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1	 Introduction
External comparison with possessive constructions in the Yeniseian languages of Siberia suggests a 
diachronic explanation for morphological idiosyncrasies associated with Na-Dene possessed nouns, 
POSTPOSITIONS��DIRECTIONALS��AND�DEMONSTRATIVE�PREÎXES��3ECTION���DISCUSSES�THE�NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX�THAT�
appears before certain inalienably possessed nouns in Athabaskan (Dene) languages. Section 3 intro-
duces comparative Yeniseian morphology to propose that this element is a remnant of a generic posses-
SIVE�AխX�ONCE�REGULARLY�PRESENT�BETWEEN�POSSESSOR�AND�POSSESSUM�IN�BOTH�FAMILIES�BUT�SURVIVING�TODAY�
in Athabaskan mostly before high frequency nouns. Section 4 considers Eyak, where, as is known, the 
L
QUALIÎER�IS�SOMETIMES�COGNATE�WITH�THE�!THABASKAN�NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX��+RAUSS��IN�PREP�	��4HE�COMPARI-
SON�WITH�9ENISEIAN�SUGGESTS�THAT�SOME�INSTANCES�OF�THE�%YAK�D
�AND�L
QUALIÎERS�MAY�DERIVE�FROM�FOSSIL-
IZED�POSSESSIVE�AխXES��THOUGH�MOST�OTHER�QUALIÎERS�DERIVE�FROM�ANATOMICAL�NOUNS��3ECTION���COMPARES�
postpositional constructions in both families, which also show evidence of once having contained pos-
SESSIVE�CONNECTORS��3ECTION���CONSIDERS�DIRECTIONALS��DEÎNED�BY�,EER�����������	�AS�ÃWORDS�THAT�SPECIFY�
direction with regard to a frame of reference, such as a body of water”. Directionals in the two families 
have striking semantic and morphological parallels, including vestiges of possessive connectors. Sec-
TION���EXAMINES�EVIDENCE�SHOWING�THAT�9ENISEIAN�AND�.A
$ENE�DEMONSTRATIVE�PREÎXES�WERE�ORIGINALLY�
CONNECTED�TO�THE�FOLLOWING�STEM�BY�A�POSSESSIVE�AխX��&INALLY��SECTION���CONSIDERS�NON
CANONICAL�ONSET�
correspondences between Tlingit and Athabaskan-Eyak body-part nouns that may have arisen when 
THE�NOUN�IN�0RE
4LINGIT�ABSORBED�A�PREÎX�COGNATE�TO�THE�NASAL�LATERAL�ELEMENTS�ATTESTED�IN�!THABASKAN

%YAK�AND�9ENISEIAN�POSSESSIVE�CONSTRUCTIONS��3ECTION���SUMMARIZES�THESE�ÎNDINGS�AND�CONSIDERS�A�FEW�
unanswered questions brought to light by the discussion.

2	 Nasal-class nouns in Athabaskan
0OSSESSIVE�PREÎXES�BEFORE�CERTAIN�INALIENABLY�POSSESSED�NOUNS�IN�$ENE��!THABASKAN	�LANGUAGES�INVOLVE�
A�NASAL�ELEMENT�NOT�PRESENT�IN�CONJUNCTION�WITH�OTHER�NOUNS��2ICE�����������	�PROVIDES�THE�FOLLOWING�

1.  I am grateful to the volume’s co-editors, Sharon Hargus and Danny Hieber, for their helpful comments and questions, and 
for the opportunity to include the present article, which was not actually presented at the 2013 Athabaskan/Dene Conference. 
The conference was successful in great part thanks to Sharon’s professional expertize and interpersonal skills, which achieved a 
unique blend of historical and contemporary topics, along with a seamless integration of language revitalization with theoretical 
linguistics. 
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forms, where the inalienably possessed noun –lá ‘hand’ requires nasal-class forms of possessive pre-
ÎXES��

��	�3LAVE�NOUN�WITH�NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX

SđL� 		
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-ʋn-dalah ‘antler, horn’, -ʋn-ch’it’ ‘forehead’, -lȐ-ȡaʋnŀ�ÀPART�OF�FACE�BELOW�NOSEÁ��-la-qah ‘head’, -lȐ-quhȫ�
‘cheek’, -la-̲u’ ‘facial hair’, -la-wahsq’�ÀTEMPLE��)N�THESE�PARTICULAR�EXAMPLES��THE�ALTERNATING�QUALIÎER�
forms -ʋn- ~ -la-�APPARENTLY�REÏECT�THE�0ROTO
.A
$ENE�NOMINAL�ROOT�*-nʠan’, meaning ‘face’ (Leer 2012: 
1). In other cases, such as tsaʋ
LA
QÁA̲�ÀJELLYÎSHÁ����tsaʋ�ÀROCKÁ���QÁA̲ ‘fat’) and tsaʋ-la-̲Aȫ�ÀGRAVEL�ON�BEACHÁ�
���tsaʋ�ÀROCKÁ���̲Aȫ�ÀGRANULAR�SUBSTANCE�Á	��THE�%YAK�L
QUALIÎER�CANNOT�BE�ETYMOLOGIZED�AS�DERIVING�FROM�
an anatomical noun. The next section introduces Yeniseian comparanda to argue that the Athabaskan 
NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX�AND�SOME��BUT�NOT�ALL	�INSTANCES�OF�THE�%YAK�L
QUALIÎER�ARE�VESTIGES�OF�AN�ANCIENT�GE-
NERIC�POSSESSIVE�AխX�

3	 Yeniseian possessive morphology
Yeniseian is a family of several languages once spoken across much of central and southern Siberia, but 
NOW�REPRESENTED�SOLELY�BY�+ET��WHICH�HAS�FEWER�THAN�ÎFTY�ELDERLY�SPEAKERS��4HE�FAMILY�ONCE�CONTAINED�
at least two primary branches – Ket and Kott – and has been hypothesized to be genealogically related 
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+ET�ÃGENITIVE�SUխXESÄ�OF�NOUNS�AND�PRONOUNS�CAN�BE�USED�ONLY�DIRECTLY�BEFORE�A�FOLLOWING�POSSESSUM�
noun or postposition: ob-da qu’s ‘father’s tent’, bu-da qu’s ‘his tent’.

Three oblique case forms in Ket are built on a possessive base. The dative, adessive, and ablative 
forms of nouns and pronouns require the same pronominal possessive morphemes shown in (3), fol-
lowed by 
ĬA in dative case forms, 
ĬAL in ablative, and -ĬTEN�^�
ĬTA�^�
ĬT�in adessive: 

���	�TȧS
DI
ĬTEN	 TȧS
DI
ĬAL	 TȧS
DI
ĬA
stone-3INAN.POSS-ADESS	 stone-3INAN.POSS-ABL	 stone-3INAN.POSS-DAT	
‘at the stone’	 ‘from the stone’	 ‘to the stone’		   

)N���	�THE�VELAR�NASAL�Ĭ�IS�SEGMENTED�AND�GLOSSED�AS�PART�OF�THE�CASE�ENDING��(OWEVER��THIS�SOUND�IS�
otherwise found only in codas, so that its presence in the onset of these three case endings is enigmatic. 
4HE�PRESENT�ARTICLE�WILL�ARGUE�THAT�IT�DERIVES�FROM�A�GENERIC�POSSESSIVE�AխX�THAT�SURVIVES�IN�-ODERN�+ET�
ONLY�IN�DATIVE��ABLATIVE�AND�ADESSIVE�FORMS��AND�THAT�THE�ACTUAL�CASE�SUխXES�ARE�DATIVE�-a, ablative -al, 
and adessive -ten ~ -ta ~ -t��)T�WILL�FURTHER�BE�ARGUED�THAT�THE�NASAL�ELEMENT�
Ĭ- appearing in these Yeni-
SEIAN�CASE�FORMS�IS�COGNATE�WITH�THE�!THABASKAN�NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX�

-ORE�EVIDENCE�THAT�THE�ENIGMATIC�
Ĭ- in Ket possessive augmented case endings once served as a 
generic marker of possession can be found by examining Kott, an extinct language that belongs to an-
other primary branch of Yeniseian. In Ket noun paradigms, while the case forms that require a preced-
ING�POSSESSIVE�AխX�REGULARLY�CONTAIN�
Ĭ-, the bare possessive (genitive-case) form does not. In (6) the 
forms in the left column are the bare possessives with no nasal element, while the dative forms in the 
right column contain the nasal connector: 

(6) a.	 Ket case forms made from the singular noun ĮʌP ‘father’
		  ob-d-a 		  ob-d-a-Ĭ-a
		  father-3-MASC.POSS	 father-3-MASC-POSS-DAT

		  ‘the father’s’		  ‘to the father’	
		
		  b. Ket case forms made from the plural noun OBAĬ ‘fathers’
			   OB
AĬ
NA 		  OB
AĬ
NA
Ĭ-a
			   father-PL-ANIM.PL.POSS	 father-PL-ANIM.PL-POSS-DAT

			   ‘the fathers’’		 ‘to the fathers’

The Kott case forms, by contrast, lack the 3rd person singular consonant d- and animate plural n- 
FOUND�IN�+ET�POSSESSIVE�PREÎXES��op ‘father’, op-â ‘father’s’, op-aʟ-’a ‘to father’. Possessive 
Ĭ does however 
show up in the Kott animate-plural forms, including the bare possessive�OPAN
A
Ĭ ‘the fathers’’, where it 
is lacking in Ket (ob-aĬ
na ÀTHE�FATHERSÁÁ	��4HE�+OTT�FORMS�IN���	�ARE�TAKEN�FROM�#ASTR�N����������	��

(7) a.	 Kott case forms of the singular noun op ‘father’� 
		  op-â		  op-aʟ-’-a
		  father-3MASC.POSS	 father-3MASC-POSS-DAT

		  ‘the father’s’		  ‘to the father’	
		

5. The circumfix in the Kott examples was used by Castrén (1858) in his transcription. It is unclear what it represented, though 
available Ket cognates suggest it transcribes either vowel half length or glottalization or both. 
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		  b. Kott case forms of the plural noun OBAĬ ‘fathers’
			   op-an-a-Ĭ		  op-an-a-Ĭ-a
			   father-PL-ANIM.PL-POSS	 father-PL-ANIM.PL-POSS-DAT

			   ‘the fathers’’		 ‘to the fathers’

4HE�FACT�THAT�GENERIC�POSSESSIVE�Ĭ�APPEARS�IN�THE�+OTT�ANIMATE�PLURAL�FORMS�BUT�NOT�IN�THE�SINGULAR�OR�
inanimate plural forms suggests the original nasal of the preceding animate-plural marker *-na-, later 
reduced to -a- in Kott, conditioned its preservation. The Ket and Kott forms from tables (6) and (7) are 
REPRODUCED�AGAIN�IN���	�ALONGSIDE�THE�0ROTO
9ENISEIAN�RECONSTRUCTIONS�THEY�SUPPORT��

���	�Ket	 Kott	 Proto-Yeniseian 	 meaning	
		  ĮʌP 	 OP	 
ĮʌB	 ‘father’
		  ob-da 	 op-aʟ	 
OB
DA
Ĭɴ (> *OB
DɴA
Ĭɴ)	 ‘of the father’	
		  OVAĬ
NA 	 OPAN
A
Ĭ	 
OBAĬ
NA
Ĭɴ	 ‘of the fathers’	
		  OB
DA
Ĭ
A	 op-aʟ
ÁA	 
OB
DA
ĬɴA�(> *OB
DɴA
ĬɴA)	 ‘to the father’
		  OVAĬ
NA
Ĭ
A	 OPAN
A
Ĭ
A	 
OBAĬ
NA
Ĭɴ
A	
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		  Ŋʌ 	 au	 *aw	 ‘you (sg.)’
		  ŊʌK ~ k 	 au	 *aw-Ĭɴ	 ÀYOUR��SG�	Á	
		  uk-uĬ-a 	 au-a	 *aw-Ĭɴ-a  	 ‘to you (sg.)’
		
		  ȘK
Ĭ� 	 AU
OĬ�	 *ȘK-n  	 ‘you (pl.)’
		  ȘK
Ĭ
NA 	 AU
OĬ�^�AU
OĬ
oŋ	 *ȘK-n-na-Ĭɴ	 ÀYOUR��PL�	Á
		  ȘK
Ĭ
NA 	 AU
OĬ
A7	 *ȘK-n-na-Ĭɴ-a  	 ‘to you (pl.)’
	

The Proto-Yeniseian reconstruction of 1sg. pronominal 
Xɴ (possibly alternating allophonically with 
RETROÏEX�
Jɰ	�IN���	�IS�SPECULATIVE��BUT�WOULD�EXPLAIN�THE�RETENTION�OF�NASAL�Ĭ�IN�THE�+OTT�POSSESSIVE�FORM�
‘my’, since this nasal is retained after original labials. It would also help explain the appearance of labial 
b in the Ket 1sg. possessive forms. The coda correspondence Ket d – Kott j is found in other Yeniseian 
words, such as Central Ket qaʡʌde ‘fur, hair’, Southern Ket qaʡʌR�ÀFUR��HAIRÁ��AND�+OTT�qaj ‘fur’�. If Na-Dene 
and Yeniseian are indeed genealogically related, the original 1sg. marker was probably a velar or uvular 
fricative of some sort (most likely 
Xɴ). The 2sg. marker may have been *w, probably preserved uniquely 
in the onset of Tlingit 2sg. pronoun wa’eʞ��AS�SUGGESTED�BY�'�3TAROSTIN�����������	��THOUGH�THIS�FORM�IS�
isolated in Na-Dene. The non-congruence of Na-Dene 1sg. and 2sg. pronouns with pronouns in Yeni-
seian (or other branches of the proposed ‘Sino-Dene’ or ‘Dene-Caucasian’ family) might be due to the 
morphophonemic interaction of a nasal possessive marker with the preceding pronominal forms. This 
would have caused the odd alternation between Ket 1sg. d- and b- and also triggered the reanalysis of 
THE�GENERIC�NASAL�POSSESSIVE�Ĭ-�ITSELF�AS�THE��SG��POSSESSIVE�PREÎX�BEFORE�+OTT�POSSESSED�NOUNS��CF��+OTT�
Ĭ
OP�ÀMY�FATHERÁ	��4HE�NASAL�FORM�OF�.A
$ENE��SG��PRONOUNS�COULD�CONCEIVABLY�HAVE�ARISEN�THROUGH�AN�
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RESIDUE�OF�WORDS�THAT�DO�NOT�ÎT�INTO�ANY�OF�THE�OTHER�GROUPS��4HE�ASSOCIATION�OF�THE�%YAK�D
�AND�L
QUAL-
IÎERS�WITH�SO�MANY�POSSIBLE�MEANINGS�SUGGESTS�THAT�THE�ORIGINAL�FUNCTION�OF�THESE�ELEMENTS�MAY�HAVE�
BEEN�GRAMMATICAL�RATHER�THAN�LEXICAL��1UALIÎERS�ALSO�APPEAR�IN�MANY�POSTPOSITIONAL�CONSTRUCTIONS��SUCH�
as tsaʋdlaʋt’a̲d ‘(sheltered) under a rock’ or tsaʋdlaʋ̲a’ for a rock’, further suggesting that the elements in 
question originated as grammatical connectors and are not derived from lexical roots.

The discussion in section 2 proposed that Proto-Yeniseian possessive morphology involved 3rd per-
son pronominal *d- followed by generic possessive 

Ĭɴ
. The Eyak data suggest that some of the quali-
ÎERS�MAY�BE�COGNATE�WITH�THESE�MORPHEMES��4HE�%YAK�D
QUALIÎER�MAY�HAVE�DEVELOPED�ON�THE�BASIS�OF�
an earlier 3rd person pronominal marker, and some instances of the l
QUALIÎER�APPEAR�TO�BE�VESTIGES�OF�A�
shared Dene-Yeniseian generic possessive marker. Such an interpretation would explain concatenations 
OF�MULTIPLE�QUALIÎERS��THE�RELATIVE�ORDER�OF�D
�FOLLOWED�BY�L
QUALIÎER��AND�ALSO�THE�DIխCULTY�OF�ETYMOLO-
GIZING�MANY�D
�AND�L
QUALIÎER�USAGES�AS�DERIVING�FROM�ANY�PARTICULAR�NOUN��

On this analysis, the form -dlaʋ- in combinations like Eyak tsaʋ-dlaʋ
TȘWIʋs ‘stone axe’ and tsaʋdlaʋt’a̲d 
‘(sheltered) under a rock’ represents a lexicalized remnant of ancient possessive morphology. Compare 
the homologous concatenation of morphemes in the following Ket and Eyak postpositional construc-
tions: 

 (10) a. 	 Ket postpositional construction ‘to a rock’	
				    TȧS
D
I
Ĭ
A
	 			   rock-3-INAN-POSS-toward

		  b. Eyak postpositional construction ‘for a rock’	
				    TSA��
DLA��
̲AÁ
	 			   rock-QUALIFIER-for

Ket 3rd person -d-�AND�GENERIC�POSSESSIVE�
Ĭ
�APPEAR�TO�BE�HOMOLOGOUS�WITH�THE�
d- and -l- components 
OF�THE�COMPOUND�%YAK�QUALIÎER�-dlaʋ-. )F�THIS�IS�THE�CASE��HOWEVER��THE�USE�OF�THESE�QUALIÎERS�IN�%YAK�
COMPLEX�WORDS�LATER�UNDERWENT�ANALOGICAL�EXTENSION��SO�THAT�THEIR�ULTIMATE�DISTRIBUTION�REÏECTS�MUCH�
INNOVATION��UNLIKE�THE�NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX�IN�!THABASKAN��4HIS�IS�EVIDENT�FROM�THE�PRESENCE�OF�THE�QUALI-
ÎER�-dlaʋ- in the neologism tsaʋ-dlaʋ-̲e’�ÀKEROSENEÁ��LITERALLY�ÀROCK�GREASEÁ���tsaʋ ÀROCKÁ���̲e’ ‘grease’ (Krauss 
1970, vol. 2, p. 191). This word obviously could not have been inherited from the proto-language and 
MUST�HAVE�BEEN�FORMED�BY�PRODUCTIVE�ANALOGY��!LSO��THE�%YAK�D
QUALIÎER�IS�PARADIGMATICALLY�PRESENT�
AFTER�ÎRST
�OR�SECOND
PERSON�POSSESSORS��AS�WELL�AS�THIRD
PERSON��)F�ORIGINALLY�A�THIRD�PERSON�POSSESSIVE�
marker, its presence would be expected in Eyak ’u-dlaʋ-tsaʋ�ÀHIS�TESTICLESÁ��LITERALLY�ÀHIS�ROCKSÁ��CF��+ET�bu-
DA
TȧÁS ‘his rock’, which cannot be used metaphorically as an anatomical noun), whereas its appearance 
IN�ÎRST
PERSON�%YAK�si-dlaʋ-tsaʋ�ÀMY�TESTICLESÁ��+RAUSS�������VOL�����P�����	��MUST�HAVE�SPREAD�BY�ANALOGY��
4HE�HYPOTHESIS�PUT�FORWARD�HERE�REGARDING�THE�%YAK�QUALIÎERS�THEREFORE�ONLY�ACCOUNTS�FOR�THEIR�ANCIENT�
origin, not their synchronic distribution, which seems to show much analogical extension and leveling, 
if not also semantic reanalysis.

&INALLY��THE�ANALYSIS�OF�THE�L
QUALIÎER�AS�DERIVING�FROM�A�GENERIC�POSSESSIVE�CONNECTOR�WOULD�EXPLAIN�
WHY�IT�NEVER�BEGINS�AN�UNPOSSESSED�NOUN�IN�%YAK��4HE�D
QUALIÎER�MORPHEME��HOWEVER��CAN�BEGIN�A�
NOUN�AS�A�THEMATIC�PREÎX�IN�.A
$ENE��AS�WELL�AS�IN�+ET��SINCE�IT�DERIVES�FROM�A��rd person pronominal 
PREÎX��%XAMPLES�OF�+ET�NOUNS�DERIVED�USING�THEMATIC�d-�WERE�DISCUSSED�IN�6AJDA����������	��čʌT�ÀTO�SMELLÁ��
‘smelling’ – dčʌT�ÀTHE�SMELL��OF�SOMETHING	Á��ALSO�ŊʌL�‘pole’
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)T�BEARS�REPEATING�THAT�THE�OVERALL�QUESTION�OF�!THABASKAN�AND�ESPECIALLY�%YAK�QUALIÎER�ORIGINS�IS�
EXTREMELY�COMPLICATED��AND�ONLY�A�SUBSET�OF�THE�QUALIÎERS�COULD�HAVE�POSSIBLY�ARISEN�THROUGH�A�FUNC-
TIONAL�REINTERPRETATION�OF�ARCHAIC�POSSESSIVE�MORPHOLOGY��!�NUMBER�OF�%YAK�QUALIÎER�PREÎXES�CLEARLY�
derive instead from lexical roots with anatomical meanings, while others arose within the templatic 
verb complex from reanalysis of incorporated noun codas (Leer 2009). Some instances of the Eyak 
-l
QUALIÎER�DERIVE�FROM�0ROTO
.A
$ENE�^
¾nʠan ‘face’11, as Leer (2012: 1) convincingly argued, and not 
from bygone possessive markers. But since the Proto-Athabaskan inalienably possessed noun *–n-nʠȘN�
ÀFACEÁ��,EER���������	��LIKE�MANY�OTHER�BODY
PART�NOUNS��ITSELF�REQUIRED�THE�NASAL
CLASS�PREÎX�IN�POSSES-
SIVE�CONSTRUCTIONS��THIS�PREÎX��LIKE�THE�SEMANTICALLY�OPAQUE�CONCATENATIONS�OF�%YAK�d- and l
QUALIÎERS��IS�
more convincingly explained as a vestige of ancient possessive morphology. The interaction of anatomi-
CAL�NOUNS�WITH�BYGONE�POSSESSIVE�MORPHOLOGY�GIVES�THE�%YAK�QUALIÎER�SYSTEM�MUCH�OF�ITS�DISTINCTIVE�
functional and morphological elaboration.

5	 Postpositional constructions
Both Na-Dene and Yeniseian make extensive use of postpositions. Many Yeniseian postpositions are 
etymologically connected with anatomical nouns, so it is unsurprising that pronominal possessive con-
nectors are used to link them to their preceding noun or pronoun object: 

 (10) 	 Ket postpositional construction ‘(motion) under a rock’	
		  TȧS
D
ȧN
A�
	 	 rock-3INAN.POSS-bottom-DAT 

Ket postpositional constructions regularly contain generic 3rd person pronominal d-, but they lack the 
VELAR�NASAL�PRESENT�BEFORE�POSSESSIVE�AխXES�IN�THE�DATIVE��ABLATIVE�AND�ADESSIVE�CASE�FORMS��

Athabaskan postpositional constructions do not regularly contain either 3rd person d- or the nasal-
CLASS�PREÎX��(OWEVER��OCCASIONAL�REMNANTS�OF�BOTH�MORPHEMES�MAY�HAVE�SURVIVED��4HE�+ET�POSTPOSI-
tion -ȧN�ÀBOTTOMÁ�IN����	�IS�COGNATE�WITH�+OTT�haʟn- in haʟna
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 (11) 	 Ket directional stems 
		  d-igda-bes 	
	 	 3MASC.POSS-downland-passing 
		  ÀPASSING�DOWNLAND�FROM�ITÁ���ÀPASSING�BY�IT�DOWNHILL�ALONG�THE�RIVERBANKÁ

		  d-aged-bes 	
	 	 3MASC.POSS-upland-passing
		  ÀPASSING�BEHIND�ITÁ���ÀPASSING�UPLAND�FROM�ITÁ

(12) 	 +ET�ÎNITE�VERBS�WITH�INCORPORATED�DIRECTIONALS�
		  d-igd-on-d-daq 	
	 	 1SJB-downland-PST-1SG.SBJ-walk 
		  ‘I went down to the river (to spend the summer)’

		  d-ȘT-on-d-daq  �ȘT � *aged)	
	 	 1SJB-upland-PST-1SG.SBJ-walk 
		  ‘I left the riverside and went up into the forest (to spend the winter)’

The Ket antonyms -igd- ‘downhill’, ‘downland’, ‘down from forest to river’ and -aged- ~ -aȢa- ~ 
ȘT
 ‘up-
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�� 9HVWLJLDO SRVVHVVLYH PRUSKRORJ\ ZLWK GHPRQVWUDWLYH SUHÀ[HV
Demonstratives in Yeniseian and Na-Dene are preposed relational morphemes denoting relative prox-
imity or distance in relation to the speaker or other point of reference. Both families show evidence 
THAT�DEMONSTRATIVE�PREÎXES�WERE�ONCE�FOLLOWED�BY�POSSESSIVE�CONNECTORS��4HE�+ET�9UGH�DEMONSTRA-
tives ki-d ‘this’, ki-n ‘these’ and tu-d ‘that’, tu-n ‘these’ retain traces of this connector when appearing as 
the object of certain postpositions, such as -tan ‘in the direction of ’, which derives from a noun mean-
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This morpheme is etymologically connected with Ket Lãʌ�ÀBARB�AT�END�OF�ÎSH�HOOKÁ�AND�IS�ALSO�FOUND�IN�
both families in words meaning ‘hand’ (Vajda 2010: 92), so that the velar nasal Ket in LAĬAD ‘hand’ could 
conceivably be the possessive nasal surviving after an open coda root. In any event, other Ket nouns 
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ENIGMATIC�MORPHOLOGICAL�FEATURES�RATHER�THAN�ON�ARGUING�FOR�ANY�PARTICULAR�GENEALOGICAL�CLASSIÎCATION�
of the languages involved. The proposed homologies in Yeniseian and Na-Dene possessive morphology 
EXAMINED�IN�CONNECTION�WITH�NOUNS��POSTPOSITIONS��DIRECTIONALS�AND�DEMONSTRATIVE�PREÎXES��EVEN�IF�
VALID��DO�NOT�AUTOMATICALLY�SUPPORT�A�Ã$ENE
9ENISEIANÄ�LANGUAGE�FAMILY��)T�IS�NOT�YET�CLEAR�WHETHER�THE�
PROPOSED�HOMOLOGIES�REPRESENT�INNOVATIONS�THAT�AROSE�UNIQUELY�IN�A�Ã$ENE
9ENISEIANÄ�FAMILY�OR�INSTEAD�
are shared retentions that have survived within a larger, more ancient family. The same patterns may 
turn out to be present in members of a broader family that might include Sino-Tibetan and other Old 
World families. My suspicion is that the nasal possessive marker, at least, is more widely distributed and 
not an innovation characteristic of Na-Dene and Yeniseian alone.14 While external morphological com-
parisons between Na-Dene and Yeniseian are obviously useful for understanding the historical develop-
ment of each family and also add more evidence that the two families are somehow related, the kind 
OF�BINARY�COMPARISON�UNDERTAKEN�HERE�IS�NOT�SUխCIENT�TO�DEMONSTRATE�THEM�AS�A�VALID�TAXON�WITHOUT�
THE�TYPE�OF�BROADER�INVESTIGATION�URGED�BY�'EORGE�3TAROSTIN������	�IN�HIS�CRITIQUE�OF�THE�$ENE
9ENISEIAN�
Hypothesis. 

In any event, achieving a clearer understanding of the internal morphological development of Na-
Dene and Yeniseian — which has been the primary goal of the present article — is valuable in its own 
right and can only prove of use to purposes of linguistic taxonomy in the future. Language relatedness, 
after all, is only one of many interesting facts in the history of languages.
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