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Imperative forms as conditionals

 An imperative form is sometimes used like a conditional form in Japanese.
e LIV RAE>THA, RIIRD L,
Moo ippen it-te mir-o, tugi wa  okor-u Z0
more once say-GER see-IMP next.time TOP get.angry-FUT  SFP
‘(If you) Say that again, and I'm getting angry.’
« SETHN., ADE-T-0HR T2 LY,
Dare de are, hito ga too-ttara osie-te kudasa-i
Who COP be-IMP person NOM pass-COND  tell-GER give.POL-IMP

‘Whoever it is, please tell me if anyone passes.’



Some peculiarities

e SR ITERE. X AR TEIL
e in SN L 2EEHFZIT. BE - TEOMAHNRE o5

« An imperative form is used at the end of the sentence, even
though the ordinary compound conjunctives involve forms
that require its predicate.

e Imperative forms as conditionals are used as both
resultatives and adversatives, even though the ordinary
compound particles are retained.



Summary

« REEXHEANT EH (TEBH)

e ERIEFHDERHEBR., TOEHLBEL DD

o LZIZKHEDBRMA D BD (BN EFHEXNE ZTEMT HH) 2R B
. ;%,wsa@u [CDOWTHEN D

o BARTER Y KEO D RIL. FEREX DFRE
« Why is the imperative form used as a condition form?

« How imperative conditionals deviate from directives?
e Imperatives and hypothesis conditionals have common in "irrealis”.

* Related cases
e Development of kakarimusubiand the indirect interrogative construction.




Roadmap

* Why is the imperative form used as a condition form?
e The ordinary compound conjunctives
e Imperative > Conjunctive, Imperative > Adversative
e Conjunctive > Directive

 Answers to the questions
« Why can imperatives be used as conditionals?
« Why can imperatives derive to both conjunctives and adversatives?

e TWO sentences in succession construction and related cases
e Kakari-musubi
e Indirect interrogative construction

e Conclusion



The ordinary compound conjunctives

s ZMEBDBIEXD L RIZE T
e IETRICTEWEZEZED D - L NILALEABICHWE L < B
e ni sitaga-i > ni-sitaga-i
e to follow directions > ...as the level goes up
LD EDORDETHERD —» HHE-OENTFTETHELTT
e kage de > o-kage-de
e shade > thanks to




The ordinary compound conjunctives

e The ordinary compound conjunctives involve forms that
require its predicate.
o Conjunctive particle: £S5 &, ELTH, £Z/=-nH, ITE- T,
e Adverbial: IZHELN, (I221F. 12 (B) hrbHoHT. ZRHT.
e wa: TlE., T &IZlF. o L;t NN T SR B Sl =
e Case particle: £ 2 AT, T T, BWLWT, ERFFIC,
e Formal noun: £ &, HWWT=, T A, 720N HE. 72H. DR,

e [EEOLVWEHHET] #EHRFEAbLTW3




How imperative conditionals deviate from
normal directives”

e DL DR TR D7
c SELFICE>TEFELWVWER (BzREITTIZLWL)
« TAZANR (BZEFHLEBZEHITH)
EREDREIR (F7ZFHEVLTUL7Aa W)
EREAEEN (BEMIC (R 5] TAZRIETE )
« Normal directives

« Desirability: The speaker wants P(roposition) to happen.
« 2nd person: The listener as the agent exists.

e Irrealis: P is unrealized.

« Volitional: P can be caused by volition.

ddinl

ddinl



'mperative > Conjunctive(1)

« Temiro used as conjunctive conditional (dtlF2018b)

e NBRETIT. [Bi~xPxh, SEBRYIL BEF7EE] . ZH/ N
vIOEXR,
Kondo moosiki-re, ai-hakarau mune ari

next.time say.completely.HUM-IMP(=if you say that again)
EEBARNERYIEE Engyobon heike monogatari (13C)
o [HEIEW272LOEYD L, TDOINBEZVSTOHWLWHLT B4,
EDTHAKIBIFETITEI(S
Yotte-mi-yo, uti-hanasu hodo-ni

approach.GER-see-IMP(=if you try to approach)
[EBAZK - 8898 Toraakira-bon kyogensyu (transcribed in 1642) [40-7E 831642 _02030,13150]




'mperative > Conjunctive(1)

s HPITETAPN, FFEL1o>BITHEIET >, ¥l

L <BRTH .S
Sono naka ni sun-de-mi-yar-e(=if you live i

nit,)

£ RENT

WHINE N LE2 Tosei anasagashivol.2 (publicated in 1769)
s BNAANBITTRERPAE, RTAZLIEONIZ® A D EA,

Ore ga kata ga make-te-mi-yans-e(=if | los

e,)

BNESXFEI Kanjin kanmon tekuda-no hajimari (performed in 1789)

« HNDHADHNTRPN, FNETRSNC D T, A
T/NTL LY

b/ N ADE

EONDY)

Are ga tume ga ware-te-mi-yar-e(=if that nail separates,)
FE D T8t Kanoko mochi (publicated in 1772)



'mperative > Conjunctive(1)

i

VBBV e gy 0 L
[des-][2d][irr+][vol-]

o [cleclyp k2 THKIL 2 BIEBETIZEIC]]
[des-][2nd][irr+][vol-]

° [S[Sc[Npgﬂb\j—J—]ﬁ\[vpﬁtjfﬁ)@/vﬁ” [ MC ]]
Hks [des-][1st[irr+][vol-]

° [s[sc (REEHN) [VP/%\

*des, per, vol D &7



Imperative > Conjunctive(2)

e Naze to ie(Say “Why?”) used in £do period. ((5;%1936)
e WP/ \NEAY FEinigEnzuy, GEEHFLPN. SWTAEA

DNSIZIE, 02Dz <2l EHAhNDALKU%ZEH D2THE., Anid
Belz-dl 7 Th~ZTA HLULILBRIEL B2l AT LEWVWSTTH
LN, &M Kanaoka-ga fude (performed in 1690)

o [FIXAR], B EE X, [BAHADEHA]L
e Say “Why” = That is why

gt EERL [, o 1> lsemB eV EAIL [ye - L



'Imperative > Adversative(1)

Are(imperative of Ari(be)) used as adversative conditional
e (I2) HAIN>ICTHEHON>THEHN>THN — (dviz2016)

[N EDIChbHN., KinSIcTHEHN. D IEL Y EZHhBETIC. WHTZ
DITHY EBENSIZILTDBZE,

tyunagon no ni mo ar-e
chunagon GEN  COP.INF ETOP  be-IMP
‘Even if chunagon’s vehicle,’

,%,i%n% Ochikubo monogatari (989) [20-3%5%0986_00002, 303780]

AinEEED X Icfn BoIEEN (BEE) HRICKY TH
‘If you want to overthrovv, overthrow.’ MYS 4.557 [10-/5Z0759 00004,25480]



Imperative > Adversative(?)

o Seyo(imperative of su(do))
e BIE+HEL>ICHEL (LA) >IiIcEL (LA)

e sEIEELRINFES T IVEENMEE

kat-i mo se-yo mak-e mo se-yo
Win-ADVL ETOP do-IMP lose-ADVL ETOP do-IMP
‘Even if you win or lose,’ BB Kojidan (1212-15)

e HlIINELIZHELR, LhdEH, BIOHLONDIL, <3AL

‘Even though it is a poison,’
—REEEWIEE Ikkya shokoku monogatari (published in around 1670)



'mperative > Adversative(3)

e LEN <brh) . NKCEN, BSD
TTEXIEE Taketori monogatari (about 900)[20-77EX0900 _00001,25870]

o LlETWWAEZEN®D, JFEDI|TIERITNE D,
To wa i-e

COMP  TOP say-IMP(=‘Although’) —JtiEr (2017)
L& 5k 18155 DO PA¥s Yamazaki-yojibee nebiki no kadomatsu(performed in 1718)

c BEHhNEDIN, BUOELIED, EORNKBIEH B F L,
Osok-ar-e Tok-ar-e,
slow-be-IMP fast-be-IMP,(=‘Sooner or later’)  —dtlF (2018a)
1T L9 A Keshizumi(publicated in 1677)




Conjunctive > Directive

» Change in the opposite direction (%&£&2008, #2015)
¢ DBIZF T {LioFbbib W IFIEFL LG
Uti ni yottei-ttara .
my.house LOC drop.in-COND good
‘You can drop in at my house.’
e IYBLIZEHF ST {WLvaofzb / WWTFIX} .
Uti ni yottei-ttara.
my.house LOC drop.in-COND.
‘Why don’t you drop in at my house?’

 One case of intersubjectification



Conjunctive > Directive

e These are also common in “irrealis”
o [slsclye =+ 1L - 12 Z eI A1
[des+][ - ]lirr+][vol =] > [des+][2nd][irr+][vol+]
o lslyp 0 1AL 0 1R 76
[des+][2nd][irr+][vol+]
e cf. [TBHALN] — [*FT B4



Roadmap

« Why is the imperative form used as a condition form?
e The ordinary compound conjunctives
e Imperative > Conjunctive, Imperative > Adversative
e Conjunctive > Directive

 Answers to the questions
« Why can imperatives be used as conditionals?
« Why can imperatives derive to both conjunctives and adversatives?

e TWO sentences in succession construction and related cases
e Kakari-musubi
e Indirect interrogative construction

e Conclusion



Q1. Why can imperatives be used as
conditionals”

 “Irrealis” does not change both before and after the derivation.

e [, Imperative] + [¢, Result of the action]

> lslse = awel lye 1

e Result of action:
e A situation that is not good for the listener.
e Answer to “Why?”

e Reanalyzation of the two sentences in succession construction
e cf. Kakari-musubi, Indirect interrogative construction



Q2. Why can imperatives derive to both
conjunctives and adversatives”

e Adversative imperatives derive only from the “noninterference”

« KfhAEEE DX ICEah BoIEEBEN (BEE) KICLY TE
‘If you want to overthrovv, overthrow.” mys4.557 [10- 550759 _00004,25480]

— The speaker don’t want the ship to overthrow.

[Sl —||\/IP]0 [32 o
e S2=MC is the attitude of the speaker, not the “result of the action”

 Not every adversative imperative is “two sentences in succession
construction”. Sometimes application of the schema has affected
this formation.



Roadmap

« Why is the imperative form used as a condition form?
e The ordinary compound conjunctives
e Imperative > Conjunctive, Imperative > Adversative
e Conjunctive > Directive

 Answers to the questions
« Why can imperatives be used as conditionals?
« Why can imperatives derive to both conjunctives and adversatives?

e Two sentences in succession construction and related cases
e Kakari-musubi
e Indirect interrogative construction

e Conclusion



Kakari-musubi

e Reinterpretation of two sentences in succession construction
caused Kakari-musubi construction. (B¥431995, JEEF2010)

« -ka(cause)/-zo(explanation) + -adnominal
o FHIAN LI EDEICZEVEX MYSA4.712[10-5%0759_00004,68410]
c WD T ZFSELENRADTICT S MYS11.2588[10-FE0759 00011,64650]

o [81”. VAR jj]\ [82”. —ADN] > [S e N e Fg e —ADN]




Indirect interrogative construction(1)

e Yarabegan to be used in the indirect interrogative
construction in Muromachi Period. (%2004, Kinuhata2012)

1. Two sentences in succession construction
e UMV RUNIURRENERTBEEL LT A XAREEB N NBE
TEZTARY SEERH Shikisho (1477)
2. Annotation phrase + concealed questions
e JILIANDMLAERTT7ILNZIERET AR L2 Shikisho (1477)

3. Indirect interrogative construction
e M FREBINMTANVIFHMIXER= 5k Mogyasho (1534)




Indirect interrogative construction(?)

e Kemu was also used in the indirect interrogative construction
in Old Japanese. (&12016)

e ITRLIFWHAD LAY ITEHADST
ikaga s-itari-kemu Sir-azu
how  do-PER.ADVL-PSTCONJ.CONCL know-NEG.CONCL

‘I don’t know how he replied.’
KHWEE Yamato monogatari (951)[20-A<F10951 00001,308210]

e MIHNBLERBROITL, WHAALBOIFEL., LT H L,
FREMEE /se monogatari (about 920)[20-F%240920_00001,149210]



1Two sentences in succession construction

° :81... —II\/IP]O
gy v - Al
o :81"' v 1],
o :81 N

e cf. 7t (2007)

-52

-52

152

o

.. ]o

'-ADN]o
SR SIY AR

%D'\O—a;\]o

o cf. (AT A, AT, WILBNEA

vV V. V V

slsc = awely Lye = 1]
S VAR IEEE —ADN]
o VTS ]

o T LA



Conclusion

« An imperative form is sometimes used like a conditional form
in Japanese.

e Imperatives and hypothesis conditionals have common in
“irrealis”. Reanalyzing “an imperative sentence + a sentence
of the result” as one sentence caused a derivation of
imperative conditionals.

e This reanalyzation has played a important role repeatedly in
the history of Japanese language and often caused the
opposite change from the general direction.
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