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1. A comparative survey of several Salish languages for which lexical mat-
erial is availablel reveals two seeningly contradictory facts. On the one
hand, the lexica differ ccnsiderably -- so much so, that a glottochronolog-
ical test suggests a considerabls time-depth for the parent-language. On

the other hand, the phonetic compariscons that can be established show only
relatively minor (and very common) sound-shifts. Particularly the consonant-
systems show a great stebility. Purihermore, many grammatical (as opposed to
lexical) morphemes are found in neer-identical forms over the whole Salish
area. With regard to the lexicon, geographically distant Salish languages
seem about as divergent as the main subdivisions of Indo-BEuropean, while
phonoclogically and with regard jo grammaticel elemente they are as close as,
for instance, the Cermanic or even the Slavie languagesoz

2.  The phonetic closgeness of the languages may be demonstrated by a num-~
ber of comparisons between Sguamish 8s & representative of the Coast Divi-
sion and Coeur d'ilene as a ropresentative of the Interior Division. Sgo is
taken as & point of departure, and we set &s our goal to give four exemples
of each correspondence. Vhere Reichard's stem-list (or our perceptiveness)
fails to yield this number, words from Kalispel (Vogt) or Shuswap (own re-
cordings) are quotado3 The comparisone are numbered, and the examples of
each correspondence are tabulated below. . -

(1) Sq. per- CdA. p&x 'thick’, (2) Sq. peX®- CdA. -p8x° 'to spit', (3)
Sq. puh- CdA. pux®- 'to blow', puPus 'to swell', (4) Sq. p’é‘.!.:i.‘> Shue paalén?
*bark of tree', (5) Sq. » 9%~ 'grabl, p'ic’ 'get squeezed' CdA. p’i? 'orugh
by pressing', (6) Sq. meq’ ‘be full (fr. eating)' Shu. meq’ ‘overeat', (7)
Sqe -tx® CdA. -tx° 'house’; (8) Sg. #2q® 'drink', V'q°u 'water’' Cdi. 3¢°s
‘drink', (9) Sq. tui Cdi. tlwec 'go across', {10) Sq. t'em? CdA. +'Bm teutt,
(11) Sq. t'ok®s CdA. t'Hg® 'explods’; (12) Sq. t’0q’° 'break' Cdh. t’8q’ -8
‘egg or eye bursts', (13) Sg. cek®- CdA. cok® 'pull’, (14) Sg. c’ex® (Cow.
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¢'6q”%em) Shu. ci?aq’® 'rotten', (15) Sg. cut 'say', cun 'tell, order' Cdi.
cun 'point, show' (for the meaning ¢f, Lat. dico Cr. deiknumi Germ. zeigen),
(16) Sq- c’u?- CdA. c’akq 'pull out's (17) Sq. c’ur- Shu. c’eAt Kal. c’al
'cold', (18) ¢’ip’-us-m 'shut eyes /-us-/ itr. /-m/' CdA. ¢’ip’ 'pinch fine',
(19) Sq. ~ic’a CdA. -ic’#” 'all around, all over', (20) Sg. s=-p’¥A’-am 'smoke’
Shu. s-pe?d\’ 'fog, steam', (21) Sq. sel- CdA. sHl, sil 'turn, spin', (22) Sqo.
seq’ CdA. saq’ 'split', (23) 5q. sum® CdA. suh 'smell', (24) Sq. spat CdA. si-
g8t 'who2', (25) Sq. n-spi?yu CdA. s-wl® 'cougar'; (26) Sqe -Vién CdA. -Vén
'‘back', (27) Sq. &'it CdA. &"it-8 'near', (28) Sq. Zman CdA. 34m¥n ‘enemy'’,
(29) Sqs =8n CdA. -3n "foot, leg's (30) Sq. Sudn CdA. n-8€g°HEl 'road', (31)
Sqe =8it CdA. -3it 'as a favor to', (32) Sg. Aeq’ CdA. Aaq’ ‘'wide', (33) Sq.

/ Sq. ag’%, Aeq’® 'come off (bark, skin)' CdA. xaq’® 'skin, pull off', (34)/Aik’°
Adk’© 'get hooked up' Cdh. A" e 'pierce wo fine-pointed object,; fork, barb,
spike', (35) Sq. A"ex® 'be won, mastered' Kal. Aexip 'beat in game' CdA.
t'yxup 'win, earn', (36) Sq. 1ix® Cdi. dé&x® 'descend', (37) Sq. k°1¥l%ai Shuo
k°le?eAp 'alder'; (38) Sg. k°usn Xel. Ak®kisem Shu. sek®dsnt 'star', (39) Sqo
X°uAn CdA. kuh ‘borrow', (40) Sg. k'°4t’an CdA. k’°it’#n 'mouse', (41) Sq.
k'%n CdA. k’%inc 'how meny?'s; (42) Sq. -x° CdA. =x° '2nd pers. sing.'s
(43) Sq. -qs Kal. -gs 'nose', (44) Sq. =gin "throat, language' CdA. -qin
'voice's (45) Sq. sqapc 'potato’ CdA. sqig®c 'wild potato (?)', (46) Sq.
q’'élja 'take steambath' Shu. sq’6lis ‘sweat-lodge's (47) Sq. g%al-, g°sl-
'think, mind; speak' CdA. q°a?q°4®1l ‘speak, talk', (48) Sq. q°an”?{ma& Shu.
q°enfmeqX 'mosquito’; (49) Sq. q’%uc CdA. q’ue *fat', (50) Sq. q’°el Cdh.
q’°81 'cook', (51) Sq. ¥sm Cah. %#a 'heavy', (52) Sq. ?es-§u?k° CdA. du?uk®
‘stingy', (53) Sqo wandx® CdA. g unix°® *true', (54) Sqo %scim CdA. ciclm?
'small’, (55) Sq. -a8 CdA. -i&t, -ids 'hand', (56) Sq. -sAq°u Shu. s-eyrq®c  Lw
'water' (cof. 8)y (57) Sq= %ai”% 'crab' CdA. ay%k ‘crayfish', (58) Sqo ea&égﬁ. T
CdA. -aXen ‘arm'; (59) Sq. hui ‘be ready' CdA. hei 'cease', (60) Sq. ?upn
CdA. upen "ten', (61) Sgo ?ud¥s CdA. ush® 'egg's, (62) Sge ?iAn CdA. iin ‘eat’,
(63) Sqo =ip®as CdA. -ifills 'betwesn, together, in contact', (64) Sq. ®acq
‘outside' CdA. acq¥? 'go out', (65) Sq. g °1418 Kal. q’°oyomencut 'dance’.

We find identical consonants in both languages:

p (3, 2, 3, 60) e’ (16, 17, 18, 19) 8 (28, 29, 30, 31)
p (4, 5) s (20, 21, 22, 23, 38, A (3, 17, 30, 32, 33,
m (6, 10, 23, 28, 43, 61y 63) 345 39, 56, 62)

48, 51, 54) n (15, 26, 28, 29, 38, A’ (20, 35)

(4] .
t (T 8 24, 27, 31) 23 a6 to. 63} 11 (4 21, 37, 46, 47, 50)
+' (10, 11, 12, 40) 5 (26, 55) x° (13, 37, 38, 39, 452)
1 ) °
(%Z: 623 45s 495 3 (27} ko (40,‘41)
x (7s 35¢ 36y 42, 55)



a (435 44, 45, 64) q"° (12, 14, 33, 49, h (59)
?

a’ (6, 22, 32, 46) 50, 65) i (46, 52, 59, 65)

@ (8, 4T, 48, 56) X (51 575 58) w (25, 63)
¥ (2)

Additional cognates do not contain any of the consonants for which few-
er than four examples were found. In only one case four examples are available
of a correspondence other than the above perfect identities, namely of Sq. y
== CdA. g° (24, 30, 45, 53); and this correspondence is the "regular" one. Ex-
ample (25) is an onomatopoea (cfs also Sq. p¥-uu”n 'to bark' CdA. wih 'dog
barks'), while the CdA. form in (63) has -ilg°#s besides it (Reichard Gr.
po 631 suggests that CdA. -iwlls is & borrowing from Thompson, where 1}»1)0

3. The above comparisons encompass all Sq. consonants (except k; k’, which
occur only in borrowings). Even though there is a "leftover" in CdA. (to wit
the trill r and the uvular fricatives %, &° not found in words with obwious
Sq. cognates; for CdA. d see § below, end), the almost perfect phonetic con-
gruence of the Sg. and CdA. consonani-systems is striking: it parallels that
of Russian and Ukrainian, or that of Duich and Flemish.

This parallelism becomes only more striking if one considers the devia-
tions from the above pattemm. Vhere a compsrison is obvious but not perfect,
the interlingual devistion can almost always be matched with an intralingusl
one. Such deviations are:

I. Plain vse glottalic cons.: Sqe p'aq’ CdA. pHq ‘*‘white'; Sqe. p”es 'go

ashore' CdA. pa®as ‘eome Lo surface'; Sqo x°ik®- 'brush' CdA. x°k’°® 'clean,
sweep', Sq. ?6\qaj? CdA. arq fc’ant ‘'snake', cf. also exx. (14, 20) in 2 .
Examples within Sq. itself: cok®-n 'pull’ vg. ck’°-fcut 'run', lit. °‘pull
oneself' (cf. also Cow. 8k °st 'pull'); Sq. puh- 'blow, swell' vs. s-p ug’ °am
*foam' (ef. also Cow. pa:t 'blow' vg. p a:m ‘swell'); Sq. q aA- 'obstruct
passage' vs. q’a\’- 'be stopped'. These cases are of various origins: (a)
c(v)?ve) ¢'ve, sec exx. (14, 20) in 2 and pe?as/p°es above; (b) CV?(V)C »
cve’, ofs Sq. ?8s-3?k°® CdA. du?uk® 'stingy' vs. Cow. ewk'° 'wealth, propere
ty' (see Kuipers p. 40); (c¢) in Shu. a root-initial glottalic cons. is reg-
ularly reduplicated with a plain oney e.ge ¢’ex 'shame' cecexmih 'bashful!,
q'eit 'strong, hard? qeqeq’ﬁt tgtrongey, harder', so that a reduction or an
analogical change of & petrified reduplicative formation could lead %o a
change in glottal articulation (such, ccmbined with (b), may be the back-
ground of Sq. pi®peg’laéx’m 'get yellow leaves /-adx®-/ (tree in fall)’

with -paq’~ as opposed to p’eq’ 'white').

II. Uvular vse velar coms.: Sg. k°uj CdA. q%ay 'joke'; Sgo q’°%°-uj-



= 4 =

'nail' CdA. k'°aXk 'claw', cf. also exe (11) in 2. Examples within Sq. itself:
¢’ ak®-&-ard4? 'seventy' vs. ¢ 9q°~A-aird€”? 'id. (counting money)'; V ¢’u 'wa-
ter' vs. formative -k° in words with maritime references; q°&?-pit 'they (ab-
sent)' vs. all other "absent" deictics which have k°-; cf. also Chi. 8q°€l-
ewol 'mind' vs. sk°€lewel 'to think', containing the same root as ex. (47)

in 2. The two series are much closer to each other than is the case, for in-
gstance, in the North Caucasian languages, and there have been crossovers
from q° to k° in the whole Salish area.

III. Alternatives A'/t’ (cfe ex. (35) in 2). CdA. has merged the two
into t’; in Shu. they are mostly (possibly always) in free variation, and
A’ is reduplicated with t (see Ic above), e.ge Aot-A4\’ 'wet'. In Sqo itself
there are alternative forms in two words: st’l.mﬁ”t/sx’l.mﬁt ‘old person',
t’ex.né;m/x’ekené;m "go on a prolonged hunting-trip'; ef. also Sq. t amk’®
'salmon-eggs' and g-A"amk’® 'id. dried for use in winter'.

IV. Alternatives A/l (cf. exx. (17; 30 in 2). Within Sq.: “&rqai?
*snake' vs. ?1q4i? 's small (mythical?) animal which moved by "rolling side-
weys"'. In Cow. 16%°ten vs. Mas. A ox°tén 'blanket' deviations I, II and IV
appear to be combined.

4. This close phonetic paralleiism between widely separated Salish lan-
guages combined with the comziderable lexical differentiation presents a
picture which I cannot match with eny language-area of which I have some
knowledge. For the sake of comparison: the phonetic differences between

E and W Circassian, which are mutually intelligible, are much greater than
those between S5g. and CdA., but as the lexica are largely identical the
speakers easily adjust themselves to such differences as E /f/ corr. to W
/s°/s while E /x°/ corr., to W /£/. The Salish situation is the exact op-
posite: the phonology is largely identical but the lexica diverge strongly.
I can explain this only by & comparatively recent spreading over a wide
area by small, relatively independent groups: & small community adopts lex-
ical changes much more easily than a large one. In the earliest period,
when their number was small, these groups could develop minor individual
sound-shifts, while as a result of continuved contact one dialeet could
borrow elements from another in forms which differed from the native ones.
Also, mergers of groups must have taken place. In this way, phonetic doublets
arose which later spread over a wide area. Cases which may go back to the
oldest period are those pointed out by Beas-Haeberlin p. 126 where k° and
k/& forms exist side by side, as in the suffix ~-m(i)x®/-m(1)8 *people’ and
in the numeral ‘'onme' CdA. n#ik’°-8? (and nik’°® 'be tribe'), Kalo nk’u? (and



nk’®a ‘one day'), Shu. nek’u? versus Sq. né’u? (and né’4j”uy’am !fam-
ily', etco). Notice that in boih Sq. end CdA. the suffix °‘people’ oc-
curs in both its forms: Sg. sqXx°§?mid ‘Squamish' vs. "Wx®umix® '(pop-
ulation of) village', snandi.mex® 'Nanaimo', CdA. s¢fcB”’m8 'Coeur d'Ale
ene' vs. snfk’°#lunx® *tribesmen’.?

If there have besn old dialects which shifted k° to k/3, we may
expect such dialects to have shifted k/& to c. Such secondary dental
forms may survive in the word "five' Cdd. Kale. Shuo cil=, Sq. ci=
*cej~ or "eij- (in cfadis 'five') es compared to the word for 'hand'
Kalo &eld Shue. kelx Cow. cflod (with Cow. ¢ {k/&); further in the word
"turn, spin' CdA. s8l Sg. sol- ag comparsd to *x8l in Kal. 86l® 'turn
around', Sq. #i- in 5i&’ 'be &ll around', 3f-§i?& ‘round', Bi?uk’°-
'id.' (Cow. 8014k’°), 3¥j-ui®in 'drill holes with awl' (Cow. &8l-cep
'firedrill?, suff. =cop °fire°)5; possibly also in CdA. Shu. ¢i” !'deerx’
as compared to CdA. &'i? 'antler, horn’ (cf. Slavic *korva 'cow', Lat.
cervug Germ. Hirsch ‘deer' containing the same root as Lat. cornu Gr.
keras Germ. Horm). With the latter root we find a deviation from the
regular Sq.-Halc. correspondences (& to o, and ¢ to g) in Sqo c’istn
Halce. c'éyaten ‘horn'. The sams deviagtion occcurs in Sq. ¢’ m”il Cow.
¢’omfl? 'thin, flat' and in Sg. s¢4”gin Cow. sc’é?gen 'cattail'. Halc.
itself has divergent forms of this type in Cowe. sg'am° 'bone' va.
se’an?eléxen tupper arm ("armbone")', cf. on the one hand CdA. sc’ah
Kal. sc'ol 'bone', on the other hend Kal. sduwften 'arm’ (deviation I
of section 1)60 A doublet like *kV1/%cVl1 'hand/five', found as is is
in the same form over the whole Salish sres; must be old, while the
doublet ‘cattail' is probably due 0 recent borrowing. The recent Haleo
shift of & to ¢ duplicates a very old one, causing difficulties with regard
to the dating of individual doublets.

5. Ve now turn to some problems posed by a comparison of two closely
related languages, Sguamish and Halcomelem, and in particular to the cors
respondences involving i, 1, n (i == y). To Sq- j there correspond Hale.
Yy and 1, to Sq. 1 Ilalc. 1, and 4o Sq. n Hale. ne Of the Hale. dialects,
Chilliwack merges Hale. 1, n into 1, while a sub-dialect of Musqueam is
known to have merged them into n,7 Schematically:

Sq. i 1 n
Cow. 3 Mus. ¥y i n
Chi. 1

Mus. dialo y n
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As far as the relations of 1 and n are concerned, deviations can occur
only in the first two rows of the above chart. Regular are Sqa/Cowemus@
1/11 and n/nn, each repregented by numerous examples. There are devia-
tions in the following cases:

1/nn in (1) Sq. 8817i-41” 'wild grape' Cow.Mus. séney?~sAp 'Oregon
grape (short)', (2) Sq. ¢’m?41? Cow.lMus. ¢ emén 'arrow', (3) Sg. x%alitn
Cow.Mus. x°enftom 'white person', and doubtfully (4) Sq. 8-k°l-k®$l-c
Cow.Mus. sw&k®sn 'loon's

In principle there are two possibilities: either the Sq. word is
borrowed from an l-dialect like Chi. (for (1) and (2) ecf. Chi. séli:elp,
x°elftem), or the Halec. forme are borrowed from an n-dialect. In Kuipers
D 293, 302, 349 the former alternative is suggested. Howsver; the latter
one is indicated by Shu. sc’sl’s 'fruit of Oregon grape', sc al’seAp 'Cre=
gon grape' and by the word 'shot' guoted by Boas-Haeberlin p. 129: Shu.
domflest Thompson demeiest (in Shu. & is & free variant of 0)8, both with
l. The Cow.lus. n-forms are therefore very probably secondary. This means
that n-dialects must have been mors numerous and widespread than they were
in recent times (see Elmendorf-Suttles ps Tfe)e

1/nl probably in (5) Sq. spals 'throw away, scatter' Cow. swens Mus.
swels (Chi. swe:ls) 'scramble giving'. Kuipers p. 299 suggests that the
n=form is originai, but in view of the cases Jjust dealt with this is far
from certain.

n/11 in (6) sq. snd’inaq Cow.Mus. snac’6leq (Chi. slec’618q) 'spouse
of spouse's sibling'. Kuipers p. 286 suggests that n is original and Cow.
Mug. 1 due to influence of an l-dialect; but this 1 may slso be identical
with the 1 in Cow.Mus. x®-nec’$lwem ’family', in which case Sqo -nd’i-
represents *«né'agm and we are dealing with the correspondence Sqo § -=
Hale. 1 (ef. Sq. nd’dj7uy”am ‘family'; see section 6). In that case Hala-
*=1ln- wag reduced to =l- in this word.

There is one probable case of an l-n doublet in Sq., namely (7)
aden?q 'Gibson‘'s Landing', besides which one informant (who called Gib-
son's landing by a different name) used s£3el7q¢ for 'Howe Sound'. Hill-
Tout ps 474 quotes steink 'Gibsen's Landing'.

A guite special case is possibly presented by Sq. lam® Cow.Mua.
1€lem” Chi. 1£€:1ém ‘'house', which may contain the root 8q. hem®, hem®
'be covered; come home!, with local prefix n- in n-ham® ‘come home', re-
duplicated in higémvéf*hiihém? ‘return home' {nominslized in si?gm? ¢
*s-hizhdm? ‘Chief, Sir', cf. Lat. dominug). The Sq. local prefix n- oc-
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curg as le-, le- in Chi., so that the Sq. and Cow.Mus. words for 'house'

9

can be borrowings from & Chi. form going back to *n-hawn” or *n-hem®’.

6. A problem of larger scale is posed by the double Sq./Halc. correspond-

ences i/y and 4/1, represented by 53 and 28 examples respectively (of the
correspondence 1/1 there are 54). The ;/1 cagses, which constitute a minor-
ity, are here summed up: (1) Sq. -ijap Cow. -lep '2nd pers. pl.'s (2) 8q.
Mejd’ Cow. Agele’ 'moon', (3) Sq. s9q’°eq’°f?nex® Cow. sq’°6led 'bird',
(4) Sq. q'°iftq Mus.Chi. q’'®elfteq 'gull', (5) Sq. q’°¥i?-q°ui’sn Cow.
q’®81-3en 'toenail', (6)/s4%x°i? Cow. s4%°el 'grass', (7) Sq. s®ai’qs Cow.
s”81gsen 'point', (8) Sq. k°aj ‘to hide' Cow. 3-k°c1-€le 'hideout', (9)
Sqe hi-(i)dnex® 'big waves' Cow, hey-1€nx° 'autumn' (prob. '(season of) big
waves'), (10) Sq. 8i?dk'°- Cow. $e14k’° 'round' (see also 2nd paragraph of
4), Sq. si?£8° Cow. selfc’ 'full' (simplex in Sgo 1£8'=-it 'f£ill', je&’
'full', (12) Sq. sijd>juxa Mug. syd?lex®e? 'old', (13) Sq. gai Cow. gel
'vad', (14) Sq. nd’di°up?am Cow. x°-nec’é6lwem 'family', (15) Sq. ?434i8 Cow.
2¢1e8 'sibling', (16) Sq. sk’°fwas Cow. sk’°8lwes 'co-parent', (17) Sq.
sné’ fnaq Cow. snec’éleq 'spouse of spouse's sibling' (see ex. (6) in 5),
(18) Sq. q'ei-m 'to camp' Cow. q 8lZmen 'camp' (Sq. V q’ai, q’ej 'be high
up')s (19) Sqo %ei(?)% Cow. %éylex 'war', (20) Sq. k°&juc-mix® Cow. k°¢lews
‘murder', (21) Sqo t'ui?t Cow. st'&lmex® 'medicine', (22) Sq. (s-)%aj®s Cowo
¥¢:1s 'world changer',; (23) Sq. suftn Cow. swélten ‘'net', (24) Sq. 1di?yas
Cow. 1€:1%wes “bed platform'y, (25) Sq. sdii?d Cow. sd:lec ‘type of mat',
(26) Sq. jexf?u 'use fire in hunting' Cow. hfl”%ewf? 'hunt with fire in
canoe', (27) Sq. cfadis 'five' Cow. céled 'hand', and at least for the suf-
fix (28) Sq. t’k’°4m-jex® Cow. k°émlex® 1root! 10

Except for the fact that there is only one example with word-initial
j/l (exo 24), this correspondence is not positionally determined. In par=
ticular, it is found in the same general positions as 1/1 and i/y. Here fol-
low five examples of each of these (in the order Sg./Halc.): jiq/yiq 'snow’,
88’ idf/sc’iydys 'twins', &'i%x°/c’ey?x® 'dry', o %ui/a’ay 'die', p'&1i%/
p 6ley? 'bark of tree! -- lepit/léwex 'rib', c£1i?/¢’¢le” 'heart', sqali/
sg€leXk 'digging-stick', sk®ail/ek°fyel 'day, eky', si?1l/si?le 'grandpareat’.

In a number of cases Sq. has forms with 1 besides related forms wita i :

Sq. qai 'bad' (and possibly qé?qi® 'soft') besides gsl 'spoil, itr.'
(and possibly qlim 'weak'). == Cow. gel ‘bad’.

Sq- saj”qs 'point, promontory' besides 7alqsn 'Pt. Grey'. «- Cow.
s="8lqsen 'point, spit'.

S5qe k°djuc-mix® 'murder’ besides k°§las ‘shoot, sting'. -- Cow. on the
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one hand k°8§lews ‘murder' and on the other hand k°élest 'shoot', cf. Chi.
8dk°d1¢xY 'arrow', Shu. sck®il ‘arrow'.

Sq. ¢°83-q°1i 'copper' (redupl.) besides sq°a”?fls 'id.' -- Mus. 8q’ %ol
'id.' (own recording).

Sqs k’°i%qtn 'fur, skin' besides k’°l%?ap? 'skin'. -- Cow. k’°6lew?
'gkin, hide'.

No Halec. counterparts are known of the following, more doubtful cases:

Sqe Q°i?sdn 'boil, tr.' besides q °el 'be cooked' (glottalized!)e. ==
Kal. q°e1’ *cook by fire underground’.

S5qo q'is 'be tied, knotted' besides q'elq’ ‘be wound around'.

Sqe Xip', ¥iq' 'get seratched', ¥ic’ 'itch' besides %217 'write' (ore
ig. 'scratch marks' 2).

The Sq. connective element -aj- often found before productive somatic
suffixes (Kuipers p. 119) has besides it -al- which is found before non-
productive somatic suffixes, in particular -q(i)n 'head' and -Vén 'back!',
and also in a few other cases, e.g. in the suffixes -alx®ca) 'tongue’,
<alap 'thigh', e¢f. also nax°mec’tn9£1qp 'lie; falsehood' possibly to be
connected with CdA. -alpq® "mouth inside, oral cavity's

The Sq. forms with 1 belong to at least two (and possibly to several)
different layers. A case like "slgsn 'Pt. Grey' is clearly borrowed from
Hale. as besides Sq. s”ai®qs '‘point' we have such derivatives as s?digs-
43 'elbow' and s”aj”qs-8n 'heel', pointing to the j-form as the native
one. The Squamish sre known to have spread southward in recent times, and
in the toponymy one may expect Halc. forms, cf. also the case s&en?q/
séel?q (ex. (7) in 5)¢ The name mf-m?l-i 'territory of Musqueam Reserve'
(near.the Fraser v.) may therefore well contain the l-counterpart of Sq.
myj 'submerge, be scaked', mej 'sink' ("territory which is exposed to
floods" 2), ef. Kalo mel’ ‘'to flood'.

In Kuipers p. 247 the Sq. l=forms besides forms with | are ascribed
to borrowing from a Halco-type dialect. This is true in the case of “elqsn
and may be so in a few others, but it is certainly not true in general. If
the doublets were to be explained by borrowing it would be more reasonable
to say that the j-forms are borrowed from a Thompson-type dialect (where

E» 1) since the cases of Sq./Halc. 1/1 and j/y are each twice as numerous
as those of i/1.

According to Boas-Haeberlin a shift from 1 to i is an innovation in
one Interior language (Thompson) and two Coast languages (Clallam, Comox).
In Comox 1 furthermore shifts to u or zero/® (prob. via h) in the neigh-
borhood of u and a respectively. Squamish is said to adopt the l-to=j
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change occasionally. While none of the four languages in question occupy
contiguous territories, they are geographically comparatively close; oc-
cupying a triangle in the central-western Salish area with Thompson, Clal-
lam and Comox at the corners and Squamish in the center. This triangle al-
so contains Halcomelem, part of which merges 1 and n. In this area, then,
the system of sonants shows a tendency to be reduced in various ways which
have in common that they all involve 1 :

m u 1. Thompson, Clallam, Comox, (Sqo)

5;7 2y 3. Comox
1—2.3*n% zero, »
“? '\N > 4. Part of llalcomelem

n i
The occurrence of Sq. forms with j besides l=forms belongs in one context
with the l-to-j shift in Thompson, Clallam and Comox, even though the lan-
guages which are contiguous with 8q. do not make this shift. But neither
the number nor the character of the Sq. j-forms warrants the term "borrow-
ing": the number is one third of all the known Sq. counterparts of Hale.
words with 1, and this number includes not only names of common phenomena
of nature (moon, bird, grass, wave), of common qualities (round, full, old,
bad) and relationship-terms, but also living grammatical affixes. The Squam-
ish language~community rather represents a mixture of 1l- and j-pronouncing
groups whose language became secondarily unified. Ve must therefore assume
the historical existence of one or more additional j-dialects located in
the middle of the triangle formed by the present j-dialects. Groups of j-
and l-gpeakers merged to form the Squamish tribe., Perhaps the legend of
X°48’ t41° who slew the two-headed serpent Sinuiqai” and on his return home
acquired as wives the daughters of 2 number of chiefs reflects the histor-
ical course of events suggested by the linguistic data. The version of the
story given by Louis Miranda (Kuipers p. 230 ff.) ends with the words:
"That is why the people say we are of one common extraction, from above
Squamish down to Stamis, all on account of that X°43°t41%."

The interesting data given by Elmendorf-Suttles p. 7fs on the Musqueanm
n=dialect present a close-up of & sound-shift in part of an individual com-
minity. As was pointed out above; the incidence of secondary n-forms indice
ates that a shift from 1 to n must have cccurred in more than just one mi-
crodialect. The origin of the Sq. j-forms lies in a similar sociolinguistic
situation, and the same may be assumed for doublets of other types. Where
such doublets are widespread, and where the word-pairs are identical (as in
the case of 'hand' and 'five'), we must assume an early sound-shift followed
by a merger of dialects. A wide spread of a particular phonetic type of



doublet but without a parallel wide distribution of identical word-pairs
is less significant, since it may be due to parallel sound-shifts which
occurred independently in different arcas (and at different times). There
is, for instance, some evidence for the existence of j-from-l forms out-
side the "triangle of labile 1". To Kale. y there corresponds in a number
of cagses CdA. d (Vogt Ste pe 15, with 6 exam.ples).11 CdA. d is undoubted-
ly secondary. Kal. preserves the distinction of j and 1. An original *j

is therefore certain in the root *ju(?)k°- as evidenced by Kal. yeyik®e?
CdA. du?uk® Sq. ?es-J¥?k° 'stingy' nex’-juk®-4”min 'belonging to a stingy
person' (prob. !'treasure'). The regular CdA. counterpart of Sg. 1 is CdA.
1 (see 2 above), but there are two cases where Sq. 1 (undoubtedly contin-
uing Proto-Salish *1) has counterparts with d in CdA.: (1) CdA. d¥x° 'low-
er, descend, dismount' Sq. 1ix° 'fall down' 1ix°-t ‘put down', ete., (2)
CdA. dul ‘'sing warsong' Sgqe lulum 'sing'.l2 If these correspondences ars
not accidental, CdA., with d(;{.; also has an older j-component, and in
this case one would posit a parallel development in one or more eastern
dialects, unless j-from-=1 forms are more widespread in the languages of
the Interior (and especially the more western ones) than is known at pres-
ent.

Je To sum up, the process of differentiation of the Salish languages
can be enviseged as follows:

Early period

1.0. Barly dispersal of small groups with near-identical dialects.

1.1, Early phonetic shifts in individual dialects (k°-~ to k-series,
k= to e-series; possibly g- to k-series).

1.2, Mutual borrowing and mergers of groups with different phonetie
systems as developed in l.l, giving rise to doublets (-mix°/
-mi8 ‘people'; kel-/cil- 'hand/five', etc.).

1.3, Spread of mixed groups over large territory (hence occurrence
of doublets of 1.2. in whole Salish area).

Later periods
nol. More recent phonetic shifts in individual groups or areas (cen~
tral-west 1 to i, Hale. dialectally 1, n to either 1 or n, etco)
n.2., More recent borrowing and mergers of groups with different phone

etic systems (secondary n-forms in Hale., secondaxry l-forms in
S¢es Sg. as a mixed l- and j-language).

All periods
Great stability in structure of consonant-gystem (the shift from k to



& and that of &, ¢ to ¢, ¢ do not alter the gtructure of the system).

Sociolinguistic conditions maximally favoring lexical change.

Parallel phonetic shifts -~ both in space and time -~ due to similar
structural tendencies (early k/& to ¢ shift as in 'hand/five'y later
duplicated by Halce; l=to-=} shift in central-western area possibly
duplicated by component of CdA.)

Borrowing from non-Salish languages (not touched uwpon in this report).

In several cases language-communities have disappeared as such, and
their one-time existence appears from the present-day languages. Such is
the case with the }l-pronouncing communities which became part of the Squam-
ish, with the n-pronouncing Halc. communities, and possibly with the group{s)
responsible for the words with d( i <1 in Coeur d'Alene.

* * * *

FOOTNOTES

1) Abbreviations: Sq(uamish), C{oeur)dA(lene), Kal(ispel), Shu(swap),
Halc(omelem) with its dialects Cow(ichan), lms(queam) and Chi(lliwack). Cow.
forms are quoted as representative of Halc. in general, unless specific feat-
ures of Mus., Chi. are at issue. -~ For references to literature see end of
this report.

2) Cf. Boas-Haeberlin p. 122: "..., it 48 not quite easy to find the same
word used in many different dialects, especially when a comparison of the in-
land stems with those of the coast is desired. The differentiation of the lex-
icography of the dialects i8 considerable. While this is true of the word-
stens, the more frequent suffixes show a much wider distribution.”

3) Transcription: x velar; % uvular; ¢, 0 interdental affr. and fric.;

° labialization; V vowel; C cons.; a:, e: long vowels; u and i are used be-
sides w and y (the former mainly for Sqge.); g° is Reichard's gw; 8”? replaces
Reichard's a®® etc.; in the notation of Sqo., Cn is [ Cen_7 and Con is /“Cn_7,
etc.; Sq» 1?7 is structurally ih%?; Chi. ¥ is palatalized x; Chi. ° secondary
stress. -- S5q. i represents both *i and ¥ej. -- Glottalization in sonants is
disregarded for purposes of comparison (but is always written). -- Reminder:
Common-Salish *k and *c are Shu. k and ¢/& (frec var.), CdA. Kalo Sgo & and
¢, Hale. ¢ and ¢ respectively.

4) One camnot assume that the original k°-series was delabialized in certain
positions (say, before u and word-finally) and then shared the development of
the k-series, cf. such examples as (38, 39, 53) in 2+ In the case of the suf-

fix 'people' two different morphemes could be involved (say,; ‘'people' and
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‘territory', cfs Sq. Shu. tmix° 'land'), but such can hardly have been the
case with the numeral 'one's

5) If Halc. %elc't 'turn, tr.' also belongs to this group, the word would
show that a shift from uvulars to velars has occurred in early dialects even
before the shift from velars to dentals.

6) The Sq. pair ¢’ifk’®in 'squeeze, pinch (w, two fingers)' vs. &'ifk’°ni?n
'‘gnash one's teeth' can be matched with the CdA. pair c'ip' 'pinch fine' vs.
é'ip’ 'pinch', but this is not the kind of words that can be used for draw-
ing conclusions about phonetic developments.

7) See Elmendorf-Suttles p. Te

8) The Sq.-Hale. and Shu.-Thompson roots for 'Oregon grape' do not corres-
pond regularly, but the words are too similar to be separated and the devi-
ation must be due to borrowing or folk-etymology. In Shu. sc- the affrcate
tends to lose its closure (sc-) ss-); a similar tendency in sc’= in the
sub=dialeet from which the word could have spread to the SW could have re-
sulted in the form s-= in the receiving language. -~ For ‘'arrow' I recoxrded
Shu. sck®il (and ssq®fle?uke), and this is the root found in the Chi. coun-
terpart of (2) sdk°31éxY. '

9) A widespread Interior word for 'house' is citx® (Kalo, Shue)s =-- Sg. has
a word s?iltx® which means both ‘roof' and 'Indian house', cf. Cow. s?iltx®
‘plank'. Snoqualmie-Duwamish ?£1(?)al 'house' may be connected with the lat-
ter word.

10) In one word there seems to be a reverse correspondence Sqe. 1 - Halce

i, ey, namely in Sq. stél.mex® Cow. mestimex® Mus. mestfyex® Chi. mesti:yex®
‘person', of. also Cow.Mus. q°ay?stéy’mex® Chi. q°eq°stf:ymex® 'forest dwarf'.
To my knowledge, Sq. does not differentiate 'person' and *Indian'; for the
latter, Halc. has Cow.Mus. x°61lmex® Chi. x°81méx°. Cf. further Shu. g¢€lmex®
'Indian, people', sqflem(e)x® 'man', Kalo s8qélix° *Indian' sqaltemix® 'man’.
Notice that Xal., like Halc., has forms with and without m in these words.

11) There is, in addition, a CdA./Kal. correspondence y/y, cf. CdA. yuq°,
y8q° ‘pretend' Kal. yoq° 'tell lies'. The conditions for the occurrence of
d are unknowme

12) A relation of thAis word to Hale. t’{lem 'sing' s-t’flem 'secular song'
and to CdA. q°{1%h seems doubtful.
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