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It has traditionally been assumed that a geminate affricate *¢¢ can be reconstructed for Proto-
Finno-Saamic (Sammallahti 1998), but the plausibility of this protolanguage has been
frequently debated during the last decades (see, e.g., Itkonen 1997; Aikio 2012; Kuokkala
2018). According to traditional accounts, Finno-Saamic *¢¢ is reflected by *¢¢ in Proto-Saami
and *cc in (Late) Proto-Finnic (Kallio 2007: 230; Lehtiranta 1989; Sammallahti 1998). As
Finno-Saamic *¢¢ does not seem to have a secure Uralic background (as noted by Hikkinen
1992), and as *¢¢ appears in relatively few common etymologies of Finnic and Saami, many of
which are known loanwords, it is reasonable to ask whether there are any reasons to consider
the emergence of *¢¢ a shared Finno-Saamic innovation. In this presentation, the etymological
evidence for the reconstruction of *¢¢ to a common predecessor of the two branches is analyzed
critically. This is relevant for both historical phonology of the two branches and for the

stratification of their loanword layers.

Only a small number of putative common Finno-Saamic lexemes displaying *¢¢ can be
reconstructed, and some of these are probable loanwords from known sources, such as
Germanic or Baltic (e.g., Finno-Saamic (?) *mec¢a ‘forest” «— Baltic *media-), which can be
borrowed separately or diffused between early forms of Finnic and Saami (cf. Aikio 2012). The
few possibly Finno-Saamic words with uncertain etymology also lack good Uralic cognates,
and many display such irregularity that it is doubtful whether they can be reconstructed to a
common protolanguage of the two branches (for example Finno-Saamic (?) *ri(¢)¢u- > Finnish

riisua ‘take off clothes’ ~ Lule Saami rihttjot ‘struggle’ (Kuokkala 2018: 30)).

Earlier, the sequence *¢¢ was also reconstructed for Proto-Uralic, but the lexical evidence for
this is mostly unconvincing, as noted by Hékkinen (1992). Zhivlov (2023: 119) mentions Proto-
Uralic geminate *¢¢ but does give only *VEEV “self” (> Fi itse) as a possible example. If the
geminate *¢¢ occurs mostly in loanwords or words with obscure etymologies and in no (or only
in very few) Uralic words, it is a priori doubtful to try to assume that this is a common
innovation of Finnic and Saami. This is especially true as the evidence for Proto-Finno-Saamic

in general is very weak, and other possible phonological innovations have been criticized (see



Kuokkala 2018 on the alleged common developments involving the labial vowels in non-initial

syllables).

The putative Uralic examples of *¢¢ as well as other Proto-Uralic sequences that might have
yielded Proto-Finnic *cc or Proto-Saami *¢¢ (cf. Jakob 2023: 120 footnote 3) will also be
analyzed critically in this presentation to shed more light on the history of geminate affricates

in Saami and Finnic.
References

Aikio, Ante (Luobbal Sammol Sammol Ante). 2012. An essay on Saami ethnolinguistic
prehistory. In Griinthal, Riho & Kallio, Petri (eds.), A Linguistic map of Prehistoric Northern
Europe (Mémories de la Société Finno-Ougrienne 266), 63—118. Helsinki: Société Finno-

Ougrienne.

Hikkinen, Kaisa. 1992. Geminaatta-affrikaatan idsté ja alkuperdsté. In Dereky, Pal (ed.),
Festschrift fiir Karoly Rédei zum. 60. Geburtstag (Studia Uralica 6. Linguistica,: A. ser. Studia
et dissertationes 8; Uralisztikai tanulmanyok 3), 179—-183. Wien; Budapest: Institut fiir Finno-
Ugristik der Universitit Wien; ELTE BTK Finnugor Tanszék; MTA Nyelvtudomanyi Intézet.

Itkonen, Terho. 1997. Reflections on Pre-Uralic and the “Saami-Finnic protolanguage”.

Finnisch-Ugrische Forschungen 54. 229-266.

Jakob, Anthony. 2023. 4 history of East Baltic through language contact (Leiden Studies in
Indo-European 24). Leiden: Brill.

Kallio, Petri. 2007. Kantasuomen konsonanttihistoriaa. In Ylikoski, Jussi & Aikio, Ante

(eds.), Samit, sanit, satnehamit. Riepmocala Pekka Sammallahtii miessemanu 21. beaivve
2007 (Mémoires de la Société Finno-Ougrienne 253), 229-249. Helsinki: Société Finno-

Ougrienne.

Kuokkala, Juha. 2018. Finnic-Saamic labial vowels in non-initial syllables: An etymological
evaluation. In Sampsa Holopainen, Janne Saarikivi (eds.), Ilepi 6pBotntog étduwv. Uusiutuva

uralilainen etymologia (Uralica Helsingiensia 11), 11-76. Helsinki: Société Finno-Ougrienne.

Lehtiranta, Juhani. 1989. Yhteissaamelainen sanasto (Mémoires de la Société Finno-

Ougrienne 200). Helsinki: Société Finno-Ougrienne.

Sammallahti, Pekka. 1998. The Saami languages. An introduction. Kérasjohka: Davvi Girji.



Zhivlov, Mikhail. 2023. Reconstruction of Proto-Uralic. In Abondolo, Daniel & Valijarvi,
Riitta-Liisa (eds.), The Uralic languages, 117-175. 2nd edn. London & New York: Routledge.



