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1. Introduction. Coeur d’Alene! clauses with imperative force may be indicated by particular
imperative morphology or by the structure of the clause. Intransitive imperatives are formed by
suffixation of an iMPERATIVE marker indicating a singular (-5) or plural (-w/) second person. Transitive
imperatives are indicated by the omission of a subject argument from the standard transitive
constructions. Negative imperatives are formed of a negative predicate followed by a fully inflected
FUTURE predicate. In the following sections I will discuss each of these imperative constructions as well
as phrasal imperatives, formed from FUTURE and IRREALIS constructions, and the use of imperatives in
sequence.

2. Intransitive imperatives. Coeur d’Alene intransitive imperatives are formed by suffixation of -§
SECOND PERSON SINGULAR IMPERATIVE OF -/ SECOND PERSON PLURAL IMPERATIVE to an otherwise uninflected

!Coeur d’Alene is a Southern Interior Salishan language spoken by a small number of eldcrs on or near the Coeur d'Alene
reservation in northern Idaho. My research on the language has been supported by the Jacobs Research Funds and an NSF
dissertation research grant. The data presented here are based primarily on ficld work with Felix Aripa, Don George, the
late Blanche LaSarte, Lawrence Nicodemus, and the latc Margaret Stensgar. Examples are keyed to my notebooks by
number and page. Other examples included in this paper are taken from Reichard’s unpublished transcriptions of stories
entitled "Coyote steals Sun’s heart” and "Beaver”.

intransitive base.”> Reichard (1938:579.309) provides the intransitive imperative constructions given in
example 1; my analyses are given in current orthography:

1 a. -3, second person singular:
xui-c vx*'uy-§ ‘go!’
x¥ist-c IxVist-§ ‘depart!’
hi-tsen-c vhiy=cin-§ ‘be quiet!”
b. -wl, second person plural:
xuy-yl Vx*uy=wl ‘go you!’
h3i-tsen-yl Vhiy=cin=wl ‘be quiet you!’

I have reanalyzed Reichard’s plural -/ as -wl; u is not a systematic phoneme in Coeur d’Alene and
semivowels regularly vocalize between consonants resulting in lax vowels that are never stressed.

2.1. Singular intransitive imperatives. Singular intransitive imperatives are frequent in stories and
elicited data. Examples are given in 2-6: in examples 4 and 5, the morphological sequence -#-§ is
phonologically -¢, and in example 6, various directional particles are used to modify the basic
imperative given in 6a.

2. &i? n'adx™s Come in! 10.64
&i? Vnhudx™-§
DIR /enter-imp

3. ?4cqe?s Get out! 10.64
Jracqe?-§
/go.out-imp

4. x"éné Hurry! 10.20, 11.26
Vx¥en-t-§
/x"en-pUR-IMP

5. qitc Wake up! $90.115
JVqid-t-§
/qit-DUrR-mMP

suffixes are mostly cognate. In the singular there are regular
P gical correspond of § and x (see Thompson 1979:703; Mattina 1980); the plural imperatives all include a sequence
of a labial or labialized segment and a palatal, in most cases a (semi)vowel: Kalispel -(y)8, -wi (Speck 1980); Colville-
Okanagan -x, -wi (Mattina 1980); Spok -§, -wy (Carlson 1972); Shuswap (-x)-¢, x"-y-¢ (Kuipers 1974); Thompson (-x)-2 or
-we?, -wz-2 (Thompson and Thompson 1992); Lillooet -wi (van Eijk 1985); Columbian -ta?, -won-(a? (Mattina 1980
Columbian addenda).

The origin of the / in the Coeur d’Alene plural imperative suffix -wl is ob Coeur d’Alene / normally
corresponds 10 y rather than z in Thompson and / rather than i/y in the other Interior languages, and these are derived from
Proto Salish *1. Thompson z (from PS *y) normally corresponds to y in the other Interior Salishan 1 guages, including Coeur
d’Alene. Thus the Coeur d’Alene -wl IMPERATIVE is not a regular historical development from the postulated protofo;m *wy
suggested by the remainder of the data.

2The Interior Salishan singular and plural imp




6. a. IxVay-§ Go on!; Go! $90.210
/go-1mp
b. c/xMay-§ Come here!; Come over! 9.3; 8.1
DIR/gO-IMP
c t/xVay-§ Get away! $90.123
DIR/gO-IMP
d. ut Eic/xVay-§ Come back here! ‘ 10.64

again DIR/gO-IMP
i
The forms in examples 7-10 have imperative force, though the shape of the imperative suffix is
unexpected:

7. ?encitis Stay there! 10.03, 10.07
?enci?-§
there-imp

8. d&rs Lie down! 10.03
Jdel-§

Mlie-imp

9. x"é0i8 Get up! (out of bed) 11.09
IxVet'-§
[rise-imp

10.  Céns ' Get up! (stand) © 1109
Jcel$
/stand-1Mp

The lax high front vowel that occurs with the -§ MPERATIVE in examples 7-10 is unstressed and may be
excrescent, in some cases a possible effect of a preceding glottal(ized) segment; however, these su_xgu!?r
imperatives, like that in 11a, thus look similar in some cases to forms with the DEVELOPMENTAL suffix -if,
as in 11b. The full vowel of the developmental suffix is stressable (11c), distinguishing it from the
MPERATIVE where contrastive forms exist. Not all of the imperatives have corresponding
developmentals, however.

11. a. J2ém-18 Sit down! 590.178

[sit-iMp
b. Jém-8 He sat down.
[sit-DEV

c kYu VPem-i§ You sit down. 590.178

2NOM /sit-DEV

2.2. Plural intransitive imperatives. The plural intransitive imperatives are quite regular. Example
12b shows the plural imperative -wl in contrast with the singular imperative using the same stem.
Example 13 shows the use of the plural imperative with locative morphology. The examples in 14 are
taken from Reichard’s transcribed texts; 14a includes an adjunct specifying the second person, and 14b
includes a nonimperative command.

12. a. nsaripms Kneel down! n90.356
nJ3ar=ip-m-§
Loc/kneel=bottom-MpL-1MPS

b. nsar'ipmul
nJSar=ip-m-wl
Loc/kneel=bottom-MpL-MPpl

Kneel down (pl)! n%0.356

13.  &icg“anitul Call them!; n90.326
CicV/g"nit-wl Invite them to come!
Loc/ask-imppl

14. a. k“inmul totik*tik"e? SunHeart
Vk¥in-m-wl t+tik%e?+CVC
/sing-MpL-1MPp] DiM/fa.si+AUG
Sing, little aunties!

b. téx"ul, téx*ul, 7ek™n u k™u p tax* Beaver
Jtex*-ul, Viex*-ul, V?ek*n u k*u p Viax”
/stop-vppl /stop-mmppl /say-3aBs u 2nomM pl /stop
Stop! Stop! He said, you folks stop!

2.3. Intransitive imperative middles. Reichard (1938:580.310) states that ‘[i]f the verb has an
indefinite object, or needs a suffix to "complete" it, -Em [-am], is commonly used." The single example
Reichard provides is the plural form given in 15:

15.  pilutomul
Jpulut-m-wl
/kill-MpL-1mppl

kill an indefinite one you!

This suffix -m is one that is often labeled the MipDLE in Salishan literature, and for the purposes of this
paper, that label will suffice. However, the -m suffix is used in several different constructions in Coeur
d’Alene and often functions to alter the role of the subject and suggests a change in valency of the
stem (which may be what Reichard is referring to in her analysis). Mattina 1980 points out the
ambiguity of this lone example, stating that it appears to be transitive, and in Coeur d’Alene transitive
constructions are invariably marked with one of the applicatives or transitivizers, all of which include -z:
in this example, the identification of the root is essential in determining whether the ¢ that occurs prior
to the other suffixes is the transitivizer, some other suffix, or part of the root. The root Vpulut kill is
an unusual one in that it has two full (stressable) vowels and a final -z. Normally, roots are not
affected by coronal sequence simplification rules; however, the final -¢ of Vpulut does delete before the
-St(u)- transitivizer: pulistus he killed him. This suggests that the final -¢ (or -ut) is a suffix, but the
data indicate that it is not a transitivizer.
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I have recorded examples of ROOT-m-IMPERATIVE constructions that confirm Reichard’s analysis of
these forms as intransitive imperatives, though all my examples are singular; these include the
following:

16.  cok“inom$ Run! 10.44
Jck*in-m-§
/run-MDL-IMP

17.  ¢iPfm§
JTil-m-§
/cut-MDL-IMP

Cut up [the meat]! 7119

18.  g"esginems 11.04
Jg¥e$=qin-m-§

Jcomb=head-MDL-IMP

Comb your hair!

19.  Si¢qinems§ Listen. 11.29
J3i¢=qin-m-§

/hear=head-MpL-1mMP

20. méymiyms
Jmey +mey-m-§
/report+AUG-MDL-IMP

Tell stories! n90.239

24. Intransitive imperatives with -i&. In contrast to the intransitive imperative forms with "indefinite
objects" marked with the suffix -m, Reichard discusses intransitive imperatives where the "object is
definitely known" (1938:580). The three examples she provides are intransitive forms made up of a
root followed by -i¢ and an imperative suffix, which may be singular or plural (from Reichard
1938:580.311):

21.  pilut-eé-ul
éuce?-ié-ul
ud-x*iy-e¢-§

kill the definite one you!
leave the definite one alone
take back the definite one

I have found no examples of this construction in my data. The use of a suffix -i¢ is a possible analysis
for one form with imperative force, but this form includes the -m mippLe (Reichard’s "indefinite
object") as well as this "definite object" suffix:

22.  tax"med 11.14
Jtax¥-m-ié

Stop it!

Further study is needed. Mattina 1980, for example, describes a "second-hand imperative" suffix for
Colville-Okanagan transitives that may be cognate; its form is -" and it is attached to transitive bases
(except those formed with -xif) with meanings such as to do again, do in sequence, or to repeat a
request that some action be done.

2.5. Reflexive imperatives. Coeur d’Alene reflexives are detransitivized structures and thus employ
intransitive morphology when they are imperative: the reflexive suffix -su¢ attached to the transitive
base is followed by the intransitive imperative suffix -§.

23. xécmncut§
xéc-m-n-t-sut-§
/ready-mpL-D-T-RFLX-IMP

Get yourself ready! 3.67

24.  ték“mncut§
Jtek¥-m-n-t-sut-§
Nlie-MpL-D-T-RFLX-IMP

Lay yourself down!

25.  tu?stéK™ncut§
tu?sVtek™-n-t-sut-§
INCEp/lie-D-T-RFLX-1MP

Go lie down. $90.100

I have not come across any reflexives marked with the plural imperative -wl.

3. Transitive imperatives. Imperative constructions are built on transitive bases using the lone -t-
transitive (T), the -n-- DIRECTIVE transitive (D-T), and the -§(i)-#- BENEFACTIVE transitivizer (B-T). I
have not found any -st(u)- causamive transitive (CT) imperatives in my data, and no imperatives based
on an APPLICATIVE -#-¢- stem either. Mattina 1980 points out the rarity of causative imperatives in
Colville-Okanagan, but finds the -¢-f- imperatives as common as the simple transitive imperatives.

The Coeur d’Alene transitive imperative forms presented by Reichard are listed in table 1.
Reichard describes these imperatives as "Completive with definite personal object” (1938: section 337).
The -£ of the forms as Reichard lists them is the -¢ transitive suffix, not a part of the imperative itself.
Next to Reichard’s forms in table 1, I have isolated the sequences that follow the transitivizer in the
forms that include it.

Table 1. Transitive imperatives

S-0 Reichard ff -t
2-1 ) -ts -s
23 -t 0
2-1p (-8e8.8)
2p-1 (-ts-€l) (-sel)
2p-3 -t-yl -wl
2p-1p (-8€3-8)

(-Ses-ul)

Forms in parentheses are unattested.

According to Reichard’s description, the 2(p)-1p imperative forms take intransitive morphology;
that is, they don’t include the - transitive suffix, but instead use the suffix -§e§ (as is the case in all the
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2(p)-1p paradigms). Thus like the regular intransitive imperatives, they take -§ following the stem. As
is the case throughout the language, overt indication of a plural agent is optional, resulting in the two
possible forms given by Reichard for the 2p-1p imperative.

In the following sections, each of the transitive imperatives involving a singular first person or
third person object (i.e., the reanalyzed forms in table 1) is discussed.

3.1. 2-1 (-s) forms. The 2-1 imperatives apparently are formed by suffixing -s to a transitive base,
with no other pronominal information. Most likely, this suffix is a reduced form of -se(l), the first
person object (accusaTive) suffix:® S

26. Cidc Give it to me! 1.53
VEit-t-s
/give-T-1sacc

In most cases, 2-1 imperatives are homophones of the regular 3-3 transitives. The example
given in 26 may also be analyzed as shown in 27:

27.  &ikc He gave it to her. 9.15
JEit-t-0-s
/give-T-3aBs-3ErRG

Example 28 is interesting in that it includes the causaTive transitivizer sequence -st(u)-; however, the
form is one that has been retransitivized with the pIRecTIVE transitive, and the causaTIvE is not adjacent
to the imperative morphology; there are, in fact, no examples of (nonnegative) causative imperatives in
my corpus.

28.  xitstmanc Let go of me! 11.43
Jxit-st(u)-m-n-t-s

Nleave-CT-mpL-D-T-1sacc

The following simple transitive (29) and benefactive (30-34) forms are shown with their imperative
analyses, as well as with their nonimperative 3-3 transitive glosses:

29.  X"iTnc Bite me! 4.14
Vk*i?-n-t-s (He bit it.)
/bite-D-T-1sacc

30. ¢nSic ) Help me! 5.20
Jen'-Si-t-s (He helped him.)
/help-B-T-1sacc

31.  nlex“fomx"Sic Dig a pit for me! 3.45
nVlex™ =uf mx*-§i-t-s (He dug a pit for him.)

Loc/hole=earth-B-T-1sacc

3Coeur d’Alene is not tolerant of final vowcls in roots and stems, though they are permitted in particles and affixcs.
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32, Senniic Work for me! 3.53
VSen+n-§i-t-s (He worked for him.)
fwork+n-B-T-1sacc

Tell me a story! n90.174
(He told him a story.)

33.  miymiySic
Jmiy+miy-§i-t-s
/know+CVC-B-T-1sacc

34,  tig"sic Buy something for me! n90.200
Jiigh-di-t-s (He bought something for him.)
/buy-B-T-1sacc :

3.2. 2p-1 (-sel) forms. I do not have data verifying the imperative 2p-1 forms Reichard describes
(table 1). The suffix sequences Reichard provides suggest that the 2p-1 forms are also constructed
from a transitive base by suffixing only the appropriate object pronominal (-se{l]). However, the 2-1
forms (section 3.1) show that the first person singular accusative suffix -se(l) is reduced to -s in final
position. A possible analysis is that the intransitive plural iMpERATIVE marker -w! is affixed to the
transitive imperative base with the first person object to indicate the plural agent (see the description
of the 2p-3 forms described in section 3.4). If such were the case, the sequence -sel-wl would have to
reduce, maintaining the suffix vowel ¢ but simplifying the sequence -/-wl to -I. Until such forms can be
verified, the analysis remains one of speculation.

3.3.. 2-3 (null suffix) forms. Where a second person subject is commanded to act upon a third person
object, the form is one of a transitive base with no (non-null) pronominal suffixes; the transitive suffix
-t is word final. The third person object pronominal suffix in regular transitives is zero.

35.  k%int Take it! 10.51
Vk*in-t-0
/grab-T-3aBs

36. picnt Smash it! 11.35
Jpac-n-t-0
/smash-D-T-3ass

37.  ntéjnt Pour it in! - 1141
nJtej-n-t-0 .
Loc/pour-D-T-3ass

38.  six“ent . Spill it! . 1141
Vsix"-n-t-§
/pour-D-T-3ass

39.  k“itnt Bite him! 4.14
Jk*i?-n-t-@
/bite-D-T-3a8s



40. péacnt Shit (on) him! 590.101
Jp'ac-n-t-0

/shit-D-T-3aBs

41.  ¢msit Help him! 5.20
Jen'-§i-t-0
/help-B-T-3a8s

Plurality of a third person object is indicated with the standard plural suffix -if§; in 2-3
imperatives this plural suffix appears immediately following the transitivizer since the third person
object is a zero morpheme and the regular second person subject morpheme is omitted.

42.  Cnfsitls
Jen'-§i-t-0-il§
/help-B-T-3ags-pl

Help them! 5.20

3.4. 2p-3(p) (-wl) forms. Transitive imperatives with second person plural subjects acting on third

persons take the plural ivperaTive suffix -wl on a transitive base with zero third person object marking:

43.  k“intul Beaver
Vk¥in-t-g-wl

/take-T-3ABs-Mppl

Take it!

44, Cittul Give him it! SunHeart
JEit-t-0-wl
/give-T-3aBs-mppl

45. tu-yac'’xantul Look at him! SunHeart

tu?sJ?ac’x-n-t-0-wl

incep/look.at-D-T-3ass-mppl

4. Negative imperatives. Negative imperative constructions begin with the simple negative predicate
lut followed by a FUTURE construction (see section 5.2.2).

4.1. Intransitive negative imperatives. In intransitive negative imperatives, the future construction
following the negative predicate is a FUTURE GENITIVE, formed by following morpheme sequence: the
FUTURE particle ée#, the second person GENITIVE pronoun in-, an s- prefix,* and an intransitive stem
which may include the -m suffix (identified here as the miDDLE).

46.  lut Ce¥ i?idn
Vut &et in-sy?idn
/neg FUT 2GEN-NoMm/eat

Don’t eat. 10.71

“This 5- is either a NOMINALIZER, as it is identified in the examples, or an INTENTIONAL prefix (see Reichard 1938:586(1;666).
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47.  lut et iSitqinem
Vlut &et in-sy3ié=qin-m
/neg Fut 26EN-Nom/hear=head-mpL

Don’t listen. 11.09

48.  lut &t isnSayilg¥es®
Vlut et in-s-hnyTey=ilghes
/neg FUT 2GEN-NOM-Loc/angry=heart

Don’t get mad. $90.258

4.2. Transitive negative imperatives. Negative imperatives are also built on transitive predicate bases,
including the causaTIVE transitives. The structure is similar to the intransitive negatives: the negative
root lut is followed by et FUTURE and s-, all preceding a transitive with a second person subject.

49.  lut Eeswi?ncex" Don’t yell at me! 11.49
Jlut et sywi?-n-t-se-x*
/neg Fut Nom/yell-D-T-1acc-2erG

50.  lut et us?acxontx™ Don’t look back. 12.17

Jlut et ut sy?acx-n-t-9-x™

/neg FuT again Nom/look-D-T-3aBs-2erG
51.  lut et tq¥a?q”a?elmistx” x¥e inuk™séint $90.188
Jlut et t-/q¥a?q"?el-mi-stu-B-x* x*e in-nuk™-s/eint
/neg Fut loc/talk-REL-CT-3ABs-2ERG DET 2GEN-fellow-Nom/person
Don’t talk about your people.

52.  lut Ceyc?ek™ustx” lut € isxest
Vlut et s-?ecy ek un-stu--x* Vlut he in-sVxes-t
/neg FUT Nom-cusT/say-CT-3ABs-2ERG /neg ART 2GEN-NOM/Z00d-STAT
Don’t tell them they’re no good ("you're no good").

$90.258

53.  lut Cespihlustx™ Don’t kill.
Vlut ¢et sJ/pulut-stu-@-x*

/neg FuT NoM/kill-CT-3ABs-2ERG

b90.106

54.  lu &espilpulustx”
Vlut éet sy/pulut+CVC-stu-g-x*
/neg FuT Nom/kill+AauG-CT-3ABs-2ERG
Don’t punish them (the children).

n90.85

4.3. Negative imperatives with articles. In some cases, the negative imperative constructions include
an article following the negative lut; the first two examples (55 and 56) include FUTURE GENITIVE

5A similar form which I have not been able to analyze:

i. lut ¥a?intayilg¥es $90.18
Don’t get angry.
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intransitives; example 57 also includes a FUTURE construction, but it is one based on a transitive
predicate; the final example (58) is transitive but is apparently not a Future form. None of the
negative imperatives include the iMPERATIVE suffixes.

55.  lut € et ine?k™u lut € sxests x"e x"i 7€ smiyem ... $90.188
Vlut he &et inyne?k™un Vlut he sVxes-t-s x"e x"iy'e svymiym
/neg ART FUT 2GEN/think /neg ART NOM/g00d-DUR-3GEN DET DEM NOoM/woman
Don’t think this woman is no good ...

56.  lut € 7at™ &et iTiin Don’t eat too much. 10.71
Vlut he J?as¥ cet in-sV?itn
/neg ART /much FuT 2GEN-NoM/eat

57.  lut he Eest™asntx™ x“e isqiftmx" $90.187

Jlut he Eet syt us-n-t-B-x* x"e in-sV/qiltmx"

/neg ART FuT NoM/lose-D-T-34Bs-2ERG DET-NoM/man

Don’t lose your man.
58.  lut e Ci?=-x"Gsantx"™ Don’t look for it. 12.17
Jlut he &iveex*us-n-t--x"
/neg ART DIR/look.for-D-T-3aBs-2ERG

5. Other imperatives.

5.1. Unmarked imperatives. Apparently, any transitive predicate with a second person subject can be
interpreted as an imperative:

59.  tax“amstx™ Stop him! 11.14
Jtax¥-m-stu-@-x¥
/stop-mMpL-CT-3aBs-2ERG

60.  cen’idntx* xecna?mn Change your clothes! 10.67

Jeer'id-n-t-0x¥ Jxec=n(?m-n

[clothe-D-T-3aBs-2ErG /clothe=body-Nom

61.  Clitcex™ Give it to me! 10.68
JEit-t-se-x*
/give-T-1acc-2ErG

S.2. Phrasal imperatives. Second person subject pronominal arguments are omitted from intransitive
and transitive imperatives that employ overt iMpERATIVE morphology. However, there are two
constructions with imperative force (other than the negative) built on fully inflected predicates that are
accompanied by the IRREALIs particle ne? or the FUTURE particle Cet.

5.2.1. Irrealis imperatives. Reichard calls one of these phrasal imperative constructions the
"exhortative", which she describes as "expressed by the particle nd * [ne?] which has weak imperative,
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as well as a future dubitative significance." The morgheme ne? 1 will call IRReaLs; in the following
sentences it precedes a simple intransitive predicate:

62.  ne? k™u déx™i§
ne? k*u Vdex*=il§
IRR 2NoM /descend=curved.motion

You get down. 11.45

63. ne? ¢ ut twa ?¢ céx”
ne? ¢ ut twe ?¢ Jeetx™
IRR 1pNoM again with obl /house

Let’s go home! 11.18

64.  ne? k™u 7it§
ne? k*u J7it§
IRR 2sNoM /sleep

Then you go to sleep. 590.102

65.  ne? k™u tuyémis
ne? k™u tu?sy?em-i§
IRR 2SNOM INCEP/Sit-DEV

You go sit down. $90.230

Irrealis imperatives appear to be most common with intransitive predicates, but also occur with
transitives:

66.  ne? ?ek™astx” le Lolo &eséicx™uy. 590.230
ne? V?ek*n-stu-g-x* le Lolo &et-s-Eicyx™uy
IRR /say-CT-3ABs-2ERG ART Lolo FUT-NOM-LOC/go
Tell Lawrence to come over.

5.2.2. Future imperatives. A second phrasal imperative construction uses the FUTURE particle &e¥,
which precedes a fully inflected predicate. Just as in the negative imperative constructions, the
predicates used with the FUTURE are the Genmives, formed by affixing the NoMINATIVE (object) and
GENITIVE (subject) pronouns on an intransitive base that includes the prefix s- (INTENTIONAL or
NomiNaLizeR) and the suffix -m. Apparently, these FuTuRE forms can be interpreted as simple futures
("You will...") or as mildly imperative instructional statements, as in example 67 (see also Reichard
1938:666.758; additional examples are given in the discussion of the negative imperatives in section 4
and in section 5.3, following):

67. et isng“enonix“ene?m ... : 590.139
&et @-in-s-hnvg*nix"+n=ine?-m
FUT 3ABs-2GEN-NoM-loc/believe+C2=ear-mpL
You believe in that ...

53. Imperatives in sequence. Mattina (1980:209) describes Colville-Okanagan constructions wherein
"following a first imperative, a second parallel imperative may occur,*either transitive or intransitive."

SNote that the imperative suffix -§ is not used in IRREALIS constructions; the final s in examples 62, 64 and 65 belong to
other morphemes.
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Similar constructions occur in Coeur d’Alene. In the following example, a simple intransitive
imperative is followed by a simple transitive imperative:

68.  ?ek™astus x"e ?asq¥as x“lys t ut lagant 8.51
Jek*n-stu-B-s x*e ?e sVq*as Vx"uy-§ t ut Vlaq-n-t-0
/say-CT-3aBs-3ERG art obl nom/child /go-mps dir again /look.for-D-T-3ass
She told her son to go look for them.

Generally, within a sentence, like imperatives (i.e., intransitive/intransitive, future/future, etc.) do not
occur in sequence; most common is a simple (in)transitive imperative followed by a phrasal (FUTURE or
IRREALIS) imperative (69, 70) or by a nonimperative predicate (71).

Intransitive imperative - Irrealis

69.  x“ay$ ne? k*u milx”
Jx*uy-§ ne? k"u Vmilx*
/go-IMP IRR 2NOM /smoke

Go on, now you smoke! $90.210

Intransitive (reflexive) imperative - Irrealis

70.  ?ek™astmes x™e ?e Laura tu?sték*mncut§ ne? k*u mitm $90.114
J?ek*n-stu-me-s x"¢ ?¢ Laura tu?s/tek™-m-n-t-sut-§ ne? k*u Jmi¢-m
/say-CT-1aBs-3eRG ART OBL Laura INceP/lay-MpL-D-T-RFLX-IMP IRR 2NOM /rest-MpL
Laura told me, go lay down and rest.

Intransitive imperative - Nonimperative

71.  a. x*én¢ k*u tox"¥sqiltmx™ 10.21
Vx"en-t-§ k™u Vtix"-4-sJ/qiltmx"
/hurry-AcT-IMP 2NOM /secure-coNN-NoM/man
Hurry up and get a husband!

b. ?ek™astmes x¥ené k™u tu?sqiltmx® 10.37
Jek¥n-stu-me-s Vx"en-t-§ k*u tu?sJ/qiltmx"
/say-CT-2acc-3ERG /hurry-acT-iMp 2NOM DIR/man
I told you [sic] to hurry up and get a man!

c. x"én¢ ¢ teg*min ’ 10.20
Vx¥en-t-§ ¢ Jteg*-min
/hurry-AcT-IMP CONN /buy-INSTR
Hurry up and buy!

The FUTURE and IRREALIs constructions are also used in juxtaposition:

Future - Irrealis (transitive and intransitive)
72. et isng“onanix“one?m ne? ?e phte?ntx™ ne? k™ up t&éT¥m $90.139
et @-in-s-hnVg"nix"+C,=ine?-m ne? ?¢ Vpute?-n-t-0-x* ne? k™u-p tJ/Cet™-m
FUT 3ABs-2GEN-NoM-Loc/believe+Ncr=ear(?)-MDLIRR ? /honor-D-T-3ABs-2ERG IRR 2NOM-p]
Loc/pray-MpL
You believe in that, have faith in that and pray.
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Irrealis - Future

73.  ne? k"u t&et™m Cet isplte?m $90.187
ne? k"u tVeet™ &et @-in-s-Vpute?-m
IRR 2NOM Loc/pray FUT 3ABs-2GEN-Nom/honor-mpL
Just pray and adore him.

The following form is unusual in that it includes the iRrReaLis marker immediately following the FUTURE
particle:

74. et ne? ku xest ne? kup 2ecsqaq*a?q¥alel. $90.259
¢et ne? k™ u vxes-t ne? k¥u-p ?ec-s-Cl+J/q%a?q*?el
FUT IRR 2NOM /g00d-sTAT IRR 2NoM-pl cusT-NoM-DIM+/talk
Talk good to one another. '

6. Summary of imperative constructions. Coeur d’Alene intransitive imperatives are formed by
suffixing either -§, imperative singular, or -wl, imperative plural, to an intransitive base, including
MIDDLE constructions. Transitive imperatives are formed by the omission of the second person ergative
(subject) pronoun from the transitive base. Plurality of the second person transitive subject may also
be indicated by -wl, the imperative plural marker used in intransitive constructions. Negative
imperatives are based on the negative predicate lut with a FuTURE predicate following. Phrasal
imperatives include second person FUTURE constructions, similar to those used following /ut in the
negative imperatives, and IRREALIs constructions, both of which may occur in sequence with other
imperative forms.
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