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ABSTRACT: In Waimiri Atroari, two kinds of causative construction may be observed: one in which
causativization is morphologically marked with the suffi¥, generally with the semantic interpretation
‘make somebody do something’ or ‘make/cause something without resistance’ and the other with the ‘let’
reading, where the morphemp; -does not occur
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RESUMO: Em Waimiri Atroari sdo observados dois tipos de constru¢des causativas: um em que a
causativizacdo é morfologicamente marcada com o sufixayeralmente com a interpretagdo semantica
“causar alguém fazer algo” ou “fazer algo sem resisténcia”. O outro tipo de construgdo com uma leitura
de “deixar/permitir que faca” onde o sufixops ndo ocorre.

PALAVRAS-CHAVE: ConstrugBes causativas; LingWaimiri Atroari.

1.INTRODUCTION

This paper describes and analyzes the two types of causative constridmii
Atroarit: the causative construction with tipg morpheme, having the ‘make’ reading, and
the causative construction with the ‘let’ reading, in which the morpheimdoes not
appearThe structure of the verb iWaimiri Atroari is basically prefix-stem-sfi. It can
take a large set of different grammatical markers indicating person, tense-aspect-mood,
negation, and causativization, as well as a specific derivational, spffixtsed to form
nouns.

The Waimiri Atroari people, who call themselv&imja ‘people’ and whose language belongs to the
Carib family live today in an area in the northern part of tre@eSofAmazonas and in the southern part of the
Sate of RoraimaThe total population is 11B individuals (P&, Waimiri Atroari Program, November 2005).
Linguistically, using Gildeas classification (1998) based on the morphosyntactic properties of each verbal
system, th&Vaimiri Atroari language belongs to the set | system (nominative or inverse/spia®)iri Atroari
is a chronically underdescribed languaglkere are few linguistic studies ®daimiri Atroari, most of them
being phonological sketches (Hill and Hill 1985; Lacerda 1991, and Bruno 2003, 2004, 2005).
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Table 1 - $ructur e of Waimiri Atr oari Verbs

Cee marking Casttive TAM
ROOT \ertalizr Negtion
Clitic Prefix Nomiralizr Inperative Terse-agpect-- Interrogative
Desicerative nood suffixes clitic
& -ini- -pi -pia
10 e -CAU IMDPAST
w hr -ini- -pi -
1A k3 -CAUS IMDPAST
m -ini- -pi =€
2A ® IMDPAST INT
&= -Wen+ -a -pi -pa
10 vomit VERBL CAUS IMDPAST
vomit
- -Wer+ -a -pi -pa
1A vomit VERBL CA IMDPAST

The organization of the paper is as follows: Section 1 gives a short background on the
Waimiri Atroari language; Section 2 provides a description and analysis of causative
constructions in this language and, in addition, gives some examples of the jzetttiaie
marks agentivitySome remaining issues are discussed in the conclusion in section 3.

2. DESCRIPTION AND ANALYSIS

In Waimiri Atroari, two kinds of causative construction may be observed. In the first
kind, causativization is morphologically marked with the suffik generally with the
semantic meaning ‘make somebody do something’ or ‘cause something without resistance’.
The second kind has the ‘le€ading, and the morpher@ does not occur

2.1. The Construction with the ‘made’ reading

In this kind of constructioriVaimiri Atroari allows two possible structures, one of
them in which the causative morpheme appears on the lexicalized made/cause verb, as in
examples (1) to (4), and the other structure in which this lexicalized verb does notappear
in the examples (5) to (13).

(1)Aa  Kaina h - dr-pi-pia kiriwu ini-se
lrro Kaina 1S-telleaus-imD.PasT snake SEEPURPMOT
‘| told/dictated Kaina to see the snake’.
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(2)Aa  Mipni h-af-pi - pia mepiri ini - se
lrro Mipint 1S-tellcaus-Imp.Past tapir SEEePURRMOT
itxi tanime
jungle from

‘| told/dictated Mpint to see the tapir that came from the jungle’.

(3) Paruwe aa -iir- pi - pia woki iri - ki
Paruwe 10 —telbaus-iMD.PasT banana give-lmp
Marta inaka.
Marta DAT

‘Paruwe told/dictated me to give banana to Marta’.

(4)Amira mikika m - at - pi - pia mikika ini - se
2PrRO  PRO 2S-told/orderedwp.pasT 3PRO SEEePURPMOT
“You told him to see him'.

(5)Ami#ra ram ka mu-—-wen — tah pi - pia
2PRO ZART 3RO 2S —threw UPERBL-CAUS-IMD .PAST
“You made him throw up’.

(6)ka ram a - wen - tah pi - pia
3RO ZmRT 20 -threw UpvERBL-CAUS-IMD .PAST
‘She/he made you throw up’.

(7) k ka ram ka hu - nini - tah -pi - pia
1+2PRO 2PART 3rro  1+2SbleedvERBL-CAUS-IMD.PAST
‘You made him bleed'.

(8)Ka k-yeepitxah pi - pia
3rrO 1+@-laugheaus-IMD .PAST
‘She/he made us laugh’.

(9) Ka ram a—irima i - pian
3PRO 2mRrT 20 -rest-CAUS-REC.PAST
‘He made you rest’.

(10)Ka ram aa - ktah -pi - pia
3rPRO 2mRT  10-shouteAus-IMD.PAST
‘He made me shout'.
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(11)Ka ram aa—imapi - pia sina  kaka
3PRO 2mrT 10 -jump<aus-iIMD.PAST Water Loc
‘He made me jump in the water’.

(12) Kika Joanico hi - ma -pi - pia sina  kaka.
1+2r0 Joanico 1+Zs-jump-caus-IMD.PST water Loc
‘We made Joanico jump in the water

(13)Aa ram ka hu — pakah pi - pa.
1rrO 2mRT  3PRO  1s-wake UpPEAUS-REM.PAST
‘I made him wake up’.

(14)Aa ram Kaina ia kiriwu h —ini -pi - pia
lrro 2RT Kaina AGT.PART snake 1s - seeeAus-IMD .PAST
‘I made Kaina see the snake’.

In the cases described above, we may note that when an intransitive verb, such as
shout,rest wake up laugh jump, threw up andbleed,takes the causative, it seems to
behave as a transitive verb having the following struct(iatr +Caus [ S O]]. Moreover
it may be observed in example (14) that when we have a CAUSEE, it is optionally followed
by the agentivity particlea (Meira 1999, Gildea, 1998avares 1995).

Interestinglyin example (1)Aa Kaina ha#pipia [PRO kr ivu inise],we can observe
a kind of control structuré€aina can control the subject PRO of the complemasta
result, the old subjeétainabecomes an indirect object by raising. Howgeagin Japanese,
in Waimiri Atroari the causers (as initiators of the events) are generated in the SPEC of the
Event Phrasé@ree (Harley1995).To illustrate this assumption, we decided to use the Event
Phrase as suggested by Harley (1995).

In the structure illustrated in (b) abowa is the CAUSER, having the highest
position in the hierarchy of the tree; that is, it was generated in the first Event Phrase.

Kaina is the CAUSEE. The lexicalized cause/made verb was put in the second Event
Phrase and finally the VIgriwu iniseis what the causee has to do.

a) EventP b) EventP
N AN
NP %}t Aa  Event
N
Cause Ev?m{ Kaina EW

(NP) Event Cause W
CauséHappen/\Q PRO VP

NP V Kiriwu inise



Bruno: THE CausaTIVE CoNSTRUCTIONIN WAIMIRI ATROARI 105

2.2. The Construction with the ‘let’ reading

One of the dierences between the ‘makand ‘let’ causative is that in the ‘let’
causative construction people are not forced to do something, and as a result this does not
imply an order and its accomplishmemherefore, in this case, we observe a patrticle
tre’me,that is used when we permit or order somebody to do something but do not know
if the person will do it. In this sense, we agree with Levin (2000) when ghesathat
‘causative and accomplishment are independent notions’. Consegire(itty) below it
is not necessarily true that the person will learn how to make a ceramic pan, nor is it
necessarily true in (16) that the person will leave to hunt.

(15) Aa wo'nj - e'me h - aminjak - piain  a—wenpa ipah
1rrO clay - vaL 1s-permit/letrec.past 20 -learn - in order
tre’'me tiruwa kapf piki

PART pan make how

‘| permitted/let you tamper in the clay to learn how to make a ceramic pan’.

(16)Aa ka m -injak - pian with ipt - na tre'me
1rrO evib 20 - permit/letRec.past meat  look fof?  parT
‘| permitted/let you to leave to hunt'.

The other difference between the two types of constructions is that in the ‘let reading’
construction we do not have the causative morph@i®©n the other hand, we cannot
assume that the partidi®'me s a particularity of the ‘let reading’ causative, because it
may occur in examples such as the one below:

(17)Aa  k - aa - pian matkba taka a - iwaptr
1rro 20 - takeRrec.PasT party/song bpr 20-sing - ?

pki - a - wenpa -ipa tre’'me
how 20 -learn- inorder parT
‘| took you to the party to learn how to sing’.

In this sentence, as in (15) and (16), it is not necessarily true that the person will learn how
to sing.

2.3.TheAgentivity Particle ia
In relation to the agentivity particla, it is interesting to observe that the particle

is not necessarily related to the causative construction. The examples below will
demonstrate in what kind of situation it may appear
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(18) ipaikpa naminja ia t - iika - Hba wkir-eme h-tam - pia
After dog AGT.PART REFLX-bite-after marmev 3-Cry - IMD.PAST
‘After the dog bit the man, he cried’.

(19) naminja ia t - iika - hkpa wikiri ni - tam - pia
Dog AGT.PART REFLXx-bite-after man 3s—Cry -IMD.PAST.
‘After the dog bit the man, he cried’.

(20) naminja ia t - iika - $-pesa ram txi - pia ipotxe.
Dogar. PART REFLx-bite-?-in time 2mMRT  QO-MD.PAST fast/quick
‘In time to be bitten by the dog, he went quickly’.

(21)Amira ram aa - papa ia ttmere wo m-—ini-pa
2PRO  2ART Posfather AGT.PART jaguar Kill  2S-seerem.msT
Y ou saw my father kill the jaguasr “You saw the death of the jaguar by my father

(22)Ka ram aa - mama ia sanja iahkwa ini- piant
3rrOo2mRT  lPosmother  acT.marT manioc flour make  see Rec.masT
‘He saw my mother make manioc flour

(23)Aa ram naminja ia k-eme iika h—ini-piya
1PRO 2PART dog AGT.ART  PRODEV bite 3s-seew.pasT
‘I saw the dog bite him’.

(24)Aa ram witi pis - am itxi ta kiriwu huwa
Irro  ZarT meat look for-T/asp jungle Loc snake *?

ia aa -iika - paik
AGT.RART 10 - bite - after
‘I was hunting when the snake bit me’.

(25)k -eme aa ia timere wu - g na
3PRO-DEV 1IPRO AGT.PART jaguar Kill- pEsip cop
‘He wants that | kill the jaguar’.

As may be observed, the partitdehas an independent behavitherefore, we
assume that its occurrence is not obligatory in the causative construction. It will appear
only when it is necessary to identify the CAUSEE as the agent of the strdstaressult,
we have the following structure: [S CAUSE&)OV __ ], as see, in example (14).

Another interesting aspect of the partielés related to the notion of agentwt this
is a topic for further researchccording to Mithun (1991:516), the prototypical agent is
the ‘participant which performs effects, instigates, or controls the situation denoted by the
predicate’. Mithurs treatment of agentiveness as performance/instigation and control/
volitionality is not perfectly adequate fdfaimiri Atroari.
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3. CONCLUSION

In this papertwo types of causative constructionifimiri Atroari were described,
the causative with the ‘made’ reading and the causative with the ‘let’ reading. The
construction having the ‘made reading’ takes the causative morppéamg implies that
an order given by the CAUSER was realized by the CAUSEE. Howéeesronstruction
having the ‘let’ reading does not take the morphgmeand, unlike the causative ‘made’
reading, the event does not need to be accomplished (see table 2 below). In addition, it was
observed that all transitive verbs could take the morphpine

In the data, we did not find examples in which the part&cleo-occurs with the
lexicalized causative vetbll/dictate Finally, an aspect that we consider needs more analysis
is the causative construction with the ‘let reading’, as we have found few examples of this
kind of construction.

Table 2- Summary of the causative construction

Causative with the ‘'made reading' Causative with thelet reading'

S Vs O (examples 5-13) S O Y.easnyCP (€xamples 15 and 16)

S CAUSEE (ia) O V_ _(example 14)

-caus

S CAUSEE VO V2 (examples 1-4)
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Abbr eviation

AgtPart Agartivity particle Ind. Pest Imediate Past

Cas Castive Imp Iperative

Dat Detive Loc Locative

Desid Desicerative Neg Neggtion

Dev DewalLetive O Objetc

Dir Directioral particle Pro Promoum

Purp. Mot Motion Purpose \erbl \erbalizr
Rec. Pest Recent Pest 1P 1 posessive
Rem Pest Renote Past 1 First Singular

Reflx Reflexive 2 SingPlural

S Sibject 3 SingPlural

T/IAD Terse/ Agpect 1+2 Dual ircl

\al \aletive 2part Secord pasition particle
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