




















Evidence of the Stylistic Motivarion of Suffixal...

(16) a. hi ine e- namina -te
2psg.0  lpsgS CAUS.  know NON-PAST
‘(1it.) 1 (no other) will cause you to know*
‘I (no other) will teach you*
b. o -te

NON-PAST

ine h- e- namina

Ipsg.S  2psg.O CAUS. know
‘(lit.) I (no other) will cause you to know*

‘I (no other) will teach you*

In (14.a), for instance, it may be noticed that the
IND PRO ma’me’ appears in sentence initial position;
whereas, in (14.b), the PREF PRO ma- ‘me’ in its full
morphological realization has been prefixed to the
verb na ’kill’. Conversely, in (15.b) and (16.b), the
PREF PRO’s ma- me’ and hi- ’you’ show the
morphologically-shortened forms m- and h- due to the
fact that the verb stems to which they have been

respectively attached, abubu ’bite repcatedly’ and *

enamina "cause to know* contain initial vowels of the
same quality as the ones in ma- and hi-.

Differently from subjective IND PRO’s and SUF
PRO’s which show a distributional usage in terms of
social factors, the data reveal total uniformity in the
use of the objective IND PRO’s and PREF PRO’s. The
latter structures and styles do not intersect at all. The
use of Objective IND PRO’s and PREF PRQ’s spread
all over the ARE STYLE ’the usual style’, DENOBO
STYLE ’legend style’ and DERI STYLE ’council
style’. Statistical information is provided in TABLE 2
below

PRONOUNS

STYLES PRE VERB. IND PRO PREF PRO TOT

ARE 123 9 22

‘the usual style’

DENOBO 144 143 287
“legend style’

DER! 127 101 228
"council style’

TOTALS 394 343 Yo
TABLE 2. Number of occurrences of pronominal forms in

1-hour long recordings in every style. The data belongs
to different informants, even in the same style.
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TABLE 2 makes evident that the IND PRO and
PREF PRO tokens are quantitatively similar; hence,
they may be thought not to be stylistically motivated.

Returning to the SUF PRO matter, they may have
an antecedent, or coreferent, either a noun as a
sentential subject or a subjective IND PRO, in the
same sentence. In such cases, the Warao sentence will
show a pre-verbal and a post-verbal subject. This
reduplic- ation of the subject has a definitive emphatic
value associated with instances of very long sentences.

Warao isno arigid OSV order language, but rather
one in which a certain range of freedom for arranging
such basic sentential constituents is allowed. It must be
remembered that subject fronting, as well as the
front- ing of other constituents in Warao, has two basic
motivations: a structural one in the case of yes/no and
wh-_questions, and a stylistic one for focusing.
Structural subject fronting needs no further
consideration here since it is unrelated to subject
reduplication. The discusion henceforth turns around
subject reduplication as an implication of stylistic
sentence re-arrangement. Some instances of subject
reduplication are presented in (17-19) below

(17) inei
1p.sg.S moment

ebe hi saba karata
before 2p.sg.O to

ama
note

SG PUNC PAST 1psgS
‘It was I (who) did not write a note for you the day

ahabata -n -a -€
write

before yesterday'

(18) mawarotyi domu ma saba hata -jhj;
my friend  bird 1psgO for hunt 2psg.O
‘My friend, it is you (who) is going to hunt a bird
for me*

(19) inei hi saba hata ki tia -ine;
1p.sg.S 2psg.O for hunt INT HAB  1lp.sgS

‘It is I (who) is going to hunt for you*

Sentences(17-19) show SOV order, a pattern
mostly dependent upon subject fronting for effects of
stylistic nature. This type of structure is exclusively
found in the language of the aidamotuma ’chiefs’
during the DIHIBU ’words for giving explanations’
sessions, context in which they use to show off,
particularly in the quality of their talks, a trait of the
DERI STYLE ’council style’. In each of these









