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Fige. 2. Chain relations (in cognste perceniages) of

the four Dlympie langusges {(witd DCh dlalec
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Subpstitating st Loy UCTh mekes no essentdal dilfferenc Ir the
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[ SRV Y LN s ~ 4 1 g} q e et T e, E
(&6, which are in contact. Uther differsnesg from Flge 2 zre lncon-

s tiows find that Swadesh s Qlymple branch of Loast lJalish consigha

Ln, Bat-UCh, and Cowg further, that the Texicsl

clstent with & cheln avvangement in acoorg

e speciad exbtrames 0 this cheln, Gul ond

the merbers losst cliossly related laxiceostatis'i




»Nf

ge wiity within this

ng within S2lish? To thess gques-

wlons [wen han supplied saswers gt wvarience with those I have arrived

at. Some explielt detasiling of the vresent snalyiic method and criteric

o dndicate sipndd ence hetwesn two cognate percent e

4
Y o

v/ Further. we should noet

8 mmy e 6

lexicostatisticel percentage

wy

Fh erpad §4
BIFIL

k)

L

slstorisel event

15*

o
IToE L

[
G;
f

W
]
3
te
[

configuration of pevcentages.”

It is here maindtained that nol smly do significant psreentage differencss

fan ded irply 1t that alss consistancies of

g8 Mlarences within confisuretions poin’ e historicsl factovrs, even

-

sevaurete the Ulymple languag:

GNP 8 . F— -3 8 e . . F
gubgroans the obvious Aivision would {all bsitusan the

wastern {and cosstal ) bie languages dul and Lok, o0 the ens hand, end

and noncoans tal ) members of the ¢hadn, Savy

" Yoy > P ; i 1wy ® a0y B g 3 o > £ penes
] Bub ithe ¢ relationahip {(s57) is not sig

sntly greater than the veletions of LCh te the ferritorislly adjsce

71. Tras, the sastern Jroup mewbers

hemgelyes than witk alilher nember of




of the entive Clyvepds seriss reflents 2 really fundsmeptal sel of

higtorie relations, thew perbeps sll w8 28p suy aboud the developmen
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of the Qui-Lih versus Seb-UCh-Lov subgrosniag is the? within this
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2.2 m’ﬁf‘i*‘i‘} in the above trestment of (lympis internal arvengse

t ths pesnepilion thet Qywple i3 a ayel svhgroup withip Salisgh,
which in barn dspliss that all memders of 4he (lymy o cheln are the
ssoluglive dessemndlents of o single sarent lannuese, preto-flyapic
Beglde maloiyy this asswmpiion siplicit, bow mey we go about proving
or disproving 34?7 Ooviensly, the zonfiguration of Ulympic relsticn-
shing to ather mcabors of the Saliah atock will be cruclal o this
argunent.
The Zollewing talvdasion (Teble %) chowd iu sopdensed summery

the &@@&*@; pursendage weiadtions of a1l otber Suliizh waits (Trom
Suadesh op. elb., 19%C) to Clympis brench members. Coluwmng show aniie
wampared with Uyuple members, arranged by branch; cognate parcentage
range for ssch wedl i relation to Uiyapie, meximur ddfferencs within
this ravge, Olyapde mesbe-(s) with sindewm, and with maximum cognate
reiatlon o wald in lalbohand colwm.e Sbarred rows are thoss where &

rignificant difference sppears betwesn minims and mezdima. Abbrevistions
arer  BGC, Bells Ceole brarch; BeCo, Bella Coola) WG, North Georgla uraselh,
Pan, Pentlatah, Cem, Compr. Ses, Jeshelt: 80, South Jeorgla branch, o9l
Jnanlels Men, Nensime, Fra, ¥raser, ¥oo, Hooksack, Son, Songish, iam,

Yol , Xla, Blellizmmg 35, Food Sanal bremch, Tes, Bwsnsg Po, Puget Sound

Ske, Sheglt, Spo, Snohomdsh, Wis, Mlsgqeslly; Ore, Orsgon brangng

T, Tillamecky Int, Interior braach, L41, Idlicovet, The, Thompzon, 5k,
Shuegap, Oks, (kenogan, Sros Spokane, Fal, Eallupel, POr, Pend Oradlle,

Lok, Cosuz d'Rlonds
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Balo 12-18 3 M o B Cow
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Pem =20 & e Sat, UCh
Com 17-25 5 Lo UCh, Cuw
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Sau 1h-17 Qui Sat, UCh
Man 1781 8k h
Fra 1823 itk Sat, Ulh
Neoo 1Gm5 1Ch, Cow UCh

30!1 }bg b i .-sn
Lam 2022
Ela 18.29

Sat, Cow fad
Wh, Ss Gued
i Qud, UGk

j ol S B VORI « I ol AT

¥3
* Ska 20=32 iz ilha UCh
*Smo 20-31 jPw UCh
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sxpiapstion. It 48 thess Pigures vhiech farnlsh the seasentisl soppord
for Dren's srgument that (lymple iz met a walwral subgrouping within
Selish, snd that ths lymsic langusges do not go back Yo an sxclusive
U

proto-lengaage. I belisve thal ancther egplemation i3 called for,

W ohould note three fecis aboul the Hood Canal and Puget Sound
relationshipe with Jlyepiss (1) Theee relations aps consisient
(o3 well as sipoifizently) slomer with the sastern Olympie subgroup
swedsersy (2) These swo Splish branches (HC snd PS) ape the only ones

in tsrritorisl comtagt with Ulympic, the ¢ondast in both instances

B/
Baing with the asiorn Olywpde mexbers Seb and UWhhg ‘gff (2} The wininmmm

intesgrour relation of Ulveple members (Qul-fow 36 1s not signific.
antly less than ihe mexizmm ezirasgroup relation of an Qlymplc membar
{UChaTen %), Thess polute can be seen from the following tabuwlation
{(Table k) of mslatloss among the three Salish groups, Puget Sound

{Gea, fne, Ma), Hoot Canal (Twa), mnd Qlyspiecs

Gl ILh St UCh  Cow

Ska 2 0 28 32
8 3
a3
6 3

P
3

B
L2}
s
il

R R

Table L.
Cognate percentage velations of
PSS and BD o Olyapic members.

i» The date end cwglderations presepted abovs suggest the following

soneinsionse
{3) The et of Salish spoech forms termed the (lympile branch by

Swagash and comprising Gui-Llh-Seth-1h-Gow form & chaln-relationship
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(2) Helative distances of linkages withdn the Clymp

two primary internsl subproupings: Qul-Ifh {western!; and Sat-Ulh-low

{eastern),

3

{3} The teo major subgroupinss of ympic show some differences in
their relations to other Salish langunges cuteide (lympic, dul the
il ferences are signiflicent only in the case of two other Salisk sube
groups, the Puget Sound dlalects ond Twana. In both cases eastern

Clymplc mesbars sre consistently as well ag signdficantly closer to

Twena and Puget Sound than are the wrpbers of the western (lymplic

{4 The Hood Caznal drench (reprezented by Twane) and the Puget
Smund drench avre the only olhey lalish groups in asiunel territorial
cortact with Olympie, the eontact being with the eastern subgrous.
We may conclude thet contact infiu unces from T and Puget Sound
have procuced the skewing of lexical relaticnships in the sastemn
O yspic subsroup.

{£) Since contact influsnce anpears to have ocourred, i genetis
reilstionship de probably reflected more exactly, between the Ulymplic
get and sithep Twanz or Fugel Scuna, by mindimum rather than meximunm
lexicostatistie figures. Thus the sxtsrnal lexdecal relations of ud
and LGh, which do not sosm 1o hawe bteen disturbed by borrowing, mure

accurately reflect the genetic relation of the Qlymnic group o Twana
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than do the preswesbly inflated lexical relations of Sat-UCh aund Cow
to Tang.

{6) No pressing ebjection appears, once we assign inflated
eternal relation figures to contact influvence; spalnst considering
lympie te be s natural subgrouping within fosst Salish, with devele
opment from & privats proto-language, doviwed f£ro-. one of the primary
dielect divisions within preto-Coast Salish. Dyen's contraery cenclusion
seens to rest not ordy on a different evalwation of cognate figur g,
T alsd en fadlure to consider Jlyrpic linguistic relationships

within a context of Salish geogra hiz relsiionships.



1T Horris Swaudsah, Selish Intermal Relationsidps, IJAL 18.157-167

(19503, In this scheme the sther thrse divisions ares %ella Coola,
Urepun, ond Tatericr, aseh including s single brench. Balla Soola and

Upegen ave single-languags uwnite. Only the Goest division shows muliiple
braneh subdivielons,

2 Isidore Dyven, The Lexicostatisticsally Determined Relationship
of & Languege Croup, TJAL 28.153-181 (1962).

3 Isidore Tyen, lericostatistically Determined Borrowing and
Taboo, le&. 39.60-08 {1963), where Justificatien for this measure of
aigaificance i disouscad,

k. The ehaln relationship notiom, central to the present argu-
want, rests on cordiguwaticonal consistantias in relations betwsern
tarsiterisl loestions end cognete sharings in seis of languages. For
Turther svgiication and use of tle comcapl; see Wayne Subttles sand W,

W, Elmendordy Linguistie Evidence {oy Salish P’mﬁismm’ Amer. Ethnole
Sou.,; Proc. 15962 banval Spring Meelings Symposium on lLanguasge and Cule
ture, ope. LO=52 {1963} also, W. W. Wmendorf, Linguistiic and Geographie
Balatdons in the Worthsrn Flateau Ares; SJb 21.63-T8 (1965).

§ The order of subsecuent splits within the (Uwvwpie chalp would |
then bs: (1) Belwsen Quil and Lohy (2) between Sai-UCh and Cowp (3)
between Sel and U, this last quite recently.

f» Twsns appesrs; on a map of gpesch-community terrdtories; .o have

ey An contact wilh fmimault. Actuslly the region of appareni contact

euineided with extrensly rugged country in the southern Jlympic mountaing,
ang actual seclal contact anpesrs o bave besn slight until well intoe the
19t centuryy Twe relations with Spt and UCh were intimate, The situation

1o dateiled 4dn W. ¥, @mendorf, The Stpucture of Twana Cul ‘ure; Wash. Btsie

7, Bagearch Studies, Monographic Supplemant Ne. 2 (1960)3 especially pp.
»
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