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ABSTRACT

This paper describes the system of reality status in Teiwa, a non-Austronesian language
spoken on Pantar Island. Teiwa has an overt realis morpheme, while irrealis is left
unmarked. The discourse function of the leans suffix (marking foregrounded events in
texts) is also investigated and the connections between reality status (intended as an
objective property of states of affairs) and the discourse prominence of states of affairs
are explored.

 2011 Elsevier Ltd~ All rights reserved.

This paper presents a description of the reality status marking system of Teiwa. Teiwa (Ethnologue code twe, referred to
as Tewa in Gordon, 2005) is one of the approximately ten non-Austronesian (�Papuan) languages spoken on Pantar island,
just north of Timor island, in Eastern Indonesia. Teiwa has about 4000 speakers living in the north-western part of Pantar
island, see the location indicated in Map 1.

Teiwa belongs to the Timor-Alor-Pantar (TAP) family of Papuan languages.2 The data presented here are primary data col-
lected during field research between 2003 and 2007. Published work on the language currently includes a reference grammar
and some book chapters CI(lamer, 201 Oa,b,c).

2. fne category of reality status
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Map 1.

Others would refer to realis|irrealis distinctions similar to those discussed in this paper as instances of .modality marking
(Roberts 1990; Mitftun, 1995: Timberlake, 2007). Modality "characterizes the speaker's estimate of the relationship of the
actor of the event to its accomplishment, whether he has the obligation, intention or ability to perform it" (Foley and Van
Valin, 1984, p. 214). With Modality, the speaker qualifies an event or proposition, and communicates a particular attitude
towards it, such as necessity, possibility (epistemic modality) obligation or permission (deontic modality) (Elliott, 2000,
p. 69)~ In the grammar of Teiwa, Modality is expressed by separate lexemes: adverbs and verbs. For example, the adverbs
tab `truly, indeed and quun `surely mark the speakers certainty about an event, bo `maybe, perhaps marks his uncertainty,
maq `let it not be marks apprehensiveness, and be �indeed~ marks affirmation. The modality verbs include those that mark
intention (positive xogo `want or mau `want (IND), and negative naxa `not want'), ability (qau `be good at, be able to, know how
to`), disability (paat `not be able to, not know'), obligation musti `must', and prohibition gaxai `do not (see !<lamer, 2OlOa,
chapters 3 and 7 for examples and discussion). While modality is marked with separate lexemes, reality status is expressed
by a single verbal suffix only. This suffix conveys the `reaZis value; the `irrealis value remains unmarked. The realis suffix signals
that the event is part of the real world, and unlike the modality words, it does not express speakers qualifications or attitudes
about the event.

The Teiwa category `reality status is also distinct from the grammatical category `mood In its most common interpre-
tation, `mood is the grammatical category that distinguishes between different speech act types, such as `indicative mood
expressed by declarative sentences, `interrogative mood expressed by questions, and `imperative mood expressed by com-
mands. While reality status does interact with certain speech act types, it is a grammatical category distinct from it. An illus-
tration of how the reality status of a verb interacts with the mood of the clause it belongs to is that Teiwa imperatives never
use leans verbs. This is because imperatives by nature refer to events that have not been `actualized at the time of utterance:
events expressed in imperative clauses are never `a certain fact of reality, so that the verb cannot be marked as realis.

In this paper we will also consider cases where the interaction between the various .moods and the reality status of a
verb is less straightforward. Cross-linguistically irrealis marking is often used in contexts of negation, prohibition obliga-
tion, or condition (e.g. in Caddo, a language of Oklahoma, Chafe, 1995). Realis marking, on the other hand, is often assodated
with grammatical categories such as past and present tense, in contrast to future, imperative, hortative, or prohibitive, which
are marked irrealis (as in Amele, Roberts, 1990). Such realis|irrealis contrasts reflect a split in real vs. imaginary, and actu-
alized vs. hypothetical events.

In Teiwa, the same split applies to some extent, but there are also categories that can be marked as either realis or irrealis.
These include future and past events, interrogatives, and prohibitives. This suggests that a simple categorial split of real/actu-
alized versus imaginary|hypothetical event does not apply in Teiwa; there must be additional factors involved determining

3 In Teiwa orthography, q represents a uvular stop~ x a pharyngeal fricative, and ( a glottal stop.
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the realis|irrealis marking. We will investigate these factors in Section 4, after first discussing the structural properties of the
Teiwa leans morpheme in the next section.

3" Structural properties of the realis morpheme

The Teiwa realis marker is a verbal suffix. Only realis status is signaled with an overt marker; its opposite, the irrealis
status, has no overt expression. Note that this is different from what is found in most languages, where leans is the default
unmarked status, while irrealis is the overtly marked one. A bare verb stem has thus two functions in Teiwa: it is either an
irrealis verb form, or it is unmarked for reality status.

Not all verbs can take a realis marker;~realis status is typically marked on activity verbs. Verbs that never take a leans
marker include aspectual verbs such as mu/ai �begin' or guIa �finish, the existential verb wan �be, exist', or modality verbs
like xogo `want or gasai �cannot. A single clause can contain up to three leans verbs.

Realis status is marked with the suffix -(a)n or one of its allomorphs given in (1).

Allomorphs of the realis suffix, with some example verbs
a. ~an

tot-an �stream'           tup-an �get up'
er-an �dolmake          pin an `hold
tas-an �stand              yias-an �put at

(1)

b. -n
na-n �eat
yaa-n �descend'4
.gi-n �go'

c. ~an                               ~en
ba`-an �fall                  me-en `be in'
su'-an �cut off             tare-en �shake out

-in
tii'-in �sleep
beli-in �borrow

Which allomorph is chosen is determined by the final syllable of the verb stem. Verbs ending in a consonant (i.e., a c!osed
syllable) take the VC suffix -an, as illustrated in (la). Verbs ending in an open syllable take the consonantal suffix -n, as illus-
trated in (Ib). Verbs ending in a glottal stop consonant, such as those in (Ic), are a minority class. On the one hand, they behave
like all the other verbs that end in a consonant because they select the -VC suffix. However, instead of being |a|, their suffix
vowel shares its place features with the preceding stem vowel: a verb stem with a non-front vowel |a, u, o| selects suffix -
an, a [front, mid} stem vowel /e/ selects suffix -en [n], and a [front, high) stem vowel It| selects suffix -fn {in].

4. Functions of the realis suffix

The leans suffix has two major functions. First, it has the canonical grammatical function to mark realized, actualized, and
presupposed events. This is discussed in Section 4.1. Second, it marks primary, thematic, salient narrative events. In other
words, foregrounded events in discourse contain verbs with a leans marker, while leans verbs are not used in clauses that
describe the background or setting of another event or in concluding statements. This is discussed in Section 4.2.

In general, the discourse function of the realis suffix and its grammatical function overlap: foregrounded, primary events
in a narrative are typically real, actualized events. However, a narrative may contain actualized events that are not expressed
with realis verbs; for example because they are the concluding statements in an utterance. Additionally, we find that realis
verbs are used to refer to e.g. intentions rather than actualized events. In such cases, the discourse foregrounding function of
the suffix appears to overrule its objective grammatical leans marking function. In other words, verbs referring to
foregrounded discourse events are marked leans, even though they may not always express realized and actualized events;
and verbs that are part of backgrounded discourse events are not marked realis, even though they may refer to actualized
and real events. This is further discussed in Section 4.2.

4.1. The expression of reah"fy status

4.1.1. Introduction
The canonical function of the realis suffix in Teiwa is to classify an event or State of Affairs (SoA) as being located in the

real world. A leans suffix is used in �realized, �actualized events that are part of simple declarative clauses, and have

4 Ycza �descend (towal`ds deictic centel)' vs~ yix �descend (flom deictic center)'; cf. (24).
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indicatine mood. In this section some examples of this canonical function are presented. (Where relevant an ungrammatical
verb form is given in brackets, preceded by the symbol *).

The exchange in (2) starts with a leave-taking formula standardly used when going home at the end of the day. The
verb in the utterance (2a) is marked with a realis suffix. It cannot be a bare verb stem (*gi) because it refers to an event
that is actually taking place: "Now it is getting dark, (and) we are going". It is followed by the response in (2b), which
standardly contains an imperative verb. This verb is irrealis and cannot take a realis suffix (*tewar-an) because the event
of walking is not yet actualized. (Here and elsewhere in the paper, the verbs that are relevant for the discussion will he
underlined.).

(2) a.      iqa`an     ni            n          (*gi)        e.
dark        IPLE         gO-REAL                     ExcL
A: `{If�S getting} dark, we are going [Howl'

b. yo,           iqaan     ha             tewar     (*tewar-an)
yes          dark       SEQ            walk       Walk-REAL
B: `Yes {it's getting} dark so go!

In (3a) the verb tit `sleep refers to a purposive event which has not yet been actualized, and is irrealis. In (3b) the event is
actualized - as indicated by the temporal adverb ana �long time - and now the verb tit `sleep has a realis suffix.

(3) a.    mauluku     ma               Wat           wa     g-om            ma        yiri        tii.
monkey       come           coconut    leaf    3sG-inside    come    crawl    sleep
`Monkey crawls into the [heap of} coconut leaves to sleep [there)

b. mauluku     ma               Wat           wa     g-om            ma        yiri
monkey       come           coconut    leaf    3sG-inside     come    crawl

�Monkey crawled into the [heap of} coconut leaves

 tii`-in ana tau
sleep-RrAL long.time PRF

[and} slept [there) for a long time

The question in (4a) refers to whether the event of an animal dying has actually been realized. As it is not yet established
as an actual fact, the verb cannot take a realis marker, and a bare (irrealis) verb form must be used. The affirmative answer in
(4b) confirms that the event is factual and realized (cf. the adverb tau `perfective'), and now the verb is obligatorily marked
with a realis suffix.

(4) a.     he,       min?     (*min-an)
hey      die        die-RFAL
`Hey, (is it) dead?`

b. hale,    bai       min-an       tau.    (*min)
yes                 pig       die-REAL       PRF     die
�Yes, the pig died already|is already dead

However, when the verb min `to die' does not refer to a particular event but is used in a more general statement, e.g. that
humans and pigs are mortal, as illustrated in (5a), then it cannot be realis. This contrasts with (Sb), where the speaker hears
some screaming, and asks whether the voice is from a dying person or a dying pig. In this case, the realis suffix is used, be-
cause an event that is actually happening is being questioned. In this example the speaker asserts that someone is dying.
Note the use of the demonstrative /axu'u �here, which positions the event in actual time and space. In other words, (Sb) indi-
cates that `real or �actualized events include those the speaker assumes or presupposes to be real.

(5) a.     uyaq        ata      baai     la       min.          (*min-an)
person     and     pig       FOC     die             die-REAL

�People and  pigs die

b. uyaq        le        baai     la       min-an     (*min)          laxuu?
person     or        pig       Foc     die-REAL     die                that.one.there
`IS             that a person or a pig dying over there?'

So, the primary function of the realis marker is to signal events that are factual and realized. This ̀ objective realis function
may then be extended to the more subjective value of expected or presupposed reality.


