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1 Topic and aim of the dissertation, actuality of the 
research 
 
The aim of the dissertation is to provide evidence for the hypothesis 
that contemporary Udmurt language is undergoing a typological 
change from (S)OV to (S)VO constituent order, or, in other words, 
from a head-final to a head-initial language. 

The choice of the topic was motivated by the fact that while 
Udmurt traditionally has been regarded as a relatively consistent 
SOV (or head-final) language (cf., e.g., Shutov 1988, 1993; 
Suihkonen 1990; Vilkuna 1998; Winkler 2001; Timerkhanova 2011), 
some more recent papers (Ponariadov 2010; Tánczos 2013) and 
unpublished research (Asztalos & Tánczos 2014) suggest that an 
SVO grammar is also developing besides the SOV grammar in 
contemporary Udmurt. The hypothesis that constituent order in 
Udmurt is shifting also seems to be supported by results of 
sociolinguistic surveys carried out among the Udmurt speech 
community during the past years. Salánki (2007) and Shirobokova 
(2011) demonstrated that the bilingualism of the Udmurt speakers 
differs across generations: younger generations tend to be Russian-
dominant bilinguals and have a lower level of competence of Udmurt 
than older speakers, which suggests that the influence of SVO (head-
final) Russian on Udmurt has become stronger during the last 
decades. Intense language contacts may induce typological changes, 
such as word order type change (cf. Thomason & Kaufman 1988: 
74–76). 

The main goal of my study was to empirically test whether 
Udmurt is undergoing a word order type change, and, if so, whether 
such a change manifests itself in all main levels of the sentence 
structure, namely, on the level of functional, verbal, adjectival and 
noun phrases, as well.  

For this purpose, I examined Dryer’s (1992) correlation pairs 
and other constituent types which are grammatical in both head-final 
and head-initial order in Udmurt, cf. (1)–(2):  
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(1) The examined correlation pairs 

1. verb + object 
2. verb + subject (in existential and predicative possessive 

sentences) 
3. verb + adpositional phrase  
4. verb + manner adverb 
5. copula + predicate 
6. modal auxiliary ’want’ + verbal phrase 
7. complementizer + subordinate clause 
8. adverbial subordinator + subordinate clause 
9. question particle + sentences 
10. adjective + standard of comparison  
11. noun (possessee) + genitive 
12. noun + relative clause 
 

(2) Other tested constituents 
1. modal auxiliaries + lexical verb 
2. verb + case-suffixed noun/pronoun with adverbial function 
3. adjective + complement  
4. noun + complement/adjunct 
5. wh-word + sentence 

 
It has to be emphasized that the main aim of the research was not to 
identify the basic word order of the above mentioned constituents in 
a binary (head-final vs. head-initial) system, but to demonstrate that 
the originally head-final orders are currently undergoing a change 
towards the head-initial order. 

A further goal of the study was to identify the factors that, 
together with the influence of Russian, may have induced the 
ongoing typological change of Udmurt. 
 
 
2 Theoretical background 
 
The investigation was carried out using a typological approach, in the 
framework of the “alternate version” of the Branching Direction 
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Theory (Dryer 1992: 116). Dryer (1992) showed, on the basis of a 
sample of 625 languages, that the order of certain pairs of elements – 
the so-called correlation pairs – correlates with the order of the verb 
and the object. The Branching Direction Theory states that object 

patterner elements are phrasal or branching categories, whereas verb 
patterners (which are syntactically heads) are non-phrasal (or non-
branching) categories. 
 
 
3. Linguistic data and methods 
 
3.1. Linguistic data 
 
The present research was carried out by employing quantitative and 
qualitative methods simultaneously by the investigation of old and 
contemporary texts on the one hand, and of data acquired through 
questionnaire elicitation on the other hand.  

A part of the corpus of written texts was selected from older 
and recent newspaper passages. When selecting texts to be included 
in the other part of the written corpus, it was considered to be of 
primary importance that the texts would represent informal language 
use as well as possible. The samples of old texts were selected from 
the folklore collections of Wichmann (Wichmann 1901)1 and from 
one of the earliest Udmurt plays (Chainikov 1919).2 The modern 
texts were chosen from among the personal blogs listed below; these 
were all written by young Udmurts: 

- udmurto4ka.blogspot.ru, 
- marjamoll.blogspot.ru, 
- annushkazagumennova.blogspot.ru, 
- krestyaninova.blogspot.ru. 

In order to test word order properties of certain constructions, I also 
collected linguistic material from pupils and high school students.  

                                                           
1 Wichmann, Yrjö 1901. Wotjakische sprachproben II. Journal de la Société Finno-
ougrienne XIX. Helsinki. 
2 Chainikov, K. P. (Чайников, К. П. [Gerd Kuzebaj]) 1919. Люгыт сюрес вылэ. 
(Ed. Борисов, Т. К.) Елабуга: Изд. Елабуж. отд. по вотским делам. 
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For further information on the questionnaires, see points 3.2. 
and 3.3. 
 
 
3.2. Qualitative methods 
 
As pragmatic neutrality is considered to be one of the main 
characteristics of basic word order (cf. Song 2001: 49), I assumed 
that the emergence of head-initial constructions not only in 
pragmatically marked, but also in pragmatically unmarked, 
discourse-neutral sentences would be one of the characteristic 
features of a typological shift in basic word order. The present 
dissertation follows an approach in which discourse-neutral 
sentences are defined as a) sentences lacking topical and focal 
constituents, or b) sentences in which the subject is the topic. 

A further sign of the shift in word order is the spread of head-
initial constructions in more and more varied contexts (which 
amounts to saying that head-initial constructions can be associated 
with a larger set of possible information structures), as this makes 
them less marked distributionally, and distributional unmarkedness 
can also give evidence of the generalization of head-initial 
constructions. 

The qualitative method applied when studying contemporary 
written texts consisted of the following steps: a) information 
structural analysis of clauses containing head-initial structures, with a 
special focus on variability in information structure; b) identification 
of discourse-neutral clauses that contain head-initial constructions; c) 
testing the constructions embedded in neutral sentences that were 
described in (1) and (2).3  

                                                           
3 For certain pairs of elements (complementizer + sentence, adverbial subordinator 

+ sentence, noun + relative clause), information structure does not seem to be a 
(primary) factor determining word order. Some other pairs of elements (question 

particle + sentence and wh-word + sentence) result by definition in non-neutral 
(i.e., interrogative) sentences. Thus, demonstrating that the head-initial variants of 
these constituents can also occur in neutral sentences was not a purpose of the 
study.  
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The questionnaire aimed at eliciting both production data and 
grammaticality judgements on the head-initial and head-final variants 
of the above mentioned constructions. The following task types were 
devised: 

- sentence complementation (completing sentences by using 
the words that were given in their uninflected form in 
brackets); 

- picture description (the comparison of two markedly different 
people on the basic of a cartoon); 

- asking for grammaticality judgements on head-initial 
constructions using a scale of 3 values; the values were given 
an explicit description; 

- the simultaneous evaluation of the head-initial and head-final 
variants of given syntactic structures using a scale of 3 
values; again, the values were given an explicit description. 

In order to make sure that the sentences were indeed discourse-
neutral, the tested sentences were either given as answers to the 
question “What happened?” (or some synonym of this) that is 
generally assumed to trigger a discourse-neutral answer, or they 
contained subject topics. 
 
 
3.3. Quantitative methods 
 
The qualitative investigation included the assessment of the 
frequency of head-initial and head-final constructions according to 
the methods described below: 

- The rate of the head-initial vs. head-final variants of each 
construction was investigated in both (that is, old and new) 
parts of the corpus. The more frequent the head-initial variants 
are compared to the head-final variants, and the higher the rate 
of head-initial constructions in contemporary texts is compared 
to the old texts, the more likely it is that Udmurt undergoes a 
typological shift in its word order. 

- During questionnaire analysis it was quantified how frequently 
informants produce head-initial and head-final variants of each 
construction, and in what rate they assume a given word order 
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pattern to be grammatical in a given sentence. The higher the 
rate of occurrences and acceptance of head-initial word order 
patterns, the more likely it is that there is a typological shift in 
word order.  

- Throughout the questionnaire-based investigation it was also 
compared whether the word order patterns used and the 
grammaticality judgements provided by older and younger 
speakers differed, that is, this investigation can also be seen as 
an apparent-time study of language change. According to the 
apparent-time hypothesis, generational differences in the 
patterns of language use of a speaker community can also 
indicate language change (cf. Labov 1963; Trudgill 
1992/1997). Therefore, it can be also seen as proof of the shift 
in word order if younger speakers produce head-initial 
constructions more frequently, and judge these significantly 
better than older speakers.  

- A further point of investigation was the comparison of the data 
according to the dialectal background of the speakers (Udmurts 
living in Udmurtia vs. Udmurts living in Tatarstan), as these 
groups of speakers are in language contact with speakers of 
different languages, and it was assumed that interference-
phenomena may influence word order patterns well. Besides 
the ubiquitous Russian influence, the Udmurt dialects spoken 
in Tatarstan are also in a contact situation with Tatar, an SOV 
(or head-final) language. Therefore it can be assumed that the 
typological shift proceeds slower in the dialects spoken in 
Tatarstan than in those that are spoken in Udmurtia.  

The questionnaire contained several test sentences for each syntactic 
construction in order to see what kind of characteristics may 
influence the choice between head-initial and head-final patterns; the 
investigated independent variables were, among others, definite vs. 
indefinite nominal complements; grammatically heavy vs. light 
complements; in the case of possessor and nominal possessee-
constructions, alienable and inalienable possession, etc. However, 
this approach resulted in such a proliferation of test sentences that it 
would have been impossible to test them during one session with 
each of the three types of closed-ended questions. Finally, I devised 
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three variants of the questionnaire, and a given sentence was tested 
only with one question type in a given questionnaire variant. 

The three types of questionnaires were filled in by altogether 
90 native speakers of Udmurt. The investigation was not 
representative. During the evaluation of questionnaires I set apart the 
following two groups on the basis of the age of the informant: those 
born between 1933 and 1965 (32 participants) vs. those born between 
1970 and 2002 (56 participants). Data were elicited from speakers of 
each main dialect groups and also from urban speakers (those living 
in Izhevsk), but the number of the participants was not balanced with 
respect to the dialects investigated. When evaluating the 
questionnaires, speakers were divided into two larger groups 
according to their geographical background: Udmurts living in 
Tatarstan (23 participants) vs. Udmurts living in Udmurtia (67 
participants). 
 

 
4 Literature review 
 
Although there are about twenty studies that investigate word order 
in Udmurt (either in its entirety or some subtopic of it), word order as 
such is still not a thoroughly described part of Udmurt syntax. Some 
descriptive grammars do not dedicate too much space to word order 
(see e.g. Koniuhkova 1964; Csúcs 1990; Winkler 2001), while others 
may entirely lack a discussion of word order phenomena (GSUJ 
1974). Besides, most of the literature on Udmurt word order is of 
descriptive nature, and only a few studies have followed more 
contemporary approaches; these were written either in a functional-
typological approach (Suihkonen 1990; Vilkuna 1998; Ponariadov 
2010; Timerkhanova 2011) or in a generative framework (Tánczos 
2010). 

There seems to be three different points of view concerning the 
typological classification of Udmurt. In studies following a 
normative approach (Glezdenev 1921; Baushev 1929), Udmurt 
sentences are assumed to be strictly verb-final, and the dependent 
element always precedes the head; sentences with a different word 
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order pattern are considered to be wrong and have to be avoided. The 
majority of papers written later define Udmurt as a fairly consistent 
SOV language, in which there are non-verb-final sentences and head-
initial constructions, but these are assumed to be marked (usually 
from a pragmatic/information structural point of view; c.f. Bulichov 
1947; Krivoshchekova-Gantman 1967; Gavrilova 1970; Csúcs 1990; 
Suihkonen 1990; Vilkuna 1998; Winkler 2001; Tánczos 2010; 
Timerkhanova 2011). The third group of studies investigating word 
order phenomena (Ponariadov 2010; Tánczos 2013) claim that an 
SVO grammar is emerging in the originally SOV Udmurt.  
 
 
5 Structure of the dissertation 
 
The dissertation has seven major chapters. The introductory chapter 
specifies the aim and the topic of the dissertation, presents the 
relevance of the research, describes the most important 
sociolinguistic and morphosyntactic properties of Udmurt, and 
provides a short outline of the dissertation.  

Chapter 2 gives the theoretical background by introducing the 
main concepts and theories of word order typology. The first part of 
the chapter concentrates on the concept of basic word order, whereas 
the second part gives an overview of the main theories of word order 
typology (Greenberg 1963; Lehmann 1973, 1978a, 1978b; 
Vennemann 1974a, 1974b), with special attention to Dryer’s 
Branching Direction Theory, which served as the main framework 
for the study. 

Chapter 3 describes the methodology of the research and the 
analyzed linguistic data.  

Chapter 4 provides an overview of the previous literature on 
Udmurt word order.  

Chapter 5 presents the results of the investigation. The 
examined constituent types are discussed in the following order: 
verbal phrases; phrases with a functional head; adjectival phrases; 
noun phrases.  
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Chapter 6 summarizes the data confirming the hypothesis of 
the ongoing typological change of Udmurt. It outlines which 
constituents proved to be more prone to word order change, and 
which types of phrases turned out to be more resistent to word order 
change. The chapter also discusses possible factors triggering the 
typological change of Udmurt, and proposes an analysis of the 
development of discourse-neutral non-verb-final sentences in 
Udmurt. 

Chapter 7 summarizes the results of the study, and presents a 
few further research questions related to the typological change of 
Udmurt. 
 
 
6 Results 
 
6.1 Data implying an ongoing change in basic word order  
 

1. Both the corpus-based results and the questionnaire data 
suggest that the head-initial variety of the majority of the 
phrase types examined can appear in sentences which are 
neutral with respect to their information structure. 

2. The head-initial pattern can be considered distributionally 
unmarked, as head-initial constructions, and clauses 
containing head-initial phrases can be associated with various 
types of information structure. 

3. Head-initial constructions were more frequent in modern texts 
than in older texts in most of the cases. 

4. Out of the 18 construction types examined, the frequency of 
the head-initial variants in the blog texts exceeded 30% in the 
case of 11 of the correlation pairs, and even 50% in some 
cases. Therefore, the head-initial variant is definitely not 
infrequent in Modern Udmurt. 

5. According to the questionnaire responses, almost all head-
initial variants were produced and judged as acceptable by 
some of the participants. However, the head-final variants 
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were still more frequent and more generally judged 
grammatical. 

6. The results of the task that tested production in the 
questionnaire seem to show head-initial constructions to be 
less frequent compared to the results of the analysis of blog 
texts (that is, less than 30% of the participants produced head-
initial variants). Still, the task that asked for grammaticality 
judgements revealed that more than 50% of the participants 
judged head-initial variants grammatical. Besides, in the task 
that allowed for multiple judgements, 25% of the participants 
(moreover, in the case of certain correlation pairs, more than 
40% of the participants) either judged head-final and head-
initial variants to be equally acceptable, or preferred the head-
initial variant.   

7. Compared to older participants, younger participants 
produced head-initial variants more frequently, and judged 
them more acceptable in the case of most of the tested 
sentences. On the bases of the apparent-time hypothesis, this 
difference between the age groups suggests that there is an 
ongoing language change. 

 
On the basis of the results summarized under points 1-7, it can be 
assumed that there is an ongoing word order change in Udmurt, that 
is, the SOV pattern is being replaced by the SVO pattern. 
 

8. Concerning the production and assessment of head-initial 
variants, the analysis of the questionnaires also showed that 
beside the differences between the age groups, there are also 
characteristic areal differences. In the case of most of the 
tested sentences, participants living in Udmurtia produced 
head-initial constructions more frequently, and judged them 
higher on the acceptability scale than those living in 
Tatarstan. Out of the four groups established according to age 
and dialectal background (i.e., younger speakers living in 
Udmurtia; older speakers living in Udmurtia; younger 
speakers living in Tatarstan; older speakers living in 
Tatarstan), younger speakers living in Udmurtia produced 
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head-initial variants, and judged them more acceptable most 
frequently, while this was the least frequent among the older 
speakers who live in Tatarstan. Members of the latter group 
consistently used head-final constructions: they produced 
head-final constructions; they hardly judged head-initial 
variants acceptable, and they almost always preferred head-
final variants to head-initial ones. The answers of younger 
speakers living in Tatarstan were similar to younger speakers 
living in Udmurtia in some of the test sentences, whereas in 
some other cases they gave answers that were similar to those 
of older speakers living in Tatarstan. Therefore, the results of 
the questionnaire indicate that the word order change is more 
advanced in the dialects spoken in Udmurtia. The more 
conservative characteristics of the Udmurt dialects that are 
spoken in Tatarstan are probably due to contact with SOV 
Tatar on the one hand, and to the peripheral position of these 
dialects in the area where Udmurt is spoken on the other 
hand.    

9. Out of the grammatical and semantic independent variables 
that were investigated, it was only grammatical weight that 
seemed to influence the choice of the speakers, as heavier 
constituents were more likely to follow the head than 
grammatically light dependent elements. 

 
 
6.2 The inclination of the examined constructions to undergo 
word order change 
 
Based on the investigation of blog texts and questionnaires, the 
correlation pairs that seem to be most prone to word order change are 
the following pairs of elements: wh-word + sentence, existential verb 

+ subject, and noun + relative clause combinations. As opposed to 
this, possessor + possessee, copula + predicate, and (attributive) 
adjective + complement seem to be relatively resistant to change. 
Similarly, the correlation pairs adverbial subordinator + sentence, 

noun + complement/adjunct, verb + manner adverb, and the 
auxiliary ’want’ + main verb also display a relatively low inclination 
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to appear in head-initial word order. (The correlation pairs temporal 

auxiliary + main verb, and adposition + noun phrase are strictly 
head-final, whereas the pair negative auxiliary + main verb is always 
strictly head-initial in Udmurt). My analysis shows that the differing 
degree of liability of word order change in the case of the given 
constructions is the result of the interplay of several factors.  

Phrase types that are lower in the hierarchical sentence 
structure, that is, nominal and (attributive) adjectival phrases turned 
out to be relatively resistant to change their original head-final 
pattern. This result matches the observation of Vilkuna that nominal 
and adjectival phrases are relatively consistently head-final within 
the entire Uralic language family (1998: 219–222). 

Correlation pairs moderately liable to word order change 
appear to be those the head of which has a predicative function (that 
is, some types of verbal phrases, and those adjectival phrases in 
which the adjective is the predicate). Therefore, the POS-category 
and the syntactic function of the head may influence the liability to 
word order change. However, other factors, e.g. the grammatical 
weight of the dependent element and the lexical features of the head 
(for instance, whether or not it is a Russian loan) may also play a role 
in influencing the choice between word order variants. 
 
 
6.3. Potential causes of word order shift 
 
Several authors claim that the influence of Russian is the main reason 
for the spread of non-verb-final sentences in Udmurt (c.f. Glezdenev 
1921: 52; Bulichov 1947: 79, 82; Gavrilova 1970: 118; Ponariadov 
2010: 45–54; Karakulova & Karakulov 2001: 82–83). The results of 
the present study also suggest that the typological shift in word order 
is mostly due to language-external factors, mainly to Russian 
influence. According to Thomason & Kaufman (1988: 74–76), even 
slightly more than casual contact can trigger word order change in 
the recipient language. Russian features SVO word order in clauses, 
and phrases are generally head-initial (Bailyn 2012: 239–244). The 
generations of Udmurt speakers differ in the type of bilingualism: 
whereas most speakers of Udmurt are bilingual, in the case of 
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younger speakers Russian becomes more and more dominant, that is, 
the Udmurt competence of these generations seems to get weaker 
(Salánki 2007; Shirobokova 2011). Therefore, it seems to be a 
reasonable assumption that the Udmurt language use of younger 
speakers displays more Russian interference phenomena than those 
of older speakers, and this difference is also reflected in word order 
patterns. 

I also assumed, however, that the OV > VO shift in progress is 
also motivated by language-internal factors that are interrelated with 
information structure. Results of the present study suggest that non-
verb-final sentences may be associated with various types of 
information structural organization. The non-verb-final pattern may 
be due to: a) a focussed or negated verb, b) immediately preverbal 
focus. In these cases, the postverbal domain of sentences frequently 
contains constituents that are either known or inferable from context. 
In another typical head-initial pattern, the postverbal element is 
focussed. Finally, discourse-pragmatically neutral sentences may 
also exhibit postverbal constituents.  

According to the analysis given in the present paper, non-head-
final sentences in Udmurt were exclusively non-neutral, that is, 
emphatic originally. The postverbal element then could only be a 
constituent that carries low communicative value, that is known from 
the context; it is a theme-like, yet backgrounded element which (or: a 
part of which) may appear in the postverbal domain. In this type of 
sentences, the predicate or the constituent immediately preceding the 
predicate is frequently (but not necesserily) focussed (c.f. Ponariadov 
2010: 23–28). 

Later on, and presumably due to Russian influence (Ponariadov 
2010: 39; Tánczos 2010: 222), as Russian clauses feature a 
postverbal position for focussed elements, sentences with a 
postverbal focus also appeared in Udmurt. Therefore, non-verb-final 
sentences could already encode several patterns of information 
structure. This step towards being distributionally unmarked could 
lead to the reanalysis of the information structure of non-verb-final 
sentence, that is, at a given instance, the pragmatically neutral 
interpretation of the formerly pragmatically marked pattern arose (cf. 
Asztalos & Tánczos 2014; Asztalos & Gugán & Mus 2017) and 



15 
 

pragmatically neutral non-verb-final sentences emerged. Thus, the 
diversity of information structure of non-verb-final sentences, that is, 
their relative distributional unmarkedness is hypothesized to act as 
another trigger (beside Russian influence) for the ongoing OV > VO 
word order change in Udmurt. 
 
 

References 
 
Asztalos, Erika & Gugán, Katalin & Mus, Nikolett 2017. Uráli VX 

szórend: nyenyec, hanti és udmurt mondatszerkezeti változatok. 
In É. Kiss, Katalin – Hegedűs, Attila – Pintér, Lilla (eds.), 
Nyelvelmélet és diakrónia 3, 30–62. Budapest – Piliscsaba: 
PPKE BTK Elméleti Nyelvészeti Tanszék – Magyar Nyelvészeti 
Tanszék.  

Asztalos, Erika & Tánczos, Orsolya 2014. Competing Grammars in 

nowadays Udmurt. (Conference presentation, 7th Budapest 
Uralic Workshop, MTA Nyelvtudományi Intézet, 2014. 02. 3–
5.)  

Bailyn, John Frederick 2012. The Syntax of Russian. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press. 

Baushev, K. M. (Баушев, К. М.) 1929. Синтаксический строй 

вотской речи и генезис частиц союзного порядка. Москва–
Ленинград: Государственное издательство. 

Bulichov, M. N. (Булычов, М. Н.) 1947. Порядок слов в 
удмуртском простом предложении. Ижевск: 
Удмуртгосиздат. 

Csúcs, Sándor 1990. Chrestomathia Votiacica. Budapest: 
Tankönyvkiadó. 

Dryer, Matthew S. 1992. The Greenbergian word order correlations. 
Language 68. 81–138. 

Gavrilova, T. G. (Гаврилова, Т. Г.) 1970. Порядок слов в 
удмуртском простом повествовательном предложении. 

Ижевск: Записки Удмуртского НИИ истории, экономики, 
литературы и языка при Совете Министров Удмуртской 
АССР. 



16 
 

Glezdenev, P. P. (Глезденев, П. П.) 1921. Краткая грамматика 

языка народа удмурт. Вятка: Издание Вятского 
Губернского Отделения Госиздата. 

Greenberg, Joseph Harold 1963. Some Universals of Grammar with 
Particular Reference to the Order of Meaningful Elements. In 
Greenberg, Joseph H. (ed.), Universals of Human Language, 58–
90. Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Press. 

GSUJ 1974 = Вахрушев, В. М. – Захаров, В. Н. – Калашникова, 
В. Г. – Кельмаков, В. К. – Соколов, С. В. – Яшина, Р. И. 
1974. Грамматика современного удмуртского языка. 

Синтаксис сложного предложения. Ижeвск: „Удмуртия”. 
Karakulova, Margarita K. & Karakulov, Bulat I. (Каракулова, М. К. 

– Каракулов, Б. И.) 2001. Сопоставительная грамматика 

русского и удмуртского языков. Ижевск: Издательский дом 
„Удмуртский университет”. 

Koniukhova, A. V. (Конюхова, А.а В.) 1964. Удмурт кыл. 

Грамматика. Кыкетü люkeтэз. Синтаксис. Ижевск: 
Удмурт книжной издательство.  

Krivoshchekova-Gantman, A. S. (Кривощекова-Гантман, А. С.) 
1967. Порядок слов в коми-пермяцково языка в сравнении с 
удмуртским. Советское финно-угроведение 4. 267–274. 

Labov, William 1963. The social motivation of a sound change. 
Word 19: 273–309. 

Lehmann, Winfred P. 1973. A structural principle of language and its 
implications. Language 49. 47–66. 

Lehmann, Winfred P. 1978a. The great underlying ground-plans. In 
Lehmann, Winfred P. (ed.), Syntactic typology: studies in the 

phenomenology of language, 3–55. Austin: University of Texas 
Press. 

Lehmann, Winfred P. 1978b. Conclusion: toward an understanding 
of the profond unity underlying languages. In Lehmann, Winfred 
P. (ed.), Syntactic typology: studies in the phenomenology of 

language, 395–432. Austin: University of Texas Press. 
Ponariadov, V. V. (Понарядов, В. В.) 2010. Порядок слов в 

пермских языках в сравнительно-типологическом 

освещении (простое предложение). Сыктывкар: Коми 
научный центр УрО. 



17 
 

Salánki, Zsuzsanna 2007. Az udmurt nyelv mai helyzete. Budapest: 
Eötvös Loránd Tudományegyetem. (Doctoral dissertation.)  

Shirobokova, Larisa 2011. Az udmurt–orosz kétnyelvűség (Udmurt 

Köztársaság, Sarkan járás, Muvyr község). Budapest: Eötvös 
Loránd Tudományegyetem. (Doctoral dissertation.) 

Song, Jae Jung 2001. Linguistic Typology. Morphology and Syntax 

(Longman Linguistics Library). Harlow and London: Pearson 
Education.  

Suihkonen, Pirkko 1990. Korpustutkimus kielitypologiassa 

sovellettuna udmurttiin (Suomalais-ugrilaisen Seuran 
toimituksia 207). Helsinki: Suomalais-ugrilainen Seura. 

Shutov, A. F. (Шутов, А. Ф.) 1988. Кудüзлэн кытын интыез. 
Молот 12. 62–63. 

Shutov, A. F. (Шутов, А. Ф.) 1993. Изучение порядка слов в 
пермских языках. Вестник Удмуртского университета 6. 
27–30. 

Tánczos, Orsolya 2010. Szórendi variációk és lehetséges okaik az 
udmurtban. Nyelvtudományi Közlemények 107. 218–228. 

Tánczos, Orsolya 2013. Hogy… hogy? Kettős kötőszók az udmurt 
mondatban. In Agyagási Klára – Hegedűs Attila – É. Kiss 
Katalin (eds.), Nyelvelmélet és kontaktológia 2, 95–112. 
Piliscsaba: PPKE BTK Elméleti Nyelvészeti Tanszék – Magyar 
Nyelvészeti Tanszék. 

Thomason, Sarah Grey & Kaufman, Terrence 1988. Language 

Contact, Creolization, and Genetic Linguistics. Berkeley: 
University of California Press. 

Trudgill, Peter 1992/1997. Bevezetés a nyelv és társadalom 

tanulmányozásába. Traslated by Sándor, Klára. Szeged: JGYTF 
Kiadó. (Original publication: Trudgill, Peter 1992. Introducing 

Language and Society. London: Penguin Group.) 
Timerkhanova, N. N. (Тимерханова, Н. Н.) 2011. Особенность 

порядка слов в прозаических произведениях Г. Е. 
Верещагина и в современном удмуртском языке. In 
Типологические аспекты многоязычия в современном 

образовательном пространстве, 180–185. Ижевск: 
Издательство „Удмуртский университет”. 



18 
 

Vennemann, Theo 1974a. Analogy in Generative Grammar: The 
Origin of Word Order. In L. Heilmann (ed.), Proceedings of the 

Eleventh International Congress of Linguists, 79–83. Bologna: Il 
Mulino. 

Vennemann, Theo 1974b. Topics, subjects, and word order: from 
SXV to SVX via TVX. In Anderson, John – Jones, Charles (ed.), 
Historical Linguistics: Proceedings of the First International 

Congress of Historical Linguistics II., 339–375. Amsterdam: 
North-Holland. 

Vilkuna, Maria 1998. Word order in European Uralic. In Siewierska, 
Anna (ed.), Constituent Order in the Languages of Europe 
(Empirical approaches to language typology 20-1), 173–233. 
Berlin–New York: Mouton de Gruyter. 

Winkler, Eberhard 2001. Udmurt. Languages of the World 212. 
München: Lincom Europa. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



19 
 

Publications related to the dissertation 

 
2017 
 Asztalos Erika – Gugán Katalin – Mus Nikolett. Uráli VX 

szórend: nyenyec, hanti és udmurt mondatszerkezeti 
változatok. In É. Kiss Katalin – Hegedűs Attila – Pintér Lilla 
(eds.), Nyelvelmélet és diakrónia 3, 30–62. Budapest – 
Piliscsaba: PPKE BTK Elméleti Nyelvészeti Tanszék – 
Magyar Nyelvészeti Tanszék. 

 
2016 

 A fejvégű grammatikától a fejkezdetű felé: generációs 
különbségek a mai udmurt beszélőközösségben a 
szórendhasználat és -megítélés terén. In É. Kiss Katalin – 
Hegedűs Attila – Pintér Lilla (eds.), Nyelvelmélet és 

kontaktológia 3, 126–156. Budapest – Piliscsaba: Szent István 
Társulat. 

 
2015 

Pre- és posztverbális tárgyak a magyarban és az udmurtban. In 
Kondratyeva, N. V. et al. (eds.), Современное 

удмуртоведение в контексте компаративистики, 

контактологии и типологии языков (Udmurtica et Uralica 
I), 129–137. Ижевск–Будапешт: Издательство "Удмуртский 
университет". 

 
2012 

Információs és kontrasztív fókusz az udmurtban. In Kelmakov, 
V. K. et al. (eds.), Диалекты и история пермских языков во 

взаимодействии с другими языками (Permistika 14), 130 – 
134. Кудымкар: Удмуртский государственный 
университет. 
 
Позиции сфокусировонного объекта в удмуртском языке. 
Ежегодник финно-угорских исследований / Yearbook of 
Finno-Ugric Studies 2012/4, 7–12. 


