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Introduction

We pressnt in this volume the clause analyses of five languages
of India-Nepal--Dhangar-Kurux, Kolami, Kotia Oriya, Kupia, and Maithili,
Of these, three are Indo-Aryan (Kotia Oriya, Kupia, end Maithili); and
two are Dravidian (Dhangar-Kurux snd Kolami), Dhangar-Kurux and
Maithili are spoken in Nepal; Kolami, Kotia Oriya, and Kupia are spoken
in Indiae

We focus in these papers on clause as & verb-centered construction
surrounded by certain nuclear constituents which serve to strictly sub-
categorize ite We are not focuseing on sentence in the traditional
sense of the term which would include cleuse and certain larger con-
structions of clause combination traditionally known as compound and
complex sentences,

Each analysis is presented as a complete unit with the exception
that a Combined References section is given at the end of the volume
uniting references for individual articles, An Index to the contents
igs included at the end of each paper (the paper by Austin Hale is an
exception to this)e The formet for all of the Clause Pattern papers is
relatively uniform, The clause analysis of Parengi, & Munda language
of Central India (actually an integral part of this volume) has been
included in Volume I of this report merely to cut down on the size of
this volume,

The theory and format for these papers have been worked out by
Austin Hale in collaboration with Kenneth L, Pike and form a synthesis
of sorts between two divergent models of linguisticg—-transformational
generative and structural (Tagmemics), Hale's system is based on the
assumptions that it is, ",.epossible to enumerate for all languages
the possible renge of sememic functions on the clause level and this
inventory should provids a principled basis for the selection of feature
values for box 4"; and that it is, "...possible to relate each box 4
entry in a clause to all other possible sntries in such a way as to
show its place in a coherent closed system and to make clear the range
of phenomena covered by each possible entry," (Hale, p. 7)s What he
means by "box 4" and by "sememic functions on clause level,”* is made
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2 Patterns in Clause, Sentence, and Discourse

clear in the first article of this volume which he has kindly permitted
us to use as an introduction to this compilation, His paper, "Toward
the Systematization of Display Grammar," is included here just as it

was published in Hale 1973, Vol. I. The reader is therefore alerted to
the fact that his references to papers elsewhere in the valume refer to
Hale's volume, not to ours, We would like to express our deep indebted-
ness to Austin Hale for the major role he has played in making our vol-
ume possible,

Briefly, from the technician's point of view, what Hale has dome
in his full transitivity system (Figure 1) is to give us a systematic
means of eliciting, contrasting, and categorizing the major clause pat-
terns of a language, Although some have found, and Hale recognizes,
that the terminal nodes of the tree or cells of the matrix do not include
all that there is to say about the clause patterns of a language (in
that there can be subtypes of these patterns), the fact remains that
the system does function to give us the major patterns, The average
number of patterns for five of the papers presented was 10,4 per lan-
guage (not counting subtypes). Dhangar-Kurux was not included in the
count because only inherent clause pestterns from the Event half of the
matrix are handled in that paper,

Und + Sit Und Sit
Actor|Ditransitive |Transitive {SemiTransitive |Intransitive
Event
DiReceptive |Receptive [SemiReceptive |Eventive
Actori{DiStative Stative SemiStative Descriptive
State

DiAttributive|Attributive|SemiAttributive|Circumstantial

Figure 1, Full Transitivity Matrix.

The fact that no one went beyond Hale's original 16 witnesses to
the comprehensiveness of the model and its ability to provide a basic
framework from which the technician can begin to operate in a language.
The fact that many languages had to posit subtypes of the major pat-
terns seems to indicate that the model may be inadequate at these
points, It may, however, be one of the drawbacks inherent in any bi-
nary system of language which exhausts its own universe of meaning.
Perhaps this is as far as we can expect to go in systematizing natural
lenguage. Perhaps on.the other hand, with more research on these
points at which subtypes are needed, it will be found that there are
more regular features which can be brought into the system thus cutting
down on the need for subtypes.





