












4 . 3  Lepcha and Newari .  Lepcha and Newari also have innovative first as 
well as second person pronouns. 

Chart 4 . 3 :' Lepcha and Newari46 

first person second person third person 

pronoun agreement pronoun agreement pronoun agreement 
form affix form affix form affix 

Lepcha go ho hu 

Newari ji  chha 0 
chhi 

Pahri ji  chha ho 
(Newari chhi chho 
dialect ) chha 

These languages , unl ike the others with innovat ive first and second person 
pronouns, have no apparent pronominalization systems. 

4 . 4  The Qiang languages. Despite the outstanding recent research on the 
Qiang languages by Sun Hong-kai work on the Qiang languages our interpretation 
of that work has not yet caught up; thus, not much can be said with total 
confidence about the history of Qiang . However, like Sun ' s  descriptive work, 
both his subgrouping and subgrouping evidence ( 1 98 1 b: 1 77-94 ) can be used with 
conf idence . Sun divides the Qiang languages into five southern Qiang dialects 
[= Da-chi-shun, Tau-ping, Du-xi,  Mien-xi ,  and Hei-hu) and f ive northern Qiang 
d ialects [=Lu-hwa , Ma-chi ,  Tsi-mo-l ing , We i-gu , and Ya-du ) . 47  From an 
examination of the pronouns certain patterns appear: 

4 . 4 :  Qiang 

as well as as on the basis of the *du versus *u distribution . Both would set 
Rangkas, Darmiya, Chaudangsi ,  and Byangsi off from the remaining languages. 

46  Wh ile the ult imate subgrouping of Lepcha and Newari is far fran settled, 
Thurgood ( 1 984 ) places Lepcha (contra Shafer ' s  classification of Lepcha with 
the Naga languages ) with the Rung languages. The classification of Newari 
remains totally unclear. 

47 The bases for the various subgroupings differ (Chang 1 967 : 423 ) . Wen Yu ( 1 94 1 ) 
divided the languages into eight groups primarily on geographical grounds. The 
Institute of Nationalities ( ibid . ) divided the languages into two groups on an 
essentially typ:>logical basis--phonological complexity. In contrast to both of 
these, Sun ' s  criteria are such that the resultant subgrouping should be genetic 
rather than geographical or typ:>logical . Nonetheless, Sun ' s  subgrouping only 
d iffers s ignif icantly from that of the Institute of Nationalities in its 
omission of Lung-hsi fran the list of southern dialects . Th is difference , 
however, is �rtant for our discussion. 

Equally important for our discuss ion are the s ix southern dialects 
discussed in depth in Chang ( 1  967 ) : ( 1 ) Waszu ( four dialects fran Wen Yu 1 94 1 : 
Antzut 'ou,  Lip ' ing ,  Kaotungshan, and Hop' ing ) , ( 2 )  Lopu Chai , ( 3 )  T ' aop' ing 
Hsiang, ( 4 )  Tsengt 'ou Hsiachai , ( 5 )  Chiutzu Ying, and ( 6 )  Jota Chai . 
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Southern 
� 
Lip' ing49 
Goadongshan 
Anzitou 

Lopu Chai 
T' aop ' ing Hs iang 
Tsengt 'ou Hsiang 
Chiutzu Ying 
Jota Chai 

f irst person 

Nominative Oblique48 

nga ka 
nga ka 
nga ka 

_50 ka 
nga qa 
nga qa 

qa 
nga qa 

second person 

Naninative Oblique 

no 
no 
no 

nx 
no 
no 
no 
no 

?u/u 
?u/u 
?u/u 

Tauping51  nga 55 qa 55/ qo 55 no 55 kux 55/ ko 55 

Jiashanzhai 52 nga 
Niushanzhai nga 
Dapuxi ngae 
Seruzhai nga 
Banpo nga 

<*nga 

Northern 
� 
Machi53 qa 

Xiabaishui54 ka 
Qingtuping ka 
Tongshanzhai ka 
Suoqiao ka 

Longxi ka 
Xige ka 
Erwazhai ka 

ka no 
ka no 
ka no 
ka no 
ka no 

<*no 

qa kux 

ka nx 
ka rue: 
ka no 
ka nx 

ka no 
ka wu 
ka no 

< *nang 

kux 
kux 
kux 
kux 
ko 

kux 

n/ nyi 
n/ ni 
nx 
ni 

kux 
wu 
kux 

48 Oblique refers here to both the objective and possessive cases . 
49  The first three languages are Waszu cf . above footnote. 
50 The data for these five languages is from Chang ( 1 967 ) .  Where a form has not 

been found in that source the symbol <--) has been used. 
5 1  From Sun ( 1 98 1b : 78 ) .  Whether or not this is the sane as Taop' ing Hsiang listed 

above is not clear but in any case it is definitely a southern Qiang dialect . 
52 The membership of these five languages from Wen Yu ( 1 94 1 )  in southern rather 

than northern Qiang is only tentatively assumed on the basis of their pronoun 
configuration. 

53 Northern Qiang from Sun ( 1 98 1b : 21 8 ) . 
54 The ten languages in this group have only very tentatively been grouped with 

northern Qiang Machi on the basis of their parallel pronoun systems. 
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Jiuzizhai 
Ershui 
Hnik s1 

ka 
ka 
ka 

ka 
ka 
ka 

no 
kux 
kuxn 

kux 
kux 
kuxn 

( 1 )  The southern dialects have a peculiar pattern whereby in the subject case 
the f irst and second person pronouns reflect the earlier *nga ' I '  and *nang 
' thou ' , respectively, while in the objective case innovat ion has taken place . 
This is unusual since it is typically the subject case which innovates while 
the object case remains the same. ( 2 )  The patterns for the object ive and the 
possessive cases are so similar that the chart simply l ists them jointly as the 
'oblique ' case . 55 The real oddity in this is that it is typically the nominative 
case not the oblique cases which shows innovation. 

The Qiang languages also clearly have an agreement system, but it has been 
obscured both by sirrple loss and by assimilation. However, both the northern 
Qirulg dialect Machi and the southern Qiang dialect Tauping show clear vestigial 
evidence of some sort of suffixal first person marker as well as an extant -n 
or -nx second person marker. 

5.0 Prooani.nal.izatiat without innovative pr:moons. 

5 .  1 Rung. Subject-verb agreement systems , of course, also occur in other 
l anguage groups which did not innovate pronouns. Unlike cases where either 
innovation in the pronoun system or innovation in the pronominalization system 
occurred , the mere existence of a non-innovative pronominali zation system 
provides no evidence for subgrouping since it is merely a retention from the 
proto-system . Within Rung such a retention of the original pronominalization 
system is found well preserved in Gyarong , Kharn, Cl1e�ang, Jinghpaw, and Tangut 
as well as in the Nungish subset of Rung languages. 5 

Chart 5 .  1 :  Rung 

pronoun agreement 
form affix 

Gyarung nga 
Bauman 1 975:  
276-7 

KhClll nga:  
Watters 1 973 
(Bauman 1 975: 282-5 

Chepang nga:  
Bauman 1 975 :  
273-5 

-ng57 

-ng59 
-nga 

pronoun agreement 
form affix 

no tx-v-n 

nxn : nx-

na:ngte -te 

pronoun agreement 
form affix 

rnx 

no-

u: 

55 When the two cases are marked differently, the object case is given first , the 
possessive second. 

56 The Qiang languages ( §4 . 3b above ) are also subgrouped with the Rung languages 
( see 'Ihurgood 1 984 ) . 

57 These are the intransitive verb affixes . 
58 These prefixes occur with transitive verbs. 
59 These agreement particles are the intransitive verb affixes . 
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Tangut 
Ker:ping 1 975 

hnga: 
(R  1 4 )  

-nga na : 
( R  1 7 )  

-na2 tha: 
( R  1 7 )  

5 . 2  Nungish . within the Nungish subset of the Rung languages , the 
pronominal izat ion on the verb morphology is distinguished by the suffixal 
nature of the first person agreement particle in contrast to the prefixal 
nature of the second person marker. 

Trtmg 
In 1 945 

Trung 
Sun 1 982,  
1 9836 1  

Chart 5 . 2 :  Nungish 

first person second person third person 

pronoun agreement pronoun agreement pronoun agreement 
form affix form affix form affix 

nga4 nx-

nga 53 *-ng na 53 *nw-60 ang 53 -

Rawang nga/ 
Morse 1 96562 

-ng na/ e- ang/ 

Nungish is also distinguished by its third person singular pronoun. 

5 . 3  Nocte . The agreement pattern in the Nocte data below is for the 
i ntransit ive verbs (Das Gupta 1 97 1 : 1 6 ) . Aside from the obvious fact that the 
NJcte shCMS agreement, it is inportant because Nocte is the only Northern Naga 
language ( French 1 983 ) which shows pronominalization. 

Nocte 

Chart 5 . 3 :  Nocte 

first person second person third person 

pronoun agreement pronoun agreement pronoun agreement 
form affix form affix form affix 

nga ang nang o ate a 

5 . 4  Other . The languages below are distinguished by their innovated first 
person pronoun and , in several cases, by their innovated first person agreement 
marking pattern. Of these, Kaman and Taraung are most l ikely closely-related 
to Nungish , whi le the aff i l iat ions of Dhimal , Thami , and Toto remain 
indeterminate. 

60 Second person plural agreement is designated by *nw-v-n. 
6 1  The agreement forms here are internally-reconstructed on the basis of the forms 

found in Sun ( 1 982,  1 983 ) . 
62 The agreement forms are actually from Bauman ( 1 975 : 294 ) . 

-395-



Chart 5 . 4 :  other 

first person second person third person 

pronoun agreement pronoun agreement pronoun agreement 
fonn affix fonn affix fonn affix 

Miju [=Kaman] ki -ng/-ki no -n wi -n 
Das Gupta nu 
1 977 

Kaman63 ki 53 -ng/-ki nyc 53 -n wi53 -n 
Sun et al. 
1 980 : 232-98 

Digar064 han nya he/e 
LSI 3 . 1  ha m 'ta 

Taraung xang 35 nyon 35 tcye 55 
[=Digaro] 
Sun et al . 1 980 : 1 74-231 

Dhimal ka -ka na -na wa 
LSI 3 . 1 .  kang_65 nang- wang-
277-9 cf . Kuki -chin 

'!'hani gai -nga- nang -na- dha 
LSI 3 . 1 .  ai-mi na 
280-266 

Toto ka-te na-ga dea 
LSI 3. 1 .  ko 
250-367 

6 . 0  Configurat ional evidence: the Arli languages .68 In the case of Arli , it 
is the parallelism of a cluster of morphological features oooccuring along with 
the pronouns rather than just the pronouns themselves that provides the 
subgrouping evidence. 

63 Although the agreement system is far more complex than represented here , it is 
sufficient to note that a first person *-ng can be factored out of several of 
the standard verb endings . Cf . also Sun ( 1 983 : 2 1 ) .  

6 4  Digaro is often classed with Mishmi . '!'his more and rrore appears to be an 
ethnographic designation. Chulikata [=Midu] is most closely-related to the Adi  
languages, while both Digaro [=Taraung] and Miju [=Kaman] appear most closely­
related to the Nungish languages. 

65 '!'hese are the pronaninal part of forms found glossed ' by me' , ' by thou ' , and 
'by him' , respectively. These may be agentive forms. 

66 Konow (LSI 3 . 1 : 275 )  writes: " • • •  as far as we can judge , Thami is a dialect of 
the SarTE description as rhimal" . 

67 '!'he material on Toto so limited that a full analysis is impossible . Thus, an 
accurate subgrouping may also remain beyond our grasp. 

68 Adi is here meant to designate the Abor-Miri-Dafla or Mirish languages. 
69 Even fran the enorrrously limited LSI ( 3 . 1 . 61 3-5) sample data, it is clear that 
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Chart 6. 0 :  lIdi pronaninal rrorpoology69 

first second third plural 
case person person person marker 

Eastern ' subject ' ngo no mi -lu 
Nishi 'object ' nga-m na-m mi-em 
Simon 1 978 ' possessive ' nga-k na-k mi-ge 

Apatani ' subject ' ngo no rro -nu 
Simon 1 978 'object ' ngi-mi ni-mi rro-mi 

'possessive ' ngi-ki ni-ka mi-ge 

Galo ' subject ' ngo no mi -nu 
Sinnn 1 978 'object ' ngo-m no-m mi-em 

'possessive ' ngo-kke no-kke mi-ge 

Galo ' subject ' ngo no mi/bi -lu 
Das Gupta 'object ' ngo-m no-m mi-nv'bi-m -nu 
1 963 'possessive ' ngo-k no-kke mi-ge 

ngo-kke 

Padam ' subject ' ngo no bi -lu 
Sinnn 1 978 'object ' ngo-m no-m bi-m 

'possessive ' ngo-k no-kke bi-ke 

Hill Miri ' subject ' ngo no e/be -lu 
Simon 1 978 'object ' ngo-m no-m e-m/be-m 

'possessive ' ngo-k no-kke e-ke/be-ke 

Luoba ' subject ' ngo: no:  ko: -lu 
Sun et al . 'object ' ngo-m no-m ko-m 
1 980 'possessive ' 

Tagin ' subject ' ngo no e -lu 
Sinnn 1 978 'object ' nga-m na-m ong -nu 

'possessive ' ngo-ke no-kke e-ke-ge ( ? )  

Miri ' subject ' nga70 na bui -lu 
LSI 3 . 1 .  'object ' ngo-m no-m bui-m 
594 'possessive ' nga-ka na-ka bui-ka 

Dafla ' subject ' nga na ma -lu 
LSI 3 . 1 .  'object ' nga-m na-m ma-m 

the Chulikata Mishmi [=Midu] --despite being one of the four main divisions of 
the Mishmi and despite the close phonological resemblance between the names 
Midu and Miju--must be subgrouped linguistically with the Mirish rather than 
wi th the Mishmi languages. '!be pronouns, even such as they are in the sample, 
nonetheless make it clear that the first person singular is connected to *nga 
rather than an innovated velar stop initialled form as in the Mishmi group. 
Other parallels such as the apparent use of -lu 'plural ' with pronouns as well 
as an apparent -m object marking suffix also exist , but these cannot be fully 
evaluated without a better sample . 

70 It is not clear to me to what degree these stem alternations are real and to 
what degree they are a byproduct of the notational system used. 
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'IX>ssessive ' nga 
nga-ka 

na 
na-ka 

In fact, it is not yet clear to precisely what degree the ind ividual features 
themselves represent innovations . The system, however , is an innovation; it is 
clear from the almost suspicious lack of divergency and from the str ik ing 
closeness between the systems of the various languages these languages descend 
from a single common system in the not too distant past.  

7 . 0  Conclusion. '!he patterns of innovative pronouns and agreement systems 
e ffect ively character ize certain lower-level subgroupings ;  then as a 
consequence of the recognition of the criterial nature of such patterns , these 
patterns can then be used as one piece of evidence to help decide cases of 
disputed membership in these groups. '!he groups thus far character izable in 
this way include : 

Tibetan 
( §2 . 1 )  

Kiranti 
( §4 . 1 )  

Kanauri­
Almora 
( §4 . 2 ) 

Kuki-Chin 
( §3 . 2 )  

Naga I72 
( §3 . 4 )  

Qiang 
( §4 . 4 )  

Bodo-Garo 
( §3 . 5 )  

Chart 7 . 0 :  Lower-level groupings 

pronoun agreement pronoun agreement pronoun agreement 
form affix 

*nga 

*ka *-nga 
*kang-a 

*gai 

*kai *ka-

* (k )ai 

- - - - -
*nga/ka *-a 

*ang < *a-nga 

- - -

form affix 

*khyot 

#khana7 1  *-na 

*gan *-na 

*nang *na-

*nang 

-
*no *-n 

*nang 

- - -

form affix 

*kho 

*a-(ma)  *a-

- - - - - -

7 . 1  Individual languages . The expl icit knowledge of these patterns has 
immed iately al lowed us to choose on a principled basis between a number of 
alternative subgrouping proposals for individual languages ;  as is undoubtedly 
obvious to those famil iar with the state of Tibeto-Burman subgrouping, these 
decisions have already been incorporated in the text above . In terms of 
future work , the patterns above such choices generate some testable and 

71 <#> indicates a rather tentative reconstruction. 
72  Naga I :  Southwestern, Angami, Lhota, and Meithei;  Naga II : AD, Serna, and Mikir. 

The terms Naga I and Naga II  only characterize the spl it d iscussed in th is 
chart and should not be taken as indicating any major claims about Naga. 
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potent ial ly fruitful hypotheses about the subgroup membership of a number of 
heretofore unclassified languages e .g .  Dhimal ( §5 . 2 ) , Thami ( § 5 . 2 ) ,  Newar i 
( §4 . 3 ) ,  Tsangla ( §3 . 1 ) ,  Takpa (§2 . 3 ) , and even Karen ( §3 . 3 ) . 

7 . 2  lDwer-Ievel subgroupings. Just as Adi ( §6 .0 )  has been characterized by 
its unique patterns of pronominal configuration, the subgroups in Chart 7 . 0  
have also been uniquely character ized through their patterns of innovative 
pronouns and/or agreement morphology . This , however ,  is not to say that 
considerable work does not remain to be done---precisely the converse is closer 
to the truth . Nonetheless , these characterizations alone or in combination 
with other defining characterist ics allow membersh ip in these groups to be 
designated with sane confidence. In addition, within some these subgroups sub­
patterns have sometimes clarified the nature of divisions within subgroups e .g .  
with in Kirant i ( § 4 . 1 ) ,  within Kanauri-Almora ( §4 . 2 ) , within Naga ( §3 .4 ) , and 
within Qiang ( §4 . 4 ) .  

7 . 3  Higher-level subgroupings. However, what the above patterns have to say 
about higher-level relationships is far more problematic .  F irst , it is 
difficult to evaluate the absence of any agreement markers in a given language 
or even a given subgroup. After all , even a casual analysis of the various 
systems surveyed in this paper makes it readily apparent that the following 
agreement system was conmon to JJX:lSt if not all of Tibeto-Burman at one time : 

pronoun agreement 
form affix 

*nga *-nga-

pronoun agreement 
form affix 

*nang *-na-

pronoun agreement 
form affix 

As a consequence, neither the presence nor the absence of the above agreement 
markers is strong evidence for higher-level subgrouping . For example, if the 
system was already present in conmon Tibeto-Burman , its presence in various 
subgroups merely represents common retent ions ; however, if the system was 
innovated after the breakup of common Tibeto-Burman , then its presence in  
certain subgroups could represents a shared conmon innovation---with the caveat 
that at least some parallel but independent development is conceivable . 

The stop"-initialled forms above provide a more ilnmediately useful source of 
hypotheses. The second person innovation *khyot found in the Tibetan languages 
invites comparison with a similar *k-initialled second person form found in the 
Tarnang-Gurung languages ( §2 . 2 )  and Takpa (§2 . 3 ) ;  conversely, the lack of such 
an innovat ion in Tsangla ( §3 . 1 )  coupled with a first person innovation not 
found in Tibetan, Tarnang-Gurung, or Takpa suggests the hypotheses that these 
three are closer to each other than any of them is to Tsangla .  Numerous 
hypotheses are suggested by the various cross-group s imilarit ies found among 
the groups sharing stop-init ialled f irst person innovations e .g .  Kiranti & 
Kanauri-Almora? ( first and second person innovations ) , Kanauri-Almora & Kuki­
Ch  in  & Naga I ( *kai ' I ' ) .  '!he eventual confirmation or disconfirrnation of any 
of these hypotheses will ult imately rest on the the d iscovery and accurate 
interpretation of other data than that discussed here . [Note : it is already 
clear that at least some of the innovation patterns here are due at least in  
part to parallel but independent development] 

7 . 4  Comments . Subgrouping is an art but an art capable of achieving 
precise and histor ically accurate results if the cross-section of innovation 
patterns used is  suff iciently broad . The patterns used above although 
reasonably complex merely generate ' interesting hypotheses ' until confirmed by 
their intersection with the evidence provided by other innovat ive patterns . 
Further work needs to be done with the complex patterns of agreement found in 
languages such as Hayu, Thulung, Chepang , Gyarung , Trung , etc . in which the 
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marking system correlates with a person hierarchy, with the transitivity of the 
verb, and with the tense/aspect system. Parts of these various complex systems 
are historically related while others are not ; undoubtedly, these complexities 
contain much valuable subgrouping evidence that has not yet be ut i l ized . 
Nonetheless, these patterns have produced same ' interesting hypotheses . '  
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