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PREFACE

This study was undertaken with a two-fold goal in view. The first was
to show the factors which must be accounted for in any language in order to
identify pronominal antecedents, i.e., to identify participants, in discourse.
Or, conversely, it was to show the factors which control the occurrence of
nouns, free pronouns, and pronominal affixes referring to participants. Since
lexemic, grammatical, and phonological structures are each relevant factors,
it has been necessary to delineate the nature of lexemic structures more fully
than has been done in previous tagmemic studies.

The second goal was to provide a partial description of Nomatsiguenga
for which no previous descriptions are available. Nomatsiguenga is repre-
sentative of the Campa languages in which pronominal affixes occur far more
frequently than nouns or free pronouns in narrative discourse. Since the
problem of pronominal reference is accentuated in Nomatsiguenga, the data
have provided the stimulus for the theoretical developments made in attempt-
ing to meet the first goal. The accentuation of the problem also provides
one rationale for studying little known languages: In more widely known lang-
uages there are similar problems of referrence, but, in general, they do not
appear to be so acute that one is driven to seek a more comprehensive model
of language than most of those currently available to the linguist.

The language name "Nomatsiguenga" is spelled in Spanish orthography
and means 'my (no-) people (matsiguenga)'. It is a Campa language of the
Pre-Andine group of Arawakan languages and is spoken by approximately 1,000
persons living on the eastern slopes of the Andes in Peru.

Data for this study were gathered from September, 1966 through June,
1967 and are supplemented by data gathered by Mr. and Mrs. Harold Shaver
working under the auspices of the Summer Institute of Linguistics. I am
deeply indebted to Mr. and Mrs. Shaver for their hospitality during my own
field work among the Nomatsiguenga and for the free access which they
granted to their field notes. Much of the clause analysis presented here is
based on data painstakingly gathered by Mr. Shaver.

The data include approximately 500 pages of narratives--including myths,
explanations of beliefs, and accounts of events relevant to the lives of the
narrators--and conversations transcribed from magnetic recordings. About
75 pages of the corpus were transcribed by Mr. Shaver, and the remainder
were transcribed by Alberto Chimanca Mabanca, Raul Casancho Chariti, and
Alfredo Casancho Legia. The narrators included Julio Mishicuri, Roberto
Casancho, Ricardo Casancho, Sra. Rosa de Mishicuri, Pablo Chimanca
Mabanca, Julian Chimanca Mabanca, and Andres Chompati. Julian Chimanca
Mabanca and Pablo Chimanca Mabanca were the principal informants for
analytical stages of the study.
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An IBM concordance of approximately 150 pages of Nomatsiguenga text
has been useful in the analysis. The concordance was done under the sponsor-
ship of National Science Foundation grant GS-1605. The field work was spon-
sored in part by a Doctoral Dissertation Research Grant GS-1137 from the
National Science Foundation. A Horace H. Rackham Dissertation Fellowship
from the University of Michigan made the completion of this dissertation
possible.

My gratitude to Kenneth L. Pike for his counsel and encouragement
cannot be adequately expressed. 1 am also grateful to the other members
of my doctoral committee and to A. L. Becker for many helpful suggestions.
I have profited from discussions with Charles Elliott, David Fox, Albert
Wakeman, and Patricia Townsend.

1 wish to acknowledge also the competent help of Ann Niemeyer,
Beverly Cook, and Grady Hope in typing this dissertation and of Arlene Gusman
in typing the manuscript for the concordance project.
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