes'
3lc. xMiliten 4u? yamxMe? u? & Agnes 'I gave a basket
Pred. DG IG
to Agnes'

In 31b. and 3lc., Agnes is the beneficiary, but the primary focus
is on yém;”e7 'basket', the unmarked adjunct (the DG), and not on
Agnes (compare 3la.).

Carlson notes that -#t- constructions are often followed by

a possessive construction as direct goal.

32b. ?i%itten 3u? Albert sqeltd 'I ate Albert's meat'
Pred. DG

32c. S$¥ostten #u? Albert xxkcis 'I lost Albert's dog'
Pred. DG

In 32b., Albert is the (underlying) direct goal although he ap-
pears in a possessive construction that serves as the direct goal.
Carlson says the predicate alone means something like 'l ate some-

thing of his', and Albert is indirectly involved by acting as

possessor (compare 32a.). Sentences like 32c. can only occur with

-¥t- constructions because -3(7)t- stems "never describe an acti-

18
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vity detrimental to the direct goal.” Conversely, -+t- stems are
not Timited in this way and can “"describe non-benficial activity
applying to the indirect goal." He says a -¥(i)t- construction
with a verb like in 32c. (*S“os¥ten) would not be acceptable to a
native speaker because it "sounds like you'ld be losing something
for someone on purpose."”

Some suffixes may follow the base to form a secondary stem.
One of them is the suffix -ni- 'success' that is added to the verb
base and then is followed by -nt- and the transitive pronouns22 to
form stems expressing "successful completion of an action." -nii-
only occurs with transitive roots and always takes -nt- (-nint-),
even when occurring with bases that normally take -st- 'causative'
transitive suffixes. He adds that these forms are often used "to

emphasize that something difficult has been acheived.”

33a. 3slemimtx” 'You got it chopped'

33 k¥elemimtx¥ 'You managed to do it'

34a. hecemi-sten 'T know it'

34b. mi-penuntx" 'You succeeded in knowing, found out'

Two other suffixes that may seem alike, but are distinct ele-
ments are -min- 'instrumental' and -mi- 'transitive derivational’.
Both are variable-stress suffixes. -min- 'instrumental' can oc-
cur either (1) with the intransitive possessive pronouns in nomi-

nal instrumental forms or (2) with -nt- 'control transitive' suf-

fixes and the transitive pronouns in instrumental transitive forms.

35a. &il ' chop'

35b. Zolemin '(It's an) axe’
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35¢. Zolemintx¥ 'You use the axe to chop’

The suffix -mi- is added to an intransitive base to form a
derived transitive stem. This stem then takes the regular tran-
sitive endings and the transitive pronouns. Some of the derived
stems take -nt- and some take -st-.

36a. ku &x“oxYe?eyemintx¥Z3 "You Taugh at me'

36b. Zanemsten 'T tighten it'
Carlson says the last example (36b.) shows that -mi- and -min-
"are indeed different elements." He says that if the derivational
ending were -min-, the n would develop to i before s. As it is
(¢an-mi-s-te-n), only the vowel is deleted and no segment occurs
between m and the s of the causative transitive suffix.

24

Carlson lists a suffix -§i¥- substitutive' that can be

used in either intransitive or transitive constructions. These
forms in -$i§- convey "the meaning that a particular course of ac-
tion is being followed by a person in place of another person who
might otherwise be doing it," and adds further that "although
these stems occur in organization with the transitive pronouns,

they are not completely transitive." Stems with -3i$- may not

take a separate object adjunct.

4.2. Kalispel (Ka). Vogt (1940) bases his classification
of Kalispel verbs on their compatibility with certain suffixes.
He divides verb forms into four classes, three of which (I-111)
he calls "independent forms", and the fourth (Class IV), "depen-

dent forms." Dependence is determined by the set of pronoun af-
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fixes2d that accompanies the verb. TIndependent forms occur only

with "the series of personal prefixes" (intransitive), and depen-
dent forms have "more than one person referred to by the series of
referential affixes" (transitive).

Vogt divides each verb class into three different aspect
forms: (1) 'continuative', (2) 'completive', and (3) ‘resulta-
tive'. The 'resultative', "where apparently a state is considered
as resulting from previous actions," has only dependent (Class IV)
forms, and its "aspectual value is not always clear."

Class I verbs have no suffixes in the 'continuative' or 'com-
pletive' and "often correspond to nouns in the Indo-European lan-
guages." Due to this and the lack of suffixes (they utilize only
the independent form prefixes), Class I verbs can be considered
intransitive. Class 1126 contains "many verbs for intransitive
activities" and verbs "derived from verbs or adjectives, expres-
sing being so and so, becoming so and so." As with the verbs of
Class I, pronoun reference in Class II verb forms is accomplished
by independent form prefixes, suggesting that Class II verbs are
also intransitive.

Class III includes "a great number of transitive verbs" that
have an "indefinite object,"27 and also some verbs which "would
be considered intransitive." These Class II verbs can become
Class IV (dependent)-type verbs, but this triggers "a change in
point of view...the subject of the independent action becomes

possessor of the dependent action."
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37a. &ineskupi (I1I-cont) 'I (am) pushing (someone)’
37b. yeskipem (IV-cont) 'He (is) my pushing/I am
pushing him’
The Class IV 'continuative' suffix -aem occurs also with Class

IIT verbs as the 'completive' suffix, and sometimes co-occurs with
the Class 111 'continuative' suffix -i.28 Class III verbs and
Class IV 'continuative' forms in -sm are intransitive because they
are inflected with intransitive pronoun forms. Class III takes
the independent (intrans.) pronoun forms, and Class IV 'continu-
ative' takes the complex dependent (intransitive possessive) forms.

38a. Eines$ilemi (III-cont.) 'I (am) chopping something'

38b. &in%ilim (I1I-comp.) 'I chop something'

38c. yesk“e?em (Iv-cont.) 'I am biting it’

4.2.1. Ka Simple Transitives. Class IV (dependent) verbs

"correspond to transitive verbs with definite object." The "as-
pect" markings of Class IV verbs are as follows: 'continuative'
(intrans.) prefix es- and suffix -am; 'completive’ (transitive)
either suffix :ggiglzg or suffix -st-on (a "subclass"); 'resulta-
tive' (transitive) prefix es- and the suffix -st-.
Vogt gives two examples of Class IV verbs in the 'completive'

form, one root-stressed and the other suffix-stressed.

39a. kipen ‘I push him'

39b. urlentén 'I burn him'
Although this is not explicitly mentioned, the 'completive! suf-

fix -@n(t) has morphophonemically been deleted from the root-
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The 'resultative’ (prefix es-, suffix -st-) aspect forms are
found only with verbs of Class IV. The pronoun affixes that oc-
cur with 'resultative' and 'completive’ -st- forms are slightly
different than the paradigm occurring with the -on(t) 'completive’
forms (see footnote 25).

At least some Class IV verb roots can occur with suffixes
of any aspect,

42a. yeskilem (cont.) 'I am doing it' (intrans.)

42b. kalen (comp.) 'I do it' (simple transitive)
42c. eskilstsn (rslt.) 'I do it' (-st- transitive)
but within the 'completive' aspect, verbs must take either -an(t)

or -st-(an).

4.2.2. Ka Complex Transitives. Vogt list a group of ‘rela-

tive' forms (ditransitive) occurring with Class III and Class IV
verbs that have "reference to an indirect object." The 'relative’
form suffixes are -¥(i)t-, -4t-, and -¥(j¥)-.

-¥(1)t- and -%t- occur only with Class IV verbs. Only the
indirect object is considered 'definite' with -§(?)t-, but with
-#t-, both objects are considered 'definite'. Vogt mentions that
in the 'completive' aspect, -¥(7)t- constructions take pronoun
forms from the 'resultative' paradigm, and -#t- constructions take
the regular dependent pronouns normally occurring in the Class IV
'completive' aspect.31

43a. kiupSten (comp.) 'I push something (indefinite) for
him (definite)'

2L

-st- over in the continuative."
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stressed example (39a.), leaving only the 1s subject pronoun af-

fix -en. Third person object is unmarked.

Vogt lists -st-en as the suffix of a "subclass" of 'comple-
tive' forms, although they are inflected 1ike the 'resultative'
forms. A1l the examples given have a 1s subject, and this means
that this is the suffix -st- followed by the 1s subject pronoun
affix, -on. The majority of verbs occurring with this suffix
are "causative in meaning" and "the formal identity with the 're-
sultative' form may be due to the fact that there are common ele-
ments in the causative and the resultative meaning." He adds that
most Kalispel 'causative' verbs "have no affinity with the resul-
tative forms."

He 1ists three common verbs that "have carried the suffix

30

40a. yeskilstom (cont.), kulsten 'I send him'

40b. yespulstem (cont.), pulsten 'T ki1l him'
40c. yesq“olq“élstom (cont.), q“elq¥elsten 'I talk with him'

Vogt also Tlists two verbs that have the suffix -ten.

4la. wilten/wiln ' see him'
41b. wictxV 'You see him'
4lc. ?emten 'I feed him'

They take the same pronoun affixes as -st-on and they also car-
ry over into the 'continuative'. Examples 4la. and 4lc. have a
1s subject, so the -en must be the pronoun marker. Since these
forms with -ten are inflected (with pronouns) the same as the

-st-an forms, -ten seems to be but a variant of -st-on.
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46d. kulden (IV-comp.) 'I do it for someone’
47a. C&ineskup$i  (III-cont.) 'I am pushing something
for someone’
47b. yeskﬁpsam (IV-cont.) 'T am pushing it (definite)
for someone (indefinite)'
48a. &inesde?i$i¥i (III-cont.) 'I am writing something
for someone'
48b. yesu-13i3em (IV-cont.) 'I am burning it for someone’
48c. u-1%i%en (IV-comp.) 'I burn it for someone’

Vogt lists two -min- 'instrumental' suffixes. The first -min-
(unstressed -mon-) "forms instrumental nouns." The second can oc-
cur in transitive (or intransitive 'middle') constructions, and is
"undoubtably related to the nominal suffix -min-." He gives forms
with -min- followed by Class IV aspect and/or 'relative' form suf-
ixes as follows: -minem ’'continuative';-min (2s subj. mintx¥,
3s subj. -mis) 'completive'; and 'relative' forms -mi*tem and
-mi¥tem.3?

Another suffix that occurs only with Class IV verbs is -nin-.
Verb forms with -nln- have "the meaning of succeeding in doing
something.” Vogt lists the following forms: -nunem 'continu-
ative'; -nin (2s subj. -nuntx“, 3s subj. -nuis) 'completive'; and

a 'relative' form, -nGktem.

4,3, Kalispel (Ka). Speck (1980) says Kalispel roots par-
ticipate in transitive constructions marked by a suffix -t- 'tran-

sitive' that is preceded by one of four other transitive suffixes:
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43b. kip*ten (comp.) 'I push it (definite) for him (definite)
/1 push his....'

Another distinction between -§(f)t— and -#t- is that the direct
object with -*t- is "always in the possessed form and referred to
in the verb by the personal suffixes for the grammatical subject."”

44. Xu?espulttoms u? isemen (IV-cont.) ‘'He is killing

(Predicate) (Complement)
my wife'

In ex. 44., isemen 'my wife' is the direct object, and the personal
prefix ku- (1s) refers to the possessor indicated in the object
complement by the possessive prefix i-.

The only 'relative' forms Vogt mentions in the 'resultative’
aspect are -¥t- forms, and these constructions include the 'resul-
tative' prefix es-.

45a. es?acexotten 'T watch his...."
45b. es?acoxeicen 'T watch thy...'

-3(i%)- "expresses that an action takes place for someone,"
the "someone" referred to being an indefinite object. Class III
'relative' forms only occur with the suffix -¥(i$)-. Vogt also
lists -§(i%)- forms in the Class IV 'continuative' and 'comple-
tive' aspects. Therefore, the 'relative' suffix -3(i¥)- occurs in
constructions with dependent, complex dependent (possessive), and
independent pronoun affixes, that is, in both transitive and in-

transitive constructions.

46a. Cineskuldi  (III-cont.) 'I am working for someone'
46b. &inkald%em  (III-comp.) 'T work for someone'
46c  yeskulem (IV-cont.) 'l am doing it for someone’
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(1) -n- 'simple transitive'; (2) -s- 'causative'; (3) -#- 'rela-

33 -st- 'causative’ transi-

tional'; and (4) -3i- 'benefactive’.
tives are "typically in the actual aspect" and generally take the

prefix es- 'actual'.

4.3.1. Ka Simple Transitives. Although both Carlson and

Vogt state that certain verbs occur only with simple transitive
(-nt-) constructions and others occur only with causative (-st-)
ones, Speck says that "apparently any root can participate in all
four transitive derivations and finds examples in Father Post's
data of the same root in all four constructions, including, of
course, -nt- and -st-.

49a. n-%eys-n (n-?eys-n-t-n) 'l pay for it'

49b. es-n—7éy-s-t-n 'l pay for it'
49c. n-%ey-3-t-n ‘I pay for his'
49d. n-%ey-3-t-n ‘I pay him his, help him paying’

4.3.2. Ka Complex Transitives. Speck says forms with -4t-

‘relational’ "seem to refer to someone doing something to someone"
and forms with -8(i)t- 'benefactive' seem to refer "to doing some-

thing for someone."

50a. nad“-m-%-t-en 'I stole this from him'
50b. nad“-3-t-en 'I stole (it) for him, helped him
stealing'

She lists a "derivational suffix" -nu- 'transitive success'
that is "added to roots before the transitive affixes." The ex-

amples, however, only show -nu- occurring with -nt- ‘simple tran-
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sitive'.
5la. ni-ni-n (ni%—nﬁ-n-t-en) "I succeed in cutting it"
51b. sd-§-ni-n (sad-§-ma-n-t-en) "I succeed in splitting it"

Speck adds that "middle and intransitive (bases with intran-
sitive derivational suffixes) can be 'transitivized' by attaching
the transitive suffixes (-nt-, -st-, -#t-, -¥(i)t-) and the tran-
sitive person referents."

52a. n-de?-cin-m-n-t-x" #? s-qeltd-s
'You receive the body of J.C.'
52b. “ey-Est-m-s-t-m-n 'T avenged you'
52c. nox“-nox“-m-%-t-s sin-ce? 'He had his brother's wife'
Some 'transitivized' stems have an intransitive derivational suf-
fix plus -m- ‘middle' preceding the transitive suffix (and the
person markers).
52a. k"u n-k“3-n-?axl-éls-m-n-t-x* 'I think the same as you do'
(volitive-middle-trans-2s actor)
52b. k“l-m-Gt-m-s-t-n 'I can make that'
(capable-middle-causative-trans-1s actor)

Speck points out that intransitive stems with -min- 'instru-
mental' are "frequently" transitivized. Sometimes the 'transiti-
vized' forms have both 'instrumental' and 'middie' intransitive
derivational suffixes preceding the transitive suffix.

53a. 4u?-mi-n ('}u’?-min—n-t—en)35 'T use that to lance'
53b. #u?-min-m-n 'I use that to lance'
53c. 4u?-min-m-#t-n 'I use his....to lance'

She also lists three suffixes that formally "detransitivize"
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transitive stems by requiring personal reference with the intran-
sitive pronoun set. The suffixes are -we?x"- 'reciprocal’, -cut-
"‘reflexive’, and -(e)m 'indefinite intransitive’. Forms with the
last one, -(&)m, add personal reference by means of the possessive
intransitive pronouns.36

Finally, Speck discusses stems with -$i3-, an 'indefinite
benefactive' affix that can be added to roots "which subsequently
participate in intransitive constructions" (that is, stems that

require the intransitive pronouns). These intransitive stems with

-$i- can also be 'transitivized' by attaching an -m- 'middle' suf-

fix and one of the transitive suffixes (-nt-,-st-,-1t-,-s(i)t-)

followed by transitive person reference markers.

5. Columbian (Cm). Kinkade (1980) discusses several ditran-
sitive suffixes, but I know of no other published work on the Co-
lumbian (di)transitive system. Three suffixes that can precede
-t- 'transitive' are -x(i)- 'indirective', -3-, and -tud-, and he
labels this class as 'redirectives'. He says -x(i)- 'indirective’
functions in a similar manner to the Thompson cognate as described
by Thompson (1980) "in that it is not simply benefactive,” but the
actual distinctions between -x(i)-t- and -#-t- are confused due to

Tack of overt goal reference markers in the complement.37 He adds

that Columbian seems to be parallel, "at least superficially," to

the distinction described by Carlson (1980) for the Spokane ditran-

sitive suffixes.

54a. tawxts 'He bought it for him’

54b. tawin 'I bought it from him’
55a. qi%xitn ‘T wrote to him'
55b. §ijdta® "Write it for him!’

Kinkade gives examples of a third 'redirective' suffix
-tud-t-, but he doesn't describe the distinctions between it and
the other two.

56a. nk"nakstiin sk“ena?sts 'I took a club away from him'

56b. k“ain 'T took it away from him'
57a. wak"tuin ' hid it from him’
57b. wak“in ‘I hid it for him*

57c. wak“tiitls 'He hid it from us (and wouldn't give it up)
57d. wak“itls 'He hid it for us’
Kinkade Tists two more suffixes, -xix- and -xéx-,3° that "im-
ply an object (or objects) that is not specified, and parallel the

contrast between indirectives and simple transitives."

58a. wijemxix 'finish something for someone else'
58b. wijemxax 'finish something'

58¢c. wi?stimen>" ' finished it'

59a. xosmxix 'He lost something for/of someone'
59b. xosmxax 'He lost something belonging to

someone else'

59c. x&sen 'T lost it'
60a. &okxax 'count for someone’
60b. &okxitn 'I counted for him’
60c. &okin "I counted them for him
60d. &oken 'I counted them’
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He says -xix- includes the 'indirective', but the source or break-
down of -xax- is unclear. The function of the final -x of the two
suffixes is also not clear, although he suggests that "-x may be

some sort of detransitivizer, making intransitive what would other-

wise be transitive."

6la. k“anxixmen 'I took it away (from someone)'
61b. xosxixmen 'I lost it for them (not deliberately)'
6lc. Kk“ohsxaamen 'T showed it'

6. Coeur d'Alene (Cr). Gladys Reichard (1938) describes the

40 in terms of the affixes

Coeur d'Alene transitive verb system
that "express" three aspects. The first suffix, -c-, is 'comple-
tive aspect'; the second, -stm- (co-occurring w/the prefix d4c-),
is ‘customary aspect's; and the third, -em, is 'continuative as-
péct'. The transitive pronouns,41 as expected, follow the comple-
tive and customary suffixes in the order object-subject. The con-

tinuative forms take independent-possessive (intransitive) pronouns

(see footnote 41).

6.1. Cr Simple Transitives. Most velr'bs42 require the ad-

dition of the "transitivizing element", -on, before the completive
aspectual suffix (i.e., -en-c-). This corresponds to -nt- of the
other Interior Salishan languages. The transitivizer -sn- is like-
wise required before -cut- (-cat-) 'reflexive’ and -t%i§- (-tv4%-)
'reciprocal’.

3

62a. 2cép—an-c-a-x"4 'thou shottest me’

62b. Eé-fzép—aﬁ«c-alp 'each of you took a shot at me'
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In contrast, -on is never found in the customary forms;

62c. a-%ép-sen 'T cust. shoot it'
62d. a-ta-lap-sth-at 'We cust. shoot at him'

nor in constructions with what Reichard calls the '"second subject-

first plural object combination."

62e. k“u-tap-3u3 'thou shottest us'
62f. k"up-tap-gu¥ 'you shot us'

The customary transitive forms44 are marked by the suffix

-stm-, but the prefix Hc- (or variant 4-/a-) 'customary' must co-

occur.
63a. g“i-tulm-n 'T saw you'
63b. g“i&-c 'He saw him'
63c. Hc-g“i&-stm-4-s 'He cust. sees me'
63d. Hc-g"i&-stm-i-t 'We cust. see thee'

Reichard discusses "'a true passive voice' in Coeur d'Alene
which "denotes that the subject has been acted upon by an agent."
The aspect suffixes are the same as for the active voice, but the
""passive endings' differ somewhat from the active (:onstructions.45
According to her description, there also seems to be a shift in

subject focus. She describes this only by saying that "the passive

subjective pronouns are closely related to the active objective

pronouns."
64a. nid-en-tx¥ 'You cut him' (active)
64b. ni-on-tom ‘He has been cut' (passive)
64c. H-ni&-stx¥ 'You cust. cut him' (active)
64d. H4-ni&-stom 'He cust. has been cut' (passive)
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65a. g¥id-cHx" "You see me' (active)
65b. g“i-cHlim 'T have been seen' (passive)
65c. g¥il-cit 'You have been seen' (passive)
65d. Hc-g"id-stmix® 'You cust. see me' (active)
65e. Hc-g"i&-stmdlim 'T cust. am seen' (passive)
65f. Hc-g"i&-stmit "You cust. are seen' (passive)

Reichard says ''generally speaking, [roots] ending in t, n,
and 1 which are susceptible to transitivization seem to be irreg-
ular" in that they take -stm- (instead of the expected -en-c-) for
the completive forms. These 'completive' -stm- forms differ from
the customary forms in that they don't have the prefix Yc- 'cus-
tomary'. She adds that the mumber of these rsots is small,46 and
and not all roots with these consonants (t,n,1) as finals behave
this way. This, of course, contradicts the hypothesis that the
distribution of -emn-c- (-nt-) versus -st(m)- (without Yc-) is
phonologically motivated. In fact, there are two mutually exclu-
sive classes of roots, the first of which occurs with -¢n-c- in
the completive, and the second of which occurs with -st(m)- (and
without 4c-) in the completive.

Reichard also discusses the ‘continuative' transitive, a con-
struction "built up on principles entirely different from the
other two aspects, the sole likeness being that the object [pro-
noun] precedes the subject [pronoun]." She considers these (and
their intransitive counterparts) ''verbal nouns" because they occur
with a combination of independent and possessive pronominal series

(see footnote 41). These pronouns 'combine to form a prefix de-
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noting object-subject,' which then 'combines with the nominalizing
s- and the ic- 'continuative' prefix."47 In addition to being
marked by the independent and possessive pronouns, these continu-
ative transitives require the suffixation of -em 'continuative' A8
The only difference between the intransitive and the transi-
tive passive continuative is the addition of -em 'continuative'.
66a. Ci?c-g"id 'T am seeing' (intrans.)
66b. &i?c-g“i&-em 'T cont. am being seen' (passive)
Also, verbs requiring -om in the intransitive differ only in having
the suffix -om$ in the intransitive continuative and -em in the
passive. She explains this by saying that some stems seem to re-
quire a '"psychological object'.
66c. &u1?-nid-om¥ 'T cont. am cutting' (intrans.)
66d. &i?-ni&-om 'I cont. am being cut' (tr.pass.)
Both Gladys Reichard (for Coeur d'Alene) and Hans Vogt (for
Kalispel) describe the suffix -om as a transitive suffix for the
continuative aspect. In both cases, the suffix -em seems the same
suffix that has been interpreted in more recent analyses of Inte-

rior Salishan languages a 'middle’.

6.2. Cr Complex Transitives. Reichard lists several other

suffixes that in all three aspects form transitive constructions.
She call three of these 'dative', and glosses them as follows:
-%- 'in behalf of, instead of'; -tuk- 'for, in reference to'; and

-§it- 'as a favor to'. Only -c- (never -stm-) can follow the da-

tive suffixes.
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67a. H¢itc (4&in-1-c) 'He did with it for her'

67b. 4&-o&in-3icen 'T cust. scold him as a favor
to thee'4?

Another suffix, -8i%- (-34%-,-3.8-) 'something, for someone'
is used ""to complete the meaning' when used with an intransitive
verb, and she notes that it may be translated as an "indefinite
pronoun'. It means 'for someone' (indefinite object) when used
with a transitive verb.

‘683. Lc-xAs-om-34%-s 'He is using something carefully'
(intransitive)
68b. mARY-¥4Z-mon-c 'He broke it (someone else's
property)'
This suffix, she believes, was ''taken over for the pronominal
‘completive 2s(subj.)-1p(obj.) and 2p-1p" (i.e., k*u(p)..... 843),
and has no correspondence to the other Cr transitive pronouns.
The suffix -345- can function as an ordinary pronoun, but it can
also contain the idea expressed by -Sit- 'as a favor to’'.

69a. k“u-4&in-34% 'Thou gavest it to us/thou gavest
(did with) it as a favor to us'

69b. k“u-1s3-¥i% 'Thou stabbest us'

69c. k“u-183-343 " "

Two other transitive suffixes can be found in the Cr grammar:
-min- (-ndn-?) 'succeed after considerable effort'; and -min-
(-mdn-, -mon-) ‘'used for'. The latter furnishes difficulties be-

cause its setting '"prevents one from determining whether it is

causative or usitative."
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70a. $ot-ot-nim-on 'T succeeded in beating him'

70b. §4y-min-en 'T wrote it'>0

7. Conclusion. I propose the following as a basic paradigm

of (di)transitive suffixes in Interior Salish:

transitive -nt-

" -st-

ditransitive -3t-
" x(f)t-

(Sh,Th,Cv/0k,Cm x = Sp,Ka,Cr ¥)
In addition, several other (di)transitive suffixes frequently oc-
cur: -mi(nt)-, -min-/-mi-, -xix-, and -tu¥t-. They have been
described, if at all, in various ways. In the following chart I
show how these affixes are distributed in the Salishan languages
of the interior (see following page).

Several basic questions remain to be answered.

The distribution of the suffixes (especially the basic -nt-
and -st-) varies from language to language. This distinction can
be inferred either complementary or contrastive , depending on the
description of the language. I will call type A the complementary
distribution, and type B the contrastive. However, we must note
that in all the languages there are certain roots that can take
only -nt- or only -st-.

Within these two types (A and B) there is also much variation
among the languages as to the productivity and frequency of occur-

rence of the two suffixes (-nt- and -st-). -nt- usually proves to
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(DHt-

-x(i)t- x(Dt- -3

-xi-t-

-x(i)t-

-3i8-/-348-

<
-X1X-

-xix-

-xax-

-

-~ - - -
-nu- -nu-nt- -nun- -nu-nt-

-nu-nt-

]

-nwen-t-

-nwél’l( t)-

-min-

z .
-min- -min-

-min-

-min-t-

-m(1)n(t)-

-mi-

-m(‘.{L)-

-tud-

-tud-t-

-(t)udt-

*Vogt (1940)

#%Speck (1980)
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be the more productive of the two, and is probably the basic tran-
sitive suffix. -st- usually carries some added meaning into the
construction.

Languages that are described to be more like type A often
allow roots that normally occur only with -nt- to occur in certain
-st- constructions, usually in conjunction with some type of caus-
ative or actual prefix. This raises the question about the con-
structions with -st-: How do forms with -st- plus the actual/
causative prefix differ from forms with -st- without the actual/
causative prefix?

Some of the languages have markedly different transitive pro-
noun paradigms occurring with -nt- (and -%t-) and with -st- (and
-x(1) t-). What languages have retained the original pronoun sys-
tem(s) and/or what languages have innovated? What is the status
and origin of the radically different 2-1p forms in Cr (k“u(p)-...
..84%) that differ from all the other paradigms?

The distinction between -#t- and -x(i)t- in Interior Salish
seems to be primarily one of focus. Predicates using the suffix
-x(i)t- (or cognate) usually focus on the beneficiary of the action,
while those with the suffix -%#t- focus on the benefit or, loosely,
on the direct object.

What is the status of -%t- in Sh and Th? Thompson (1979)
mentions that there are "just a few fossilized forms" with -%t-,
but that there are "enough to suggest that Thompson has probably
lost this category since Proto-Salish times.' He also notes that

the -xit- construction in Th (this is probably true in Sh also)

38
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"serves both ranges of meaning." Is -%#t- missing from Sh com-
pletely?

The four (five?) other suffixes that are described in these
systems (-nu(nt)-, -min-/-mi-, -xix-, and -tudt-) also raise many -
questions. They are the least described.

-ni(nt)- and -min-/-mi- seem to be fairly well understood,
but there is one major question about -min-/-mi-. Aside from
-min- 'instrumental', is there one or are there two transitivizing
suffixes?

And finally, what are the functions of -xix- and -tudt-?
These two (-xix- and -tuit-) are the least understood of the tran-
sitive suffixes. -xix- seems to be able to occur both as a tran-

sitive suffix (usually referring to some sort of indefinite object)

....Or as an intransitive one, and -tutt- has been, for the most part,

neglected.
I hope this paper will stimulate additional insights in the

(di)transitive systems of the Interior Salishan languages.
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FOOTNOTES

1This paper evolved out of suggestions given to me in a sem-
inar taught by Dr. Anthony Mattina during Winter quarter, 1980, at
the University of Montana. Much gratitude and appreciation goes to
Dr. Mattina who counseled me, coerced me, supported and helped me
put this work together. Final responsibility for any misconcep-
tions, vagueness, or other errors, however, is my own.

2Dr. Anthony Mattina opened his files to me, and most of my
resources were found there.

31 will present the transitive subject and object and the
intransitive subject pronoun sets of most of the languages I dis-
cuss, but I will not be focusing on them. For fuller treatments
of them, see the individual grammar descriptions, or Gladys Reich-
ard (1938. "A Comparison of Five Salish Languages: II." IJAL, 3:
8-15.), James E Hoard (1971. "Problems in Proto-Salish Pronoun Re-
construction,” in Studies in Northwest Indian Languages, ed. by
J.E. Hoard and T. Hess [Sacramento, Cal.: Sacramento Anthropolo-
gical Society], pp. 70-90.), M. Dale Kinkade (In press. "Plateau
Interior Salish: Historical Linguistics and Dialect Geography,"
to be pub. in Handbook of North American Indians, vol 11.), Lau-
rence C. Thompson (1979. "Salishan and the Northwest," in The
Language of Native America, ed. by Lyle Campbell and Marianne Mi-

thun. Univ. of Texas Press.), and Stanley Newman (1979. "A History
of Salish Possessive and Subject Forms." IJAL, 45:3, 207-223.).

sh

41n a1l of the transitive forms, reference to person in the
verb complex is made by object and subject suffixes (in that order)
that follow the transitivizer. Third person sing. and pl. are not
distinguished. An exclusive 1 pl. is expressed by the 3 person
forms combined with kex". The Shuswap personal affixes are:

TRANSITIVE INTRANS.
0bj. Subj. Subj.
1s -am-/-cl-* -(e)n k-n
1p (incl.) -(e)1- -(e)m/-t** k-t
2s -¢(1)- -(e)x k
2p -(u)Im-  -(e)p k-p
3 -- -(e)s -

*-c1- before a labial, -cm- elsewhere.
**Kuipers says that, in the indicative, passive forms
(the extension -(e)m in 1s and 3, the extension -t in
2s and 2p) are used for all cases with 1p subj.

In addition to suffixation, Kuipers says that certain forms with
reference to 1s (3 obj.~1s subj. and 1s obj.-2/3 subj.) are redup-

Lo
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licated. Base-stressed verbs have reduplicated bases and suffix-
stressed ones have reduplicated suffixes.

fla. pul-st- ki1l
flb. plpl-st-n 'T ki1l him'
f2a. qm-st- 'nurse’
f2b. qgm-stét-n 'I nurse him'

5 . .
There is a predictable morphophonemic merger that occurs in
cases where the verb has root- or base-final t, n, ors. The

root-final consonant merges with the (initial
root-final cor ( Y consonant of the

6The ‘customary' prefix is s- before t, £, c; and is c-
elsewhere. - -

7 . |
g?em take the breast' can also be transitivized as Class E
gm-(m)in- 'suck, tr."

Th
8Reference to person in Thom i i j

. : pson is given by ob, -
Ject suffixes that follow (in that order)gthe trgnsi%$5§z?:g :$2~
ment. Number is not distinctive in third person elements, al-
though p]ural‘can be emphasized in certain ways (such as a redup-
lication prefix, an ablaut-type relationship some plural roots
have to a corresponding singular root, or a special suffix -iyxs
[also used in the possessive system] that provides a specific

third person plural). The basic Thompson ersonal i -
ments are as follows: P P pronominal ele

b TRANSITIVESub' INTRANS. INDEPENDENT
JObj. j. Subj.

Is -c(e)m-/-c(e)y-* -(e)n(e) k-n

1p -(e)y- -t k-t

2s -¢(1)- -(e)x¥ k"

2p -(W)ym- -(e)p k-p

3 -- -(e)s -

*«c(é)y- before a labial, -c(é)m- elsewhere.

ls.subject sufffx has a final -e only when the form refers to a
third person ongct (3-1s). The 1p subj. suffix appears only with
second person objects, and Thompson says that with third person

objects, a "suppletive form (-(e)m) has bee
paradignm. " (e)m) n borrowed from another

L1

gAccording to certain inherent properties of roots and suf-
fixes, Thompson classifies the resulting transitive forms as
1.) 'control' (the subject is in control of the situation);
2.) 'limited control' (subject is not in full control); and
3.) 'non-control'. VWhile he says the language has a "predomi-
nance of non-control roots and affixes," he adds that "some af-
fixes have a control feature and thus convert stems to which they
are added to control status." He also notes that simple roots
are intransitive and can be converted to transitive with certain
affixes.

108 regular morphophonemic rule affects the -n-. -n- changes
to the vowel e when it falls between two consonants, the second of
which is homorganic. Triconsonantal weak (suffix-stressed) roots
also regularly form transitive stems with -n-t-, and the -n- again
appears as e.

f3a. //cék-n-t-es//--- cék-e-s 'she cooled it off’
f3b. //cék-n-t-ep//--- cék-e-t-p 'you people cooled it off'
f3c. //selek-n-t-es//- salk-e-t-és 'she turned it around'

11Thompson suggests that these roots all have an under-
lying -n-, but the surface vocalization optionally drops out
when preceded by just a single consonant.

12However, Thompson notes that some apparent control roots
(judging from the fact that the subjects of unsuffixed forms are
agents) are not transitivized with either -t- or -n-t-, but in-
stead take -s-t- 'causative'.

fda. xYesit "he walked"
fab. x“esit-s-t-x" 'you took him for a walk, helped him walk'

He says this seems to be "simply a formal peculiarity of the lan-
guage."

13Basically, he says -s-t- "nearly always clearly implies
limited control on the part of the actor, yielding forms with ei-
ther accidental, unintentional overtones or suggesting accomplish-
ment of something difficult, timeconsuming, etc." Thompson also
mentions its construction with the prefix %es- 'stative' to
yield "stative transitives with meanings 1ike 'acting now, acting
as customarily'.” 1In this function, no stative transitives are
possible without -s- following stems created with "the other com-
plex transitivizers."

14Thompson says an "understood" inanimate object for simple
transitives can be specified and introduced by the particle e,
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while with -xi-t- transitives, e introduces a person, and an in-
animate object must be otherwise marked.

f5a. mades e szélt "he broke a plate’
f5b. madxcems te nszélt "he broke my plate’
0k

1ohgbert proposes that the opposition between -nt- and -st-
reflects a distinction between perfective and imperfective as-
pects. She calls this theory the Aspect Hypothesis and claims it
does not Tink the semantic features of -nt- and -st- to transi-
tivity. She bases her hypothesis on "native speaker intuitions"”
and the "syntax of aspect, i.e., the distribution of certain pre-
fixes, adverbials, and the interaction with the passive and 1im-
ited control constructions.”

Hebert"s definitions of perfective and imperfective come
from Bernard Comrie (1976). She gives (1) the characteristic
semantic features of the two aspectual categories, and (2) their
definitions in reference to view of the situation as:

Perfective- o
(1) "denotes a complete situation, with beginning, middle,
end."

-'non-durative'/'punctual'/'non-continuous'/'comple-
tive'/'non-habitual’
(2) "indicates the view of a situation as a single whole"
-(external view)

Imperfective-
(1) "expresses a continuous or durative situation as well as
a habitual or customary situation, occurring over a
period of time."
-'durative'/'non-punctual'/'continuous'/'non-completive'/
‘habitual’
(2) "pays essential attention to the internal structure of
the situation"
-(internal view)

16Heber‘t says that, according to her understanding of Mat-
tina's (1973,1978) work on Colville (di)transitivity, the -t- mor-
pheme encodes stative aspect. She is correct in that there is a
-t- 'stative' morpheme in Colville, but it seems to me that she is
misunderstanding Mattina's description when she describes the -t-
of the -nt- and -st- construct10ns as 'stative' Accord1ng to
Mattina (1973), the Colville -t 'stative' only occurs in intran-
sitive constructions and cannot appear before a lexical suffix.
This -t and -t- of Colville -nt- and -st- are different, as they
are in Okanagan.
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hebert gives a further argument in support of her Aspect
Hypothesis: the adverbial p?ut1? 'stil11' can occur in construc-
tions with -st-, but not with -nt-.

féa. pSuti? ts-x“kS-s-tin 'I'm still whittling (and have
been for a long time)'

féb. *pSuti? x“ks-n-tin *'T still whittled’
18This is refuted by Mattina (1980. “Imperative Formations
in Colville-Okanagan and in Other Interior Languages." Sec. 1.3.2.,
to be presented at the XV Salish Conference.) who explains the
incompatibility of ks- with the personal pronouns, rather than
with -nt- or -st-, as follows: "The unrealized prefix ks- and the
transitive pronouns are not compatible, and cannot cooccur in the
same form. The appropriate cooccurrence compatibility is between
ks- 'unrealized' on the one hand, and the intransitive proclitics
(ken, k¥, @, k"u, p) and the possessive affixes (i(n)-, a(n)-, -s,
-tam, -tp) on the other. Consequently, the unrealized aspect
counterparts of the transitives accept only intransitive inflec-
tion and require the middle suffix -m."

Hébert does note that these prefixes, ts- and ks-, may occur
in the "medio-passive [middle] construction."

f7a. kn ts-x"kSam '"I'm actually whittling'
f7b. §i-ks-x“*Sam 'I'm gonna whittle'

Finally, in connection with -nt-, Hebert observes that tran-
sitive stems in -nt- (but not -st-) may be marked for ‘limited
control' by the addition of -nu- preceding -nt- (-nunt-). These
stems seem to imply "accidental action with no intention or agency
on the part of the subject."

8. 2a?-ni-n-n 'T hit (it) accidentally’
Cv

19Mattina notes that the Colville -st- transitives "nearly
always" occur with the prefix c- 'actual', but he does not clas-
sify the strusture as 'customary' (the way cognate structures have
generally been classified in other Interior Salishan languages)
because the term 'customary' "seems too restrictive."

20When the actor is expanded by a complement, the predicate
remains in one of the part1c1pant (I, you, we) definite persons
unless the predicate is in the non-participant third person. Then
the predicate may either remain in the third person definite sub-
ject -(7)s, or be changed to the indefinite third person -(7)m
Mattina says "actual occurrences of the indefinite third person
predicates are by far more common than their definite third person
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counterparts" and adds that "this use of the predicate in the
indefinite person (and complementized actor) is not restricted
to ditransitives, but extends to all transitives."”

f9.  x“il-odt-em i? t s-x?it-x 'The oldest one gave it to him’

f10. cu-nt-em t s-galt-mix¥:... 'The man said to her:...'
fll. c-?am-st-im-elx t péien  'Wolf feeds them’
Sp

21Car]son says, in addition to beneficiary (see ex. 31b. and
31c.) or possessor (see ex. 32b. and 32c.), the indirectly involved
person in -dt- constructions can also act as "informant (sew}ten
'I asked about that [X] of him [Y]') , or as the source (k™uZiZten

'l borrowed it [X] from him [Y]')."

227pq transitive subject (actor) and object (goal) markers,
attached to the transitive stem in the order goal-actor, and the
intransitive subject markers are as follows:

TRA?SITIVE INTRANS.
Goa Actor Subj.
1s k%u- - -en con-
1p qe?-, -1- -em/-t qe?-
2s -si-  -exV k¥-
2p - -ep/-t o-
3s - -es -
3p  (Rooty(Root,)) (V?) '

Third person goal is not overtly marked, but third person plural
goal may be optionally indicated by distributive reduplication of
the root morpheme. Third person plural actor may be optionally
indicated by -?- 'plural' inserted directly after the one primary
stressed vowel (root or suffix) in a word.

23Car'lson gives the derivations of 35c. and 36a. as:

35c. //%il-min-n-te-x%// %olomintx¥  'You use the axe
to chop'’

36a. //k"u E-x"x¥?ey-mi-n-te-x¥// k“u &x“ex“o?eyomintx"
(//x"x"?ey// 'laugh') 'You laugh at me'

He says short unstressed bases with either -min- 'instrumental' or
-mi- 'transitive derivational' followed by -nt- 'control transi-
tive' take stress on -min- or -mi-, and adds that "secondary stems
with a variable-stress suffix. are inherently stressed." Although
he lists the secondary stem in 36a. as -mi-, it seems very possible
that it could just as easily be -min-.
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24Carlson (1972) states that -%i%- reduces to -¥i- or -¥-
before the control suffix -t- 'transitive', but in later works
he treats -3(7)t- as different suffix than -¥i3-.

ka (Vogt)

25Vogt calls the Kalsipel pronouns "possessor-agent" and the
object pronouns "subject-patient". The dependent pronoun affixes
follow the aspect and/or 'relative' form suffixes. The dependent
(transitive) pronoun set listed below occurs with the Class IV
'completive’ (-on(t)-) forms. I include the independent (intrans.)
subject markers for comparison and because they occur with Class
IV verb forms.

DEPENDENT (trans.) INDEPENDENT
b(Ob}]':.) (Subj.) ' (intrans.)
'subject-patient''possessor-agent Subj.
1s ku- - -on (-un,-in,-en,-an) ¢i(n)-
1p qe?-,-3(ul)sl- -(i)t . qe?-
qe?-, -t(e)m
2s - -c- -t(e)x kY-
-em- -t
2p - -3}(ul)em- -t(e)p | p-
3 - - -s (-es,-is) -

In some cases, the vowels i and e of a suffix are replaced by a,
when the stem itself contains the vowel a. The vowel harmony rule
that affects the suffix is usually followed by a deletion rule
that affects the stem vowel a.

Vogt 1lists the pronoun forms that occur with the ‘resultative’
constructions as being slightly different from the 'completive’
paradigm listed above, except the plural object ('subject-patient')
forms. 1 have omitted the verb root itself from his paradigm in
order to show the affixes alone. In all the 'resultative' forms,
the prefix es- directly precedes the verb root.

'resultative' (-st-) paradigm

Ié

=1

2 1s 2s 3s 0bj.
1s -st(o/u)men -st(o/e)n
1p . -st(s/u)mt ~st(§/eam
2s  ku?-,-st(e)x" -st(e)x

2p ku?-,-st(o/e)p . -st(z/e)p
3 ku®-,-st(e)s -st(s/u)ms -st(e)s

Third person plural forms are marked by a glottal stop infix in
the suffix with suffix-stressed forms and in the root with root-
stressed forms.

The Class. IV. ‘continuative' pronoun paradigm is different -
than the two dependent forms listed above. The Class IV 'continu-
ative' verbs occur with pronouns that appear to parallel the para-
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digm for complex dependent forms of possessive and personal affixes
for nouns. There is also the addition of the affix (y)es- that
directly precedes the verb root and causes morphophonemic changes
from the unaltered complex dependent affixes. Again, I have omit-
ted the verb root to show only the affix (incl. ‘continuative')
forms.

COMPLEX DEPENDENT (intrans. possessive)

o~

=] Subject-Patient (Obj.)

2 1s 1p 2s 2p

T 1s kuyes-,-om piyes-,=am  yes-,-m
5 1p k?es-,-om  pes-,-om qe’?es-,-<n
% 2s ku?as-,-sm qe’es-,-%olt as-,-sm
& 2p ku?es-,-emp qe’es-,-#olt es-,-omp
§ 3 ku%es-,-ems qe?es-,-1ols kPes-,-oms pes-,-ams  es-,-oms

These forms correspond to intransitive possessive forms in the
other Interior Salishan languages.

26Some root-stressed Class II verbs show forms that appear
to belong to Class I (i.e., lacking Class II 'continuative' suf-
fix -i), but Vogt suggests this "vacillation between Class I and
1T is purely accidental."

27This poses some problem of interpretation since the "indef-
inite object" is always third person singular, and third person
singular object is unmarked. Another argument against classifi-
cation of Class III verbs as transitive is that they occur with
the independent (intrans.) subject pronouns.

28Vogt mentions a suffix -m (-om?) that forms "dependent verbs
from independent verbs, and causative verbs from non-causative
verbs." He also suggests that "the frequent instrumental or caus-
ative function" of ‘another suffix, -min-, might indicate "that the
causative suffix -oem is its unstressed form." It isn't clear to
me whether Vogt identifies the Class IV 'continuative' suffix -om
with these others, or if he views it as a distinct suffix. Since
it occurs with independent (intrans.) and dependent (trans.) forms
and seems to have qualities of both, perhaps -em corresponds to
what is termed a 'middle' in the grammars of other Interior Sa-
lishan languages. It should also be mentioned that the pronouns
occurring with Class IV 'continuative' -am are different from
those occurring with the other Class IV forms (see footnote 25).

29The Class IV 'completive' forms occur with "an expanded
stem" -snt- in most of the suffix-stressed forms. The vowel of
a stressed suffix_is affected by predictable morphophonemic rules
and can be u, 7, e, or a. (1) When the root has a final vowel, the
suffix has the same vowel. (2) When the final vowel is a labial-
ized palatal, the suffix vowel is u. (3) When the final consonant
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is a non-labialized postpalatal or h, the suffix vowel is i.

(4) 1In all other cases with suffix-stressed forms, the suffix
vowel is 1. These rules also apply to the 'continuative' suffix
-om.

30The suffix -sm here is acting opposite to the suffix -m
(mentioned earlier in footnote 28) in that it is creating intran-
sitive forms, rather that vice versa. This reinforces that -om
must be a 'middle' suffix as mentioned in footnote 28.

31-§(?)t- and -4t- can also occur in Class IV 'continuative’
forms, that is, they can be detransitivized with -om as described
above.

fl2a. yeskupStem  (IV-cont.) 'I am pushing something (in-
definite) for him (definite)'

f12b. yeskﬁpitam (IV-cont.) 'I am pushing it (definite)
for him (definite)/I push
his..."'

32These forms suggest that the underlying 'instrumental’
suffix for verbs is -mi- followed by a transitive suffix (and
sometimes a 'middle' suffix followed by a transitive suffix).

Ka (Speck)
33The pronoun markers, as expected, follow the transitive
suffixes in the order goal-actor. The Kalispel transitive actor
pronoun forms are more regular than their goal counterparts. I
Tist the goal forms according to Speck's descriptions. For com-
parison, I chart the transitive set alongside the intransitive
actor paradigm.

TRANSITIVE INTRANS.
Goal Actor Actor
1s k“u- - -(e)n Cin-
1p qe?-,-3(ul)-1- -(e)t qe?-
., ae”
2 - -s(1)- -(e)x" k¥-
s(wm- -(e)x"
2p - -3(ul)-m- -(e)p p-
3 - L -(e)s -
(-(e)m)

In a sense, there are two variations of the transitive goal
pronoun set. The 2s goal forms for the -nt- and -it- constructions
differ from the 2s goal forms for the -st- and -%(i)t- construc-
tions, and this is like Colville. In the -nt- and -4t- construc-
tions, -t- 'transitive’ merges with the 2s goal suffix -s(7)- and
is realized as -c(i)-, which receives stress in combinations with
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weak roots. _In the -st- and -3(i)t- constructions, the 2s goal
suffix is -(u)m-, which is stressed in combinations with weak
roots unless it occurs with -§(i)t- (-%(7)t- then takes the
stress).

Third person goals are unmarked, except when occurring with
1p actor or an indefintie actor. In those cases, third person
goal is marked with the suffix -(e)m; and if the actor is 1lp, the
proclitic qe? 'lp actor' is also used. An actor may be specified
in a complement following third person indefinite actor forms and
marked by the proclitic t 'agent'.

f13. Kk“ul-n-t-m t i-sin-ce® 'It was done by my younger
brother'

The element -#(ul)- replaces the transitive suffixes -nt-,
-st-, and -4t- in constructions with 1p and 2p goals. The pro-
clitic qe? and the suffix -1- mark 1p goal, and the 2p goa] mar-
ker is -m-. The -§(i)- of -¥(i)t- transitive suffixes is not re-
placed in_the 1p and 2p goal forms. -3(i)- is followed by -%-
(never -3#41-), and then by the same goal and actor pronouns as
the other transitive constructions.

34With stressed roots, -nt- forms with 1s and 3 actor markers
are reduced. -nt-n ('trans.'-3 goal(unmarked)-1s actor) is re-
duced to -n, and -nt-s ('trans."-3 goal(unmarked)-3 actor) is re-
duced to -is.

35Th1s derivation raises again the question of whether -min-
and -mi- are two distinct suffixes.

6

This is significant in that this suffix is very similar to
Vogt's description of the Class IV 'continuative' aspect suffix.
These two descriptions must be different interpretations of the
same Kalispel suffix.

cm

37K1’nkade says "Cm does not often use either deictics or
direct/oblique markers, as do the other Interior Salishan lan-
guages, so the primary guide to the goal reference of these suf-
fixes (-x(i)t- and -3t-) is determined by word order. But I have
not found speakers who either 1ike to produce sentences such as
these, or who are consistent in the order of complements."

38K1nkade says that Cm -xix- may be cognate with Cr, Ka and
Sp -sis-, but he is not sure about the possible cognate of -Xax-.
Cm xax- is always stressed, but cognate forms in Cr would appear
as -sis- and the form that should appear as cognate in Sp, if it
existed, -ses-, does not exist.

39Kinkade says his data show no "simple transitives" of this
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root, but that it is common with the ’'causative' suffixes. The
usual 'causative' suffix is -st(u)-. He 1ists several other ex-
amples of forms with -s- that "look 1ike causatives”, but he says
"some of them may turn out to be additional redirectives." It

is not at all clear that they are ditransitive. Some of the con-
structions occur either with a suffix containing -s(t)- or with
only the personal affixation, suggesting an underlying suffix that
may be cognate with the basic -nt- suffix found in other Interior
Salishan languages.

flda. §¥6ix“sen 'I hung it down for him to get
a hold of'

flab. §v¥slix“en 'T hung it down'

f15a. taxlxsen 'I got them (fish) up the river-
bank'

fI5b. taxen o "
cr

4OExcept for the "neutral verbs'" (?), she says '"practically
every [root] has the potentiality of appearing either intransitive
or transitive."

41Reichard lists the pronouns in combination with the aspect
suffixes, but segments so as to provide the basic set of transitive
pronouns that accompanies the completive and customary (see also
footnote 44) aspects. This set and the intransitive subject and
possessive (which occurs with the continuative forms) set are
listed below:

TRANSITIVE INTRANSITIVE
Subj. Poss.
Obj. Subj. (for cont.=0bj.)(for cont.=Subj.)

1s  -4(1)- -n &in- hin-/his-
1p  -td1-,(-343-) -mdt &- -4t
2s -L- -xv kYu- in-/is-
2p  -tulm- -p k¥up- -mp
3s -t- -s - -s
3p - -s-11% (-11%) -s-18

Reichard glosses -t- '3s', but it is more likely to be -t- 'tran-
sitive'. If her _analysis of second person subject-1p object forms
(k“u-/k™ .-848-) is correct, then Coeur d'Alene has restruc-
tured the paradlgn away from the Interior Salish norm.

42Reichard lists eight roots that do not take affixation with

the transitivizing element -sn, and accept the pronominal morphemes
immediately after the stem. They are: g"il 'see'; 4m 'share';
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sdx¥ 'carry on back'; sux¥ 'know's k¥in 'take hold of'; &i% 'give';
q“il 'starve'; and g"unit 'call’.

431 retranscribed Reichard's examples with the aid of Clarence
Sloat's (1968) "A Skeleton Key to Reichard's Coeur d'Alene Tran-
scriptions.”" He notes that the vowel ¥ can also be represented
asg orge .

44’I’he pronoun set that accompanies the customary forms is
basically the same as that of the completive forms. There are,
however, ''certain contractions" operating on the aspect suffix
which slightly differentiate the completive and customary construc-
tions. I 1list the forms that have 'contractions' or differ some-
how:

(Obj.-Subj.) Completive Customary

3s - 1s -n -s-n

3s - 1p -t-mit -stm-4-t
3s - 2s -t-x¥ -st-x"

3s - 2p -t-p -s-t-p

3s - 3s -C -s-t-us
2p - 1s -tulm-n -s-tulm-n
2p - 1p -tulm-tt  -s-tulm-(t
2p - 3s -tulm-ts -s-tulm-ts
Ip - 3s -tdl-ts -s-tHl-(s

45The loss (contraction?) of the aspect suffixes -c- and -stm-
"corresponds exactly to the case of their loss in the active,” i.e.,
-c- and -tm- are lost before -t- (if they actually were originally
there). Reichard lists the '"passive endings' as:

Completive Customary

1s -c-41-4m  -stm-41-Hm
Ip -tdl-it -s-tdl-\t
2s -c-L-t -stm-(t

2p -tulm-(t  -s-tulm-(t
3s -t-om -s-tem

3p -t-om-( 1% -s-tem-(13

She suggests that the -t- between the aspect suffix and the pro-
nouns ''seems to be a sign of the passive for these two aspects,"
but it is probably just the transitive marker.

46she lists the most common as: 4&n 'do with'; Hk“n 'tell';
q%a?q"4?1 'speak'; and g“dy 'finish'. As for morphophonemics, she
says that the final consonant of the root (n,t,y,1) is lost or as-
similated before -s- of the customary ending. However, she doesn't
explain the disappearance of the -m- of -stm-.

fl6a. Hk“n 'tell’

fl6b. Hk“Sstus 'He told him'

fléc. 4&-sk¥s-stus 'He cust. says to him'
fl7a. axil 'do!

f17b. #xistus 'He did thus to him'

fl7c. Hc-oxistus 'He cust. does thus to him'

) 47The presence of the possessive pronouns and the nominalizing
s- in the compound prefix with these continuative forms contributes
to Reichard's label of '‘verbal noun'.

481f _3- ‘dative' or any other suffix ending in -3- precedes
-om, then the continuative suffix occurs as -tem. This form com-

pares with the third person passive constructions of the other two
aspects.

f18a. nid-on-tem 'He has been cut' (passive)

f18b7 4-ni&-stem 'He cust. has been cut' (passive)
f18c. hi?-nid-em 'T cont. am cutting' (active)
f18d. i-ni&-em 'He cont. is being cut' (passive)
f18e. k¥i?-c-k¥51-2-tem 'I cont. am making it for thee’

The examples show that -sm can follow any transitive stem, as well
as an intransitive one. But the examples also show that pronominal
reference is with the intransitive set. For a discussion of the
analogous cognate forms in Colville, cf. Mattina's (1980) '"Tmper-
ative Formations in Colville-Okanagan and in the Other Interior
Languages ' (MS), especially section 1.3.2.

49zk“:l.n 'do with' means 'scold' in the customary aspect.

0
5 Although glossed by Reichard, 'book, paper, writing', this
looks like a first person transitive.
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