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FOREWORD

The presen: volume is the firat of a three-velume set containing
grammatical exe-ches of a variety of Uto-Aztecen languages. This firat
velume contains An Overview of Uto~Aztecan Grammar, written by the editor
and baped in la:'ge measure on research supported by a Katicnal Endowment
for the Humanities Senior Fellowship (1973-T4), The second volume,

Modern Aztec Orammetical Sketches, includes sketches of Teteleingo Nahuatl
oy David K. Tugiy; North Puebla Nahuatl by Earl Brockway, Huasteca Nahuetl
by Richard apd ?stricla Beller; and Michoacla Nahuel by William R. Sieche.
The third volumz, to be called Uto-AZtecan OQrammatical Sketches, will contain
aketches of Nor:zhern Pslute by Jehn ane Joy Anderscn; Papago by Dean Saxton;
Northern Tepehuain by Burton Bescom; Western Taraiumars by Don Burgess; and
Cora by Fugene lasad. These comments and those in the Overview pertein’

to all three valumes, which form an integral unit.

This work zrows out of a Uto-Azitecan workehop sponscred by the Summer
Ingtitute of Liaguistice and beld in Ixmigquilpan, Hidelge, Mexico from
January through April 1976. I wes invited to be the guest director of this
workehap and participated from January through Maych while on sabbatical
leave from the University of Californim, San Diego. In discusasions of objec-
tivee with the various participsnts, it socn became apparent that virtually
&ll of them hed & serious interest in arriving st some kind of reascnably
comprehenaive grammatical description of the language they were studying.
This interest dovetailed neatiy with my own campavative-hiatorical work in
Uto-Aztecan, which invelves assembling grammatical informetion mbout all
the deughter languages attested and crganizing thie information in some
coliersnt and reasonably uniform way. We decided, therefore, that the main
getivity of the workshop would be the preparation of grammatical sketches
for esch langusge involived in a fairly uniform formet and notation, This
project was successful to the extent that we further decided to revise ihe
aketches for mblication, with the result now before you. To thease sketches
I have added my own Qverview, which provides the background information,
pertaining botl. to grammeticel concepte generally and Uto-Aztecan traits
in perticular, necessary for the preparation, interpretation, and apprecia-
tion of the incividual sketches.

The pract cal value for Uto-Aztecan acholarse of fairly comprehensive
grammstical eketebes in simple, straightforward notation and uniform
format should he readily apparent. On the other hand, 1t would be
neither feagibi.e nor desirsble to impoee a notation and format so rigia
and detailed an to preclude individual veriation and creative responaes
to linguistic ;roblems. We have tlierefore tried to steer s middle course.
such things as phenetic symbole and grammetical ebbreviatione have been
standardized, so that, for instance, e will always stand for a mid front
vowel (never fur a high back unrounded vowel, for which we use i), and
IMP will alway: stand for 'imperative'. Morecver, all of the sketches
follow & commo) broad cutline {discussed and illustrated in the Qverview)
end consider t-ie same genersl range of phenomena within each eection of that
outline. Witnin this outline, however, s conelderable degree cof variation
will be noted. There is little variation in the inventory or ordering of

.



major secticns, but a great deal in the grouping of meterial intc subsecticns
and arrahgement and deascription of materisl within each subsection. Tie
analysis and treatment of parallel phencmena will scmetimes differ in
sketehes of languages even ps closely related as the Aztec dialects,

Aythors naturaelly very with respect to writing style, linguistic sophisti=-
cation, femilierity with the lenguege, individual interests snd cbjectives,
and many other factors. MThese differences are inevitably reflected in the
sketches they have written, and I have not tried to level them through heavy-
handed editing. I hope that whet has resulted combines the advantages of

a uniform format with the strengths of the individual writers,

I would like perscnally Yo acknowledge the contributors to these
volumes for their interest, cooperation, and dedicetion through a long and
arduous period., All of us would like collectively to thank and acknowledge
the various people who have contributed in one way or anotler to the
guceesaful completion of this project. These include Doris Bartholomew,
for organizing the Uto-Aztecan workshep end providing substential help
and encouragement at every stage; the lenguege helpere and their communities,
for meking the resources cof their lengueges available; the families, friends,
and workers at the Ceatro Linglfistico Manuel Gamio in Inxmiguilpan, for their
fellowship end cooperation; and sll the other people who have contributed in
tneir individuel ways to the evolution, preparetion, and production of
these volumes.

RWL

-ii-



-1-

CONTENTS

INTRGDUCTICY
The Uks-Aztecan Femily
Orammatical Bketches
References
PHONOLOGY
Phonemes
Major Phonclogical Processes
BASIC SENTENCE STRUCTURE
Word Crder
Topic
Praonovn Copies
Presunptive and Resumptive Pronoun Constructions
Foecua
Other
PARTICLYS LND CLITICS
Conjurctions end Adverbs
Polarity
Modal
Pronorinal
Tense Aspect
Clitic Constructicna
BE/HAVE/DC
BE
HAVE
Da
NON-DISTINUT ARGUMENT PHENOMENA
Ungpecified Arguments
Refleuive
Pessive /Tmperaonal
QUESTTONS
Yes/Ho Questions
WH Qu:stions
IMPERATIVE:
Fogitive Imperatives
Negative Imperatives
Modnl Imperatives
NQUN MORPH JLOGY

N+X=¥N
V+Xa N
VERB MORPHJLOGY
N+X=¥Y
Other
ADJEUTIVE MORPHOLOGY
X+1Y¥=ADT
Miscellanecus
COMPOUNDS

Noun Compounds
Verb Compounds



7T

80
82
85

66
89
92
92
95

10
103
104
105
105
106
106
107

108
110
112
113
113
115
116
116
118
119
120
120
121
122
123
124
124
126
126
127
128
130
132
133
133
135

.

BASIC INFLECTIONAL ELEMENTS
Absolutive
Plural
Accusative
Other
POSSESSIVES
Morphology
Syntax
POBTPOSITIONS
Farms
Syntax
DEMONSTRATIVES
Forms
Syntax
ADVERBIAL DEMORSTRATIVES
Location
Time
Manner
QUANTIFIERS
Forms
Byntax
NUMERALS
Basic Forms
Derived Forms
Syntax
ADJECTIVER
Morphology
Syntax
COMPARATIVES
Compariscna of Inequality
Comparisone of Equality
Buperlatives
INDEFINITE PRONOUNS
Positive
Negative
ANY
Special Conetructiona
DEFINITE PRONOUNS
Independent
Dependent
STEMS
guppletion
Reduplication
Perfective and Imperfective Stems
Other Stem Phenomens
INCORFPORATION
Instrumental Frefixes
Other



137

176
179
181
182
183
185
185
189
192
195
198
199

~3-

SYNTACTIC FARKING

Prononinal

Non=Do.etinet Argument Merkere
Sentence Type

Rumbe:: Agreement
Buborrinetion

NON-BYNTACTIC AFFIXATION

Causa-;ive
Adversial
Valit ional
Modal
Aspecual
Tensa/Aspect

OVERALL VEiB S8TRUCTURE
COORDINRATI )N

Conjuictions
Syntac

COMPLEMENT CLAUSES

EMBED

Position
Marking
Modification
DED QJESTIONS
General

Yes /Ko Questions
WH Questions

RELATIVE CLAUSES

General

Bubject Relativee
Object Relatives
Obli¢ue Relatives
Headless Relatives

ADVERBIAL CLAUSES

TEXTS

Advervial Relative Clauses
Tempcral Cleauses
If-Clauses

Other

The toyote snd the Jackrabhit






INTRODUCTION

The Uto-Aztecan Family

The Uto-Aztecan language family (ebbraviated UA) extends cver & wvast
area of the western United States and Mexico, The horthernmost UA language,
Northern Paiute, is found as far north as Oregon and Idaho, In the south,
membera of the Aztecan subfemily are spoken in centyal Mexico and in
acettered areae s far south as Nicaragua. The UA family is large and
variegated, Reasonable estimates of its time depth (e.g. in UA=0=CHI and
UA-M-ALGB) rahge up to 5000 years, which would plece Proto Uto-Aztecan
(P-UA) at appreximetely the same depth as Proto Indo-Eurcpean. UA is
generally thought to be distantly related tc the Kiowa-Tancan family
{ATN-WT-R}, but other putstive relastionships are much more speculative
than the Aztec-Tanoan hypothesis, Here we will be concerned anly with
Uto=Aztecan ané the relaticnships internal to it.

The interral clasaification of the UA languages has a long history
(traced in UA-1=CUL, UA~L-PELY, end elsewhere) which is far from its ultimate
dénouement. Tle most generally accepted classification ie thet of Sydney
Tamb (UA=L-CUL', which posits eight major subfamilies, all of them
ccordinete and direct descendanta of P-UA, This is the most coneervative
clessification. since it postulates no subgroupings at sll beyond the most
aobvioue onesj :t is the cne I generally follow in order not to prejudge the
resulta of comparative research, and it is the cne we will edopt here. In
the long run, however, I believe larger subgroupings will prove jJustified.
In particular :t ip oftet useful to make & distinction between Northern
Uto-Aztecan (NUA), conaisting of four of Lamb's elght subgroupe {Numic,
Tubatulsbal, Hipi, Takic}, and Southern Uto-Aztecan (SUA), consisting of the
other four (Pinic, Teracehitic, Corachol, Aztecan), This divipion, offered
88 & genetic oue by Jeffrey Heathn (UA=-H-MPl}, differs from the traditionsl
tripartite div.sion in that BUA groups together the traditionsl Sonoran
subfamily (Pimic, Terscahitic, and Corachol) and Aztecan, giving the former
no officisl status; WUA is equivelent to the treditional Shoshonsesn or
Pleteau Shoshoiean subfamily.

The felloving chart lists mest of the languages we will be deeling
with, It glwve: s conservative view of thelyr genetic reletionships and
provides the ajbreviations we will use for the languages and aubfawmilies,
(P-X will atani for Proto X.) Language names ave underscored; other nemes
label subfemilies,

Numi: (NUM)
Western Wumic {WIM)
Korthern Paiute (NP)
Meno (M
Central Numic (CNM}
Shoshoni (8H)
Bouthern Numic (SNM)
Southern Paiute {&P)
Kaweiisu (K
Tubetulabal (TEJS
Bl (A
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Takic {(TAK)
Serranc (SR)
Cupan (CUF)
Cshuilla~Cupeno (CAC)
Cahuilla {CA}

Cupenc (CU)
Luisenoc (L)
Pimic {PMC)

Papago (P)

Northern Tepehuan (NT)

Tepecano {TO
Teracahitie {TRC)

Tarahumara (TA)

Yagui (Y
Corachol (CCH)

Cora (CR)

Huichol (HU)

Artecan UAZN)
Pochutla (FO)
Clesaical Nahuatl (4)

To the twenty language names in this chart could easily be sdded one-
or two=geore more Lo pocommodete verious lenguages that are extinet,
sparsely-attested, or relatively close dimlects of those listed. Of these
that are given in the chart, only Pochutle is definitely extinet, being
known chly through salvage work by Boas in 1912 (reported in PO=-B-DMP).
It can be shown {(UA=CL-PAV) that Pochutla is coordinate to all the rest of
Aztecen, hence it hes great comparative importance. While Classical Nahuatl
is most conveniently cheeen to exemplify the other branch of Aztecan, it
coes not (epart from age snd documentaticn} have any special status within
thia second branch, and it cannot be presumed to be the direct ancestor
of any of the modern Aztec lengusges or dimlects described in the next volume.
Whether Tepecanc, described by Mason {TC-M-PL), still survivee is uncertain,
but it is at any rate only cone dielect of the definitely extant Southern
Tepehuan, Among the northern lenguages liated, both Serrano and Cupeno
are on the verge of extinction, The others are better off, but ip general
their status is less secure than that of the southern languages, HNotice
that Tubetulaebal and Hopli are coneidered by the conservative clessification
to be language isclates within UA and to constitute subfemilies by themselves.
The uitimate validity of thie treatment of Tubatulabal and Hopl is dubious,
The four grammetical sketches lncluded in the second volume, Modern
Aztec Grammatical Sketches, ell pertain to modern Aztec dislects, hence
they exemplify the same dbranch of Aztecan as does Classical Nehuatl. Most
of the sketches in the third volume, Uto-Aztecan Grammaticel Sketches, per-
tain to southern languages cutside of Aztecan. These include two Pimic
langusges (Papage and Northern Tepehuan); one dialect of Tarahumara from
Taracahitic; and Cora from Corachol. Northern Paiute, frow the Western Numic
subfamily, is the only WUA representative. In this coverview, however, the
narthern and southern branches of the family will receive approximately
equal emphagis (with somewhet fuller exemplification for the northern branch,
since the esccompenying sketches will extensively exemplify various southern
languages ).




Cremmaticel gSkitches

Each of tie grammatical sketches in the later volumes, and this overview
itself, will f>llow the oversll grammetical cutline given below, with at
most only mino: variations, The titlea of Becticns mctually appearing
in the sketches are undaracored, Other titles, not underacored, show the
orgenization of theae sections lnto larger units -- this organization must
be taken into account to determine why the sections are ordered and grouped
&g they are, [he individual sketches show too much variation et the Level
of subsections for & single outline to aceommodate it; however, the sub~
sections ueed in this overview might be regarded as & norm.

Contents

Intraduction

Ehonalogy

Syntix of Jimple Sentences
Bagic Sentence Structure
Particies and Clitice
Bpecaa Sentence eg

BE/HAVE/DC

Bon-Distinet Argument Phenomena
g&ast‘ lons
Inperatives
Derivaticngl Morphology
Roun Merphology
Yerb Merphology
AMjective Morphology
Compounde
Fominel Congtituents

Roun Inflection
Bagic Inflectianal Elements
Pospesgives
Fostpositions
Noun Modifiers
Demonstratives
Adverbisl Demcnetratives

Quantifiers

Numerals
ME ectilves
gara.t ves
Proncuns

Indefinite Pronouns
Definite Pronouna

Verls
Btems

Inpcorporation

Bmtactic Marking

Non-Syntectic Affixation

Overall Verb Structure
Comylex Sentences

Coordination
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Subordinastion

Complement Clavges
Enbedded Questions

Relative Clausee
Bdverbiel ClLauses

Texts

Thie cutline of course representa cnly one of innumersble ways of
organizing grammatical information, It does, however, have a certain amount
of logic to it, and since it has evolved through several generations as I
have used it in assembling informetion about UA langumges, it can lay sonme
elaim to workability and efficacy for the description of languages of this
family, Individual authors have adapted it as necespary or convenient in
their sketchea, particularly at the level of subsections and below, but none
have made drastic modificatione in the organization into sections Just
given. While various facets of the cutline accommodate UA languages in
particular, with apprapriate modificetion it wight prove workeble for
moet any language.

To facilitate exposition and in particular the analysis of indivigual
examples, an extensive inventory of grammeticel abbreviations and other
notetions has been sdopted, Most of these are mnemecnic and straightforward,
and the reader should hmve little trouble with them once the most common
onea become familiar, Thie is ohe ares where, for obvious remeons, suthors
have not been allowed much freedom, Mpst of the abbreviations have been
drawn by the authors from a common list, and individusl authors have adopted
only a handful of their own choosing to cover cases not handled by the
original inventory; these special individusl abbreviations are given by each
author in his INTRCDUCTION,

Apart from phonetic symbols, which have standard values and zhould be
self-explanatory,* the notations and abbreviations employed are those liated
below {the 1ist ie mostly taken from Appendix C of UA-L-NA). Not every
abbreviation included in the list is necessarily used in the aketchea, but
the great majority are used in one place or ancther,

AES = absolutive AFFYV = affective
ABSTR = abatract AG = agent

ACC = accusative AGR = agreement
ACT = active AL = glienable
ADJ = adjective AN = animate
ADJR = pdjectivalizer APPLIC = applicative
ADV = adverh APPOS = appositive
ADVR = adverbializer ART = grticle

AF = affix ASP = asgpeet

AFF = affirmative ASSR = assertive

*Possibly worthy of mention are Hahuatl tl, a voiceless latersl affricate,

and g, which stande for a voiced dental/alveolar affricate (the voiced
counterpart of ¢). Glottal stops are largely automatic in UA at the

beginning of words that would otherwise start with vowels, aso I will npot

write them in word-initisl position, Fartly due to insufficient informatiom,
T will alesc generslly omit indiestions of accent as well as the tone which

has developed in certain scuthern langueges such ae Cors and Northern Tepehuen.



ATTEN
Avc
AUX
B
BEW
CAlUs
CES8
CL
CLBF
CLT
CMFL
CMPLR
CMPND
CHT
CHJINCT
COLL
COMPAR
COMPL:
ConNp
CONN
CONST
CONSTR
CONT
GCORD
COF
COREF
ca
DAT
DECL
DEF
DEM
DER
DESID
DIM
DIR
DIRL
DIBCOKRT
DIST
DISTR
DL

o]
DUB
DUR
EMB
EMPH
E
EXCL
EXCLM
EXHRT
EXPL
FaC
FREQ
FT

[ IO DN NI A N NN LA (O R R

B KRB BN W om0 AWK R W WM UL U AN NEHUNG N d LN

stteruative
augmentative
puxiliary
pape
penefactive
causttive
cespetive
claut.e
clasnifier
clit:e
conp..ement
comp_.ementizer
ecompound
conjunction
conjunct
colletive
comprative
copp..etive
cond (tional
comnctive
conssituent /eonstitueney
coneruction
cont lmous feont inuative
cooriination
copula
coreference
conplex sentence
datirve
declarative
definite
demcostrative
derivational
desiderative
diminutive
direct
dipectional
discontinuvoua
diastal
distritutive
dual
difierent subject
dubitative
durstive
embeidded
emphatic
evirential
exciugive
exc..amaticn
exhortative
exp .etive
focts
fre-uentative
futare

IMPOT
IMPRF
IMPRS
INAL
IRAN
INCEPT
INCHO
INCL
INp
INDF
INF
INFL
INFR
IRBTRH
INTNE
INTR
INTRNE
IKVIS
IRR
Loc

MDL
MOD
MOT

HARR
NEG

NoM

NvoL
OBJ
QBLIG
OBLG
M

OFT
OPTV
ORD

PASE
PET

PERF
PERS

LT T T T TN O T T T T A T T T O TN T I TS IO O T (T O O I 1 T (1 IO O 1}

gerund

human
habitual
honorific
hypothetical
infix
imperative
impotentive
imperfect{ive)
impereonal
inalienable
inanimate
inceptive
inchoptive
inclueive
independent
indefinite
infinitive
inflectional
inferential
instrumental
inteneifier
introducer
intransitive
inviaible
irrealis
lacative
manner
modal
medifier
motion
noun/nominal
narrative
negative
non=human
nominetive
nominalizer
number
numeral
non=yolitional
object
obligatary
oblique
object marker
(verbal arfix)
optional
optetive
ordinal
poBtpoeition
paseive

= pejorative

= perfect(ive)
= person
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PF = prefix SBJNCT = subjunctive

PHR = phrase 8F = guffix

PL = plural 50 = gingular

BN = Proper name SM = aubject marker
PNCT = punctual (verbal effix)
POS = positive 38 = game subject
POSS = possessive STAT = gtative

POSSD = peasessed 8UB = subordinate
POBSR = possessor SUBJ = gubject

POT = potentive/potential SUER = gubordinator
PRED = predicate SUPFL, = suppletive
FREFP = preposition TEMF = temporal

PREB = present TNS = tense

PRIV = privative ToP = topic

PROG = progressive TRNS = tranaitive

PRON = pronoun TBNSE = transitivizer
FROX = proximal UNR = unrealized
FREMY = presumptive UNSPEC = unspecified
PRENTVY = predentative usiT = usitative

TRT = partiecle v = verb

PRTC = participle VERT = vertical

PRTV = partitive VIig = yvigible

Q = queation vae = voestive

QNT = quantifier VoL = veolitional

RUOT = quotative VR e verbalizer

R = realized WHQ = WH question
RCFR = reciprocal WHW = WH word

RDF = reduplicetion XF = extraposition
REC = recent NG = yes/no question
REF = reference/referentisl

REFL = reflexive 1P = firat person
REL = relative/relativizer g = second perscn
REM = remcte 3B = third person
REFET = repetitive - = morpheme boundary
RESTR = restrictive = = c¢litic boundary
RELTV = resultative # = word boundary
R8MV = resumptive [ = claguse boundary {initial)
8 = gentence i = clause boundary (final}
References

The references listed below are far from constituting a full or
even comprehensive bibliography of UA, (The bibliogrephy in UA~L-NA
comes much cloger to this gosl,) Included are only those refsrences to which
I have occasion to refer in the course of this overview, Assceiated with
each entry is s raference code of the form X-Y-Z, where X is a langusge
avbreviation, ¥ stands for the last name of the author(s), and Z is
mnemonic for the title of the work, The mlphabetization below follows
thisg code. BSentences and complex grammatical expreasione cited in sub=
sequent sections of this overview are often secompanied by & reference code,
together with page number (where approprimte), specifying the eource of
the exampie; when no reference is given, here or in the sketches, the
suthor amsumes perscnal respongibility for the dats.



