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1 Introduction

Y APESE: BACKGROUND
Location: Theislands of Y ap, in the Micronesian archipelago. Y apeseis spoken on the

tightly clustered group of four islands known as 'Y ap Proper.

138°10'E

Genetic affiliation:

Austronesian, primary subgroup

i
of Oceanic (Ross 1996). 00@
- —9°30'N
Number of speakers:
Approximately 5 000 speakers YAP tsl.LZANDs

SCALE 11,000,000

(FSM Division of Statistics Figure 1: Yap Proper

US National Atlas 1970 (Courtesy of the University of
2002). Texas Libraries, The University of Texas at Austin)

Previous scholar ship: Major published works on this language are Jensen et al.’s 1977

Y apese Reference Grammar (henceforth YRG) and Y apese English Dictionary (YED)

Northern ~ © 350 T00km

Philippine . Manana g W Toom
- * Islands
(L85,
9 North  Pacific
Guam (U.5.), Ocean MARSHALL
Yap ISLANDS
Islands Hall 3 :
o Islands .
PALIKIR
i 1. &
Caroline™Islands o -\Pohnpei
Truk” . Kosrae
Islands
{Chuuk) . )
. - Kapingamarangi
Saulh ||_".:."' i
) Clecean
INDOMESIA N i i s T "
PAPUA NEW GLUNESR -
e SOLOMON

. ISLANDS

k!

Figurel: TheMicronesian Archipelago
(Courtesy of the University of Texas Libraries, The University of Texas at Austin)



2 Introduction

MOTIVATION FOR THE CURRENT QUESTION
Salient Typological Features

@ Generally nominative-accusative; three-way agreement pattern on verbs.
@ Canonical word order is VSO, but pronouns are pre-verbal.

@ Verbsare preceded by one or more of a set of tense-mood-aspect (TMA) markers.

Independent and Clitic pronouns

Y apese displays two patterns for pronominal subjects:
Independent pronoun verb phrase
1. Gimeew bea  marwed.
2.du.ind prog work
“You (dual) areworking.”
@ Pronoun precedesthe TMA marker.
@ Independent pronouns contrast person (1/2/3/impersonal), number (singular/dual/plural), and
in the first person non-singular, display an inclusive/exclusive contrast.
@ Postverbal subject agreement is absent.
Clitic pronoun verb phrase
2. Ka mu  marwee gow.
perfect 2.c  work du.agr
“You (dual) have worked.”
@ TMA marker precedes the pronoun.
@ Contrasts are person (1/2/3/impersonal), number (sg/pl) and inclusivity/exclusivity in first
person plural.
@ Accompanied by postverbal subject agreement marker, which preserves the dual/plural

alternation neutralized by the pronouns.

@ Undergo vowel changein the third person singular.
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Pronoun Pattern is Conditioned by Tense-M ood-Aspect of the Clause

@ Independent pronouns may occur with any TMA marker, but generally only occur with a

certain subset. Clitic pronouns may only occur with a different (almost complementary)

subset of TMA markers:

Independent Pronoun Verb Suffixed Pronoun Verb Phrases
Phrases

bea progressive ka perfect

maa habitual nga inceptive

ba stative baey definite future
ga priorative
qu non-present
daa past negative
daa+r negative
(circumfix) progressive
daab negative

habitual
raa irrealis

Tablel: TMA markersin Yapese

What conditionsthis split in TMA classes?

My answer:

@ Clitic pronouns cannot occur with those tense-mood-aspect

mar ker swhich occur in highly backgrounded text in narrative.
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THEORETICAL PRELIMINARIES. FOREGROUND AND BACKGROUND

@ Early definitions (e.g. Grimes 1975, Hopper & Thompson 1980, Wallace 1982, Dry 1983,
1988, 1992, Reinhart 1984) defined foregrounded clauses (sometimes called narrative
clauses) in narrative as:

iconically ordered; that is, the order of clausesin the narrative corresponds to the
order in which they take place in the (imagined) world and
sequential.

These contrast with background clauses which

may occur out of order
may overlap each other or the foreground
aretypically less crucial to the structure of the plot.

@ Researchers such as Givon (1987) and Fleischman (1985, 1990) point out that the distinction

isnot binary. Clauses may be foregrounded or backgrounded to a greater or lesser degree.

@ Some proposals are put forward to the effect that thereis a correspondence between
linguistic foreground and background & thefigure/ground division in vision (Wallace
1982, Reinhart 1984), especially to properties of good visual figures as studied by the Gestalt

school of psychology (Koffka 1935, Kohler 1947, Wertheimer 1923/1958).

E.g. Reinhart (1984) suggests that iconic ordering corresponds with the principle of
continuity in good visual figures, perfectness corresponds with closure; punctuality (whichis

associated with perfectness) corresponds with small size.
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@ Barsalou (1999) critiques the notion of amodal symbols. Amodal analyses allow for
abstractions from one modality (e.g. vision) to apply in another (e.g. language). Such
analyses arergected in favor of perceptual symbol systems, in which information activated
by the symbol is directly tied to perceptual experiences.

Briefly, Barsalou's critique is that:
Amodal systems lack empirical evidence.

Neuroscientific research suggests that perceptual categories are linked to specific
sensory-motor areasin the brain (for review see Barsalou 1999, Pulvermiiller 1999).

There exists no explicit account of how amodal abstractions operate.
Amodal systems are overly powerful.

@ Two recent related frameworks for analyzing narratives: the situation model (Johnson-Laird
1983, van Dijk & Kintsch 1983, Kintsch 1998, Zwaan and Radvansky 1998 ) and Zwaan’'s
(2004) immersed experiencer framework (1EF).

Comprehenders draw upon information from the text and information about the world to
construct a situation model, which represents & tracks information about time, space,
protagonists & objects, causality and intentionality (Zwaan & Radvansky 1998).
Theimmer sed experiencer framewor k adopts the notion of perceptual symbols and
suggests that the construction & updating of situation models constitutes a vicarious
perceptual experience of the events described in the narrative (Zwaan 2004).
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@ Experimental evidence within these frameworks suggests that some kinds of situations are
updated with greater facility because they more closely index our perceptual experience of
eventsinreal life. For example:

Eventsin real life do not occur in backward or mixed up order. Comprehenders process
eventsiniconic order with greater ease (Ohtsuka & Brewer 1992, van der Meer et al.
2002, Zwaan 1996, Begsten & Vonk 1995).

For eventsto bein iconic order, they must betelic. One must end before the next begins.
Telic events are processed more easily than atelic events (Madden & Zwaan 2003,
Magliano & Schleich 2000)

We experience eventsin the real world as ongoing, rather than as completed. Events
described as ongoing are more readily processed than completed events (Carreiras et al.
1997, Zwaan Madden & Whitten 2000).

We experience causes and effects. Events in language which are connected causally are
processed more efficiently than events which are not causally connected (Duffy et al.
1990, Singer et al. 1992, Hallordson & Singer 2002).

We strive to achieve goals. Comprehenders process goal-sati sfaction chains more
efficiently than events which are not connected in such afashion (Rinck & Bower 2004,
Trabasso & Suh 1993, Suh & Trabasso 1993, Albrecht & Myers 1995, Lutz &
Radvansky 1997, Radvansky & Curiel 1998).

@ Onefinal theoretical tool: the deictic center is“[a] location within the world of the narrative

[which] serves as the center from which the sentences areto beinterpreted” (Segal 1995: 15).

@ | proposethat clauseswhich are highly foregrounded in language
are those clauseswhich giveriseto the most enhanced degree of

immersion in the unfolding situation.

(Further supporting and cross-linguistic evidence for this position can be found in Ballantyne

(in prep).)
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DATA & METHODOLOGY

Data
6 narratives from 4 separate texts, taken from CD-ROM Pacific Area Language Materials
(PREL 1999). (Thanks are extended to Ms. StellaKolinski for her assistance in translation.)
Materials are designed for upper elementary school students.
Beag Ni Ba Mogon Ngea Ba Raan' | Moongkii, ‘A Man and Some Monkeys
L’ Agruw | Maabgol, ‘The Married Coupl€
Thiliig Kaakaroom, ‘A Long Ago Storm’
3 short narrative extracts from Guwchiig, ‘ Dolphins

M ethodology

Dataare analyzed according to Labov’s (1972) schemafor narrative:

Abstract summarizesthe tale and the impetus for telling it
Orientation describes the setting, characters, situation
Complicating Action introduces events which occurred

Evaluation evaluates the eventgnarrative

Result or resolution explains what finally happened

(Coda) relates the events to the current context

(Labov 1972)

These elements occur in the order presented, with the exception of evaluation, which
“overlays’ the narrative.

Narrative clauses (those clauses in iconic order) begin in the complicating action; narrative
clauses are distinguished from non-narrative clauses.

| assume a general risein narrative tension, and hence foregrounding, as the narrative
progresses. Thus, marking which is found mostly toward the end of the complicating action

is more foregrounded than that at the onset.
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ABSTRACT & ORIENTATION

Summary of TMA markingin the Orientation

To describe charactersin terms of common activity:
@ Maa ‘habitual’, which may be followed by zero-marked verbs which inherit the

habitual profile

Stage-setting activitieswhich preparefor the upcoming complicating action:

@ Strategy 1: Bea ‘ progressive’
@ Strategy 2: Qu ‘non-present’

Presentative clauses
@ Strategy 1. Baay ‘existential verl’

@ Strategy 2: Qimmoey ‘ non-present existential’

@ Narrators may switch from Strategy 1 formsto Strategy 2 forms. Switchesin

the opposite direction do not occur.
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Abstract

@ Rarein my sample; but several narratives begin with the conventionalized phrase kaakaroom

ni kaakaroom ‘along time ago’

Orientation
Maa ‘habitual’
@ Takes an independent pronoun.

@ Used to express habitual activities which act to describe a character:

3. Maruweel rook' ea maa lifith ea
work 3.59.poss FM hbt weave idf
qurwaech.
hats

“Hiswork is (habitually) weaving hats.”

@ Zero-marked verbs after a clausein maa inherit the aspectual profile of the maa clause and

are habitual.

4a  Yugu raa reeb ea rraan
every each one NPC day
mea tabaalaaw  ni kadbuul ngea neap'
then.3.sg sguat.intr AdvP morning and night
ni goqo gurwaech.
AdvP aone hats

b. Raa m'aay reeb mea taay nga
when finished.intr  one then.3.sg put.tns on
but'
ground

“(a) Each day then he squats from morning until night, alone with his hats ... (b) When
he finishes one, he putsit on the ground ...”
(A tenseless clause has been omitted for reasons of space)
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Scene Setting Activities

@ Activitieswhich set the stage for upcoming narrative action.

@ Strategy 1: Marked with bea ‘progressive’ & and independent pronoun.

5.a  Tomm'oon ni ngea yib ea rea
first/before subcl inc.3.sg come.3.sg.intr idf sg
yakoq neam,
storm dist.dmn

b. ma ger ea yi bea
then h.prx FM idfpro prog
gachoworiy ea chugum ni nga ni
gather.tns idf possessions  AdvP inc idfpro
yaen i paer nga reeb ea
go.3.sg.intr inf settle.intr in one NPC
nagun ni ba gedl
house relpro stat strong

C. ma gu bea faafeal
and 1.s9 prog play.intr

d. ma gu bea minmin ko girdiiq
and 1.sg prog laugh.intr at people
ni gilal ...
relpro older

“(a) Before that storm came, (b) there, they wer e/ar e gathering up possessionsin order
to go and stay in one strong house, (c) and | was/am playing, (d) and I was/am laughing
at the older people...”

@ Strategy 2: Such activities may also be found with qu ‘ non-present’, which takes a clitic

pronoun.
6. Reeb ea rraan ma geree
one NPC day then hrr.prx.FM
qgii faafeal ba guwchiig nga
non-pres.3.sg.nom play.intr ref dolphin with
ba gaaf i wul ni
ref clsfr NPC feather relpro
kea moenur ...
perf.3.s9 wet.intr

“One day, then, there, adolphin was playing with a wet feather ...”
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Presentative Clauses

@ Typically present anovel character (hence do not take pronouns).

@ Strategy 1: The existential verb baay is found with no TMA marking.
7. Baay I'agruw [ scientist ...

exist two NPC scientist
“There aretwo scientists ...”

@ Strategy 2: The existential verb isfound in its non-present form, gimmoey.

8. Kaakaroom ni kaakaroom ea gimmoey
long.time AdvP long.time FM non-pres.exist
I" agruw [ maabgol ni ra
two NPC marry.intr relpro 3.nom.non-sg
diyean nageew dalip [ pagél ngea
bear.intr tns.du three NPC boys and
ba buulyal.
ref young girl

“Once upon atimetherewas a married couple who had three boys and a girl.”

@ Bea'progressive’ and baay ‘present existential’ pattern together (Strategy 1).
@ Qu ‘non-present’ and gimmoey ‘non-present existential’ pattern together (Strategy 2)
@ Once atext has switched to the non-present in the orientation, it must stay there. Thus,

Strategy 2 forms may follow Strategy 1 forms, but not vice versa.



12 Complicating Action:
Background

COMPLICATING ACTION: BACKGROUND

@ The onset of the complicating action is marked by the switch to
iconically ordered narrative clauses.

@ Non-sequential narrative clauses may be interspersed as background.

Summary of TMA marking in the Background within the Complicating

Action

To describe ongoing states
@ Ba ‘stative

@ Zero-marked stative verbs.

Todescribeactionsprior to the current narrative center

@ Ka ‘perfect’

To describe actions ssmultaneous with each other
@ Qu ‘non-present’

@ Qu sets up a secondary deictic center in the narrative.



13 Complicating Action:
Background

Ba ‘stative
@ Stative clauses may appear as background after the onset of the complicating action.

@ Such clauses take an independent pronoun:

9. Ba maal @af ea o] ni
stat far.intr idf loc relpro
baay ea maarket ry.
exist idf market locpro

“The market isfar.” (Lit. ‘ The place where the market existsisfar.’)
Stative Verbs
@ A small subset of stative verbs appear as background interspersed within the complicating
action without any TMA marking.

@ Theseinclude baay ‘to exist’ and paer ‘to stay, Sit, remain, live, settle down'’.

10.  Qer ea ra paer eed ni gogo
h.prx FM 3.nom.non-sg settleintr.pl AdvP alone
ka yaed.
again 3.pl.nom

“There, they settled down alone again.”
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Background

Ka‘perfect’

@ Used for events which occur prior to the current story now-point.

@ Takesaclitic pronoun:

lla ..mea chob lingaan ea rea
then.3.sg explode.intr  sound.3.sg.poss NPC sg
n'ean neam ni wan'uug ea
thing dist.dmn AdvP mind.1.sg.poss FM
ba booyoch,
ref gunshot

b. ma fagan gu changar nga
then when 1.s9 look.intr to
laang
upwards

C. ma kea yib ea chigiy
then perf.3.s9 come.3.sg.intr idf ceiling
ko rea nagun neam nga but' ...
of sg house dist.dmn to ground

“(@)... then something over there made an explosive sound, to my mind like a gunshot, (b)
and when | looked up, (c) the ceiling of that house had come down toward the ground ...”
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Background

Qu ‘non-present’
@ Takesaclitic pronoun.
@ Used for events of lesser importance to the plot.
12a Ma ger ea qgii paer

then h.prx FM 3.sg.nom Settle.intr
b. nga qii soen naag fa daip

inc 3.sg.nom walit tns def three

[ pagél ni wal aagean.

NPC boys relpro brothers.3.sg.poss

“Then there she settled into waiting for her three brothers.”

@ Quisalso used for events which are simultaneous with each other.

13.a Mea qunguy ea tuug
then.3.sg clench.tns  idf fist

b. nga qii foeleeg ko fa pi
inc 3.sg.nom sizeup.tns to def pl
moongkKii
monkey

C. Ma Kii qunguy fa pi
then non-pres.perf.3 clenchitns  def pl
moongkii ea tuug
monkey idf fist

d. nga qu ra foeleegeed
inc non-pres.prog 3.nom.non-sg size.up.pl.tns
ngaak'.
3.sg.dat

“(a@) Then he clenched hisfigt, (b) and started sizing up the monkeys.(Lit ‘measured it at
the monkeys’) (c) And the monkeys had clenched their fists, and (d) started sizing him

up ...
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Background

@ Figure 1 represents the temporal structure of the 2 overlapping streams of eventsin (13)

Clause a b.
Man Tense [ nga qii
Event clenchesfist sizes up monkeys
Timeline Time
Event clench fists sizeup man
Monkeys | Tense kii nga qu
Clause C. d.
Figure2: Temporal overlap in example 13.

@ Qu clausesinstantiate a secondary deictic center.

@ Thismay be

overlapping with the primary center (13)
of lesser importance than the primary center (12)
or prior to the current center (Strategy 2, examples (6) & (8))

@ Furthermore, within their secondary deictic center, qu clauses are iconically ordered.
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COMPLICATING ACTION: NARRATIVE CLAUSES

@ All narrative clauses are telic & iconically ordered.

Three strategies are used to present narrative clausesin Y apese.
@ Zero marking, the workhorse of narrative clause marking.
@ Nga ‘inceptive’ for clauses at high points of narrative action.

@ Ka qu ‘perfect non-present’ for narrative peaks.

@ These strategies stand on an implicational scale. If anarrative
employs some strategy, it will also employ the strategies to the left of
it

%) . hga < ka qu
no TMA marking ‘inceptive ‘perfect non-present’

Figure 3: Implicational scale of TM A marking for narrative clauses
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Zero Marking in Narrative Clauses
@ Zero marking isthe workhorse of narrative clause marking in Y apese.
@ Zero marked clauses inherit the reference point of the previous narrative clause. Background

clauses may intervene without disrupting the deictic center:

1l4a Mea yaen ba gayow.
then.3.sg go.3.sg.intr  ref 3.du.ref

b. Suul
return.intr

C. ma kea feek boechii niig ni
and perf.3.sg9 pick.up.tns  small fish relpro
kea liig
perf.3.s9 kill .tns

d. Boechii niig ni ba m'uuth
small fish relpro stat sharp.intr
rachangalean.
thorn/spike.3.sg.poss

e Qeree yib i rugoy ea
hrr.prx.FM come.3.sg.intr inf poke.tns idf
rachangal ry ko fa rea looth...
thorn locpro to def sg eel

“(a)Then one of them left. (b)It returned (c) and it had picked up alittle fish that it had
killed. (d) A little fish whose spikes are sharp. (€) There, it cameto poke the thorn there
intotheed ...”

(Zero marked verbs are indicated in boldface)
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Nga ‘Inceptive’ in Narrative Clauses

@ Aneventisabout to begin (15).

@ Aneventistheresult of another event (16) —i.e. acausal connection.

Narrative clauses
in the complicating action

@ An event expresses the purpose of aprior event (17) —i.e. agoal-satisfaction connection.

15. Inceptive
Nga gu waen nga maquit ...
inc I go to taro.patch
“1’m going to go to the taro patch ...”
16. Resultative
...ma Kii yib ea m’ aar ni
and perf.3.s9 come idf sick relpro ba
gesl ko fa rea
stat strong to the one
paapaaq rooraed nga Kii yim’.
father of .theirspl  inc perf.3sg die
“... and then a strong sickness came to their father, and so he died.”
17. Purposive
Ma ku yaed ea qu
then also 3.pl.nom FM non-pres.prog
raanoed nga madaay ko fitgaeq
go.3.pl.intr to ocean for fish.intr
nga qu ra koeleed ea niig ...
inc non-pres.prog 3.nom.non-sg catch.pl.tns  idf fish

“Then they also were going to the ocean for fishing in order that they would catch fish

@ Nga clauses are used in the thick of the narrative action, and tend to immediately follow a

narrative clause:

Total clauses Previousclauseisnarrative clause | Percentage
zero mar ked 87 56 64.4%
nga clauses 21 20 95.2%

(p > 0.001; distribution is significant)
Table2: Nga clauses and zero marked clauses where the previous clause isa narrative clause
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in the complicating action

@ Ngaisused at key pointsin the narrative. In the story L’ Agruw i Maabgol ‘ The Married
Couple’, four children are orphaned. The young girl protagonist procures food for her three
brothers by magical means. The brothers become jealous and plot against her. They send her

to thewdll for water and one of them follows her:

18a ..mea thurury nga luweed
then.3.sg push.tns in well

b. ngea lumach
inc.3.s9 drown.intr

C. ngea yim®©
inc.3.s9 die.3.sg.intr

“... and he pushed her into the well so that she drowned and shedied.”



21 Narrative clauses
in the complicating action

Ka qu ‘Perfect Non-present’ and Narrative Peak

@ After the brothers have drowned their sister, they try to replicate her magic. The peak of the

narrative has a moral twist:

19.a Ma ger ea Kii
and h.prx FM non-pres.perf.3.s9
yaen [ taay fa rea duug
go.3.sg.intr inf put.tns def sg basket
nga thiliin fa gd malangean ea
in between def du stone.du.poss idf
yaam'
death

b. ma Kii yoeg fa rea
and non-pres.perf.3.s9 say.tns def sg
bug [ thiin.
same NPC words

C. Mea qunguy gawochean
then.3.sg closetns eyes.3.59.poss

d. ma fagan [ pithig
then when subcl open.tns

e ma kea sug fa rea duug
and perf.3.sg9 full.intr def sg basket
magungaen.
excrement

“(a) Here, he had come to put the basket between the two gravestones (b) and he had
said thewords. (c) He closed his eyes (d) and when he opened them (€) the basket had
been filled with excrement.”

@ Qu sets up a secondary deictic center. Why useit at the peak?

Ka qu has a frame-breaking function. Marking at the narrative peak often exhibits
pragmatic reversal —the tendency to use unexpected marking to signal unexpected
events (Fleischman 1985, 1990, Chvany 1985, Fludernik 1991, 2003).

@ Such marking may index immersion in the perceptual experience by mimicking surprise at
events which are unexpected enough to be reportable in narrative. Whether or not surprising

events are processed with more ease remains to be tested experimentally, but evidence from

Y apese (and other languages) suggests thisis worthy of investigation.
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SUMMARY OF REALISTM A MARKERS & FOREGROUNDING QUALITIES

Table3: Summary of featuresof realisTMA markers

Summary

Primary DC Secondary DC
Frame- | Causality or |lconic | Causality or |lconic | Tdlicity
breaking | intentionality | ordering | intentionality | ordering
Suffixing peak ka u u u
pronoun qu
verb nga u u u
phrases ZEro u U
marking
nga qu u u* u*
qu u* u*
ka u
Independent | bea
pronoun maa
verb ba
phrases

*Note that qu and nga qu are not necessarily iconic or telic in their uses in the orientation.

@ Foregrounded clauses display features which enhance the experience of immersion in the situation model.

@ Independent pronoun TMA markers are highly backgrounded. They do not enhance the experience of immersion.
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NEGATION: EVALUATION IN THE NARRATIVE
Wait aminute! That’s not foregrounding, it’sjust telicity!
Evidencethat it isnot telicity which conditions the split comes from negation in narrative.
Negation is an evaluative compar ator (Labov 1972). It allows for the comparison of the
eventsin narrativeto those eventswhich did not happen.
Evaluation: “the means used by the narrator to indicate the point of the narrative, its raison

d étre: why it wastold, and what the narrator was getting at” (Labov 1972: 366).

@ Evaluation isa salient and hence foregrounded component of narrative.
@ Evauative TMA marking takes clitic pronouns.
Negation
Negative TMA Markersin Yapese
daa ‘negative
daa + r (circumfixed around clitic) ‘negative progressive
daab ‘negative habitual’

@ All negative TMA markers take clitic pronouns.

Critical Narrative Events may be Presented in the Negative

%)

20.

%)

21.

Setting up the problem: Two dolphins cannot retrieve an edl fromits hiding place:
Chanea dear muul.
but prog.neg.3.sg come.out.intr
“But it [the eel] iS'was not coming out.”

Enhancing narrative tension: The protagonist is unaware of the actions of her (eventually

murderous) brother:

... dea guy fa chii piin
neg.3.sg seetns def dimin woman
fa chii pagél

def dimin boy

“the girl didn’t see the boy”
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Summary of Observations

Clitic Pronoun TMA Markers

Ka qu ‘non-present’: Used at narrative peaks. Indexes the “ surprise’ of unexpected events
which arereportable in narrative.

Nga ‘inceptive : Used at high points of narrative action. Indexes causality & goal-
satisfaction chains.

Zero-marking: Used as the default case for telic & iconically ordered narrative clauses.

Qu ‘non-present’: Used for simultaneous events in the background. Qu establishes a
secondary deictic center; with reference to their own center, eventsin qu aretelic & iconic.
Nga qu ‘inceptive non-present’: Used to establish causal or intentional connections on the
secondary deictic center.

Ka ‘perfect’: Used for events prior to the current deictic center. Indexestelicity —whichisa
prerequisite for iconicity.

Negative markers. Evaluative uses.

I ndependent Pronoun TMA markers
Bea ‘progressive’: Used for stage setting activities in the orientation.
Ba ‘stative': Describes backgrounded states.

Maa ‘habitual’: Describes characters viatheir habitual activities.
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Major Findings

@ Independent pronouns pattern with those clauses which are highly

backgrounded in Y apese narrative.

@ The most highly foregrounded clauses index the perception of events
in the real world to giverise to a greater sense of immersion in the

imagined narrative world.
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