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EDITOR'S NOTE

This sketch of Jicaltepec Mixtec was submitted in 1965 as a thesls to the faculty
of the Graduate School of Cornell University in partial fulfillment of the requirements
for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy. It is published here in essentially its orig-
inal form with the conviction that it contributes significantly to our knowledge of the
Mixtecan languages of Mexico, and is a worthy addition to the growing hody of
modern descriptive and comparatlve studies dealing with these languages dating back
to the pioneering efforts of Kenneth L, Pike a quarter of a cenfury ago.

Irvine Davis

Editor
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O. INTRODUCTION

The Mixtec language is spoken by approximately 250,000 people In the western
half of the state of Oaxaca, in the neighboring portion of Guerrero further to the
west, and to the north in a small part of southern Puebla, Mexico. Its closest con-
geners are Cuicateco and Trique which, together with Mixtec, form the Mixtecan
language family. At an early stage Mixtecan separated from Popolocan, thus split-
ting one of the main branches of the Otomanguean family. Later, the other three
Mixtecan languages, in turn, became differentiated from each other.!

Mixtec itself 18 not the monolithic unity that its name suggests. On the contrary,
a number of mutually unintelligible dialects (probably about two dozen) constitute the
language. Those that have been studled are Xayacatldn and Huajuapan (northern);
Pefioles and Tilantongo (eastern); Yosondida, San Miguel, Molinos, San Esteban,
Santo Tomés, and Mixtepec (central); Metlatonoc (western); Ayutla (southwestern);
Jicaltepec and Chayucu (southern); and Apoala and San Juan Coatzospan and
Cuyamecalco (northeastern)--a Mixteco speaking island completely surrounded by
speakers of Mazatec and Cuicatec. Very likely these two villages have descended
from a Mixtec cutpost in alien territory dating from the time of Mixtec domination
several centurles before the coming of Cortez. Still to be studied are: Chigmecatitldn
(northern); Huitepec (eastern); Amoltepec (east central); Nuyoo-Yucuite and
Itundujia (south central); Silacoyoapan-Juxtlahuaca (west central); Colcoydn (western);
Tututepec (southeastern); and Zacatepec (southern).

Shortly after the conquest several Spanish friars studied the Mixtec spoken in
the east-central region; two published works resulted. Fray Francisco de Alvarado's
dictionary with grammatical notes (1593) was the first published. Dating from the
same early period, the grammar--in the Latin mold--by Fray Antonlo de los Reyes
was reissued in 1888. There may be other and valuable contributions from this early
post-conquest period hidden in the various uncatalogued collections of manuscripts
in different places, one of which is the Brown University collection.

IThis picture of the development of the Mixtecan languages comes from Robert E. Longacre,
Proto-Mixtecan and "Swadesh's Macro-Mixtecan Hypothesis." For a different view of the positions
of Trique and Amuzgo within the Mixtecan famiiy, see E. Arana's Relaciones Internas del Mixteco-
Trique and M, Swadesh's "The Oto~-Manguean Hypothesis and Macro Mixtecan." Sarah Gudschiasky
(in Proto-Popotecan) discusses Popolocan, its relationship to Mixtecan, and the position of hoth ia
the Otomanguean famiiy,

Eariier, less detaiied studies dealing with Mixteco and its relation to other members of the Oto-
manguean family inciude Pimentei's Cuadro Descriptivo y Comparativo de las Lenguas Indfgenas de
Mexico, Seler's ""Notice sur les langues Zapog?aque ot Mixtéque," L. Ecker's "Relationship of Mixtec
to the Otomian Languages,' L. Schultze~Jena's Indiana IH: Bei den aztcken, mixteken und tinpaneken
der Sierra Madre del Sur yon Mexiko, and N, McQuown, "The Indigenous Languages of Latin Ameri-
ca." W. Jiménez Moreno summarizes most of this work in "Diversidad Interna del Mixteco y su
Afiliaclén al Macro-Otomangue. "




2 MIXTEC SKETCH

Recent publications by various members of the Summer Institute of Linguistics
have concentrated on the central area, specifically with the language as it 1s spoken
in San Miguel, and have dealt with questions of phonology, principally tone, (Mak
1950, 1953, 1958; K. L. Pike 1945a, 1946, 1947h, 1948, 1953; and Stark 1947). A
part of the phonological system of the southern dialect is described by Bradley (1957)
and the tone system of the western dialect by Overholt (1961). Phonological studies
in other dlalects are: Hunter and E. V. Pike, 1969 (Molinos); Pankratz and E. V.
Pike, 1967 (Ayutla); and E. V, Pike and Cowan, 1967 (Huajuapan). K. L. Pike
(1945b, 1947a) describes two interesting results of contact with Spanish, and Dyk has
completed the survey of San Miguel Mixtec with a dictionary (1951, updated with
Stoudt, 1965) and a collection of texts (1959). Some aspects of the grammar appear in
K. L. Pike (1944 and 1949) and Merrifield and Stoudt (1967), but no systematic and
complete grammatical description has been published for any of the dialects. (For an
unpublished description see Daly, 1966.) The comparative study of Mixtec itself
{Longacre and Mak, 1960) as well as further investigation into variations among the
dialects (Holland, 1959; and Bradley, 1967 and 1968) has begun.

The main purpose of this study is to fill the one major gap in the literature on the
Mixtec language by describing the grammar of one important dialect of that language--
that of Jicaltepec (hereinafter abbreviated JM)--systematically and completely. It
also has the subsidiary aim of collecting in one place and within a unified theoretical
framework phonological information about Mixtec that previously has been available
only in a number of diverse publications. In brief, it is a sketch., As such it outlines
the major aspects of the language, giving a picture of the whole but without complete
details,

The theoretical orientation within which JM is described is that language struc-
ture is dual and that it is hierarchical.?

All languages have two strata: a phonological one and a grammatical one.
Morphophonemics is the way in which elements of the grammatical stratum are repre-
sented by those of the phonological one,

Each of these strata is hierarchical in nature, containing, at its smallest size-
level, basic elements that combine with each other to form units at the next larger
size-level. For JM, then, phonological constituents combine to form phonemes which,
in turn, combine to form syllables which combine to form microsegments which com-
bine to form macrosegments ln the phonologlcal stratum, and morphemes combine to
form words which combine to form phrases which combine to form clauses which com-
bine to form sentences in the grammatical stratum., Although macrosegments and
sentences may not be the largest size-level for each stratum respectively, they repre-
sent the top levels described here,

There seem to be two possible approaches in describing the hierarchical structure
of a language. In one, small-size forms are combined to build larger ones., This
approach appears to favor the speaker and is mildly generative in emphasis., In the
other, larger forms are broken into smaller constituents untii the elementary forms

’Charles F. Hockell, 'Linguistic Elements and their Relations," Language 37 (1961), 42-48.
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are reached, It appears, therefore, to favor the hearer by the introduction of par-
sing. The approach taken here is to classify the basic elements first and then to
describe the patterns--constructions or rules--required for building larger composite
units until all such forms are fully described. In one sense this order of presentation
can be called predictive. By applying the patterns, forms of ever larger size are
built so that at the larger size-levels representations of whole utterances are found.

In describing the grammatical stratum, constituent phrase structure is supple-
mented by the use of transformations. Although in the original formulation, N. Chomsky
considered transformations as a separate entity, they are here considered as a kind
of construction. According to Hockett a construction is a 'pattern for building com-
posite forms of a specific form class out of ICs of specific form classes.' (1958:164)
Some of Chomsky's transformations build larger forms from smaller ones; others
rearrange the constituents of a composite form; and still others change the class of
a form. It appears, therefore, that transformations differ from other constructions
only slightly.

At the beginning of this decade the theoretical viewpoint represented here is not
as acceptable as it was at the beginning of the last. Linguistic theory has developed
in some very interesting and important ways in the five years since this skeich was
written. Nevertheless, it is presented not so much as a contribution to general
linguistic theory as a contribution to knowledge of the Mixtec languages.

The corpus of data upon which this study was made has been collected over the
period of time from 1949 to the present, first by my colleague, Howard Klassen
(1949-1955), and later by me (1956-1964), This corpus now contains some 15,000
lines of running text consisting of folklore, explanatory narrative, history, current
beliefs and practices, and conversation; elicited utterances that were responses to
directed questions phrased in Spanish during informant sessions; and non-elicited,
disconnected expressions written down at the various times they were uttered,
either because of their novelty to me or my wife or because we did not understand
them, Over this period of more than fifteen years a number of informants have con-
tributed not only of their time and wisdom but also of their ingenuity and patience in
passing on the intricacies of their language to foreign ears. Those worthy of special
mention are the late Julio Garefa Herndndez, Norberto Garefa Garcfa, Porfirio
Garcfa Zamora, the brothers Ldpez--Higinio, Lufs, and Pascual, Agustfn Herndndez,
and Anatolio Torres Torres. Not to be excluded, though, are the rest of the 300 or
so adult inhabitants of Jiealtepec who have been, to slow students, patient teachers
of their language and way of life.





