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Cf. § 70, note 257, the opta-
tive med; med [men] is used
as a final clause conjunction
(e.g. Matt. 7:1).

Cf. § 73, vesjke [Becbke] in
the formation of the condi-
tional, in the literary lan-
guage esko(n) [acbkO(H)].
OKK (pp. 489-497) divides
coordinating  conjunctions
into three traditional catego-
ries, and in addition into two
special copulative groups:
copulative: i [i], da [ma], ni
(Em];

adversative: a [a], no [uo], da
[ma], zato [3aTo], 20 [0 ];
disjunctive: ali [amu], [ibo
[mu66], i [nn], rie to — re to
[e To... HE TO], to — to [TO...
to], to i - to i [To nu... TO
nml;

comparative conjunctions that
always consist of two parts:
kot“no  [kOTb-HO], koOt-a
[kOTB-a], kot-da [KkOTB-ma],
darém-a [mapom-al, kydZi -
sidZi [kermam — cinsu], re
sidz — kydZ [ue cins — ki3],
rie (ez) somyn — no i [ue (23)
COMBIH — HO 1], e sy mynda —
myjta [He CcBI MBIHOA -
MbIIITa];

cumulative conjunctions: da i
[mau), daj [nait], sid 226 [cins-
xk0], a sidZZo [a cinsx0], a to
i[aToul,daito[namnro].
OKK (pp. 497-501) cate-
gorizes subjunctions accord-
ing to whether they express
time (e.g. myjon [mbrit6H]),
causation (e.g. sy vdsna myj
[ce1 BOCHa wMbrit]), condi-
tion (e.g. ko [k06]), concession
(e.g. kot” [kO1B]), result (e.g.
med [men]) or comparison
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VII Conjunctions

§ 100

Almost all conjunctions are borrowed from
the Russian language, e.g. i, da ‘and’, Ru u, na;
a, no ‘but’, Ru a, Ho; ili, libd ‘or’, Ru nnu, anbo;
libd, libd ‘either — or’, Ru nu6o, mu6o; njeZeli ‘as
would, compared to’, Ru uexenu; édnakd ‘but,
however’, Ru oguaxko; chétj, chétja ‘although’, Ru
XOTb, XOTsL; yStd, yStd ‘that, in order to’, Ru uro.
The Zyrian language has its own conjunctions:
myj ‘that, what’, as in Ru uro, with a likeness to
a word of similar origin in the Russian interroga-
tive pronoun, but in the IZma dialect it is seldom
used; med, metkd in the IZma dialet is a mark
of the imperative354, sometimes conjunétive, med
veskd3s5 ‘in order to, so that’, Ru uro6s1; kodyr,
kor ‘when, if’; kd ‘if; an enclite particle’.35¢
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VIII Interjections

§ 101

These interjetions are usual:357

Exclamation: 6j
Agreement: no
Admiration: e’ ej
Pain, sorrow: oj oj
Joy, delight: chee
Silence: njoz njoz
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(e.g. bytts [6bITTBO]). Sub-
junctions are treated in
Rédei (1978: 121) and Bar-
tens (2000: 308-320). Rus-
sian is the source language
for: bytt's [OerTTEO], bytt 0ko
[6rTTEOKO] ‘as if’, da [ma],
két” [xors] ‘although’, poka
[moka] ‘as long as’, ddva
[6mBa] ‘as soon as’, and con-
junctions formed from pro-
to-Uralic pronouns are, e.g.
ké [xo] ‘if’, kidZ [xeims],
kidZi [keip3u] ‘when, as’, kor
[kop], kodyr [kompip] ‘when,
if’, myj [mpri] ‘what’, myjén
[mp1it6H] ‘when, as soon as’.
Proto-Permic is the source of:
med [mexn], medym [menpim]
‘in order to’. Newer conjunc-
tions are observed in com-
pounds, e.g. sy vdsna myj [cbt
BOCcHa MbIii] ‘because’. Inter-
rogative words (cf. § 98) are
common as subjunctors, e.g.
kod [kox], kodi [xoni], kuc¢ém
[kyTiom], kymyn [kpIMbIH],
kon [k6u), koni [xo6Hi], kyton
[xbrT6H], kyééo [kprTud].
OKK (pp. 520-524) divides
Komi interjections into three
groups: emotive, e.g. a [a],
aj [ait], ok [ox], no [HO],
ek [3k], ojja da ojja [oiiz ma
ons|, ha-ha-ha [xa-xa-xa],
volitive, e.g. ej [911], noko
[HOKO], no [Ho] and ideo-
phones, e.g. the representa-
tion of a dog’s bark (v)uv-uv-
uv [(B)yB-yB-yB] and a crow’s
call krav-krav [kpaB-kpas].





