


was inveclved. Rigsbv =ad not gone bevand using the word, and since ir clauses using
pa~ the nouns if evpressed would alwavs be marked by suffixes indicating which was
subect and which was object, I felt the need =4 informa‘ion about how pa- was cbviative.
I+ 1% wag not in contrast with a non-gbviative prefly then how did it tell you. without
nouns, which of two third persons was subject and which object. Jacobs on this question,
fpr dialects in which it indeed is 10 contrast with a non-coviative a-, was onlv partially
helpful. He savys that it differs from Algonguian and Kutenai obviative in that pa-
is used when the third person object of a third person subject is “the former or first
of twc persons or things.” That it was the object that was involved as first or former
was important to learn, While working on a verse analysis of the second Joe Hunt text
(Jacobs,1929) 1 had begun *o suspect that pA- was playing some kind of roie at least
in Keeping track of turns at talk, I could not pin it down, however, Unsatisfied with
Jacobs’ brief description of pa-s obviative function, and knowing now that it was in
contrast with a-, I turned agair to *he Joe Hunt text in order to determine what being
“former or firgt" meant. In other words I was seeking to determine the scope of the
cbviation. The results were exciting..

Hunt’s text (the second in the 1929 volume? is a story of Cougar 3nd his four vounger
trothers, but actually of Cougar and his youngest brother Wildcat. Jumping into the
midcdle of my verse analvsis of tbe story I soon saw that Wildzat seemed 4o be the
chle‘ recipient of the ohviative pa-. Whenever he was object of somecne s action the
pa- was used, whereas if another character was object of a third person subject a-
was used. Trying to trace this back in the narrative for its first occurrence, I found
that, though Cougar is the first introduced, and though he carries all the actionup
to the first use of pa-, that first use of pa- is not when he first becomes abjert
o third person subject, but rather when he first speaks to Wildcat. Until then Wildcat
has been mentioned only as last in the list of Cougar’s four youger brothers. This mention
of him and the use of the obviative in the verb of Cougar’s speaking to him apparently
singles him out as the one tc count as "first." And indeed for the rest of the story,
with a limited number of exceptions, all other uses of p4- in the text to mark third
person subject with third person object involve Wildcat as object. Furthermore whenever
he is abject of the verb with a third person subject pa- is used. To this latter, there
is just one exception in this rather long narrative and it is a case where i~ is used
though the object is expressed and marked for accusative. Thus it does not involve a
choice between &~ and pa-. If one examines the exceptions to Wildcat’s being the object
whenever pa- is used, they all involve either Cougar or one other character, Timber
Rabbit. Furthermore, in all cases but two Wildcat is subject of the verb with pa- prefix
of which any other character is object (whether expressed as noun or not. Those twa
cases are at one point in the narrative and involve two parallel occurrences of pa-

. Cougar and Wildcat are temporarily together, Wildcat has declared that he can carry
1t out, that he too is a man. The plan involves killing a dangerous being that threatens
them and severing the head so that the head will follow 'Jxldcat and the hodv uougar
The plan is carried out and when it is told that the head follows Wildcat 0&- is used,
and immediately afterward it is told in syntactic parallelism that the body follows Cougar
and does not overtake him, both with p&-, This is the onlv instance of Cougar being
object in a pa- comstruction with a subject other than Wildcat. The two instances of
his being object in pa- construction where Wildcat is subject occur, first, when Wildcat
has asked Cougar how he will find him again if they separate, Cougar explains how
and Wildcat replies to him (Pa- on reply) “*Okay". The second occurence is when after
Wildcat’s last adventure Cougar has found him again and stands looking down at him.
Wildcat sees him, and the verb see has a pa- prefix.

The instances of Timber Rabbit being object in a pa- zonstruction all invelve Wildzat
as subject. There are a number of them during an episode in which Wildcat comes uper
Timber Rabbit in his travels and Timber Rabbit suggests they should play together.
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The first use of pa- with Wildcat as subject and Timber Rabbit as object occurs in
the verb of saying in Wildcat’s refusal, Finally they do take turns scratching each other,
at Timber Rabbits suggestion and with Wildcat’s reluctant compliance.There are about
six uses of pa- with Wildcat as subject and an equal number with him as object during
the page long episcde which ends with Wildcat's kuhng and skinring Timber Rabbit, all
with pa- prefix. Here the role being plaved by pa- constructions is less clear then
in the rest nf the narrative. All instances of wudcat’s being object are here, as elsewhere,
marKed by pa-. Perhaps in {this case the use of pa- pretty much reciprocallv s indicating
something about the importance of this interaction with Timber Rabbit. At the end of
it Wildcat "predicts” timber rabbits future as st being food for wildcat, He then rejoing
tis brother Cougar.

Thus, the obviative pa- turns out to be very interesting indeec and much more
investigation is needed of its role in other texts collected by Jacobs and i my Warm
Springs data. Looking at one text of Hazel Suppah’s I have found that not all occurrences
of third person subject with third person object are marked with pa- and that there
are indeed two cccurrences of &- which may be third person subject with third person
object. What 1s the case is this narrative is that almost all occurrences of pa- car
be seen as & cheice between using pa~ and using a construction with i- marking third
person subject and maring the noun if present with -na accusative. The cccurrences of
pa- seem to be limited almost entirley to cases where members of the East Wind family
are object of the action. This would make sense because, though it is a story of the
wrestling matches of the North and East winds, the main thread of the narrative is
how the crphaned son of the East Wind chief avenges his father’s death and rescues
his grandparents érom mistreatment by the Norih Wind people. A few pa- forms seem
not to fit this analvsis, Further work on the narrative may clarify their occurrence.
The analysis of ane long narrative in which the use of pa- so clearly singles out ane
character as protagonist, and of another where 314 singles out a family opens up an
exciting area for research, ane in which verse analysis of narratives will undoubtedly
play a role in working out the discourse and particularly the narrative functions of
choice of pa- over other alternatives.

Another area in which the difference between the dialects reported by Jacobs ang
Warm Springs and Umatilla needs 10 be pursued for its relevance to discourse and
narrative structure is that of the uses of the two prefizes &- and i- as alternate third
person subject markers. As noted above, its is clear that for all dialects i~ is the
elicitation $orm. Yet &~ occurs in this function in all dialects, though with differing
fr;aquency. In light of the discovery of the possible diszourse and rarrative role of
pa- as against &- in both Klickitat and Warm Springs, and in Cowlitz where [ have made
a hurried check during the writing of this paper and found a probable similar use, it
seems not urlikely that what has seemed like free alternation of i- and a- mav be
serving discourse or narrative functions. To find this out, and to ¢irm up the hypothesized
function of pa- vs. a-, it will be necessary to study the texts of individual marrators
as well as different dialects. Within Klickitat one will want to look not only at the
published texts by Joe Hunt but also at those by Mary Hunt and William Cree whicth
are in the Jacobs collection. Any modern Klickitat texts will be relevant as well, both
as examples of the dialect and as examples of different speakers, Within my Warm Springs
data I will want to study each narrator and each genre of narratives separately in research

on the discourse functions of these prefixes.

The final difference between Warm Springs and the other Sahaptin dialects is the
one that this paper started out to be about, It lies in two related phenomena. For
many words in which the other dialects, including Umatilla, have an obscure vowel (2
or i), the corresponding word at Warm Springs has no vowel at all, Examples are tps
‘cheek’; tx#§ ‘willow’; Ksks ‘little’: kst ‘cold’; p&% ‘door’. There are many, many more.
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The ciher ciéference lles in the fact that there are a large number cf words in Warm
3orings Sanaptin in which a stresszd vewel that occurs in that worg ir the ctner dialects
1s rot present and the stress has been shifted to the other vowel of the word. These
miseing vowels may be either chscure streseed vowels {which Jacocs says rever drop
out in the Neorthwest cdialects in the wav that unstressed vowels may) or full voweis.
A few examples cut cf the many I have collected are:(WS forms first) pt’xanu ‘woeded
mountain’ vs, phtxanu; twit’ad ‘grizzly bear’ vs. thwit’z$: apsx ‘hide.stin’ vs, apdi;
nax¥t ‘meat’ ve. nak*$t, In future. I noce to be able to document this crocess more
ivy Its intecest lies, 1t seems 2 ma, in the suggestion 1t gives that Sanaptin is
5 language 1 which the conscnants are somehow more 1mpartant to the wentity of the
lexeme than the vowels, If cne zees how vowels may be lost, stress may shift and
vet the cansonantal skeieton of the word remains one is prompted to thind of ancther
1aptic dial 15 fe2ture was ponted out by Jacchs and is focund

Sahaztim as THErE 1€ & vBrY COMMON process 5y whith adverts
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tives are gerivec from verh roots, The verh roots are tvpical vowel-less and
dvertials have locng vowel 2a: e.g A’x™ ‘to use up, to do all of * becomes A’&ax¥
: 5x ‘be angry’ becomes SAax ‘fierce’; 83 ‘to ool tease’ becomes aad or by a fu

process ¢a’aas ‘foolish, si

&"l ‘45 unti or locse~’ Secomes 4vaal ‘untied, I
Kkin ‘be full’ Kaakm ‘ull’. Vowels may be inserted to derive rew words with an intens:ve
meaning: e.g. 1k*i ‘dav’ tacomes 1iik“i all dav, Vowels may "break” to give a different
but reiated mearing: e.g pdut blind’ pu’lul ‘slmost oretty nearly blind (Yerbena Greene
at Warm Springs’; niix ‘nice, geod, well’ r*i’i::g ‘careful’, In agditicn vowels mav be
lengthened for expressive or nar-ative siructural ourposes, This is nct 9 sav that there
are no consonant changes for expressive or derivational purposes in Sahag
example, 7 to l, § to 3 and € to = are very common for diminutivizatior and o~ "Covote
talk” cr "talking little”, a way =+ ‘alking characteristic of some indioviduals. There are
also a few cases ot conscrant change for augmentaticn . Aasd ‘claw’ to aald ‘huge
claw’ comes immediatelv *o mind. But overwhelmingly it is the vowels *hat change $or
derivational and expressive purpcses. Thus perhaps it 18 not surprising that the Wnd
2 dropping cut of stressed vowels *hat seems to have occurred at Warm Springs srould
take nlace.
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