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man struck the child with it ; mix-*I'deda bEgwa'nEmaxa g'ina}-

nEmsa t!¢'sEm the man struck the child with the stone. '
‘The terminals da, xa, and sa might be ‘interpreted as nomi-

R o - native, accusative, instrumentalis of an article, if it were not for

_their ‘intimate connection with the Aprecedi'r’:g verb. The pro-
nominal object and the mstrumentalxs at the end of the subjectin -
o our first example also show that we havc here really an.incorpora- -
i ' tiort of the noun in the verbal express:on. ‘The terminal a, which
"% - -characterizes the s'ubject followed by an object (like the tu"minal’ R
K * ain bEgwa’nEma of our example), must be explamed as the '
rétained a of - the’ compound pronominal “ending -aq (as in
: : mix'*7’'daq), and seems to me one of the strongest proofs of«aour o
S mterpretatxon._ The connection between subject of- the first per- a
son and object elucidates the same point : mix "dEnLaq I strike
kim, where .La- is inserted between the SUb]ECt first person -En
and the pronommal object -q; and mix'®fdEnLaxa gind’'nEm [
strike the child, which form is strictly analogous to the form with. .
pronominal object. The nouns which form subject, object, indi-
rect object or instrumentalis in the sentence always enter the
" & verbal expression in their full form. They do not: lose their word-
Y oe . "~ forming suffixes, as they often do in composition with various
’3 @ other classes of 'suffixes.
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The construction of the-sentence is therefore analogous to that

. . found in other American languages, most of which incorporate

' object -and indirect object, although the degree and character of

" incorporation vary. Mexican and Kootenay embody the object

‘ freed of its word-forming affixes, and ‘often réeplace it by the pro-

R "~ nominal object. Chinook, Sioux?and many other languages in-

oo __..ix———"Corporate only the pronominal representative in the verb, and

C .1+ place the noun as apposition at the end of the sentence. Kwa-

kiutl pursues the same method as Chinook, but, instead of placmg

\ . - the nouns as appomxons, it placeb them 1mmedxately following

. - the representative pronoun,’ thus creating a word complex held
S - together by pronominal partlcles
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