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m Case (!) study: dative markers

® Some qualitative observations







D Blumenau

® city in Santa Catarina, Brazil

m c. 300,000 inhabitants

® founded in 1850 by German settlers




D Blumenau

German in Blumenau

Factors influencing language maintenance and
loss:

B Settlers founded German schools and German
cultural centers

B German as classroom language prohibited
during World War Il; re-introduction of German
lessons only in 1980s

® Optional German lessons in elementary school
since 2005; bilingual Portugese-German school
since 2018




B Characteristics of Blumenau German hhu

Language contact phenomena

® Transfer phenomena:

lexical transfer from portugese, e.g. patate < port. batata 'potato’;

Bast < port. pasto 'willow', Rosse < port. ro¢a 'field"; discourse
particles like verdad 'really’

morphosyntactic transfer, e.g. comparative formation with mehr
'more' in analogy to Portugese mais: da ist es mehr kalt
(AM 2012) (there it 1s colder)

pro-drop (but also in colloquial German!): @ ist schade (-)
aber die wahrheit (AA 2012) (too bad (-) but the
truth)



D [ ong-term goals hhu

B disentangle different factors involved in the variety's developmenr
across generations

Language contact
\ Developments within

5 - contact varia&j

® figure out which features of the minority language are more robust
than others, and why

® compare with development of other contact varieties of German




B | anguage contact and simplification th

B | anguage contact scenarios have been linked to (morphological)
simplification (but see Nichols 1992, Aikhenvald 2003 for
counterexamples)

® Bentz & Winter (2013) show that languages with many L2 learners
tend to lose nominal case




D Case loss in Blumenau German hhu

Overarching questions

B Can we detect an increase in case syncretism across the three
generations of speakers?

® Are there specific contexts in which case markers disappear
particularly early or late?




D Case loss in Blumenau German hhu

Case study: dative marking

® Riehl (forthc.): loss of dative marking already in first
generation of speakers, but with considerable individual
variation

® Dative marking especially in PPs with high-frequency
nouns

B Here: replication study with more fine-grained variables




B Case loss in Blumenau German

Case marking in German

dem

the
ART
DEF

DAT

langweiligen

boring
ADJ
DAT
AGR

Vortrag

talk
OBJ



B Case loss in Blumenau German

hhu

Paradigma | Paradigma | Paradigma | Paradigma | Paradigma 5 | Paradigma
1 2 3 4 6
Nom

Gen der Frucht des der Tage Annas des Planeten des
Wald(e)s Haufens
Dat _—_— des Planeten dem Haufen
Akk die Frucht den Wald die Tage Anna den Planeten den Haufen
Nom der Bote das Herz
Gen der Strale des Musters der Tests Frankreichs des Boten des
Herzens
Akk die Stralde das Muster  die Tests Frankreich den Boten das Herz
fem Sg. m/n Sqg. Pl. oroper n. weak msc. _exceptions

20 | (Galimann 1996)




D Data hhu

Generation 51-85 Jahre 42.030
Generation |l 37-50 Jahre 38.728
Generation IlI 10-16 Jahre 10.652

® recorded by Claudia Riehl between 2012 and 2018
B transcribed following (minimal) GAT conventions

B two data types: interviews & elicited translations

B no systematic tagging or annotation yet



B Dative markers across speakers / generations hhu
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Dative marker

y
partial
n




D Dative types hhu
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B Dative types hhu
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B CART Tree & Random Forest hhu
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® Data: only prepositional datives
® Response variable: dative marker realized?
B Predictor variables:

Mixed preposition (y/n)

Gender of head noun

Number of head noun
Generation




B CART Tree & Random Forest hhu
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B CART Tree & Random Forest hhu
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B Realized case markers hhu
1 3 h ;seldorf.
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B Case hierarchy hhu
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nom  acclerg gen dat

nom obl

(Blake 2004: 156)




B Some (quantitative) observations hhu
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Most frequent realized datives

Segment  |n |n speakers
in der schule 8 )
in der nahe 6 4
aufm bast 5 4
mit meiner mutter 5 1
mit der zeit 4 1
mit meiner oma 4 3
zur schule 4 2
im bett 3 2
mit meiner mama 3 3
nach der schule 3 3



B Some (quantitative) observations hhu
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Most frequent non-realized datives

Segment  n_ |n speakers
in die schule 28 16
bei die schule 13 7
mit die kinder 13 8
zu die zeit 13 4
in die vila 12 7
auf die diele 9 7
von die schule 9 )
aufn monat 8 )
bei die kirche 8 )
in die kirche 8 4



D Some (qualitative) observations hhu

Recurrent patterns

B some speakers use preposition + die + noun (regardless of gender),
e.g. nach die stadt; others preposition + de + noun ("unified" definite
article typical for German language enclaves)

B dative realization often in preposition-noun-combinations (beim
essen, beim dein papa sein haus), but some speakers use bein/mitn
instead (bein hospital, bein militar, mitn kriickstock)

® not taken into account here: "correct" use of prepositions — qualitative
analysis suggests a considerable amount of syncretism, possibly
partly due to language contact



B A usage-based / constructionist account hhu

B [anguage use of 2nd- and 3rd-generation speakers can partly be
accounted for in terms of simple frame-and-slot patterns abstracted
from simple highly-frequent word combination, e.g.

[bei die X], [der X sein Y], [mitn X] (mitn Omnibus, mitn Fahrrad, mitn
Flugzeug)

B highly frequent word combinations like in die Schule available as
fixed chunks 2 wir habn wir ferien in die schule
(ED 2018, Gen 3)

o phude



B Conclusion hhu
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m | oss of dative case marking already in first generation

® overall less case marking in Gen 2&3, but generational effects are
negligible

B dative case marking is retained in a few contexts (chunks?) by some
speakers

B qualitative analysis suggests recurrent patterns across speakers
use of preposition + die + noun as default PP
accusative form as oblique case

® but also considerable individual differences!
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