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Abstract: This paper expands on the existing body of literature which reconstructs lexical suffixes
in Proto-Central Salish (PCS). Pincott (2021) presents a set of Central Salish lexical suffixes that
were created by combining connective morphemes with existing lexical suffixes. In this paper I
propose some new reconstructions, and seek to reconstruct connectives and suffixes in more detail.
This paper focuses on reconstructing stress, glottalization, and the PCS resonant */»(Galloway 1988)
in lexical suffixes and connectives. Two of these reconstructions are proposed to be older than
Central Salish because reflexes can also be found in Tillamook or Tsamosan. I also discuss the
possibility of reconstructing the meanings of the PCS connectives *-ay- and *-al-.
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1 Introduction

This paper seeks to expand on the existing literature which reconstructs Proto-Central Salish (PCS)
lexical suffixes. Pincott (2021) reconstructs a set of lexical suffixes in Central Salish which were
derived by combining lexical suffixes with connective morphemes. The addition of the connective
is sometimes associated with a shift or extension in meaning, but in other cases there is no
difference in meaning between the lexical suffixes with and without the connective.

Sets of connectives have been reconstructed for Proto-Salish (PS) and PCS. Kinkade (1998)
reconstructs *-al-,' *-ay-, and *-ul- for PS, and suggests that there was likely one that included # as
well (Kinkade 1998:283). Pincott (2021) proposes that PCS made productive use of *-al-, *-af-,
*-aw-, *-ay-, and *-ul- (Pincott 2021:64). I propose that the PS connective *-al- became *-a/l>- in
PCS (See Section 2.1 for discussion of the phoneme *P), and that PCS *-al- may have been either
a different connective, or a rare variant of *-a/l>-.

Table 1 lists my proposed PCS reconstructions.? The first and third columns contain
reconstructions of the lexical suffixes with and without connectives, respectively. In Table 1 and
in the remainder of this paper, suffixes that were formed by combining a connective with an existing
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lexical suffix are referred to as “CN + LS forms”. The final column of Table 1 includes, where
applicable, possibilities for how the meanings of the CN + LS forms were derived.

Table 1: Lexical suffix reconstructions for PCS?

Possible
LS Gloss CN+LS Gloss derivation
*=Us ‘face’ *-al=us ‘eye’ ‘on the face’
*_4y=us ‘cheek’ (Sl and ‘side of the face’
Se only)
*=an4? ‘ear, side of the *_4ly=ana? ‘ear’ ‘on the side of
head’ the head’
*=4Xan ‘arm, side’ *_aly=4xXan ‘arm’ ‘on the side’
*=ap ‘bottom, base’ *-al=ap ‘thigh, hip’ ‘at the base’
*=qin ‘head, voice, *_41(Y)=qin* ‘hair, fur, feather’ ‘on the head’
language’
*=4lva=qin ‘inside of head or  ‘inside the head’
throat’
*=3iva ‘place for,
container’
*=4nax" ‘salmon, fish run’ *-al(¥)=anax¥ ‘season, weather’ ‘reason for fish
runs’
*-dw=anax¥  ‘year’
*=adnum ‘year, time’
*=3faq ‘wave’
*=Cup “fire, firewood’ *-aly=Cup “fire, firewood’
*=ica? ‘clothes, blanket’ *_4lv=i¢a? ‘clothes, blanket’
*=aqap ‘smell, taste’ *—éiY=aqap ‘smell, taste’
*=acon ‘testicle(s) *-al(¥)=acon ‘testicle(s)’
*=xW ‘house, building’ *_AW=tX™ ‘house, building’
*=ucin ‘mouth’ *-ay=ucin ‘lips, jaw, chin, ‘edge of the
edge’ mouth’
*=mix" ‘people, living *-aly=mix¥ ‘breast, milk’ ‘source of life’

being, life force’

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 examines the first set of suffixes
in Table 1, those for ‘face’ and ‘eye’, focusing on the glottalized resonant */” and stress. Section 3
presents data for additional reconstructions of CN + LS forms, and Section 4 discusses some

possible reconstructions for the meanings of the connectives *-ay- and *-al’-.

3 Unless otherwise indicated, the sources of language data are as follows: SI: Watanabe (2003), Se: Beaumont
(2011), Sq: Pincott (2021), Cw: Kuipers (2002), Ms: Suttles (2004), Ck: Galloway (2009), Sn: Montler
(2018), Sm: Kuipers (2002), Sg: Pincott (2021), Kl: Montler (2012), Ld: Bates et. al. (1994), Tw: Kuipers
(2002), Ti: Kuipers (2002), Qu: Modrow (1971), Ch: Kinkade (1991), Cz: Kinkade (2004).

4 The notation /(¥) indicates that there is insufficient data to differentiate */ and *7.
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2 Suffixes for ‘face’ and ‘eye’

The lexical suffixes for ‘face’ and ‘eye provide a useful representative example of how the resonant
*, glottalization, and stress can be reconstructed in CN + LS forms. The data for the Central Salish
forms is presented in (1).

(D PS *=ys  ‘face’ (Ku)’

?m*=us ‘face, eye’ (Ki)® *=alus ‘colour’ (Ki)
PCS *=us ‘face’ (P) *-al=us ‘eye’ (P)
*=i1s ‘face’ *alv=us ‘eye’
S1 =us ‘head, face’ =awus ‘eye’
Se =us ‘face, eye, dollar’ =alus ‘eye’
Sq =us  ‘face’ -ay=us, ‘eye’
-ay=us
Cw =as ‘face’ -al=os ‘eye’
Ms =as, ‘face, round object’ =alas, ‘eye, appearance’
=05 =olos
Ck =a:s, ‘on the face’ =a:los ‘on the eye(s)’
=4s,
=05
Sn =as, ‘face’ =a!9s, ‘eye, colour, stone’
=05 =alos
Sm =as, ‘face’
=a:s
Sg =alas ‘eye’
Kl =us ‘face’ =ayus, ‘eye’
=ayos
Ld =us ‘face, head, upper part’ =alus, ‘eye, colour’
=olus
Tw =us ‘face’ =ayas, ‘eye’ (N. Thompson

=ayas 1979:168)

This innovation, wherein a suffix for ‘eye’ was formed by adding a connective to the suffix for
‘face’, can also be demonstrated to be older than Central Salish. Analogous forms from the
Tillamook and Tsamosan branches are listed below in (2).

3> When cited in examples, Kuipers (2002), Kinkade (1998), and Pincott (2021) are indicated with (Ku), (K1),
and (P), respectively. My proposed reconstructions are bolded.

¢ Kinkade (1998) reconstructs a set of lexical suffixes for PS which were formed by removing the initial
consonants from independent nouns. The reflexes of these “C + LS forms” in modern Salish languages
include both independent nouns and lexical suffixes. Kinkade uses the notation 7m*=us to represent the
reconstruction of both the noun *?mus and the lexical suffix *=us for PS.
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2) Ti =us ‘face’ =ayis, ‘eye

=ays

Qu =uss, ‘face’ =a:los ‘eye’
=0s

Ch =usi- ‘face, eye, round object’ -al=us ‘eye’

Cz =usi- ‘face’ =alas ‘eyes’

The remainder of this section discusses the reconstructed resonant */¥ (Section 2.1),
glottalization in the connective (Section 2.2), and how vowel quality might be used to reconstruct
stress in the two PCS suffixes (Section 2.3).

2.1 The resonant *I»

The resonant in the connective that was used to form the suffix for ‘eye’ generally lines up with the
phoneme that Galloway (1988) reconstructs as */. The sound correspondences for PCS */ and */»
are provided in Table 2 (reproduced from Galloway 1988:299).

Table 2: PCS */ and *I7

PCS Sl Se Sq Cw Ms Ck Sn Sm  Sg Kl Ld Tw

s L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 y 1 1
sy L1 y 1 1 1 1 1 1 y 1

Galloway reconstructs this phoneme as a palatalized lateral in order to parallel another
reconstructed phoneme, *x» but admits that “the palatal nature of the reflexes, as well as those of
PCS */ may eventually have to be explained by */ ~ *y in PCS, or by some other more complex
phenomena” (Galloway 1988:315). In this paper, I follow Galloway in representing this phoneme
as */» for the sake of consistency and convenience, although */ ~ *y seems like a more plausible
reconstruction.

Table 2 makes one adjustment to Galloway’s table in its identification of the Sliammon reflex.
Galloway represents it as a phoneme that surfaces as w in rounded environments and y elsewhere.
Blake (2000) provides a more comprehensive description of the S1 phoneme’s behaviour. In Sl, the
phonemes /L/ and /L’°/ behave as follows.

3)  a /L b. /L
~ [/ # [/ #
— [w] Ju, u — [w] /u, u
— [y] elsewhere — [?] /a a
— [y] elsewhere (Blake 2000:49-50)

7 Galloway also includes reflexes for Pentlatch, Nooksack, Lummi, and Sooke. These are omitted here
because this paper does not include data from these languages.
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The word-final allophone [1] is not relevant for connectives because they always appear word-
internally, but the other allophones appear in the data discussed below. ®

Squamish serves as the key to differentiating PCS */ and */, as it is the only language where
these two PCS phonemes did not merge. This invites the question of whether */ and */” were in fact
distinct phonemes in PCS. Galloway also notes that PCS */, */»> SI /L/ is “an unusual type of
change” (Galloway 1988:296). He reconstructs two separate phonemes because the Sq split and
other sporadic / ~ y alternations in Central Salish lack clear conditioning factors. I follow his
analysis here, in part because Sq largely lacks CN + LS forms that begin with -a/- (examples (6)
and (8) in Section 3 are two exceptions). This suggests that PCS had the connective *-al-, but
*-al- was either rarely used or entirely absent. If PCS */ and */” were not two different phonemes,
then PCS *-a/l- would have split into Sq -al- and -ay-, and we would expect to find both connectives
in the Sq data. The paucity of Sq suffixes containing -al- suggests that *-al’- was very prevalent in
PCS, and *-al- was either an uncommon connective or a rare variant of *-al’-. Nevertheless, the
body of data is quite complex, and the notion that PCS */ and */» were not distinct phonemes merits
further consideration.

With the exception of Twana, the resonants in the Central Salish suffixes for ‘eye’ align with
the sound correspondence for *P. The resonant shifted to y in Sq and K1, it became w in Sl because
it was conditioned by the following u, and it is / in the other languages. Twana’s deviation from the
expected / may have been a random aberration, although it shows a curious resemblance to the Ti
form. This might not be a coincidence, as L. Thompson (1979) says that, after the Tsamosan branch
split from Central Salish, the ancestors of the Tillamook split from the southern end of the Central
Salish body before migrating south to the Oregon Coast (L. Thompson 1979:695). Perhaps the Tw
suffix was influenced by the pre-Tillamook form prior to this split.

The sound correspondences for PCS */” can be expanded to the Tillamook and Tsamosan
branches, and there is limited evidence to suggest that the palatal nature of this phoneme is older
than PCS. Two of Galloway’s reconstructions which contain */* have cognates outside of Central
Salish:

4)  PCS  *baé ‘full’ (Galloway 1988:305)
Ch 15¢ “full’
Cz  1dk “full’
5) PCS? *qval? ‘to speak, talk’ (Galloway 1988:315)
Ti q“ay- ‘lie, prevaricate’
Ch g¥dlam-,  ‘think’
sq*3lm ‘heart, thought, constitution, mind’
Cz q¥eldm-  ‘heart’

8 The Sliammon reflex of PCS *-a/- is distinct from the linking morpheme -a/- used in many Salish
languages for compounding (Kinkade 1998:284). While the compounding morpheme -af- is used
productively in some languages, it occasionally becomes fossilized as part of a lexical suffix, such as PCS
*-al=k*u ‘water’ (Pincott 2021:65). See also Watanabe’s discussion of the “ligature” in Sl (Watanabe
2003:368-70).

9 Kuipers (2002) lists reflexes of PS *g»al ‘to speak, think’ and *g"i/ ‘to cheat’ together (Kuipers 2002:91-
2). He lists the Ti form provided here in brackets, indicating that it is either “formally deviating or
semantically doubtful” (Kuipers 2002:12).
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Galloway notes that the sound shifts associated with PCS */ and */” are likely to be relatively old,
because [ ~ y appears in other Salish languages, and PS */ > y is even attested for the Interior
language Thompson (Galloway 1988:326).

On the basis of this limited data, it is tempting to reconstruct */* for the most recent ancestor of
Central Salish, Tillamook, and Tsamosan and propose that Ti parallels Sq in the sound shift */» >
y. However, Sq y more frequently correlates with Ti / in the cognate sets that are available (Kuipers
2002:73, 88, 120, 136, 205). Rather, I propose that */» split into / and y in Ti. Table 3 provides a
tentative expansion of this sound correspondence for the Tillamook and Tsamosan branches.

Table 3: Sound correspondences for */»in PCS, Tillamook, and Tsamosan

PCS Ti Qu Ch Cz
*]y I~y 1 1 1

More data from Ti is needed in order to establish this sound correspondence confidently. However,
the Tsamosan data consistently contain /, both in (4)-(5) as well as in the connectives in (2).

2.2  Glottalization

While glottalization of the resonant is not retained very consistently or transparently in the
connectives in (1)-(2), it has left some noticeable traces among the forms in this cognate set. Only
the suffixes in Sq, Ms, Sn, K1, Tw, and Cz clearly retain glottalized resonants, although it is possible
that the Se form was also glottalized. The Se dictionary does not indicate glottalization in resonants
because there is a great deal of variation in pronunciation, and glottalization is becoming less
common among younger speakers (Beaumont 1985:11).

There is also some evidence to suggest that languages have a common tendency to lose
glottalization in lexical and grammatical affixes. Lexical suffixes likely originated as independent
nouns that were incorporated or compounded, and over time became bound forms and were
phonologically reduced (Gerdts 1998:97). Czaykowska-Higgins (2004) provides evidence of such
phonological reduction in Moses-Columbian. The language’s uvulars, pharyngeals, and ejectives
are completely absent in grammatical suffixes, and much less common in lexical suffixes than in
roots (Czaykowska-Higgins 2004:90-91). This indicates that loss of marked features, such as
glottalization, is a common aspect of phonological reduction in lexical suffixes.

I reconstruct the connective in the suffix for ‘eye’ as containing a glottalized resonant because
it seems to have triggered vowel lengthening in the Ck suffix. The sound correspondences for
Central Salish glottalized resonants are provided in Table 4 (reproduced from Galloway 1988:301),
where R stands for “resonant”.

Table 4: PCS glottalized resonants

PCS SI Se Sq Cw Ms Ck Sn Sm Sg KI Ld Tw environment

R R R? R? 2R, 2R, R R? ?R R? R 2R R /V.V
(HOR? ()R?

*R? R R? R? R? R? R R? R? R? R? R(? R? /V.C#

*R? R? R R? R? R? R R? R? R? R R? R /V# V
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Given the long vowel in the Ck suffix, it seems more plausible that some languages would have
dropped the glottalization during phonological reduction, rather than some languages adding it
sporadically and Ck coincidentally lengthening the vowel in the connective.

2.3  Stress and vowel quality

Reconstructing stress for PCS suffixes is a complicated endeavour, but some inferences can be
made based on vowel quality in the modern Halkomelem and Northern Straits suffixes. The PCS
suffix for ‘face’ in (1) is a good example. The sound correspondences for PCS *i and *u
(reproduced from Galloway 1988:301) are listed in Table 5.

Table 5: PCS *i and *u

PCS Sl Se Sq Cw  Ms Ck Sn Sm  Sg Kl Ld Tw

* u u ua a a a a a a u u u
*u u u uo 2 ) ) ) ) ) ) u u

Assuming that the possible forms for PCS ‘face’ are *=us and *=us, then the sound
correspondences in Table 5 would predict the first two sets of reflexes listed in Table 6.

Table 6: Predicted and actual reflexes of ‘face’

Expected if Expected if

Language PCS *=us PCS *=us Actual reflex
S1 =0s =us =us

Se =us =us =us

Sq =0s =us, =08 =us

Cw =as =28 =as

Ms =as =2s =4s, =98

Ck =as =2s =4:s, =as, =98
Sn =3s =3s =as

Sm =as =38 =as, =a:s

Kl =us =us =us

Ld =0s =us =us

Tw =Us =us =us

The vowel in the Halkomelem and Northern Straits suffixes shifted to d, indicating that it was
probably already being stressed in the earliest spoken forms of these languages. If Ms, for example,
had inherited an unstressed form of the suffix, then it would have the variants =3s, =as rather than
=as, =as. Thus, synchronic stress patterns alone cannot account for the vowel quality in the
Halkomelem and Northern Straits suffixes.

In contrast, I reconstruct the first vowel in the suffix for ‘ear, side’ as unstressed. Table 7 lists
the sound correspondences for PCS *d and *a (reproduced from Galloway 1988:301).

Table 7: PCS *a and *a

PCS SI Se Sq Cw Ms Ck Sn Sm Sg Kl Ld Tw

*a a a a ¢ (3 ¢ ¢é é ¢é a a a
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*a a a a 2 o) 2 o) ) ) ) a a

Table 8 lists the predicted reflexes for PCS *=dna?, *=ana?, followed by the forms attested in the
Central Salish languages.

Table 8: Predicted and actual reflexes of ‘ear, side’

Expected if Expected if
Language PCS *=dna? PCS *=ana? Actual reflex
S1 =4na? =ana? =ana
Se =4na =ani =ana
Sq =ana? =ana? =a?an, =a?n
Cw =£na? =oné? =0nd
Ms =¢noa? =oné? =3no, =one?
Ck =¢lo =5l =3le
Sn =éna? =oné? =e:n, =en, =end, =one?
Sm =¢na? =oné? =oné?, =on
Kl =4noa? =on4? =an
Ld =ada? =ada? =adi?
Tw =ada =ada =adi

Here, PCS *=anda? is the more likely candidate, because Cw, Ms, Ck, and Sm have 2 or 3 as their
initial vowel. They inherited a suffix whose initial vowel was unstressed, so it was reduced to schwa.
Synchronic stress patterns led to the Ms variants =3na, =ane?. The present analysis cannot account
for the Sn data (additional variants are listed in Montler 2018:1091), which will require further
investigation.

The same general principle applies when reconstructing stress on connectives. For example,
consider PCS *-al»=cup > Ck -3lcap ‘fire, firewood’ (15) and PCS *-al»=aqap Ck =é:laqap (17).
In the former, Ck inherited a suffix without initial stress and reduced the initial vowel to a schwa.
The initial stress in the modern form then arose through more recent processes. In the latter, Ck
inherited a suffix with initial stress, causing the vowel to shift to €. The long vowel serves as
additional evidence, because glottalized resonants only triggered vowel lengthening in stressed
vowels (see Table 4).

Returning to the suffixes for ‘eye’, one significant problem remains: why do the Halkomelem
forms show no evidence of the expected vowel shift PCS *a > Cw, Ms, Ck £? Table 9 lists the
predicted sound correspondence for PCS *¢ in rounded environments (reproduced from Galloway
1988:301), where Q stands for “post-velar consonant”.

Table 9: PCS *a in rounded environments

PCS S Se Sq Cw Ms Ck Sn Sm Sg KI Ld Tw environment

PP 4 4 4 4 4 7 r 7 7 7 7 7 / Clab: W_;
a @ a 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ 4 a 4 u a 4
_Cu, Qlab: W

Closer inspection of the cognate sets in Galloway (1988) suggests that the sound correspondence
in Table 9 might only apply when the vowel follows a rounded environment. There is sufficient
evidence to support that PCS *d > Cw, Ms, Ck &, Sn, Sg d, Kl 7 / Cip, w_ (Galloway 1988:306,
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309-12), but little available data to demonstrate that the same shifts occurred when PCS *q
preceded a rounded environment. There is one cognate set that shows the following sound change:
PCS *¢ > Ms, Sg, Kl d¢ / _w (Galloway 1988:323),!° and no cognate sets that include the
environment Cu.'!

Given that the Halkomelem and Straits suffixes for ‘eye’ in (1) retain PCS *a without exception,
I propose the sound correspondence listed in Table 10. Example (13b) in Section 3.3 provides
additional evidence for this sound correspondence.

Table 10: PCS *i/ Cu

PCS SI Se Sq Cw Ms Ck Sn Sm Sg KlI Ld Tw environment

% (4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 [/ Cu

We can also surmise from the Halkomelem and Northern Straits forms of ‘eye’ that unstressed
vowel reduction occurred after the shift PCS *d > Cw, Ms, Ck ¢, Sn, Sm, Sg é. If PCS *-dl=us >
*al'=as occurred before the vowel shift, then the modern suffixes would have ¢ (Halkomelem) and
¢ (Northern Straits) as their initial vowels.

2.4 Summary

This section has examined how the suffixes for ‘face’ and ‘eye’ provide evidence for reconstructing
the resonant *P, glottalization, and stress in PCS. The resonant *, perhaps better conceptualized
as */ ~ *y, can be reconstructed based on the Sq reflex. This sound correspondence can tentatively
be extended to include the Tillamook and Tsamosan branches. Lengthened vowels in Ck can be
used to reconstruct glottalized resonants. This is an especially useful piece of evidence, because
resonants in lexical suffixes often lose glottalization over the course of phonological reduction.
Finally, vowel quality in Halkomelem and Northern Straits provide hints for reconstructing PCS
stress. The next section applies these methods of analysis to a broader set of data.

3  Additional reconstructions

This section presents additional cognate sets which illustrate the patterns of glottalization, stress,
and the resonant */* discussed in Section 2. Section 3.1 focuses on three CN + LS forms where the
addition of the connective alters the meaning of a somatic suffix. Sections 3.2 and 3.3 examine
developments involving the suffixes for ‘head’ and ‘salmon’, respectively. Section 3.3 lists CN +
LS forms where the addition of a connective did not lead to any semantic shifts.

3.1 Somatic CN + LS forms with semantic shifts

This section discusses three somatic suffixes which tend to undergo shifts in meaning when a
connective is added.

19 The modern Ck form stresses a different syllable, so the vowel of interest has been reduced to schwa.

' A comprehensive analysis of how the various rounded environments affected reflexes of PCS *d is beyond
the scope of this paper. I refer the interested reader to the following cognate sets in Galloway (1988): #8
(3006), #17 (309-10), #20 (310), #22 (310), #24 (311), #28 (312), #32 (314), #34 (315), and #45 (323).

480



The connective *-al*- discussed in Section 2 also appears in conjunction with the suffix for
‘ear’. Forms of the suffix with and without the connective are listed in (6).

(6) PS *=ani/a?'"? ‘ear (side)’ (Ku)
t*=ani/a? ‘ear, side of head’ (Ki)

PCS  *=ana? ‘ear, side’ (P) *-al=ana? ‘side of the head, ear’ (P)
*=an4? ‘ear, side of the head’ *_4=ana? ‘ear’
S1 =ana ‘neck’ =a?ana ‘ear’
Se =ana ‘ear’ -al=ana ‘ear’
Sq =a?an, ‘cheek, side’ =ayan, ‘ear’
=a?n =aya?n
Cw  =ono ‘ear (side)’
Ms =4no, ‘ear, side’
=ane?
Ck =3le ‘on the side of the head’ =¢éliye ‘on/in the ear’
Sn =e:n, =en, ‘ear, angle, corner, side
=eno, of the face’
=ane?
Sm =ong?, ‘ear (side)’
=on
Kl =an ‘ear, corner, angle’ -ay=n ‘ear (side)’ (Ku)
Ld =adi? ‘ear, side, sound’ =31di?, ‘ear, side of the head’
Tw =adi ‘(exterior) ear, side of

head’ (N. Thompson 1979:1)

I reconstruct the connective in (6) as stressed because the Ck vowel has undergone the expected
shift in quality: PCS *d > Ck é. The Ck suffix’s long initial vowel indicates not only that it was
stressed, but also that it historically was followed by a glottalized resonant. The Sl reflex also serves
as evidence for glottalization, because the PCS glottalized resonant */»became the Sl phoneme /L’/,
which surfaces as 7 in the environment a_a (3b).

The forms in (6) without the connective often have more general locative meanings such as
‘side’, while the forms with the connective tend to refer more specifically to the ear. This suggests
that the connective added specificity to the location described by the lexical suffix. As Pincott
(2021) observes, this trend applies not only to the suffixes in (6), but to the suffixes for ‘arm, side’
listed in (7) as well (Pincott 2021:51, 57).

(7) PS *=4xan ‘arm (side)’ (Ku)

*=axan ‘upper arm, shoulder’ (Ki)
PCS *-al=axan ‘arm’ (P)
*=4Xan ‘arm, side’ *_al=4xan ‘arm’
S1 =aXan ‘corner’ =ayaxan ‘upper arm, elbow’
Se =axan ‘end? side?’ =laxan, ‘arm, front leg of animal,
=laxa sleeve, upper arm’
Sq =aXan ‘side’ -ay=axa?n, ‘arm’

12 Kuipers (2002) uses the forward slash to indicate alternative forms (Kuipers 2002:12). I also apply this
notation to data from Kinkade (1998).
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-iy=éaxa?n,

-iy=aXan
Cw =oXn, ‘side’ -ol=exn ‘side’
=exn
Ms =éxon, ‘arm, side, branch =oléxon  ‘arm’
=axon perimeter’
Ck =éxal, ‘side; end or side of a =oléxoal ‘on/in the arm/wing’
=oxol house; angular or
perpendicular extension’
Sn =eXon ‘arm, periphery, border’  =eloxon  ‘hip’
Sm =exn ‘arm (side)’
Kl =aXan ‘arm’ -i?=axn  ‘arm (side)’ (Ku)
Ld =axad ‘at the side, edge, side -ol=axad, ‘arm, wing’
appendage’ -l=axad
Tw =axad ‘arm (side)’

For the suffixes in (7), I reconstruct a form of the connective which has neither stress nor
glottalization. While SI has a variant containing y, it appears in the environment a_a and therefore
would be expected to surface as 7 if it had arisen through the previously discussed route: PCS */»>
S1/L’/. Perhaps the glottalization in the SI and Sq forms results from synchronic variation.

The Sn suffix =elaxon is an outlier, both formally and semantically. While the Halkomelem
suffixes are consistent in retaining full stressed vowels after the connective, Sn has e as its initial
vowel. Because the Sn suffix diverges in meaning as well (‘hip’ rather than ‘arm’), it may have
been a more recent innovation in Sn.

It is more common for Central Salish suffixes for ‘hip’ to derive from PCS *=ap ‘bottom, base,
rear’. These are listed in (8).

(®) PS *=ap ‘bottom, base, rear’ (Ku)
*=ap ‘bottom, rear, base’ (Ki)
PCS  *=ap ‘base’ (P) *-al=ap, ‘side of leg?, thigh?’ (P)
*-ay=ap
*=ap ‘bottom, base, rear, *-al=ap  ‘thigh, hip’
back’
S1 =ap ‘heel’ =amap ‘hip’
Se =ap ‘end (lower or upper, =alap ‘end (lower or upper);
slope’
slope), slope’
Sq =ap ‘base?’ =alap ‘thigh’
Ms =ép, =op  ‘base, bottom’
Ck =op,=dp  ‘ground, earth, dirt on
the ground’
Sn =ecaC, ‘hip’ (P)
=eyal
Kl =ac ‘back, usually the =ay¢ ‘hip” (P)
bottom or lower back’
Ld =ap,=op  ‘bottom, base, buttocks’ =alap ‘leg, hip’
Tw =ap ‘rear end, behind, tail’
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Overall, the suffixes in (8) show a similar pattern to those in (6) and (7), where the addition of the
connective has the effect of describing a more specific location. The forms from SI and Sn differ
significantly from what this reconstruction would predict, and remain unaccounted for in my
analysis. Section 4.2 will further explore the semantic function of PCS *-a/l>-.

3.2 Suffixes formed from ‘head’

The suffix for head’ was combined with a connective and semantically extended to mean ‘hair’ or
‘fur’. These forms are listed in (9).

)] PS *=qin ‘head (hair, top; throat,
voice, language’ (Ku)
?m*=aqin ‘head’ (Ki)

PCS *-al=qin  ‘integument’ (P)
*=qin ‘head, voice, language’ *-4l(Y)=qin ‘hair, fur, feather’
S1 =qin ‘mouth (inside)’ =iyqin ‘hair’
Se =qin ‘head, language, mouth, -al=qin, ‘hair’
opening, speech, throat, -al=qi,
top, voice’ -I=qin
Sq =qin, =qn  ‘hair, throat, language’ -al=qon,  ‘feather’
-l=gn
-1?=qin ‘integument of animal’
Cw =gen, =gon ‘throat, voice’ i
Ms =qon, =qin ‘head, end, bow of canoe’ =3lgon ‘pelt, fur, hide’
Ck =qol ‘in the head’ =¢lqgal, ‘wool, feather’
=3lqal
Sn =qin ‘voice, throat, language’ Ieiqsn, ‘hair, fur, feather’
=slgon
Sm  =qin ‘on top’
Sg =qon ‘wool, feather, skin =elqon, ‘wool, feather, skin growth’
growth’ =lgon
Kl =qin ‘voice’ =ayqen “fur’
Ld =qid ‘head; top, summit; voice’ -al=qid ‘wool, hair’
Tw =qid ‘head’ -al=qod ‘hair’

I reconstruct this connective as stressed because Ck, Sn, and Sg retained full vowels which shifted
in quality (PS *d > Ck &, Sn, Sg é). It is unclear whether the resonant was glottalized, as Sq, Ms,
and Sn have glottalized resonants, but the Ck vowel was not lengthened. I reconstruct a non-
glottalized resonant, but it is also possible that glottalization was dropped in Ck before the shift
PCS *PR > Ck .R occurred.

The identity of the connective’s resonant in (9) poses a puzzle, because Sq has two variants
which would correspond to PCS */ and */v13 Pincott (2021) observes that -i?- appears more
frequently, and forms with -a/- typically mean ‘feather’ (Pincott 2021:54). There are multiple ways

13 The sequence recorded as i? might be 2y phonemically (Suzanne Urbanczyk, p.c., May 8, 2025).
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to analyze this data. If PCS had two different connectives *-a/- and *-al-, then we might reconstruct
*-al=qin ‘feather’ and *-al’=qin ‘hair, fur’. These two suffixes would then have become conflated
in other Central Salish languages as PCS */, */* merged, remaining distinct only in Sq.
Alternatively, if -i?P=gan ‘integument of animal’ is the reflex of the PCS suffix, then Sq -d/=gan
‘feather’ might be a more recent loan from Ck. Finally, it remains a possibility that PCS */ and */»
were not separate phonemes. In this case, Sq would have inherited PCS *-d/=qin ‘hair, fur, feather’
and developed two distinct suffixes as PCS */ split into Sq [ ~ y.

The innovation in (9) is likely older than Central Salish, because the Tsamosan branch has
similar forms, listed in (10):

(10) Ch =aqi- ‘voice, talking, language’ =alagqn ‘feather’
Cz =agan ‘hair’ -al-agan  in ‘wool’

In addition to the CN + LS form in (9), a new suffix was also formed by compounding the suffix
for ‘head’ with another suffix meaning ‘place’ (Pincott 2021:53). Example (11) lists the Central
Salish suffixes for ‘place’ alongside the compounded forms.

(11) PCS  *=alj, ‘place for’ (P) *=ala=qin ‘inside of head or throat’ (P)
*=ala
*=4iva ‘place for, container’ *=4lva=qin ‘inside of head or throat’
SI =aya ‘place’
Se =ala, ‘inside’ =ala=qin  ‘head (inside), throat
=ali ‘container, place where (inside)’
something is or occurs’
Sq =ay,=ay ‘place for, container’ =ayaqin  ‘insides, guts’
Ms =¢élo, =olo  ‘place for, container for’
Ck =¢:1¢, =ole ‘container, receptacle for> =¢lagal ‘(in) the head’
Sn =elo ‘container’
Sg =¢lo, ‘container’
=hélo
Kl =ayo ‘container’
Ld =ali ‘place where something =aliqid in ‘he wrapped a
is typically kept or located’ (ceremonial) band around
his head’

Because the Ld form differs semantically and is only recorded with one root, it was likely developed
independently (Pincott 2021:53).

3.3 Suffixes formed from ‘salmon, fish run’

The PS suffix *=anax*, *=anux” has undergone multiple semantic extensions, both with and
without connectives. Its original meaning is difficult to uncover, as it is variously used to mean
‘salmon, season, year, weather’. I tentatively propose that its oldest meaning is ‘salmon’ or ‘fish’
run’, which was extended to mean ‘year’ because fish runs occur annually. Other extensions to
‘weather, season, sky, wave’ might then refer to the conditions surrounding fish runs. The forms of
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the suffix that generally correspond to ‘salmon, fish run’ and ‘season, weather’ are listed in (12).
Relevant cognates from Ch and Cz are also included in (12) and (13) below.

(12) PSS *=anaxV  ‘season, salmon, year,
weather’ (Ku)
*=anax™  ‘salmon’ (Ki)
*=anux®  ‘weather, season, year’ (Ki)

PCS *=anax* ‘salmon, fish run’ *-al(¥)=anax" ‘season, weather’
SI =anx¥ “fish runs (?)’
Se =anx¥ ‘fish’ -al=anxv ‘fish, weather on the
sea’
Ms =¢:nx", “fish, food, fish run, =olénox", ‘season’
=énox¥, season, (bad) weather’ =lénox"
=¢énox"
Sn =emox¥  ‘salmon’
=enoxv ‘season, weather, time
of year’
Kl =aynox% ‘sky, weather’
Ch =anxV, ‘salmon’, =alaxv ‘sky, weather’
=anux" ‘years, weather’
Cz =panx™ ‘year’

The various reflexes of this suffix do not allow for a tidy set of reconstructions with connectives,
but there is a tendency for PCS *-a/(*)- and *-aw- to correlate with suffixes for ‘weather’ and ‘year’,
respectively. The presence of other, etymologically unrelated suffixes with similar meanings
further complicates this matter. The examples below depart from this paper’s established method
of presenting data, opting instead to list suffixes alongside their semantic competitors in order to
compare their distributions.

Suffixes for ‘year’ are listed in (13); those in (13a) are derived from ‘salmon, fish run’, while
those in (13b) are from PCS *=dnum ‘year, time’. Note that (13b) is consistent with the sound
correspondence proposed in Table 10: PCS *¢ > Cw, Ms, Ck, Kl a/ Cu.

(13) a.CN+LS form b. unrelated suffix
PCS *=anum  ‘measurement of time’ (P)
*_gw=anax® ‘year’ *=anum  ‘year, time’
Se -a&w=nox" in ‘season, year’ =anum ‘year’
Sq -aw=anox" ‘year’ =anam, ‘measure, time’
=anom
Cw =owu:nx" ‘years’
Ms =winxv, ‘year’ =4anom in ‘year’
={nx¥
Ck =a:lom, in ‘year’
=alom
Kl =a?winox™ ‘year’ =ann ‘season, year’
Ld =aladx¥ ‘year’
Ch -al=anux" ‘years’
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It is common for languages to have both suffixes, where one or both suffixes are fossilized or have
a limited distribution distribution. Interestingly, Se -aw=nax", Ms =dnam, and Ck =alom all appear
only with the root ya/ (Beaumont 2011:807, Suttles 2004:315, Galloway 2009:1029), which means
‘be over, turn, pass’ (Galloway 2009:1027). The Se suffix =dnum also appears with this root
(Beaumont 2011:541, 807), but I have yet to determine whether it appears with other roots as well.
In K1, =a?winax" is used only with numbers, and =any is only recorded with one root (Montler
2012:801-2). It appears that only Sq, which retains two distinct meanings, continues to use both
suffixes productively. The Ld suffix most likely developed independently, although it may be
related to the Ch form.

Pincott (2021) also proposes a local innovation among Sl, Se, and Sq, wherein a suffix for
‘wave’ developed along the route *-aw=anax" > *-aw=anax" > *-aw=nax" > *=unax" (Pincott
2021:69). These suffixes are listed in (14a), alongside reflexes of an unrelated PCS suffix for
‘wave’ in (14D).

(14) a.CN+LS form b. unrelated suffix
PS *=alaq ‘wind, weather’
PCS  *-aw=anax¥  ‘wave’ (P)
*=alaq ‘wave’
S1 =unax" ‘wave’ (P) =a?aq ‘wind’
Se =Unax" ‘wave(s)’ =alaq ‘air (moving air, moving
through air), wind’
Sq =unox¥ ‘wave’ =a?lq ‘wave’ (fossilized)
Cw =elaq, ‘wave’ (Hukari et. al. 2013:
=3laq, 35,173, 229)
=aloq
Ms =¢loq ‘wave’
Ck =¢:laq, ‘waves’
=sloq
Sn =eloq, ‘wave’
=sleq,
=alaq
Kl =oya?q,  ‘wave, splash’
=iyoq

Despite being highly localized, the significant phonological reduction of =unax* suggests that it is
relatively old. Furthermore, the Sl and Sq suffixes for ‘wave’ are only recorded with one to two
roots (Watanabe 2003:368, Pincott 2021:69), so they do not seem to be used productively. Perhaps
the presence of =unax” ‘wave’ in Sl and Se blocked the semantic shift from PS ‘wind, weather’ to
‘wave’, allowing them to retain the older meaning of ‘wind’.

3.4 CN + LS forms without semantic shifts

The remainder of the cognate sets discussed in this section do not show any semantic differences
between the plain suffix and CN + LS forms. Suffixes for ‘fire, firewood’ are listed in (15).
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(15) PS *=kvup ‘fire(wood)’ (Ku)

?m*=ikup “fire(wood)’ (Ki)
PCS  *=¢up ‘fire(wood)’ *-al(Y)=Cup ‘fire(wood)’
S1 =ak“up “fire(wood)’
Se =i¢up “firewood’ -al=k*up  ‘fire(wood)’
Sq =ik“up, “fire(wood)’ -ay=ik*up, ‘fire(wood)’
=Cop -ol=Cop
Cw -ol=cop “fire(wood)’
Ms =cop “fire(wood)’ =dlcap, “fire(wood)’
=3lcop
Ck =3lcap ‘firewood’
Sn =Cap “fire(wood)’ (Ku)
Sm =eCop
Ld =Cup ‘cooking fire, =aliCup ‘of the fire’
campfire, firewood’
Tw =Cup ‘fire(wood)’ -ay=q*p  ‘wood’

The Ld suffix ‘of the fire’ in (15) may have been derived by compounding with the suffix =ali
‘place where something is typically kept or located’ (11).
Example (16) lists suffixes for ‘clothes, blanket’.

(16) PS *=ica? ‘hide, blanket,
clothes’ (Ku)
?*=ica? ‘hide, surface,
blanket’ (Ki) ,
PCS  *=j¢a? ‘clothes, cloth, *_4h=ica? ‘clothes, blanket’
blanket’
SI =it ‘clothes’
Se =ica ‘animal, blanket, -al=ica ‘clothes’
clothes, skin’
Sq =ica, =ca ‘clothes’ -ay=ca, ‘clothes’
-ay=ca?
Cw =et0e? ‘strands of fibre,
=itde? cloth’
Ms  =it%? ‘blanket, wealth®  =é:lt%?  ‘blanket, wealth’
Ck =if9s, =itos ‘clothing, material’
Sn =it%? ‘cloth’
Kl =ica? ‘clothing (fabric)’
Ld =ica? ‘clothe, wear’ =alica? ‘clothes, clothing’
Tw  =ica ‘blanket, garment’ -al=ica in ‘ripped clothes’

Glottalization in the resonant in (16) is reconstructed based on the lengthened vowel in Ms. While
Ck is more consistent in lengthening stressed vowels that precede glottalized resonants, this change
can also occur in Cw and Ms (see Table 4).

Example (17) lists suffixes for ‘smell, taste’.
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(17)  PS

PCS
S1
Se
Sq
Ms
Ck
Sn
Kl
Ld

*(-al)=aqap ‘smell, taste’ (Central Salish and

*=aqap ‘smell, taste’

=aqap ‘smell’
=alag=ap
=4dyaqap
=¢loqop
=¢:laqop
=eloqac

=aqac ‘taste, odour’

=qop ‘smell’ =alaqop

, Tsamosan only) (Ki)
*-al'=aqap ‘smell, taste’

‘(have a kind of) smell’
‘smell; taste’

‘smell, taste, sound’
‘fragrance, smell, odour’
‘smell’

‘odour’

Interestingly, the suffixes in (17) with the connective significantly outnumber those without it. The
same goes for suffixes for ‘testicle(s)’ in (18). Only the independent noun has been reconstructed

for PS, and the lexical suffix seems to be a Central Salish innovation.

(18) PS
PCS
Ms

Ck
Sn
Ld

*makn ‘testicle’ (Ku)

*=4¢an ‘testicle(s)’ *-al(¥)=acon

=¢con ‘testicle(s)’ =¢locon,
=3lacon

=¢écal ‘on the testicles’  =oldcoal
=clos
=alacad

‘testicle(s)’
‘testicle(s)’

‘on the testicles’
‘testicle’
‘testicles’

The limited distribution of suffixes for ‘testicle(s)’ makes it somewhat problematic to reconstruct
for PCS. It is possible that the suffix and CN + LS forms in (18) were the result of a more recent

development in Halkomelem, which was borrowed into Sn and Ld.

Finally, (19) lists suffixes for ‘house, building’.

(19)  PS
PCS

SI
Se

*=txW ‘lodging’ (Ku)
cH=txv ‘lodging’ (Ki)

*_aw=tx"
H=txw ‘house, building’ *-aw=tx"
=tx% ‘roof” =awtx"
=txV, tow ‘inside (building, =awtx®

shelter, vehicle)
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Sq =tx™ ‘house’ -aW=tx" ‘house’

Cw -ew=tx", ‘lodging’
—OW=txV

Ms =tx¥ ‘house’ =Eéwtx", ‘house’
=dwix™

Ck =txW ‘building, house”  =¢:wtx, ‘building, house’
=EWtx¥

Sn =ewtx¥, ‘house, building, room,
=owtx™ campsite’

Sm =ewtx™ ‘house, dwelling’

Kl =awtx" ‘house, building, room’

Ld =txV ‘building’

As with the connective *-al’- in examples (15)-(18), the connective *-dw- in (19) does not seem to
trigger any shift in meaning.

3.5 Summary

This section has examined various CN + LS forms. For those in Section 3.1, the addition of the
connective altered the meaning of somatic suffixes slightly by describing a more specific location.
The suffixes for ‘head’ and ‘salmon’ discussed in Section 3.2 and 3.3 underwent multiple
innovations that show more distinct semantic shifts. Those in Section 3.4, however, display little
or no change in meaning with the addition of the connective. The next section will explore
possibilities for reconstructing the meanings associated with the connectives themselves.

4 Reconstructing the meanings of connectives

Salish connective morphemes have undergone semantic bleaching over time, but it is possible to
uncover some remnants of their meanings. Kinkade (1998) suggests that the connectives (which he
calls “expansion suffixes”) originated as lexical suffixes. They frequently appeared first in
sequences of multiple lexical suffixes and gradually lost meaning as they became reduced over
time (Kinkade 1998:283). This section discusses the possible reconstructions *-ay- ‘tip, extremity,
edge’ (Section 4.1) and *-al’- ‘in, on, source of” (Section 4.2).

4.1 The connective *-ay-

The connective *-ay- has a tendency across multiple languages to refer to edges or extremities.
Kinkade (1998) notes this pattern in Ch, and suggests that it could be related to the Moses-
Columbian suffix =aya? ‘head, top’ if it carries a similar meaning in other languages (Kinkade
1998:283). The connective -ay- is used to refer to extremities in (at least) two Tsamosan languages:

(20) a.Ch
=aca ‘hand, finger, forearm’ -ay=aca  ‘finger, elongated instrument’
=Sani- ‘foot, toe, leg’ -ay=s$n ‘toe’
b. Cz
=aka? ‘hand, arm, finger’ -ay=aka? ‘finger’
=x4an ‘foot, leg’ -dy=xan  ‘toe’
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The connectives -ay- or -y- in Ld show a similar tendency to add meanings like ‘end’ or ‘edge’.

(21) Ld
=ucid ‘mouth’ -ay=ucid in words for ‘chin’ and ‘jaw’
=qs ‘nose, point’ -ay=@s in words for ‘chin’ or ‘beard’
=alus ‘eye’ -y=alus ‘end, edge’
=qid ‘head; summit’ -y=aqid ‘the very top’
=axad ‘at the side’ -y=axad  ‘door’

Beaumont (2011) also notes that Se suffixes that start with -ay- usually refer to an outside surface,
or a projection or extension (Beaumont 2011:557).

Despite this connective’s persistence in retaining its meaning, the data reveal few cases where
it can be reconstructed in combination with another lexical suffix. One exception is the suffix for
‘mouth’ in (22).

(22) PS *=cin ‘mouth’ (Ku)

c*=ucin  ‘mouth’ (Ki)

PCS  *=icin ‘mouth’ *_gy=ucin °‘lips, jaw, chin’

Se =uc ‘language, mouth, speech’ -ay=uc ‘lips, mouth’

Cw =ay0in ‘mouth, lips’

Ms =abon, ‘mouth, lip, margin, =a:ybon ‘mouth, lip, margin, edge’
=470 edge’ =ayabon

Ck =a0al, ‘in the mouth’ =ayaobal,  ‘on the lip, jaw, or mouth’
=a:00l =a:yfal

Ld =ucid ‘mouth’ -ay=ucid  ‘chin, jaw, path, road’

An analogous form is found in Ch. In (23), an unrelated suffix for ‘mouth’ was combined with the
same connective, -ay-, to produce a suffix for ‘jaw’.

(23) Ch =lnali- ‘mouth, lips, jaw’ -ay=in} ‘Jaw’
Thus, there is an overall tendency in Central Salish and Tsamosan for CN + LS forms with the
structure -ay- + ‘mouth’ to refer to the outer edges of the mouth such as the lips or the jaw.

There also seems to have been a local development in Sl and Se, where -dy- was combined
with ‘face’ to form a suffix for ‘cheek’, as seen in (24).

24) Sl =us ‘head, face’ =ajis ‘cheek’
Se =us ‘face, eye’ -ay=us, ‘cheek, head (side of)’
-ay=as ‘cheek, side or half of face
or head’

The shift PCS *y > Sl j is attested (Galloway 1988:300), but the variation in the second syllable’s
vowel quality remains unexplained.

Put together, this evidence points toward ‘tip, extremity, edge’ as a plausible reconstruction for
the connective *-ay- in Central Salish and Tsamosan. The next section will discuss possible
reconstructions for *-al’-.
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4.2 The connective *-al’-

The connective *-al- is much more prevalent than *-ay- in the data from Central Salish, but its
meaning is more difficult to decipher. In some cases, particularly for somatic suffixes, it can often
be interpreted as ‘on’ or ‘at’ (Pincott 2021:65, Galloway 2009:63). This analysis applies to the
suffixes for ‘eye’ (1)-(2), ‘ear’ (6), ‘arm’ (7), ‘thigh’ (8), and ‘hair’ (9)-(10). This pattern is laid out
below in (25).

(25) LS *_al=LS
a. *=us ‘face’ *-éiy=us ‘on the face’ — ‘eye’
b. *=ana? ‘side of the head” *-al>=ana? ‘on the side of the head”  — ‘ear’
c. *=4Xan ‘arm, side’ *_alv=4xan ‘on the side’ — ‘arm’
d. *=ap ‘bottom, base, rear’ *-al=ap ‘at the base’ —  ‘thigh, hip’
e. *=qin ‘head’ *-al(¥)=qin ‘on the head’ —  ‘hair’

The connectives in (25d-e) differ from *-al’- in form, but appear to serve a similar function. Pincott
(2021) discusses additional examples of this pattern (Pincott 2021:64-5).

The meaning added by *-al- is not obvious in non-somatic suffixes such as *—al( )=anax”
‘season, weather’ (12). Perhaps it meant something like ‘source of” or ‘reason for’. Salmon runs
are a defining feature of the autumn season, for example, so *—al( Y=anax" might have meant
‘reason for the salmon runs’. The suffixes for ‘breast, milk’ listed in (26) present a notable
similarity.

(26) PS *=mixv, ‘life force, “mana”, person(s), animals, world, land river;
*=mix woman'’s breast, milk’ (Ku)
t*=(a)mixv, ‘people, group, *-al=amix¥ ‘female breast’ (Ki)
residents’ (Ki)
t*=mix ‘person,
individual’ (Ki)
PCS *-al=mix¥ ‘breast’ (P)
*=mix" ‘people’ *_aly=mix" ‘breast, breast milk’
S1 =mix" ‘house’ =aymix¥ ‘breast’
Se =mix¥, =mox¥ ‘floor; people, -al=mix¥ ‘breast(s), (group of)
person(s); place’ people’
Sq =mix¥, =mox% ‘people’ -ay=amix" ‘breast’
Cw =mox" ‘group, people, -ol=max¥ ‘group, people; breast, milk’
breast, milk’
Ms =mox" ‘place, people, =3lmox¥ ‘breast, milk, spring (of
(cluster?)’ water’
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Ck =mox™ ‘people, person”  =¢lmox", ‘(on the) breast’

=0lmdx™

Sn =pix¥, =nox¥  ‘being’ =elpgox™ ‘breast’

Sm =pox" ‘being, living, -el=pox¥ ‘being, living, thing, person’
thing, person’

Kl =nix¥ ‘being; breast’ -ay=nox¥ in ‘milk a cow’ (Ku)

Ld =bix¥ ‘homogenous -al=bixv ‘earth, land, milk, teat,
group or cluster’ suckle’ (Ku)

Tw =bix¥ ‘people’ -al=bas ‘milk’ (non-productive)

Kuipers’ inclusion of ‘life force’ among the glosses for *=mix™ allows for the interpretation of PS
*-al»=mixv as ‘source of life’. These possible derivations of *-al(*)=anax* and *-al»=mix" suggest
that the PCS connective *-al’- carried a meaning akin to ‘source of, reason for’.

However, addition of the connective *-al’- does not always lead to a shift in meaning. This is
demonstrated by suffixes discussed in Section 3.4. It is also exceedingly common for languages to
use their reflexes of *-al’- in various synchronic processes. For example, the only notable difference
between Ch =anuxv ‘years’ and -al=anux" is that they attach to different numbers (Kinkade
1998:283). Overall, the connective *-al’- shows some traces of meaning, but it seems unlikely that
it carried a single, consistent meaning in PS or PCS.

5 Conclusion

This paper has sought to expand on the body of literature concerning connectives in Central Salish
and their role in deriving new lexical suffixes. Section 2 proposes that the phoneme Galloway
(1988) reconstructs as */” appeared in a PCS connective *-al*-. Section 2 also presents evidence
that vowel length (in Halkomelem) and vowel quality (in Halkomelem and Northern Straits) can
be used to reconstruct glottalized resonants and stress in connectives. Some of the CN + LS cognate
sets presented in Sections 2 and 3 extend beyond Central Salish, to the Tillamook or Tsamosan
branches. Finally, Section 4 discusses the possible meanings for the reconstructed connectives
*-ay- ‘on, at’ and *-al- ‘reason for, source of’. The data examined here by no means represent a
comprehensive analysis of the role of connectives in PCS, and further inquiry in the future can shed
additional light on this issue.
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