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There seem to be two near polar phi losophies about educat ion . Both 

are aimed at eventual independent creat ive work on the part of the 

student . Both give thorough theoretical orientat ion prior to practica l  

field work . They d iffer however , in the means u s e d  t o  trans fer the 

student from dependence to independenc e . The one expe c t s  the student 

to begin work immediately after theory with litt le , if  any , orient ation 

as to method or heuri st i c .  The other not only gives a thorough orienta

t ion on method , but requires the student t o  work s ide by s ide with the 

instructor on prac t i cal field prob lems before being asked to do inde

pendent work . It i s  thi s  latter technique which has been used in the 

work reported in this paper . Our purpose i s  t o  report on our experiment 

by recording our procedures and results with the hope that others doing 

s imilar research will find i t  useful . 

In early 1974 I was asked t o  teach a course in sentence analy s i s  

t o  a c lass  of student s in the Linguistic Training Course of t he Inst i 

tute of Nepal and A s i a t i c  Studies and the Summer Ins t i tute of Linguis

tics  of Tribhuvan University , Kathmandu , Nepal . A s  I had other work t o  

do besides the teaching , i t  was nece s s ary t o  find a way of t eaching 

that would require a minimum of t ime of outs ide class  preparation on 
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the part of the instruct or . It oc curred to me that if we could use 

class  t ime for re search and write-up as well as instruction,  we could 

ac comp li sh thi s goal . I had been want ing to do some work on the sen

tence structure of Lamani
1

, and saw that i t  would be instructive for 

the s tudent s to watch and parti c ipate in actual sentence-level proce

dures in action . If the s tudent s could not only be oriented as to 

theory and method , but could also watch and part ic ipate in actual lan

guage analysi s , their learning would be much more complete and I could 

finish s ome much needed analysis as we ll as t each the c ourse . 

The following then were the ground rules used in the course .  Class 

was held for two hours dai ly and cons i sted of four student s ,  one Lamani 

language as si stant , and the instructor . All six have been l is ted as 

co-authors of this paper . Our c lass  room research procedure i s  given 

in e leven steps listed be low . Our purpose was t o  familiarise ourselve s 

with sentence as a semant ico-grammatical leve l ,  and then to research 

and write up In el�44 as many sentence types  in Lamani as course t ime 

would permi t . It was understood that ini t i al ly the instructor would 

carry the main load of re search unti l  the class felt suffic iently 

fami liar with the me thod t o  assist , but that from the beginning class  

would be informal and open to suggestions , comment s ,  and que stions by  

the s tudents . 

Class was begun with pre sentation of a survey of sentence types to b e  

expected in any language and instruction in a means of formulaic d i sp lay 

for each type via a four-box tagmeme system ( see Trai l  1 9 7 3b . Not e s  on 

sentence structure ) .  Time allowed us to cover four sentence types 

using the following research procedures on each : 

1 )  Dec ide on t he sentence type to be inve st igat ed . 

2) Read in the literature about any theoreti cal d iscuss ions of that 

type and any pract ical work done on that type in related lan

guages . 

3 )  Look for examples of the sentence type in text and/or ask the 

language assistant to give examples . ( If the a s s i stant lacks the 

sophi stication required to do thi s , other methods of elicitat ion 

will be necessary such as asking the a s s i stant to translate ex

amples  of t he sentence type from nat ional language examples , or 

making up hypothetical s ituations which would naturally involve 

the use of that sentence typ e ,  and asking him to retell it in his  

language . )  

4 )  After sufficient examp les have been collec ted (five t o  ten for a 

beginning ) , d ivide each sentence into i t s  const ituent parts and 

arrange the examples with translation in a systemati c  manner so 

as t o  fac i l itate observat ions . That i s , if  the sentence has three 
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constituent s , arrange the examples so that s imilar const ituent s 

from examp le t o  examp le fall into the same column . 
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5 )  Make observat ions about the sentence recorded , meticulously 

writ ing out these observat ions . The se will later provide material 

for further inve st igat ion and final write-up . Typical observa

t ions have to do with number of constituent s ,  form of verbs ,  dele

t ion patterns , form of l inks or relators , mood restrictions , 

tense-aspect pairing pat terns acro s s  t he base s ,  and so on . 

6) From the observat ions and the dat a ,  form hypotheses  about the 

structure of the type and then proceed to confirm or d isprove 

these by chec king with other data and asking que stions of the 

language assistant . 

7 )  After all observat ions have been made about the data , the follow

ing check l i st of quest ions was found useful to make sure we had 

covered all important areas of p o s s ible fruitful investigat ion . 

( Some of these will overlap with observations already made . )  

a )  Can we permute ( change the order of ) the const ituent part s ?  

Doe s the meaning c hange or remain the same ? Are other struc 

tural change s neces sary in order to permute ?  

b )  Mus t  we have same Subj ect or Actor i n  both bas e s ?  Must we 

have the same Predicat e  or same terms in both base s ?  

c )  What happens i f  we add negative to one bas e ?  

d )  Can we make the sentence interrogat ive ? 

e )  Can we make the sentence imperative ? 

f )  Can the verb forms of the bas es change ? If so , what restric-

tions are there on whic h  forms can oc cur? 

g )  Are t here any cross-referencing part icles  occurring acros s  

the bases  l ike ' if . . . then ' ,  or ' a Z though . . . y e t ' .  

h )  Are there any discernible delet ion patterns ? 

i )  Are there any restrictions on the clause type which may fi l l  

either of the bas e s ?  

j )  Are there other ways of expre s s ing the same relationship be

tween the base s ?  

8) Make a workchart of one o r  two examples according to the pattern 

given in Notes on Sentence Structure p .  7 . ( This step may b e  

merged with 9 )  i f  i t  i s  not found neces sary as a separate step . ) 

9 )  From t he work chart or data make a formula or formu lae whi ch ade

quately repre sent the data covered . 

1 0 )  Writ e  up the results drawing on your ob servat ions and examples . 

( For the write-up format that we found useful , see the four Lamani 

sentence types given below . ) 
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1 1 )  Pas s  out a draft copy of your write-up to interested s cholars 

for their comment s before proceeding to make poli shed c op ies . 

Using this procedure we examined in c lass four Lamani sentence 

types : Conditional , Antitheti cal , Alternat ive , and Conjunctive . We 

present them be low largely as they were written up in c lass and lat er 

d i scussed and poli shed . 

One further note should be made . In this paper we are viewing a 

sentence as a d i s t inct ive semantic re lat ionship which exi s t s  between 

two propositions or group s of propositions , correlated with a grammat

i cal relationship - coordinate or subordinate - which exi s t s  between 

two c lauses  or group s of c lause s ,  and which has definite phonologi cal 

boundarie s of aperture and c losure . This means that the traditional 

s imp le sentence c onsisting of only one proposition or c lause i s  beyond 

the scope of our stud y .  

II. SOME LAMANI SENTENCE TYPES 

A. C ONVITIONA L SENTEN C E  

1 .  C o n t r a s t  

a. F04mula 

DB 

Cond 
Prop 

AR Cl -to 

��* 
P---> 

+ 
IB 

Conseq 
Prop 

I CL 

* This notation refers to the deep structure only and there fore to the 

value system of the language . Underlying i t  i s  the assumption that 

p o s i t ive cause s give only positive results and vice versa . For the 

surface structure rules regarding the positi ve and negat ive interp lay 

between the base s ,  see the last paragraph under this type below .  

I n  Lamani the conditional sentence i s  c omposed o f  just two bases 

t he first of whi ch is dependent and the second independent . The first 

base is made dependent by the obligatory presence of the relator to 

'if '. For the pairing of aspect and tense across the bases see 

Figure 1 b e low . Semant ically the first proposition stands as a condi

tional cause of the hypothetical result or consequent proposition.  The 

whole sentence i s  therefore hypothetical or unreal and in thi s area i t  
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contrasts sharply with the temporal sequence sentence which implies  

certainty or reality . 

2 .  V ari a t i o n  

THE ASPECT-TENSE PAIRINGS ACROSS THE BASES. In general contingent 
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or subj unct ive-like aspe c t s  characterise the pairings e special ly in the 

consequent proposit ion . One exc ept ion to this is  when perfect is paired 

with perfe c t  in the putative c ontrafactual sentence yet to be inve sti

gated . 

Conditional Proposition Consequent Proposition Exa.mple 
AlJpec.1:-!TenH AlJpect/Ten/,e. 

future future 1 

future vb-e-waaL 2 
future potential 

future pre sent 

pot ential imperative 5 

potential future 

potential potential 

potential vb-er cha 6 
pre sent pre sent 

perfect future 7 
perfect future perfect 8 

Figure 1. Some typ i c al aspect/tens e p a i r ings in the con
d i t i onal s entence . 

Although the chart i s  not exhaustive , it i s  repre sentat ive of the 

kind of pairing whi ch frequent ly oc curs in the language . As has been 

pointed out , most of the aspects are of the contingent or unverifiable 

clas s .  Perhap s the most eas i ly underst ood of these  i s  the pairing of 

future with future . 

1) ye katraa-n rnaar-i-s to , rna ghar r-i-yu 

thi8 dog-obj ki l l-wi l l-you if, I home 8 tay-w i l l-I 

If you k i l l  the dog I wi l l  8 tay home . 

Another pairing with future i s  the -e-waaL aspect which i s  trans-

lated either , 'about to ' or 'wi l l  The examp le below followed 

example 1 in a text and can be considered a fair trans form of it with 

perhap s a bit of emphasi s added . 
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2) ye ka t r a a - n  ma a r - i a a - i - s to , ma g h a r r e -wa aL  c h - u  
this dog- obj k i l l - ing come-w i l l-you if, I home s tay - er am-I 

If y o u  ki l l  the dog and r e turn I wi l l  s tay home . 

A note s hould be added that the morpheme j a r  ' if ' ,  can be inserted 

in the conditional proposition of any conditional sentence . Its  func

tion seems to be to emphasi s e  the to ' if ' .  It also serve s to make a 

conditional sentenc e unamb iguous wi th an ident i cal temporal sequence 

sentence . ( Since this analy si s , we now have reason t o  beli eve that j a r  
i s  not Lamani but Marathi. If s o ,  though it would have no emphatic 

funct i on in a pure Lamani sentence , it could still be used to di sambi 

guate a que st ionab le sentence . )  Note the following English pair: 

3 )  Whe n  I come s he wi l l  b e  happy . 

4 )  If I come she  wi l l  be happy . 

These two could have the same surface s tructure in Lamani , but j a r  
could only be added to the second meaning . 

Not unexpected i s  the pairing of potential and imperat ive - both un

realised aspec t s .  

5 )  e k  d a n  t a a r  ka n aaTo  na r a  to , ma a r  k a n - t i  l e - n  kho  
o n e  day your near flour no t is if, m y  near-from tak-ing eat! 

If one day y o u  do no t have enough flour, take from me and eat! 

Potential also pairs with obligatory aspect which i s  semant ically 

related t o  imperative . 

6 )  n a a N ky a a  b h a a i - n  k - u  to , a a d  g aTh D I  d e - r  cha  ma - na 
y o unger bro ther-obj say-I i� � bund l e  giv - ing is m e - to 

If I t e l l  my y o unger bro ther, I w i l l  have to give him half of the 

treasure . 

Unexpectedly the perfect aspect pairs with the future . At firs t  i t  

seemed that there must b e  some mi stake unt i l  it was reali sed that the 

future needed to be trans lated 'would ' rather than ' wi l l ' in thi s con

text . Future t hen doub les for both ' wi l l ' and 'would ' in Lamani . 

7 )  j a r  wo g aTh D i  ha a t  l a g a a D - i to , g a a n j yaa  wo-na c u n D  j a a - i- y a  
i f  tha t b und l e  hand p laced- s he if, wasps her-to s ting go -wi l l-they 

If she p laced her hand on that bundl e ,  the wasps would s ting her . 

It helps in translating thi s sentence to preface t he sentence with 

' s uppo s ing ' rather than ' if ' .  

S) j a r d a a L  k h aa r we g - I to , k h a a r  we g - i  w - I - y a  

i f  d a l  s a l ty w e  went - i t  if, s a l ty b e  went- i t  be-wi l l- i t  

If the lenti ls were s a l ty ,  they wou ld/wi l l  hav e been s a l ty . 
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The c onditional idea i s  c losely re lated to the temporal sequence 

idea.  Because of thi s ,  there c an be amb i guity when both sentence typ e s  

u s e  the same re lator to  ' if/whe n ' .  We therefore felt i t  important t o  

show how these two contrast s o  that given a n  example whi ch i s  ambiguous ,  

we could by app lying certain test s ,  determine whi ch one was intended . 

Figure 2 l i s t s  six ways in which the two are distinct . 

Co nditio n�l Temp o��l S e q ue nc e  

1 )  The conditional re lator 1 )  The temporal relators are: 

i s  to ' if ' .  to  ' if ' ,  j a n a a  'when ' ,  - e r  
p aca  'after ' ,  e t c . 

2) Aspect/tense pairings are 2) Aspe ct/tense pairings are 

mos t ly hypothetical . mostly dec larative . 

3 )  Sentence can be trans- 3 )  Sentence can be transformed 

formed to interrogat ive to interrogative but a 

without structural change . structural change i s  re

quired . 

4 )  Bases may be permuted 4) Bases may be permuted with-

without loss  of meaning out loss of meaning , but to  
o r  structural change . must be replaced by j a n a a  

and oc cur between the base s . 

5 )  Accepts j a r  ' if ' .  

6 )  The condition can be ex

pres sed negat ively by the 

formula n a  to ' if no t ' ,  

following the sentenc e .  

5 )  Re j e c t s j a r  ' if ' . 

6 ) The prior proposition 

cannot be expre ssed nega

t ive ly by n a  to following 

the sentence . 

F i gure 2 .  Condi t i on a l - Temporal contrast chart . 

SURFACE POSITIVE-NEGATIVE PAIRINGS. By surface struc ture negative 

we ins i s t  on the pre sence of a negative morpheme like 'no ' or ' no t ' .  

If one of these i s  absent from the c lause we wi ll labe l that proposition 

a positive propositi on . Keeping this in mind , the following rule ap

plie s : If the consequence proposition is in the declarati ve mood , then 

the surfac e pairing s  of posit ive-negative , negative-posit ive , posit ive

posi tive , and negative-negat ive acros s  the base s ,  require that if a change 

is made in one base a reciprocal change be made in the other . That i s ,  
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with the positive in the first base and a negative in the second , t he 

changing of positive t o  negat ive in the first base requires a corre

sponding change of negative to po sitive in the second if the truth 

value of the sentence i s  t o  remain unchanged . Simi larly , negative

positive becomes posit ive-negative ; and posit ive-positive becomes 

negat ive-negative and vice versa . Thi s was noted in our attempt t o  add 

negative to one base of the conditional sent ence ,  Example 9 below . The 

informant insisted that negative be added to both bases as in Example 10 . 

9 )  j a r  tu  a a - i s  to , rna a a - i -yu 
if y o u  aome-wi � �  if I aome-w i � �-I  

If y o u  aome then  I w i � �  aome . 

10) j a r  tu kon i  a a - i s  to , rna kon i  a a - i - yu  
if y o u  no t aome-wi � �  if, I no t aome-wi � �-I 

If you do no t aome then nei ther wi � �  I .  

B .  ANTITHETICA L S ENTEN C E  

1. C o nt r a st 

a. Fo�mula 

IB I CL 

Thesis 
Prop 

P 

b. Ve� e�ipti o n  

+ 
LINK 

Adver
sative 
Conn 

Cj pa N  
+ 

'but ' 

IB 

Anti
thesis 
Prop 

I CL 

Q 

The ant ithetical sentence in Lamani i s  composed of three grammatical 

consti tuent s - an independent base , a l ink , and a second independent 

base . Semant ically these funct ion respect ively as thesi s ,  adversative 

connector ,  and antithe s i s . Opposition characterises this sentence type . 

The adversative connector in each case signals either contrast , frus

trated expectancy , a counterbalanc ing cons iderat ion , or a thwart ing 

reason to the concept of the thesis proposit ion . The se semant ic areas 

of opposition are i l lustrated be low . Although they contrast semant ic

ally , there has been insuffic ient grammat ical d ifference t o  warrant 

separate type s .  

2 .  V a r i ati o n  

CONTRAST. This domain requires a two-fold opposition acros s  the 

base s . That i s ,  two c lause constituent s of one base must contrast with 
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two corresponding constituent s of the other . The three types of con

trast may be symbolised as follows : 

a ) Pa A Pb 

b ) Pa A P"b 

c ) Pax A Pby 

In whic h  A = ' but ' ;  P = predicate ; a , b  = terms of predicates ; x , y = 

terms of predicate s with spatial or temporal func t ions ; P = negat ion 
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of P; and P" = antonym or s ituati onal opposite of pred icate P. Note 

that either two terms of one propos ition contrast with two terms of t he 

other , or the predicate p lus a term of one contrasts with the predicate 

plus a term of the other . The se are i l lustrated in Examp les 1 ,  2 ,  3 

be low corre spond ing t o  a ,  b ,  c above . 

1 )  yaa D i  s e  k e s  p a N  waa t ma t ka 
woman aLL teLL! but this matter don ' t  teLL! 

Tel l  every thing, woman, but don ' t  te l l  ab out this one thing! 

Note the doub le contrast: a versus b ,  that i s , ' aLL ' versus ' this 

matter ' ;  and P versus P , that i s ,  ' te L L! ' versus ' don ' t  te L L! ' .  

2 )  p reme r j yo t  s a d a a  b aL  c h a p a N  b e k a a r e r  j yo t  J a l d i  
love ' s  flame a lways burns but ev i l ' s  flame qui a k ly 

k h a t am  wa c h a  
finished i s  

Lov e ' s  flame never goes out but evi l ' s  flame i s  qui a k ly extinguished.  

Here ' love ' s  flame ' i s  opposed to ' ev i l ' s  flame ' ,  and ' a lways burns ' to 

'is q ui a k ly finished ' .  

3 )  tu  to ma a re goDe  p a r  s o  go  p a N  ma k e r  goDe  pa r s ou 
you then my knee on s lept but I whose knee on may s le ep 

You have s Zept on my knee, but on whose knee s ha l l  I s Z eep? 

Now our predicates remain the same , so the doub le contrast is between 

' y ou ' and ' I ' ,  and between ' on my kne e ' and 'on whose knee ? ' .  

There remains the d istinct possibility that a Q proposition could 

sub stitute for either P or P" , and thereby c ontrast with P. If so , it 

would add a further category to the above three . 

FRUSTRATED EXPECTANCY. As Longacre ( 1972:68) has pointed out , thi s  

type o f  antithe s i s  i s  built on the concept o f  expe ctancy chains such as 

' s tart out . . .  arrive ' ,  and ' s eraah for . . .  find ' .  In the anti thet i cal sen

tenc e , the expectancy chain i s  broken . In Example 4 the expectancy 

chain which is broken i s , 'spend money . . .  ob tain an audienae ' .  Whereas 

Contrast required a two-fold di fference between the proposit ions , this 
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and the following two domains require only a single contrast ing or 

oppos ing i de a .  

4) l a a ko si  r a p lya a  m a  ka r a c  k i d o p a N  ma a re d a r s a n  d in - I konl 
100, 000 rupees I squander d i d  but m y  audi ence gave-s he n o t  

I s quandered 100, 000 rupees but  she d i d  not  give me an audience . 

COUNTERBALANCING CONSIDERATION. In thi s type , the first proposition 

presents an idea whose s ituational value i s  either posit ive or negat ive . 

That i s , i t  either rai ses or lowers the expectancy of the audience . 

The second proposition then serve s to counterbalance thi s  expec tancy 

by pre sent ing an opposite or mitigat ing c onsiderat ion which has an op 

posite e ffec t  on the expectancy of the audienc e .  In Examp le 5 the nega

t ive value of 'smaLL ' of the first proposi tion is opposed by the posi

t ive value of ' v ery wise ' of the se cond . 

5 )  s a s y a a  j a a t  naa Nkyaa  c h a paN p h a a r  capaL  c ha 
rabbi t  cLass smaLL is but v ery wise  is  

The rabbi t  is  smaLL but v ery wise.  

Note the deletion of the subj ect from the second proposit ion be cause 

it is s hared by bot h .  

THWARTING REASON. I n  this type the reason which thwarts o r  obstruc t s  

the ac comp l i shment of the logical outcome of the the s i s  proposition i s  

presented as the ant ithe s i s  proposit ion . The logical out come i s  not 

exp l i c i t ly s tated but is left to the audience to supply . Note the fol

lowing extended example in which the logical out come is put in paren

these s ,  

6)  I wan ted t o  go t o  the cinema but ( I  didn ' t  because)  I didn ' t  hav e 

any money . 

We have symbolised thi s  by P A (�) pH', in which pH' 
ob s tructing predi cate to predicate P .  

a thwarting or 

7 )  h o l i r ame n j a a ro to p a N  b a a pe r p a rwa a N g i koni  mali  
HoLi to pLay go  -ing was  but fa ther ' s  permission not  go t ten 

I was going to pLay HoLi but my father didn ' t  giv e permission .  

Notice  how the proposition 'I didn ' t  go ' i s  left implicit  and how the 

prohibit ion of the father thwarted the original intention . 

8)  ma  M.A. p a dw i r pa rlk s h a  d e n  j a aewaaLo ru p a N  weLe p a r  
I M.A. degree exam to giv e  going was but time on 

b i maa r p a D  go 
s i c k  feLL 
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I was about t o  take my exam for my M.A. degree but jus t then I go t 

sick . 

MISCELLANEOUS OBSERVATIONS AND RESTRICTIONS 
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a )  Unlike the imperative and declarative moods , interrogati ve can 

only be added to the second base where i t  serves t o  make only that base 

interrogative . 

b )  No stateable patterns emerged in the s tudy of aspect/tense pair

ings acro s s  the base s . There were three instances of p airing of the 

same aspect in one base with the same in the other - perfe c t  with per

fect , imperat ive with imperati ve ,  and pre sent with pre sent . 

C .  A L TERNAT I V E  SENTENCE 

1 .  Con tra s t  

a .  FOJtmu.tae 

Exclus ive Al ternat ive Sentence: 

IB 

Alter 
Prop 

I CL 
+ 

P 

LINK Cj 

Alter t Conn 

ka IB I Cl 
+ 

'02' ' Alter 
Q Prop 

Inclus ive Alternat ive Sent ence: 

IB I CL LINK Cj 

------r---- + ----�r--
Alter 
Prop 

P Alter 
Conn y 

+ 

c Alter 
Prop 

I CL 

Q 

+ 
_

L

_

I

_

N

_

K

--ir--

C

y

_

j) 
+ 

IB 

Alter Alter 
Conn Prop 

I CL 

N 

The exc lus ive alternati ve sentence turns on an '02" whi ch permit s  no 

third choi ce . The conceptual universe of the sentence i s  divided into 

two polar i sed choices typically posit ive versus negat ive of the s ame 

predi cate , or the use of antonyms between predi cat es or corresponding 

terms in opposing proposit ions . Inc lusive alternation on the other 

hand , permit s a third choic e .  Here the a lternation turns on di fferent 

predicates  or di fferent main participant s of the proposit ions . ( We use 

the term ' main part icipant ' as meaning the participant most closely as

sociated with the act ion of the verb whether that participant i s  Actor 

or Under goer ) . 

Grammat i cally the se sentences are coordinate structures with obli

gatory l inks between the base s .  The final base , although potent i al ly 

independent , often undergoes heavy delet ion leaving it dependent b oth 

semanti cally and grammatically on the first . 

----�------------�. ------�---
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2 .  V aria tion 

a .  E x elu4 iv e Alte�natio n 

We have ob served five subtype s  of exclusive alt ernat ion whi ch are a s  

follows : 

a) Pa � Pa ( Examples 1 & 2) 

b) Pa � Pb ( Example 3 )  

c) Pa � P"a ( Examp le 4) 
d) Pa � Pa" ( Examp le 5 )  

e) Pa � Qa ( Examp le 6) 

( � = exclusive alt ernat ion - no other choi ce permitted . )  

1) c ho r i - n d a  c h a ka d e - n l  
gir l- obj give or give-no t 

wi l l  they give the gir l or not? 

2) se j i wa n s u r u s t i ,  ma N ky a a , p r a a N I - t l  b u dlwa a n  c h a  ka c h e n i 
a l l  created l ife man anima l8-than wi8e  i8  or i8  not  

In  a l l  of created life i8  man wi8er than the anima l8 or  not?  

Note in these  two examples  the complete deletion of everything except 

the negative form of the verb in the second base . 

3 )  y a a D i - b a a pe r s a ama LNo  a a co c ha ka d u s r e l o k u r  
parent8 ' teaching good i 8  o r  o ther p e op le ' 8  

Wha t i8  b e s t ,  y o ur paren t8 ' in8 truc tion or that of o ther8? 

Not e  the deletion in the s econd base leaving it both s emantically and 

grammat ically dependent . Note also that the alternation i s  between the 

two terms - 'parent8 ' teaching ' and ' the teaching of o ther8 ' - the pre

dicate remaining the same in both base s .  

4) j i wa N e  ma a i  ke t l  p r em ka r No a a co c h a  ka b e ka a r  
life i n  anyone love t o  do good i 8  or evi l  

In l ife i s  i t  good or e v i l  to love 80meone? 

Here the alternat ion i s  between antonymi cal predicates - 'i8 goo d ' and 

' i8 e v i l ' .  

5 )  c ho rir j a a t  ma a - b a a pe  pa r j e r e r  p u D i ka  ij a t e r  
gir l ' 8  c la88 parent8 on poi80n ' 8  packe t or pre 8 t i ge ' 8  

Are gir l 8  a n  a88e t o r  a deficit  t o  their parents?  

p u Di  c h a  
packet i 8  

Depending o n  how we analyse this sentence , thi s alternation can either 

be alternation between antonymical t erms or full propositi ons . The 

surface structure s eems to i l lustrat e the former . However , both terms 
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can be expanded to full propositions and the s entenc e will remain well

formed . 

6) a b - e r  d u niya a , kala a preml ka s a hltyaa  p r emi 
now ' s  world art lover or l i terature lover 

Is today ' s  wor ld a lover of art or l i terature? 

b .  Inclu4 �v e Al�e�na��on 

The two subtypes of inc lus ive alternation are symbolised as follows : 

a ) Pa v Qa v Na ( Example 7 ) 

b ) Pa v Pb v Pn ( Example 8 )  

In each formula , n or N indicates the last i n  a series; v indicates in

c lusive alternation , that i s ,  a third choice is permitted . 

7 )  ma a r  b a a p n a a g a r h a n g ka a l  ro  c h a  ka h a aTe -m  go  c h a  ka s i ka a r  
my father p low driving i s  or market-in gone has or hunt 

r amen  go c h a  
to d o  gone has 

My fa ther is e i ther p lo ughing the fie lds, or he ' s  gone t o  market,  or 

he ' s  gone hunting. 

8) m a  j a a u , ka tu j a awa c h i , ka u j a awa c h a , b h a gwaa ne r d a r s a n  ka ren  

I go or y o u  go or he goes God ' s  audience to do 

Sha l l  I or y o u  or he go to pray to God? 

EVENT-STATE RESTRICTIONS. There seemed to be s ome kind of re stric

t ions on the pairing of bases in thi s sentence type . Thi s  was not a 

restriction in c lause types since we found transitive c lause paired 

with intrans itive . We did notice however , that Event c laus e s  were al

ways paired with Event c lauses and State c laus e s  with State c lause s .  

Unti l  further data d isprove s thi s , we present it as one of the restric

t ions of the alternat ive sentenc e .  

Another pattern noti ced was the t endency t o  mat ch tense with tense , 

aspect with aspect , and mood with mood acros s  t he bases . 

PERMUTATION. Permutat ion of the bases i s  allowed , but a change of 

order of the consti tuent s was frequent ly required to bring together 

contrast ing consti tuent s . 

CONTRASTING TERMS. Alternati on in the Lamani sentence i s  built on 

e ither oppos ing predicate s ,  Actors , or Undergoers . Our hunch i s  that 
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whenever temporal or other peripheral terms are alternated , they are 

alternated within the phrase only . To expand these terms to full pro

posit ions is exceedingly awkward if allowed at all . 

V .  C ONJUN CTIVE S ENTENCE 

1. Con t r a s t  

a .  FOlLmuia 

DB 

Initial 
Conj 
Prop 

Cj D Cl ± (DB 

A 
Conj 
Prop 

Cj D Cl) • • •  + 
_

IB 

__ +-

I

_

C

_

l 

B Fin"71 
N Con) 

Prop 

b. Ve.6 c.lLip.U.o n 

Grammati c ally the conj unc t ive sentence in Lamani is a series of at 

least two base s ,  the first of which i s  dependent and the second of whi ch 

i s  independent . If more than two bases occur , only the final base i s  

independent . Semant ically i t  i s  a series of proposit ions linked to

gether in a conjunct ive relat ionship to each other with a p o s s ible se

quenti al re lationship some time s inc luded as well . Though this i s  not 

neces sarily true , some s ituat ional contexts require stricter sequence 

among the bases than others . For an example of strict sequenc e see 

Examp le 6 be low . 

2 .  V a ria tion 

SINGLE MAIN PARTICIPANT REQUIREMENT. One of the most d i s t inct 

characteristics  of this type is the requirement that the main parti 

c ipant remain the same throughout the serie s . The main parti c ipant may 

switch roles from base to base but it cannot change to another person . 

Not e  in Examp le 1 the change in role of the main parti cipant ' he ' ,  from 

Actor of the dependent c lause to Undergoer of the independent c lause . 

Note also the strict sequence requirement of the s ituational context , 

that i s ,  that the 'running ' precede hi s 'dizziness ' .  

1 )  u d h a a s a n, wo- na c a k a r aa - i  
he r unning, him- to dizz iness came 

Having run he b ecame diz zy . 

2 )  to s h a n g k a r  s h a ng kar ke - t a a N i n ,  d ha a s - a n , a a- t a a N i n ,  
then Shankar Shankar say- ing run-ning come-ing 

r a D  b a D - a n , wo r mu n D i y a a n g a  a a - n  p a D  g - i 
trip-ping his  face b efore com- ing fe l l-she  



SOME LAMANI SENTENCE TYPES 

Then saying Shankar, Shankar, she  ran, tripp ing as she  came and 

fe l l  before him . 

15 

Note that in this examp le ,  ' she ' i s  the main part i cipant and she re

mains the Actor of e ach c lause t hroughout the seri e s . The sequence of 

the bases is  not s trict in that we could conceivably switch  s ome of the 

bases within the seri e s  without c hange of meaning . In addition , s ome 

of the bas e s  s eem to be s imultaneous with others . However , there i s  a 

definite sequence between the dependent base s as a group and the final 

base , as there is between the first four dependent bases and the fifth . 

The amount that sequence i s  involved then seems t o  be determined by the 

si tuational c ontext and not by the surface structure . 

MOOD OF SENTENCE. It was also noted that the mood of t he sentence 

could be dec larative , imperat ive , or interrogat ive , and that mood was 

determined ent irely by the final independent base . The dependent bases 

are neutral as to mood and t ake their mood from t he final bas e . 

3 )  Raame - n  I e  jaa- n .  wata jo 
Ram- obj tak-i ng there go! 

Take Ram and go there! 

Note that Raame n Ie j aan ' ta ki ng Ram ' by i tself is not imp erative . 

Howeve r ,  be cause it i s  linked with an imperative independent base , i t  

a l s o  becomes imperative in mood as wel l .  The same i s  true of t h e  d e 

pendent b a s e s  in Example 4 which become interrogative be cause of the 

final interrogati ve base . 

4) waaT j hal- taaN i n .  aang ga  male maa i  j aa- taaN i n. kaa i  ka cha u 
road go- ing ahead garden in go- i ng what says he  

After go ing a long the road and entering the garden, what doe s  he  say ? 

NUMBER OF BASES. The s e c ond base in the formula i s  open-ended . The 

exact number of time s  it c an be repeated is unknown but Examp le 5 is a 

natural sentence t aken from text in which the sec ond base i s  repeated 

five t ime s . The se p lus the first and final bases give a total of seven 

different verb s in the one sent ence . 

5) gad daa man g gaa- n .  maato sam raa- n ,  cuno copar -an ,  raaj aar g o l N i- n 
donkey s e nd-ing for, head s hav- ing, lime rub- bing, king ' s  wife - obj 

hang kaal de - n , wo r beT i - n l e - n , raaj e k i  kar -an . k haad - o  
dri v - i ng away, her gir l - obj tak-ing,  king ly rule do-ing,. a t e - h e  

He s e n t  for a donkey, h a d  the que en ' s  head s haved, rubbed on lime, 

drove her away , married ano ther one's daugh ter, ruled his  kingdom and 

ate his  food. 
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VERB FORMS. The form of the independent verb i s  static in that i t  

take s either of two part i c ipial affixe s ,  -an  o r  - t a a N i n. Whi ch one i s  

used s eems t o  b e  comp letely opt ional or determined by the speaker ' s  

style . In Example 5 both forms are used with the same verb - a a - n  
( a a  + - a n ) , and a a - t a a N i n .  Both forms have the same meaning . I n  con

trast to thi s , the form of the verb of the independent c lause is dynamic ,  

depending only on the cho i ce of the speaker . 

DELETION PATTERNS. The main parti cipant i s  typ i cally deleted from 

all but one base and may not oc cur at all except in the verb morphology 

of the final base . Example 5 does not name the main part i c ipant . Ex

ample 6 names the main participant in the first base only . 

6 )  Son a a  wa t a  be s - a n , l oTaa - n  a a co g h a s - a n ,  a a co 
Sona there 8 i t - ti ng ,  water jug -obj we l l  rub- bing, good 

p a a N i l a a - i 

water brought- 8he 

Sona 8 a t  there, gave the jug a good poli8hing, and broug h t  back 

fre 8 h  water . 

ORDER OF THE BASES. The preferred order of the bases i s  dependent

independent but this can be reversed without loss of meaning or struc

tural c hange . Note Examp le 7 .  

n paa N i  p i , d ha a p - a n  
water drink, fi l l- ing 

Drink unt i l  you are ful l! 

EVENT-STATE PAIRING. In the maj ority of examp le s  studied there was a 

dec ided pre ference for Event c laus e s  as against State c lauses . However , 

State and Event c laus e s  were found in the same serie s together but 

se ldom more than one State c lause in any one serie s .  The number of 

Event c laus e s  in a given series  on the other hand is open-ended . 

III. CLOSING REMARKS 

My personal enthusiasm for thi s experiment is great . We all enj oyed 

the cours e  immensely and felt that much was learned by the student s ,  

language assistant , and instructor alike . What was a rather sket chy , 

inde finite re search procedure at the beginning deve loped into a more 

definite , detailed procedure as the course progre ssed . Student part i

c ipat ion and confidence increased as familiarity with the procedure in

creased . Another p lus for this type of re search i s  that i t  keep s the 
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instructor on hi s t oe s  and t o  the point of the research being done . 

The meti culous writing out of all observat ions s erved three useful pur

pose s : it preserved thought s in a form which could be recalled; i t  

bui lt confidence in the student s in that every ob servat ion was con

s idered a definite c ontribut ion; and it formed the basis  on which 

hypothe ses could be made and further res earch carried out . 
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SYMBOLS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

If P ,  then Q ( where P and Q are different 

proposit ions ) . 

Either P or Q but no third choice allowed . 

E ither P or Q with the possibility of a third 

choice . 

P and /but Q .  

The last predicate in a series of predicates . 

The last term in a series of terms . 

Terms of propositions which may be e ither 

Actor or Undergoer . 

x,y Terms of propositions which have temporal or 

spat ial reference . 

+ 

± 

P" 

pu. 

a" 

-) 

Alter 

AR 

Cond 

Obligatory . 

Optiona l .  

Negation o f  predicate P .  

Antonym or s ituational opposite o f  predicate P .  

Thwarting or obstructing predicate t o  the 

logical outcome of predicate P. 

Antonym of term a . .  

Constituent enclosed in parenthese may be 

repeated indefinitely . 

Alternative 

Axis-Relator 

Conditional 

18 
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SYMBOLS AND ABBREVIATIONS - CONT. 

Conj/Cj Conj unctive /Conj unction 

Conn Connector 

Conseq Consequence 

D Cl Dependent Clause 

DB Dependent Base 

IB Independent Base 

Prop Propos ition 

neg negative 

pos positive 

obj obj e<.:t marker 
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NOTE 

1. The Lamani language is spoken by over one million speakers in 

s everal States of Central India . The particular dialect described in 

this paper is  spoken in eastern Maharashtra State near Yeotmal . The 

language has s everal other names by which it is known , the chief ones 

of which are : Ban j ari , Lambadi and Lambani .  It is a dialect of 

Raj asthani closely related to Marwari and Guj arati . Our language 

a s s istant , Harisingh Tarasingh Rathod , comes from Umri , Maharashtra . 

2 0  
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