The Limbu g-finagl and t-final verbd roots1
after Michailovsky 1979 and Weidert 1982

R.K. Sprigg
O. Taplejung and Panthar dialects

I had originally chosen Taplejung as the most suitable
place in Limbuan for a research programme into the phonetics
and phonology of Limbu planned for the early part of 1956 in
order to concentrate on a northern dialect; but I chanced to
meet a young Limbu author and poet, Kajiman Kandangwa, who
persuaded me to go to Panthar instead, where I could count on
help from his friends in studying the language as spoken in
the eastern part of the Limbu area, towards Ilam. Through
Kandangwa I came to meke the acquaintance of the Chief Magistrate
of Ilam, Kharga Bahadur Nembang (or Nembahang), better known
at that time as Ilam Double Subbah’, who offered me his hospitality
at the village of Sartep, in the Panthar area of the District
then known as Dhankuta, and arranged for one of his relations,
the late Randhoj Nembang, to come over each day from the neighe-
bouring village of Imbung (or Yongbong), and patiently instruct
me in the pronunciation of Limbu, which he knew how to write
in the script of the Limbus, the Kiranti script (cf. Sprigg

1959).

Double Subbah's prestige and support were a big advantage
to me, and gave my pvhonological analysis of the verdb in the
Panthar dialect of Limbu a flying start; but I have since
learnt, from the work of Michailovsky (1979) and Weidert (1982),
that, if I had gone to Taplejung as originally planned, I
should have found the dialects of that northern and north-
eastern area of Limbuan, the Tamur Khola dialects, more regular
in the phonetic exponency of their phonological categories,
and therefore probably more conservative, than the Panthar
dizlect, on which I had spent four or five weeks in January
and Fetruary, 1956 (for an account of part of the data collected
at that time, short-quantity verbs, see Sprigg 1966).

1. s=final roots, velar

The comparative irregularity in the Panthar dialect that
I have referred to in section (0) above can be readily seen
in certain phonetic features of the root and suffix in two
sub-categories, the velar sub-categories, of a type of verd
root that can conveniently be termed s-final. Indeed the
irregularity is such that, at first sight, 's-final’ must seem
to be a misnomer for these Panthar sub-categories because the
final part of the root syllable and the initial part of the
suffix in the following examples, [-kh- -(k)kh- -ykh-], do
not contain any sound resembling (s] or [g¢], zn alveolar or
an alveolo-palatal fricative; on the contrary, those sequences
of sounds are velar throughout, ending in a voiceless aspirated
plosive, which is preceded by either %i) a long vowel, .as in
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[-V:kh—], (ii) a voiceless velar plosive, as in -V(k)xh-],
with the first [k] bracketed to show that [~kkh-] occurs only
in slow-tempo utterances, (iii) a short vowel and voiced

velar nasal, as in [-Vpkh—-], and (iv) a long vowel and voiced
velar nasal, as in [-Viykh-]; e.g. (column 1l: imperative ([-E]);
column 2: 3rd-person object l[ﬁu-/-mé]); colum 3: lst-person
past ([-apl))

i. [tei:khe ?askhu? laskhan)
ii. [Riu(k)khe kele(k)Ykhu? le(k)khan]
iii, [Fn,gkh& fgkhen: tsonkhan]
iv. [medRa:ipkhemne kegespkhus lo:ykhan]
i. cool it he pulls it out I danced
ii. rock it vou turn it over (he) turned me over
iii., rear him I brought him up I wrestled

Ve do not weigh it You prevented it I t0ld my name,

In the above examples the suffix is vowel-initial, [-€],
[-u~]/[-a-], and E—ag] whence the term vowel-initial junction;
the roots at (ii) and (iii) belong, respectively, to the root
classes 11 2nd 12 of Sprigg 1966 %437), which is an analysis
of short-guantity verb lexical items only, and does not,
ther?fo§e, include long-quantity verbs such as those at (i)
and (iv).,

Prompted by the velarity that is such a prominent feature
of the junction of root final and suffix initial in velar-
final roots such as these I put them into a prosodic class that
I termed k (Sprigg 1966, 448-9, but exemplified there only
from short-cuantity roots, a2s in (ii) and (iii) above), and
thereby separated them from the s category of final that I
was setting up to deal with the svmtagmatic relations of
sibilants ia roots conteining bilabial and 'tongue-front'
consonants. To some extent my reason for keeping the velar
type phonologically separate, even though 1 had realized that
thege velar-final roots were complementarily distributed in
relation to the bilabial-final and 'tongue-front'-final roots,
was that the difference between the velars and the two latter
was vhonetically so great that T felt it would be rather
extreme to put them into the same phonological class., It was
not until recently that I learnt, from Michailovsky 1979, of
the grammatical role of the S suffix (Michailovsky prefers to
treat -8 as a suffix ‘attached to Limbu verbal roots' (1))
embracing tongue-back (or velar) root finals equally with
'tongue-front' and bilabial, as transitive versus the intransitive
function of his postfinal ¢ (1979, 3, 15-19; cf. the prosodic
class z of Sprigg 1966, 448-9), and versus his T-suffix verbs
too (1979, 22-4). 1In a prosodic analysis such as this,
congruence of the phonological with the grammatical level

fhou d be allowed to over-ride a difference at the phonetic
evel, however great that phonetic difference may appear to be.
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A more important influence on my analysis at that time,
though, was the undue significance that I attached to a
speciously orthodox example in my data of a _[~ks/g] root, in
such forms as [thpkge] ‘make (him) fight', |thvksan] *(he)
made me fight' (Sprigg 1966, root class 14 (437)). I now
believe this lexical item to be an inter-~dialectal loan; but
at that time, in my ignorance of the northern Limbu dialects,
I felt justified in accepting it as an example, the only
velar example, of the s prosodic type of final, and therefore
classified it prosodically as -Ks ¥£49-50). That decision
forced me to classify the quite numerous examples of [-(k)kh—],
ete. (Sprigg 1966, root class 11 (437); e.g. (ii) above)
otherwise than as s-final; but in this article I propose to
treat the [thokg/s-] lexical item as lying outside what one
might call ‘original' Panthar Limbu; in which case it should
not be allowed to dictate the prosodic and phonematic analysis
of the main stratum of that dialect.

2. s-final roots, (a) bilabial cluster, (b) single alveolar
and alveolo-palatal, (c¢) ‘tongue-front', both single and
cluster .

If, then, I treat the [thrks/ -] verb lexical item as an
unassimilated loan from another dialect, it is in the other
three phonetic sub-categories of g-final verbs, the bilabial-
cluster, the alveolar and alveolo-palatal, and what I have
termed the 'tongue-front'!, especially the two former, that the
phonetic justification for the syntagmatic term s ig to be
found, because the root classes belonging to the two former
categories all have either an alveolar or an alveolo-palatal
fricative ([s, g]), according to environment, in vowel-initial

unction, the junction of the root with a vowel-initial suffix,
?a) [-psf -] and. [-msf -], (b)) [-Visf~, -Vs:/s:~], and (c)
friction ([-s/s-]) as a component of a voiceless alveolar or
s1lveolo-palatal (aspirated) affricate, [~-tsh-1/[-tg¢h-],
[-(t)tsh-]/[-(4)tgh~-], and [-ntsh—-]/[-nteh-]; e.g. (col. 1:
imperative ([-¢e]); col. 2: 3rd-person object ([-u-, -0-]);

col. 3: lst-person vast ([-agj)g

a. 1. fmagﬁi:ppanni, ke Raspsus khaspsan)
ii. [?ipp9 thapson? khspsaq]-
iii, [tismge tizmsu?] -
iv. [t@mpe- ke Pamsu? temsan ]
i, do not be mean you made him cry I yawned
ii. sleep I throw him (wrestling) he heard me
iii. smoke (meat) he smokes (meat) -
iv. join --- together you warm it he caught me.

The roots at (ii) and (iv) belong, respectively, to the classes
18 and 17 of Sprigg 1966, 437, in which long-quantity verb
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lexical items, such as those at (i) and (iii), are distinguished
but not analysed (433-6).

b. i. [jo:ﬁar kejossu? jo:sag]
ii. [leg:e lessu?]
i. satisfy (him) you satisfy him he satisfied me
ii. know it he knows it.

The root at (ii) is an example of root class 19 of Sprigg 1966
(437), classified as s-final on pp. 448-9.

Ce i. [mebRe:tghenne pheitshony? (niywa) phe:tshay)
ii. [pho(4)tehe ke:phe(t)tshu? pho(1)tshay]
iii. [ penptehe nontshu?] -
i, do not forget it I squash it flat I forgot
ii. employ him you employ him he employed me
iii. put a finish En . "he keeps it by -
it

There are no long-quantity examples of [—ptph/—_r;tsh] in my
data; the roots at (ii) and (iii) are examples, respectively,
of root classes 9 and 10 of Sprigg 1966 (437), but with a
change of translation from ‘'bevel' to 'put a smooth finish

on', the sense of the Nepali verbﬂ?j

3. Tamur Khola root-final -S and S~cluster verbs

| Michailovsky 1979 does not go into phonetic detail; but

the seven types of 'finzal consonants or clusters' -S, -PS,

-T75, «¥s5, -3, NS, and-NS, in a complete list of twenty-two (2),
seems closely to resemble the seven Panthar s finals exemplified
in (1)-(2) 2bove; e.g., CI:KS, A:I'S, LA:KS, LEKS, HINS, HA:P3,
TIiS, *HOTS, NWONs (15, 17-19, 22-4, 263 'cool, uproot, dance,
turn over, rear, cause to weep, assemble (a fire), hire, keep
leftovers'). 1In view of the suspect status of [thoksf -]

in the Panthar dialect, discussed at (1) above, it is interesting
to note 'THIKS "incite to fight"' among his examples.

Kichalilovsky's examples are drawn from the Tamur Khola
dialects only; vWeidert's, on the other hand, include both
Tamur Khola and Panthar; e.g. |

P. cakkhe?, the:khe?, songhe?
| ?7ipse?, Paapse?, temseP, seese?
T.K. cakse?, thetksel, soyse?
glossed, respectively, as (Sg. Impv.) wear, tear, sell, sleep,
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winnow, catch, urinate.
4. Phonetic development of the Panthar root-final velars

Weidert's Tamur Khola examples, when compared with my
Panthar examples, show a noteworthy alternation between a
sequence of either a velar plosive (voiceless) or a velar
nasal (voiced) and [s] in the former dialect with a sequence
of either a velar stop (voiceless), though only in slow tempo,
or a velar nasal (voiced) and an aspirated velar plosive
(voiceless in my material, [-nkh], but voiced in Weidert's

[-ngR]):

i il iii iv
T. K.t =Vkg- -Viks~ ~-Vn s~
P.: [-v(x)kh-] [-vikn-] [-vykn-] [ ~V:pkh-]
Eg??uerhola phonetic formulae abstracted from Weidert 1982

I have' observed a very similar alternation to that shown
in columns (i) and (ii) above not between two different
dialects of one language but within a single dialect, the
Balti dialect of Tibetan. In Balti conditional forms (in
g-na]) a velar or a uvular s-cluster verbdb has alternative

inal sequences [-ks] and [-kh], or [-xs] or [-x], e.=&.

[z1ksna]/[ qikhna] ‘jigs-na if he is afraid
[Sax;nd]/[faxna] gshegs-na if he goes (hon.), (Sprige 1967,

196~7); the alternatives were equally acceptable to my informant.

The type of alternation in the Balti is different from
the Limbu because it is consonant-initial ([n-]) where the
Limbu is vowel-initial ([e], [u-1/[e~], [a-]) in the examples
at (1) above; but, even so, I believe the process of phonetic
development to have been the same. One possibility, supvorted
by a comparison of sex and septem in Latin with €& (héx) and
érrd (heptd) in Greek (and HY (sds) and W (sapté% in Sanskrit)
is that the change could have been direct, from local friction
2t the alveolus f[s]) to cavity friction, the voiceless
resonance of the cral and pharyngal cavities as a whole ([h],
or, in det=il, [¢1, [y-1/(¢-1, and [a-]), through the process
of lowering the highest point of the tongue raised, the blade,
from the proximityBOf the alveolus to the position of the
appropriate vowel.

On the other hand the wvelar contact present in [;kH]
suggests that the aspiration (cavity friction) might well have
developed via velar locel friction ([x]), replacing the
alveolus as the point of fricative approximation:
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[;ké]'> [;kil >-[}k£]

(for examples of [-(k)kh! and [-kh| see section (1), i-ii,
above).

In slow-tempo utterances in the Panthar dialect there is,
in short-quantity lexical items, the possibility of what
appears, at first sight, to be a sequence of velar stop and
velar plosive ( [-kkh-]1, cf. (1) above); but [-kkh-] is better
regarded as an aspirated long plosive ([;kzhr]), balancing
the short vowel of short-quantity lexical items such as these
(but the plosive is short in fast-tempo utterances: [-kh-1).

To support this interpretation of [~kkh-] as [=k:h-]
when preceded by a short vowel I would cite the root-final
[-s:1/[-g:] of (2.b) above, corresponding to the [-s8])/[-gg]
of Sprigg 1966, root class 19 (436-7), e.g. (vowel-initial
junction

[leg:e  les:on: keles:u?)
know it I knew it you know it;

the length of consonant is invariably associated with shortness
of vowel, and is better symbolized as [-s:]. In corresponding
long=-cuantity lexical items the consonant is short ([s/ﬁ])

in association with length of wvowel; e.g.

[ma:ge massen? kema: su?j
get him drunk I get him drunk you get him drunk.

Root-final [ ~V:nkh] and [-Vﬁkﬁ] cannot be accounted for
by exactly the same process: while a development of [s] to
[h] is as vossible for these nasal finals as for the plosive
type, it lezves the velar voiceless plosive as an intruder. A
phonetically similar voiceless velar plosive can be observed
from some English speakers intruding in the pronunciation of
Kingston, for examwle, as [kiyksten] rether than [kiysten].
In both the Limbu and the English the intruding velar plosive
shares voicelessness with the following sound, [s] in English,
and [h] < *[s] in Limbu, and its velarity with the preceding
sound, together with its oral occlusion feature. I therefore
see the process as something like the following:

*[-ys] > *[-yks] > [-mkn].

(for examples see (1), iii-iv above).

I would account for the development of the root-~final
tongue-front nasal and (aspirated) affricate cluster,
(-ntsh]/[-pten], from a presumed earlier *[-ns]/[-ngl, in much
the same way as I have done for the corresponding velar nasal
and (aspirated) plosive clusters through an intrusive alveolar
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or alveolo-palatal plosive ({t]/([t]). Here again English
supplies something of a parallel in the promunciation of words
such as lunch and branch with a final nasal-and-affricate
cluster { [-nt§]) rather than a nasal-and-fricative cluster
([-nS§1), in which what I take to be an intrusive plosive ([t7])
shares its voicing feature, voicelessness, with the following
sound, but its place of articulation, alveolar, and its oral
occlusion with the preceding sound; from the sequence of
plosive and fricative an affricate has developed:

*(-ns] > *[-nts] > [-ntsh]
#|=ng) > *[-pn%g] > [-ptph]

(for examples see (2), b, iii, above).

In this type of root final the aspiration feature ([h])
cannot be treated as a development from local friction at the
alveolus, because alveolar local friction remains, in the
junction, as the fricative element of the affricate. This
agspiration feature is quite striking, because aspirated affriocates
([tsh, tghl]) do not otherwise occur in Limbu. I would explain
it as an automatic accompaniment’ of the voicelessness feature,
as opposed to the non-aspiration that accompanies voice and
affrication in intraverbal junction ([-dz-], alternating with
voicelessness, [-ts-], in word-initial position); e.g.

[madza:tenna] [isa:ma?]4'
please do not eat to eat

(¢f. 2lso, for plosives, the alternation of [p] with [b], [f]
vith [d], and [k] with [q]; e.g.

[p-] [pi(:)ee] [+-] [t2(:)je]
[-b-] [me:bi(:)eenne] [-d=] [me:d3:jenne]
| k-] [xeye]
[-9-] [me:genenne]

give)it, do not give 1it; dig i1t, do not dig it; fall, do not
fall).

The same explanation can also stand for the remaining
tongue-front finals, whether short ( [-tsh]/[-tgh]) or long
([-ts:h]/[-tg:h]) affricates: the aspiration automatically
accompanies the voicelessness. The lensth of the closure
feature, which I had formerly treated as a difference between
an affricate in long-aquantity syllables ([-V:tsh]/[-V:tgh])
and a2 seguence of occlusive and affricate in short-guantity
syllables, the occlusive being present only in slow-tempo
utterances, [-V(t)tsh]/[-V(t)tgh], I now treat as a difference
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in the length of the affricate, balancing a difference in
vowel length, long vowel and short affricate versus short
vowel and long affricate (but short in fast tempo):

long quantity: [-Vitsh] or [-V:tgh]
short quantity: [—Vts(i)h] or [-Vtg(:)n]
(for examples see (2), b, i-ii above).
5. The s term of the final prosodic system: phonetic exponents

The purpose of the s term of the three-term final prosodic
system, s, t, and 2z, is to associate, syntagmatically, the
two different types of friction, (voiceless) alveolar or
alveolo-palatal local friction, on the one hand, and (voiceless)
cavity friction (or aspiration’, on the other, with the
appropriate preceding place of articulation, (i) bilabial,
(ii) tongue-front, and (iii) velar, and with the appropriate
one of four different manners of articulation, plosive, nasal,
vocalic, taking into account differences in tempo. In order
to admit the complementarily distributed Panthar velar root
finals, in [=kh], [-(k)xh], and [-ykh], at (1), together with
the tongue-front root finals in [-tsh/-tghl, [-(t)tsh/-(4)tenl,
and [-ntsh/-ntgh], at (2.c), which share the aspiration
feature with them, into the same prosodic class, s~-final, as
the bilabial-and-fricative cluster root finals, in [-ps/e)
and [-ms/g]}, at (2.a), and the single alveolar- or alveolo- 5
pzlatal-fricative root finals, in [-s/] and [-s:/g:], at (2.b),
separate statements of phonetic exponency are needed, one for
each of the four phonetically different sets of syntagmatic
relationships. These four complementarily distributed groups
of associated phonetic features can be symbolized, from |
imperative and other such vowel-junction forms, as:

[p] 28 in [—T)S/g,]

_[m] [FmsA{]
[s:/5:] [V] [-Vs:/p:]

[s/x] [V:] [-V:s/p]
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[(£)/(§)5) as in [-(£)tsh/(%)teh]
iii. [sh/gh] with

[nt/nt] [-ntsh/ntph]
[(x)x] [-(x)xh]

iv. [h] |
Efk] ["jkh]r

in which [(k)] and [(4)/(%)] are confined both to short—quantity
lexical items and to slow tempo; for examples see, for (i),
(2.a) above, for (ii), (2.b) above, for (iii), (2.c) above,

and, for (iv), (1) above (cf. also root classes 18, 17, 19,

9, 10, 11, and 12 of Sprigg 1966, 437, and, for the s term of
the final system, 448-9),

6. The t term of the final prosbdic system: phonetic exponents

The prosodic function of the t term, the second of the
three terms comprised in the final system, is to associate .
root-final non-aspirated dentality, whether voiceless or
voiced, with such preceding place~of-articulation features
within the root final as labiality, velarity, and (in short-
cuantity lexical items, and only in slow tempo) dentality,
and with such mannercof articulation as occlusion and nasality,
and also to associate a root-final voiced alveolar tap ([c])
with a preceding vocalic articulation. The three complementarily
distributed sets of features concerned in these syntagmatic-
relationships can be symbolized phonetically as follows, from
imperative and other such vowel-junction forms:

[ o) as in [-pt]
[()] [-(8)t]
i. {t] with
[v1/[ve] [-v41/[-V:$]
[k] [-xt]
[m] [-mgd]
ii. [4]
[n] [-nd]
iii. [e] [0(:))/[v:) [-V(:)c]/[-V:ic]); e.s.
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_1 0..
(s = short gquantity; 1 = long quantity).

i. s: [tpepte me(+t)te thekte]
1 [1i=p'§e. paste tho:l;rlia]
ii. s [je.mgs phende] -
1: - [thv:nde] -
iii. s [pice]
1: [posee]

(i) cut it, say it, fight; be heavy, speak to (him), cook it;
(ii) tattoo him, untie it; mend (clothes); (iii) give it (to
him); grows;

(cf. also root classes 2, 4, 6, 16, 8, and 22 of Sprigg 1966,
437, and, for the t term of the final system, 448-9, with this
difference: I have re-classified root class 22 as t rather
than as z). There are no examples of a root-final [nd] in my
material; but Michailovsky 1979 gives a single example (obscene):
CANT, as against seventeen examples of -NT, but none of -MT,
ily example [jemde] contains the only root in [-md] in my
material.

T« The z term of the final prosodic system: phonetic exponents

To the third, and last, term of the final system I have,
for want of a better, assigned the letter z, the initial
letter of zero. The purnose of this type of prosodic piece
is Yo associate single consonant sounds with a preceding
vowiel (the majority of the phonetiec exponents of both s and
t, on the other hand, are consonant clusters; cf. (5) and (6)
above). These consonant sounds are, in imnerative Tomms,
and therefore in vowel-=initial junction, two of them wnlosive,
hilabial and velar, one of them an alveolar flap, =2nd tro of
them nasal; there is also a syllabic vowel as a root-final
nossibility accompanied, in slow tempo, by a non-syllabic
voiced front spread vowel, but coalescing with the vowel of
the suffix syllable in the types of vowel junction stated
below. The nasals are necessarily voiced, for voiceless
nasals do not occur in Limbu; the plosives, on the other hand,
2né the flap type too in the formal scatter of certain lexical
items (those of root class 5 of Sprigeg 1966, 437; those of
root class 7 have voice in all junction contextss, alternate
in voicing between voice in vowel~initial junction and voiceless-
ness in consonant-initial junction and in interverbal junction;
i.e., they share the voice feature with a following vowel but
are otherwise voiceless; e.g. (i) vowel-initial junction,
(ii)-(iv) consonant-initial junction, (v) interverbal junction,
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(bl [jebe
[ﬁa:ba

[9] [rage
[pe:ge

[£] [ecece

|je:ce

stand to
cry to
lick it +to
go away to
ki1l it  to
laugh to

ii
jepma
ha:pma
lakma
pe slkma
gepma
jespma
stand
cry
lick
g0

kikl
laugh

11

iid iv v
fajepgi? jeppa? kejepl  [p/ppl
Pafaspei? katpa? keAa:p] {p)
?alakei? lakka? kelak] [k/kk]
Pabe:skgi? pe:ka? kebe:k)] [k]

tape(H)tphi? petta? ke:get] [p/(B)4/5t/t]
tajestghi? je:ta? Xkee:t] [p/t/%]

we two stand I stand - you stand

we two cry I cry you cry

it licks us two it licks me it licks you
we two go I go you go

it kills us two it kills me” it kills you
we two laugh I laugh you laugh

(the short-guantity examples represent root classes 1, 3, and

5 in Sprigg 1966, 437).

&+

The lst-person subeect or obgect examples in column (iv),

in which voicelessness

[p, k, t]

precedes a vowel, appear

to run counter to the examples in column (i), in which it is
voice ([b, g, £]) that precedes a vowel; but it seems from
comparison with the behaviour of open-syllable roots in this
type of junction that it is to be regarded as consonant-initial
- junction: the initial consonant of the suffix (ist-person
subject or lst-person object) is [?] in such examples as
wa:?a?, git?a?], 'I sit', *'I die'. Occasionally I have
observed a glottal plosive in this t%pe of junction even vhen

the root is a closed syllable; e.g.

thamma?sh], usually

[themma?], 'I am stronz', [lamma?ah], ususlly [lamma?], 'I

~—=' [obscene].

It seems clear, therefore, from internzl

evidence, that forms such as [jeppa?] and [Ra:pa?] above have
dz=veloped from *[ jep?ah) and *[Ra:pPah], in which the root-
final stop was not only in junction with a suffix-initial
consonant but shared voicelessness with it (cf. also Weidert
1982 for comparative evidence from other dialects: 'the
vowel /-a/ is followed by a glottal stop in the Pantharay
dialect, whereas it is preceded by glottal stop in most - of

the Tamor Khola dislects -~ - -

Fantharay
Tamor Fhola [ken?a

[kega?%

ken-a?, vs.
lem-a.

In the Hangpang dialect of Tamor Khola the glottal stop gets
further veszkened and assimilztes loosely to the velar nasal,

= [ken-Ya] = [keppal.' (8).
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For the predominantly plosive types of final shown
above, voice and voicelessness are a function of type of
junetion, and, therefore, in complementary distribution; but
the remaining types of z-final root have a constant voicing
feature, voice, in consonant-initial and interverbal junction
as well as in vowel-initial junction; e.g.

i 11 iii iv - v
[m] [leme lemma Palemgi? lemma? kelst
[U] [kjene kenme ?ageypi? kaygaP‘ kegey]
[el [tace  tomma tadoptehi? tomna? kjesdon] [m/n/n]
(v(3)] ['bl’)( j)e tpsma? ?ada?a suP] | [\h]
[Vil [to je I toimaf radvisu?] [V:]
[waje waima?  Pawaigi?  wa:fPa? kewas?]

[j] [tjah ta:ma(?) ?Padasgi? ta:?a? kada:]

-~ [jen jusma Pajusei? jusra? kejus]

- |tgen tsatma? fPadza:su?]

- [ee Risma Papizgi? pi:Pa? kegi:?]
be lazy to be lazy we two are lazy I am lazy you are lazy
f21ll dovn to fall we two fall I fall you fall
scold him to scold he scolds us two he scolds me he scolds you
dig to dig we two dig it
sevi it to sew we two sew it
stey to stzy we two stay I stay rou stay
corie here to come wve two come - I come you comne
come Covin to come down we two come down 1 come down you come down
eat it to eat we two eat it
die to die we two die I die you die

(the verd lexical items of lines 1-4 are examples of. the root
classes 15, 13, 7, and 21 of Sprigg 1966, 437). The verb in
line 6, [wa-/wa:-], had also been included there as an example
of root class 20; but I now realize that it should have been
treated as a long-guantity root, and as not comparable,
therefore, with the other roots of p. 437, which were intended
to be short-cuantity only. The same correction applies to

the various examples of {to>-/t2:-] on p. 436, where it is
incorrectly given as an example of the s (short) term of the

guantity system; it ought to have been classified as 1 (long).

I have thought it zdvisable to give seven sets of examples
of the open-syllable type of lexical item, on lines 4-10, in
order to account for a wide degree of phonetic variation in
their vowel-junction forms (col. (i)). All the other types
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of junction (cols. (ii)-(v)) show length of vowel ([—vf],
[-a:], etc.), as one would expect in a long-quantity root;
but the examples in col (i) show shortness of vowel, at one
extreme, and, at the other extreme, co-alescence with the
vowel of the suffix, resulting in a monosyllable.

Instead of a deteiled fourfold prosodic statement I will
briefly state the phonetic facts on which such a statement
would be based:

i. where the lexical item has 1ip-rounding2and therefore
backness) as a vowel feature in junction of types (ii)-(v),
consonant-initial and interverbal, the vowel is syllabic in
vowel-initial junction (col. (i)), though short, as in lines
4-5 ([th:=/t6~], [tv:=/to-1]), unless

ii. the lexical item has syllable-initial lip-spreading
([§=1), in which case it coalesces, as in line 8 ({jus:=/3j-1,
not *[juje]); dut . -

iii. if the lexical item has lip-spreading (and therefore
frontness) as a vowel feature in junction of types (ii)-(v),
it is either non-syllsbic front spread, as in the dental-
initial lexical item of line 7 ([tj-]) in type-(i) junctionm,
or it coalesces with the vowel of the suffix, in a monosyllable,
as in lines 9-10, containing*[f;&] and [gel, presumably from
*[tsae] and *[gie]. unless

iv. that lexical item has lip-rounding ([w-7]) as a
syllzble-initial feature (and therefore backness, [a;/g],
as a vowel feature), in which case its vowel is syllabic, as
in line 63 for *[wje] is an impossibility.

8. Revision of Sprigg 1966 as regards the s and t terms
of the final system (448-9)

In Sprige 1966 (which deals only with short-—cuantity
lexical items in detail) I stated a prosodic system of four
terms, s, t, 2z, and k, the final system, 1n orde? to deal with
syntagmatic relations among consonants in root-final clusters
and between sincle consonants and vowvels (448-9)., The presumed
phonetic development of *[-ks] and *[-ysli to [-(k)kh] and |
[-ykh] in the Panthar dialect, discussed in (3)-(4) above in
comparison with the Tamur Khola dizlects, has decided me in
favour of reducing the membership of that system from four to
three by absorbing the formesr k term, appropriate to rqot
classes 11 and 12 (p. 437), e.g. [-(k)xh] and [-ykh], in the s
term. This re-classificztion has meant changing the phonetic
exponency of the s term, in (5) above, in order to accommodate
the complementarily distributed velars, at (iv), as fellow
members with the bilabial clusters [-ps] and [-ms] (root
clacses 18 and 17), at (i), end, at (iii), the tonpgue-front
finals, e.g. [=(t)tsh/-(4)teh] and [-ntsh/-ptgh] (root classes
g and 10).

This revision will mezn that the phoneratic units ¥ and I\
of my former statement, Kk and ¥k, will now be re-~classified
as Ks and Y33 but the phonetic exponents of each of these two
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phonematic units will remain the same:
4

K: voicelessness + occlusion (Ix']; slow-tempo only)
N: voice + nasality (Lnl); e.g.

K: [Ri(k)khe], N: [Aiykhe] ('rock it', 'rear him'; root
classes 11 and 12 respectively).

| The phonematic units -Ts and -Ns of Sprigg 1966 (449),
and their phonetic exponents, remain as stated there, except
that the phonetic exponent ascribed to -T, voicelessness +
occlusion ([t']), must be stated as limited to slow-tempo
utterances. The phonematic units -Ps and -Ms, and their
phonetic exponents, remain as stated (450). -

A second, and consequent,.change in Sprigg 1966 (448-9)
will be the removal of root class 14, stated there as -Ks,
e.g. [me:dhvkge me] 'do not make -—- fight', from the s term
of the final system to a subsidiary system, on the grounds
that it is a loan from a TPamur Khola dialect (cf. (1) above).

A further revision concerns the root class which is
given in Sprigg 1966 as 23 (437). This root class was grouped
there, prosodically, with 21 and 22 (as g, from glottal),
on the grounds that all three were united by the glottal
feature ligamental phonation, alternating with glottal plosiong
e.g. (i) vowel-initial junction, (ii) consonant-initial
junction

1 ii
[-Ve] [mesbégenne] [pePama] [-VPa]
[(-V:g] [me?PB:penne] (?0:ma] [-V:]
do not get sick to vomit

This root class is suspect: (i) it is supported by only
two members, the two exemplified above, and (ii) the former may
have been confused with another, and phonetically similar,
verb for ‘vomit':

[pe?mg] to get sick, [pé:ah] he got sick.
Chemjong 2018 V.S. symbolizes both verbs as long-quantity:

™

=i pe:ma ‘'to vomit'; 3=HT a:ma 'to eject from the mouth',

witn past-tense forms:

N

U< pesu and »=& atsu (cf. also Michailovsky 1979: PE€S itr.

et

vvomit®' (23). These two lexical items, therefore, should
probably be treated as errors, or perhaps assigned to an
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onomatOpoga sub~-category, in which case the number of root
classes given in Sprigg 1966 (437) will be reduced from
twenty-three to twenty-two.

A third revision concerns the root class 22 of Sprigg
1966#(437)= {pire] 'give it'; there I classified it as z
(448=9) on the grounds that it was of the 'single~final-
consonant' type. These phonetic grounds, however, are not
decisive: a single root-final consonant ([g/;], [s:/p:] ) has
been admitted as an exponent of the s term of the final
system (at (2.b) and (5.ii) above), e.g. [joige] 'satisfy
him', [leg:e] 'know it'; a single root-final [t] has also been
admitted as an exponent of the t term of that system (at (6.i)
above), e.g. (fast-tempo) [mete] *'say (it)', [paste] *speak to
(him)'; and, in anticipation of this revision, I have includei
there, in sub-section ?iii), the example referred to above,
[pice] 'give it' (root class 22), with [po:re] added.as a
corresponding long-quantity example. In vowel-initial junction
an alveolar tap ([2]) occurs in the exponency of both terms,

z and t; so it becomes necessary to take into, Consonant-initial
junction and interverbal junction as well; e.g. (i. z term,
ii. t term)

i. [£] [eece sepma  rage(t)tphi? gettal ke:pet] [p/($)4/t8/t
[je:ee je:pma paje:stphi?  je:taP kee:t] [p/t/t] .
[ﬁatﬁ tymma ?adontghi?  tonna? kje:don] [mé%&g/g]

ii. [pice plimah mbi(P)gi? pifea? ke:bi?]  [V(:)A V9 /<]
[po:ce poima Pabo:gi? po:?a? kebo(:)?] [V:/7] '

i. kill it, to kill, it kills us two, it kills me, it kills
you; laugh, to laugh, we two laugh, I laugh, you laugh;
scold (him), to scold, he scolds us two, he scolds me, he
scolds you; ii. give him it, to give, he gives it tc¢ us two,
he gives 1t to you; grow, to grow, we two grow, I grow, you
ETOV . ‘

The range of phonetic forms at (ii) shows that this type
of root, number 22 of Sprigg 1966 (437), can usefully be
associated, as the contrasting t-final type of root, with the
[s/s] and [?:/bf] types of s,root (root no. 19), and with the
vowel~final type of z root [V(:)] (root no. 21), together with
no. 20, [V(:)], its corresponding long-ouantity root, incorrectly
clasgified there as short—cuentity (436-7): e.g. (1 = long
cuentity; s = short cuantity) -
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1 s [sfl [jo_:ps josma TPajo:giP?  jo:PaP kejo(:)?] [v:yv]

z [Vi] [tvje  tvima? Tadv:isuP] [wa:?a? kewa(:)?]

t [e] [pe:ce peima Pabespi? pesPaf kebe:]

s 8 [s:/gs] [lep:e 1leima? fale:pi?] [v:T]
z [V(3)] [t2(j)e td:ma? ?adoPosu?] [V(:)]
t [£]  [plee plimah ?abiPpi?  pi?Pa? ke:bi?]  [V:/V?]

1l s satisfy him, to satisfy, he satisfies us two, he satisfies
me, he satisfies you;

z sew it, to sew, we two sew it; I sit, you sit;

t fly, to fly, we two fly, I fly, you fly;
s s know it, to know, we two know it;

z dig it, to dig, we two dig it; -

t give it, to give, he gives us two, he gives me, he gives you.

The odd man out in the short-quantity set of examples is

the s-final set, which is distinguished by (i) clear phonation
for the vowel (versus ligamental phonation), and by (ii)
length of consonant ([g:/s:]) in vowel-initial junction (it
would, in any case, be impossible for the z-final and t-final
examples to follow it in this length feature; for, in the
nature of things, a non-syllabic vowel or a tap cannot be
long). It is possible that the [p:/s:] might have developed
simply to balance the shortness of the preceding vowel, or it
might have developed from a sequence of fricative and glottal
nlosive (¥[s?]), corresponding to the sugeested development of
the lonz nasals [n: y: m:] (fellow continuants of [g:/s:]) in
vhat I have ascribed to glottal-plosive junction forms (lst-
person subject or object srammatical forms) from *[n? %? m?l;
€e o

—

-Ts -Ns ~-Ks ~38 -Ps ~Ms
[phonna? - RwopE? Rigya? ?imma?  temma? ]

he employs me, he rocks me, he rears me, I sleep, he seizes
me (Sprigg 1966, 442).

9. The s~final type of root, a2and its nhonematic system

The upshot of the revision of the s term of the final
system is that it now comprises a set of seven nhonematic
units, three of which are symbolized by P, T, and X, three
with the nasal symbols M, N, and §, and one, following Nichail-
ovsky 1979 (2), with the symbol #; theyv occur in both short-
cuantity and long~ocuantity lexical 1items, except for N, which
is confined to short-guantity lexical items:

Sprigg, R.K. 1985, "The Limbu s-final and z-final verb roots after Michailovsky 1979 and
Weidert", in Linguistics of the Tibeto-Burman Area, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 1-35.
(purl.org/sealang/sprigg19851imbu.pdf)

Back:dark, Text:mid :: mid-W:0.25, B-Peak:77 :: gamma:1.4, B:145, W:220



17
short: Ps Ms Ts Ns Ks Ns gs

long: Ps Ms Ts - Ks Ns gs: e.g.
(as in vowel-initial junction, lst-person subject or object)
[? ips—- nams- pho(t ) tsh— nentsh- Au(k)kh- syykh- les: -']
[ﬁa:ps— titms- phe:tsh- - 1i=kh-. thaspkh- jo: |

sleep, smell, employ, store up, rock, sell, know
make cry, smoke (meat, etc.), squash flat, train, weigh, satisfy.

10, -Ms, -Ns, and -§s, and nasality

The examples of -Ms, -Ns, and -§s roots that were given
at (8) above each have a cluster for their phonetic exponents
in the Panthar dialect. This type of exponent is appropriate
to junction in which there is an initial vowel in the suffix,
which is the case for grammatical forms such as the imperative,
the 3rd-person object (present or past;, and the lst-person
intransitive past ([-¢, -u?/~on?, ~anl); e.g. (imperative)

s
short: [ms:nanisnna, noptghe, spykhe]; long: [ti:mge, tha:pkhe]
do not stink, save them up, sell it; smoke it, weigh it.

This type of junction was chosen to illustrate the
cluster possibility; but there are other types of junction in
which the phonetic exponents of -Ms, ~Ns, and -Ns are not a
cluster but a single sound, as in the following examples,
which are taken from (i) interverbal junction ?ﬁord-final),
(ii) suffix-initial nasal-consonant junetion ([m-]), (iii)
suffix-initial plosive-consonant junction ([b-T]; interrosmtive),
°né suffix-initial fricstive-consonant juaction ([&/s-]:
dual): (cols. one, three, and four contain s(hort-cuantity)
roots, and cols. two and five 1(ong-ouantity)

-lss ~lisl -Nss -Yss - | -8l

i. [kjesdéem k jeAry kelosy]

ii. [temma? ti:mma pemma Aiyma(?) lo:nma)
iii. [kje:dembi kjeRtpbi keloimbil

iv. [tT=2dempif ?adi:msu? ?Pabentshu? ?aRippi? ?alo:nei?]

i. he seizes you, he rears you, you give your name
ii., to seize, to smoke, to put a good finish on, to rear, to
give one's name
iii. Coes he seize you, 6oes he rear you, do you give your name
iv, he seizes us two, we two smoke it, we two put a good
finish on it, he rears us two, we two gave our names,
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Regardless of whether the phonetic exponency of each of
these three finals, Ms, Ns, and Ns, is a cluster or a single
sound, that exponency invariably contains nasality as one of
its features; so the choice of the symbols M, N, and N is
appropriate.

11, -Ps, -Ts, and -Ks, and their plosion/nasality alternation

One might expect a comparable state of affairs to be
also true of ~-Ps, -Ts, and -Ks, that all three would have
plosion, or, where appropriate, affrication, as part of their
phonetic exponency in all their forms, even if they too had
sometimes a cluster as phonetic exponent (as in (1§, (2), and
(5) above) and sometimes a single sound. This is what the
examples so far given suggest; e.g. (s = short quantity; 1 =
long quantity)

~-Pss -Psl -Tgs -Tsl -Kss ~Ksl
i. [?ipge Hha:ppe phe({)tphe phe:stghe Ri(k)khe 1iskhel

go  to sleep, make -—- cry, employ him, sguash it flat, rock it,
train him; but these examples do not give a complete picture:
-Ps, -Ts, and -Ks are not as consistent, in this respect, as
-Ms, -Ns, and -Ns; for they alternate in phonetic exponency
between the plosion and affrication exemplified above and the
nasality to be observed in the following examples: ((ii)
nasal-initial consonant junction ([m-]1), iii) plosive-initial
consonant junction ([b—]g, (iv) fricative-initial consonant
junction (ls-1), (v) interverbal junction; cols. 1, 3, 5:
short-cuantity roots; cols. 2, 4, 6: long~-guantity roots)

-Pss ‘ -Psgl -Pss ~Tgl -Kss ~Ksl
| ?imma? ha:mma phrmma pheimma hinma? 1i:qma]
[ﬁimbi' ke ha:mbi kebhombi kebhe:mbi  kehwbi kjelismbi)
[Pa?imgi? Yahasmgi? ?algﬁ'aytg.hi‘? 7abhesptphi? Tafiyei? falisneif]
[hen ?im  keha:m kebhon kebhe:n kjeshiy kjeli:m]

[m] [m] [mA/a] [mAn/n] I [l

to sleep, to make --~- cry, to employ, to sguash flat, to rock,
to train;

- does he sleep, does he make you cry, does he employ you, does
he souash you flat, does he rock you, does he train you;

we two sleep, he makes us both cry, he emnloys us two, he
squashes us two flat, he rocks us two, he trains you;

he sleeps, he makes you cry, he employs you, he flattens you,

he rocks you, he trains you.
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Weidert 1982 classifies these -Ps, -Ts, and ~Ks roots of
mine as 'nasal verb' ('/-m/, /-n/, Ao/%'; 5, 9), and accounts
for the plosion or affrication in vowel-initial junction as a
development from an earlier nasal: *‘The stem-final nasal
consonant that shows up in the A quotation form changes to its
homorganic voiceless stop counterpart when fused with -s-,
What can be suspected at this moment is that an original
fusion of two suffixes lies at the bottom of the seemingly
unorthodox change from nasal to stop. The assumption of an
ordered sequence of the same two suffixes where -t/d- is
followed by -s- is most natural' (1l1).

The main obstacle to a *fusion of suffixes' solution is
that, if a ¥ suffix is in systemic contrast with a s suffix,
each suffix having a conflicting role in the morphology, it
is difficult to conceive of the two as combining within a
single root. ‘ieidert is aware of this difficulty: he commends
one of a number of tentative solutions as ‘'advantageous in
the sense that a clashing together of two infixes as surmised
above is avoided' (13) and as having the advantage of not
having to postulate two juxtaposed proto~-suffixes in verb
classes (1? and (4) e.g. for '(1)*, *-a(a)n-t-s) and for *(4)°*,
'—a(a)m-t-s* (12); but, after considerable discussion, he
decides in favour of treating these roots in which plosion and
affriecation alternate with nasality as having substituted
plosion/affrication for nasality in certain of their forms as
2 result of introducing. a -t- suffix: 'the a priori assumption
of allowing a proto-suffix system containing the minimal
elements £ (zero), *-t-, ¥-s-, and *-t-s-' (15).

My own view is the reverse of this: instead of postulating
that such roots as these have been moving from nasality
towards a mixture of nasality and plosion I take the -Ps, -Ts,
and -Ks roots to have moved from comnlete, or near-comnlete,
rlosion/affricetion to the current mixture: plosion/effrication
mainteined in vowel-initizl junction, but superseded by
nasality in consonant-initial junction 2nd in interverbal (or
vord-final) junction.

12. The s-final phonematic system and Tibeto-Burman comparison

Support for identifying the sort of s-final root considered
in (10) above as being classifiable as -Ps, -Ts, and -Ks
rather than, following VWeidert 1982, as '-m-t-s', '-n-t-s',
and '-p-t-s' (12, 16-18) comes from comparison with Burmese
and Tibetan:

_Ps and Surmese -p, Tibetan -b(s)

""'?J.S "'m, —m

_Ts - ~d- (?from *-ds)
-Ns ~n

-Ks -k, ~g( _S_)

-HS "ﬁ, -E(g_)

_gs --E’ "I(E); E.g-
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Limbu Burmese Tibetan

lips sleep 'ip ?yib hide one's self
(Benedict 1972, 36)

'gégg. wear ?'kheb/khebg spresad

over

yups tighten rup teke in (but, contrariwise:

cups  assemble chum 'dzom(s))

nams  smell namg smell of mnam smell of

téms catch 'tham seize

nots start, keep on ?pru do, perform spyod perform, use

néns keep by ‘ﬁgg add snon add

léks break tak crack open

phtoks break (tr.) phok burst 'big(s)/*bug(s) break

sohs  sell chon conduct business '%shoﬁ/btsoﬁs selllnto

thuns meke ~-—- drink 'thm'- /' thuhs drink

sees make water seg urine

yoos  satisfy ral be satisfied

nees lie down | (9)§§2(§).

The cognates are not numerous; but I believe them to be
enough to justify such finals as ~Ps, -Ts, and -Ks as distinct

from -Ms, -Ns, and -}§s.
13. Presumed development of nasality in -Ps, +Ts, 2nd -KEs roots

In the examples at line (ii) of (11) above it would be
nossible to account for the single nasal, [m], which is the
phonetic exponent of -Ps and -Ts, and [n], 2s the phonetic

xnonent of -Ks, as an aspect of the nasal type of junction:
since nasality also ocecurs as an initial feature of the suffix
iexical item ([m-, n-]), presumed root-final *[-ps], *[-ts],
end ¥[-ks] might be thoughtto have developed nasality in nlace
of nlosion-and-friction cluster, rerhaps through some such
nrocess &5 that shovm below, vhereby [-5-] develons into a
voiceless nasal ([m, §J]) before being voiced to [m] and [9y):
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*[-ps m-
i. > [~pm-] > [-gm-] > [-mm-]
*[-ts m-]
ii., ¥*[-ks n-) _E-kﬁn-] > [-9n-] > [-ngn-]; for examples of

(i) see line (ii) of C11) above; and for (ii) ef. the following:
~Ps ~Ts -Kss =K sl

[tho:mne phonne popne khe:pne]

I watch for you, I employ you, I lift you up, I tie yourﬁp.

This explanation cannot, however, serve for types of
junction such as those shown at lines (iii) and (izg of (11)
abeve, in which there is a suffix-initial consonant other than
a nasal, either, at (iii), a plosive ([b-]) or, at (iv), a
fricative ([F—]si so 1 can only suggest, here, that the
features of the nasality type of junction (line (ii)) might
have been extended by analogy to all consonant-initial tynes
of junction, e.g. lines (iiig and (iv). Once the cluster tyve
of exponency had ceased to be a possibility in consonant-
initial junction, the choice must have lain between a single
stop or vnlosive, [p t k], and a single nasal, [m n y)}; and

the choice of the naszl might, perhaps, have been reinforced
by the nasality that would be familiar in that type of junction
2s nart of the phonetic exponency of -Ms, -Ns, and -§s (cf.
(10) above). In fzct, roots of the three types -Ps, -Ts, and
-Ks (root classes 18, 9, and 11 of Syprige 1966, 4375 seem well
on the way to being =bsorbed, respectively, into the -Ns, -Ns,
arid -lJs clascses (rect classes 17, 1C, and 12); for it is only
in the type of junction in which the suffix 1s vowel-initizl
thet plosion survives as one of their exponents, with the
result that there are phonetic criteria for distinguishing
-Ps, -Ts, and -Ks roots from -ks, -Ns, and -Ns, respectively,
only in voviel-initisl junction.

Even in word~final position (and, therefore, in interverbal
junction) it is nesality, not plosion, that has been chosen
for the phonetic exponents of -Ps, -Ts, and -Ks, [m n n}, as
at line (v) of (11) above, just as it is for -Ms, -Ns, and
~Js, as in line (i) of (10) above.

It is sicnificant that a cluster cannot occur in word-
final r»osition in rresent~day Panthar Limbu, but only a single
consonant, either (i) stop ({n k¥ t ?1), as for -Pz =nd -P%, for
-Kz zné -Kt, for -tz and -tt, ené for -£%t and -fz (symbolized
as —-Rzg and -Yzg in Sprigg 1966, 450), or (ii) nasal ([m m rl),
as for ~-Ps, -ks, -lz, and -mt, for -Ks, -ljs, and -ljz, and for
~-Ps, -Ns, -nz, and -nt.
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1t is not unreasonable to suppose that Limbu formerly
%ad consonant clusters in verb roots in word-final position,
ecause consonant clusters are attested in the same circumstan
in the Balti dialect of Tibetan, e.g. Hees

[n1 ?1ps] will not hide, [mt 'giks] will not fear (yib, 'jigs)

In current Limbu, however, the choice, for the phonetic exponency
of -Ps, -Ts, and -Ks in interverbal junction, lies between gz

single plosive and a single nesal; and, if I am correct in
assuring that nasality had previously developed as the appropriate
phonetic exponent for junction with a consonant-initial

suffix in all circumstances ([-mb- -ms~ -mg-], ete.; (11)

above, lines (ii)-(iv)), then that nasality would clearly have
been a more appropriate feature than plosion for replacing

an earlier cluster in interverbal junction too.

14. The t-final type of root, and its phonematic system

It would be reasonable to expect that the seven~-temrm
phonematic system attributed to the s member of the three-term
final s¥stem (s, t, 2), namely P, X, T, M, N, §, and £ (as in
(8)-(11) above), should be matched by a seven-term phonematic
system for the t member of the final system too. There is no
difficulty in identifying six members, P, K, t, n, m, and #;
e.g. ((1i) short—quantity, (ii) long-quantity; vowel-initial
junction ([-€1))

Pt Kt £t mt nt g+t
i. [teepte  thokte mette  jemde phende pice]
ii. [kho:nte la:kte ?Puate - vwas:nde pe:fE]

i. cut it, fight him, syesk to him, tattoo him, untie it,

1i., fresp it, tread on it, ca2ll him, rock him, fly;
but there is no good candidafe for the role of example of a
seventh class, ¥*Nt, corresponding to the Ns of the s-final
phonemetic system, with junction feztures *[-pdl]l, corresponding
to the [-md] and f-nd] of the mt and nt examples above. There
is, however, a poor candidate for a seventh such root class,
a solitary excmple, in the verb lexical item in the following

tvwo words:
[ﬁen getyk] he nants [msﬁexaktsnnsj do not »nant.

The forms of this verb do not, horever, make it a strong
candidrte for a further cstegory, -t, because the root-final
[—yk] =2nd [-pkt~] of these two words do not conform strictly
to the pattern set by the -nt =nd the -mt classes, [-nd-] and
[-md—] (root classes 8 and 16 of Sprigg 1966, 437: e.rg.
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[ke :phen)] he unties you [ma:js.hdanm] do not tattoo him;

which would require *[hen ge:p] and *[megesndenne]. Even if
these words were treated as deriving their voiceless velar
stops [~k] and [-k-] in something like the intrusive manner
of [-k~] in the pronunciation of the English example Kingston
as [kiyksten] referred to in (4) above, they would still be
at odds with the -nt and -mt classes.

Alternatively, and probably better, the exceptional
forms [geimk] and [-gemkt-] could be treated as onomatopoeic,
and assigned to a sub-systein isolated from the majority pattern
of. the langucage. In that case there will not be a correspondence
in number between the seven root classes belonging to the
s-final tyne and the six root classes of the t-final tyve in
the Panthar dialect. It is worth noting, at this point, in
support of this onomatopoeia treatment, that there is no
seventh, or =»nd-, member of the t/d cluster type in Weidert
1982 (5, 9) either, and that, although Michailovsky 1979
distinguishes a NT root class (2, 16), he gives only one
example of this class, an obscenity.

In the Panthar dialect the nasal terms -N, -M, and -}
are less well represented in terms of lexical items thean -T,
-P, and ~K in both t and s types of final: in the s type
there are no examples of -N in long-guantity lexical items,
and in the t type there are no - lexical items, not even an
obscenity, and only one example of -lN, as against thirteen
~I's lexical items (and five -Mz lexicel items; cf. (16) below).
Further, in the z type of final (at (16) below), -N, K, and
- are confined to short—cuentity lexiceal items; =nd, even so,
there are only three lexicel items serving as examples of -iz.
It seems reesonable, therefore, to Ttreat the discrspancy in
in numbers between the six-term t-Iinal phonemztic cystem -
and the seven-term s-final phonematic system {(and the seven-
term z-finsl phonematic system, at (16) below) as fortuitous.

15. The t-final phonemctic system znd Tibeto-Burman comparison

The number of examples of t-final cognates that I have
been able to find for comparison with Burmese and Tibetan
includes:

Limbu Burmese Tibetan
1iint- heavy leg 1jid- heavymess
'énpt- fan yap fan (n.) (g, )yab- fanning
cdpt- cut bead (perf.) cut
Khekt- set hard khak difficult Xhae- difficult
mgkt-  dream mak rman-

i -
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Limbu Burmese Tibetan
lookt—- run ?rok arrive, reach rgyug run
matt- blow mhut *bud

nutt- clench fist put slap

caatt- play rtsed

khuunt- steal khui rkun- theft

pir- give peg sbyin

neer- fly pyam %QIEE disperse in flight
Benedict 1972, 83, 166)

nhir-  tread on phi crush ?'phyi blot out

nér- be in dilemma mnar be tormented

har- bite hap hab mouthful

fér- get chapped ‘gas chap

kar- crack " crack

NOOT-  Erow ?'bo(s) swell up.

15. The z-final tyne of root, and its phonematic system

The seven-term ~honematic system of the s-final znd <the
six-term, or, perhaps, seven-term system of the t-final types
of root have been stated in (9) and (14) above; before proceeding
to a brief study of Michailovsky's =?PR roots it is first
necessary to state the phonematic system of the z term of the
final prosodic system, and give examples (the phonetic criteria
of the z term were stated af (7) above).

The z term's nhonematic system also comprises seven units;
they =re, in relation to the cuantity system:

short: Pz Kz tz nz Mz Nz gz
lon~z: Pz Iz tz = - = fzs e.o.
(a2s in 2 dual forwmecf. (7) =bove)
-Pz -z -tz -nz iz -5z ~Fz

s: [-jep- ~lak- -ge(f)t- -dopt- -lem— -—gey- -d2P9-]

1: [-Raip- ~betk- -~je:t- - -~ - ~-dv: -]
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gs: stand, lick, kill, scold, laze, fall, dig
1: cry, go, laugh. |

17. The z-final phonematic system and Tibeto-Burman comparison

Limbu Burmese Tibetan
xég stand rap
lip plait ?1ip curl sle
pak scoop pak
lak 1lick 1lyak idag
thak weave {thag
yut bring down rhut put down
set kill sat bsad/gsod
yeet laugh ray bgad
waat wear, put on wat Jgod adorn
lim entice ?1lim delude
thun drink ' thun
sii  die se shi/*chi
kuu carry 'hur
to dig tu ?'dul till (Benedict 1972, 62)
cea eat ca3 za/bza'

18. T clusters and —-?R (Michailovsky 1979)

Michailovsky is puzzled by his froots in =R and -7R ghich
in some cases seem to be related to -T and -N*'* (1979, 35.

In fact, in nine instances out of thirteen in his Appendix he
has treated -?R as a honorary mﬁmber, as it were, of what he
terms the 'T-allofam' (20, 23). His section 'Pamilies with
#- and T-allofams (or two T-allofams)!', for example, includes:

g: TO sew, | | THA  keep (composition only)
T: TO?R have sth. sewmn for so., THAP?R put aside,

The roots -?R of llichailovsky's analysis are given more
than honorary -T status in my anatysis: in (14) above they
sopear as fully-fledged members of the t class of final, their
phonematic unit being #; e.g. (short-guantity) [pie-] give,
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(Long—cuantity) [pe:r-] *fly'. This means that I classify the
Panthar-dialect root [tha?e~] 'keep', corresponding to Michailov-
sky's THA?R, as -@t, or, rather, since it is short-quantity,

as —@ts. There is no root in my data corresponding to his

THA; but, if there were, I should expect to classify it
prosodically as z-final, with @ as its phonematic unit, i.e.

as -fz, in accordance with my classification of [tpj-/tp:-]

as -f@z in (16) above. The relationship of THA versus THA?R
would then be one of z versus t, corresponding closely to
Michailovsky's intuition. Indeed, superficial changes in his
symbolization can make the relationship even clearer: (i)
IJichailovsky 1979 treats open-syllable roots, such as THA and
T9, as having 'final consonant @' (2): but this @ is not overtly
symbolized in his roots; if it were to be, THA and T3 would be
symbolized as THAZ and T9¢; (ii) his root-final *'9' in '-9R*
‘is in complementary distribution with -@, the former being
followed only by 'R', and the latter being never followed by
any other symbol; so '-9R' could be re-symbolized as -@R;

(iii) *'R' in the proposed -@R is in complementary distribution
with 'T*, as in -PT7, -I7, -KT, -MT, -NT, and -NT; it could
therefore be re-symbolized as T, whence -ﬁT, a change that is,
in any case, advisable on account of the honorary 'T-allofam!
status ©of -R that T have referred o above, with the advantage
that THAE and TO% would appear in opposition to THAPT and

TIZT (and '-9PR' in Michailovsky's ‘complete list of final
consonants or clusters' would need to give place to -@T);

(iv) this -@T derived from '-?R' is confined to short-cuantity
syllables; the complementarily distributed long-quantit

final consonant symbolized as 'R' (lMichailovsky 1979, 2) in
'~:R', would alsoc need to be re-symbolized as —gT, and could
be distinguished from the short-ocuantity -@T ov using MNicheil-
ovsky's long-cuantity symbol ':', whence ~: T versus €T, e.z.
MA:R and TE?R (Michailovsky 1979, 17, 16) re-symbolized as
Ma:@T and TEFT; (v) Michailovsky's '@-allofsm' is not overtly
symbolized: 'HA:P itr. "weep" is the f-allofam (in snite of
its final -P) of the family HA:PIHA:PT{HA:P3' (2); but if

HA:P were to be overtly symbolized as an exammnle of the
g-allofam, that 'fam® would appear as HA:PA)HA:PTJHA:FS;
correspondingly, his open-syllable roots THA and TO9, for

which I have nroposed, a2t (i), that the '~ consonant' be
overtly symbolized, whence THAZ and TI¢, would then have to

be re-symbolized as THAZZ and To¢F (versus THAGT and To24T).

The former & of -@# in, for example, T9¢¥ would be in phonological
contrast with such other final consonants as -P, -T, -I, =N,
and -, while the latter ¢ of -@Z would be in allo-fam (morpho-
logiczl) contrast with -T and -S. As one would expect in an
article directed towerds the allo-fam relationshins, all the
open-syllaeble roots in Michailovsky 1979 are alsoc exeamnles of
Ff-21lofam, 2nd could, therefore, be symbolized viith ﬂﬁﬁ; but
not 211 -¢ verbs in Limbu are @-allofem: 'transitives are in
a minority among verbs with @-postfinal that have T- or
S-allofams, not among all verbs with Z-postfinal' (5). There
might, then, be an advantage, for easy reference, in using a
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different symbol for the allofam from the postfinal, ¥ for one
of them, perhaps, and Q, Z, X, or some other unneeded letter
.of the alphabet, for the other.

. Such Panthar z-final roots as [gi:=] die, [phv:-] knit,
[to(:)-] dig, and [mp(:)-] dig, for example, could be put
into Michailovsky's '@-postfinal' class but not into his
@-allofam class, as SI:f, PHO:d, TIg, and MOZ, but not as
SI: 8¢, etc. His grouping of roots by *family' has no relevance
to t?ese four, and other such non-@-/T-/S~fam roots; they are
non-fam,

19. Long auantity and short quantity in -fz roots

In Sprigg 1966 I made the mistake of classifying the root
[tpj-/tv:-] 'sew' (Michailovsky's T2) and [waj-/wa:-] 'be' as
short-cuantity (436, 437), through giving undue importance,

28 a phonetic criterion, to the marked shortness of vowel

that I had observed in certain of their forms; I now realize
that this shortness is confined to the type of junction in
which the suffix has a (syllabic or non-syllabic) initial

vowel ([-v(j)-, -Aj-]; Sprigg 1966, 436% cf. (7) above). 1

also now find that, in its re-considered role as a long-guantity
root, [toj-/tv:-) contrasts, in quantity, with the short-
cuantity root [td(j)-/to(:)-] 'dig', mainly through a difference
in phonation, ‘'normal' versus ligamental phonation; and so

does [mpj-/mp:-] *get drunk® with'[mﬁj—/hv(:)-] 'dig':

vovel-initial junction consonant-initial Jjunction

[tvjﬁ tvjmy?' 7adpsisu? tvrima?)

-

¥ [tﬁ(j)s tr?a joy? 92dp?ssu? ti’;:mm.?]

1: sew it,I sew it, we two sew it, to sew
st dig it, I dig it, we two dig it, to dig

The above two, [tﬁ(j)-/t%(:)—] and [mvj-/mp(:)-], are, in
fact, the only short-cuantity examples of this, the -@z, type
(root class 21, Y(z), of Sprige 1966, 449-50) in my data; but
I take them to be enough to make it necessary to distinguish
them, as -@zs roots, from the above long-ounantity (-fzl) roots
[tv(:)-] 'sew' and [mp(:)-] 'get Arunk', =nd from quite =2
nunber of long-cuantity roots corresponding to Michailovsky's
-7 class. If I wvere to follow him in using *:' tc symbolize
long ~usntity, Panthar lexical items such as [tvj-/tv:-] 'sew’
and [tg-/tsa:-] 'eat' would be distinsuished by this ':°
symbol, as TJ:(#) end CA:(f), from TI(f) 'dig' and MI(Z) 'dig'.

Michrilovsky's f-2llofam and T-allofam examples may be
compared, as regards quantity, as follows:
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TA come, JU come down, KHE quarrel

TA:T bring, JU:T bring down, KHETT quarrel over sth. (obj.) (15),

KO be burned (17), T sew

- TO7R |'_TO¢T] have so, sewr for so. (obj .),

THA keep (only in composition), KU carry

THAPR [THAET] put aside, KU:TT have so. (obj.)
carry sth.,

K19 worship (spirits) CA eat,

FHO:TT exorcise (spirits) from so. (obj.), CA:TT feed,

SA deliver,

SA:TT deliver sth. to so. (obj.) (20).

Micheilovsky's open-syllable (f-allofam) examples are all
short-quantity; so, too, are three of his T-allofam examples;
but the majority are long. The Panthar -gdz cognates, on the
contrary, ere all long-cuantity, -#zl, 2nd therefore correspond
ir cuantity to the relsted -gt roots: (vhonetic form appropriate
to junction with [-mz] for the -#21 roots, 2nd to junction

vith [-€] for the -tzl 2nd -ttl roots)

i. [fai- jus- khe:—  tp:- ku:- tsa:-} ~-fz1
ii., [ta:e- juie-] -1zl
iii. [khe:t- tsatt- satt-] -ttl
i. come come down quarrel sew carry eat -
ii. bring bring down
iii. claim | - feed guide.

20, -%R =2nd -S as T-z2llofam =2nd S—aollofam

-?R appears scain in its T-allofam role in Michailovsky's
section 'Femilies with P- and S-allcfams' (23), in which his
—-?R is peired, this time, with -5 in six striking intransitive-
trensitive pairs of exemples, from vhich I hrve chosen:

PES wvomit FHES

by

art SkES urinete

FPEPR vomit on FHuPR

=t

crt at SETR urinate on so, (obj.)
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(Ifichailovsky 1979, 23, 17).

On the same grounds as in (18) above I would substitute
-@#T for his - %R, with the result that PHEfR and SE?R would be
recsularized as PHEAT versus PHES, which could, correspondingly,
be regularized as PHE@S; and so, similarly, could SEPR and SES,
and the other examples. It would, in that case, be necessary
to substitute FS in Ficheilovsky's 'complete list of final
consonants and clusters' for his final consonant -3, which,
like his -9R, combines, in his examples, only with a short
vowel, e.g. PHES and SES above. My Panthar -gs cognates,
?owever, are, with one exception, long, matched by -gt short

orms:

~fsl: [ne:s- -~ phe:p~ geip— maig- mItp-]
-fts: [neear - pers—~ phePf— ge?c~ mater )
~f4z]: | | _[moj-]
lie dowm, - break wind, urinate,

be in e dilemma, be sick, break wind. ixmn the face of, urinate on,

lose, get ——= drunk,
hide, get drunk.

Translated into Michailovsky's symbolization my -gsl
examples would appear as: PE:S, PHx:S, SE:S; they are all
long-cuantity (for the quantity distinction in —-g£s lexical items
ef. (2.b) and (8) zbove); my -Fgts examnles, on the other hand,
are short-cuantity, and would need to be symbolized as PEPR,
PEE?R, and 3%?R, for example, in his system 2or PE@T, PHEZT,
and SEET in accordance with my pronosal at (18) above).,

21. =R 2nd =3 as T-zllofan 2nd S-allofam (intransitive and
tr nsitive)
liech=ilovslzy 1079 mssins @-rllofam rnd S-=1lofzm rcles
resnectively to -R and -5 in his section 'Pamilies with f£-
ené S-rllofems' (17-19); e.z.

-R{(Z): PeR itr. fly SOR itr. wake up
-S:  PHES tr. cause to fly 505 tr. " "s

but he adds the observation: '{perhaps should be placed in
$i4a below]®' (18), i.e. in the section entitled 'T-allofam
intransitive or deponent?®,

From my point of view the latter nlternntive is preferable.
"ichrilovsky's 'finsl consonant' R rculc then have honorary
T=nllofem status; ~nd I should find it temntineg to re-symbolize
his PER and SO0R, for examnle, 28 PET and 50T, or, more
consistently, PEZT and SOZT, in mornholocical contrast vith
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PES and SO0S (re~symbolized as PedS and SO0FS); but any such
re—interpretation would lead to conflict with the re-~symboliz-
ation of -?R as -@T advocated at (18) above; e.g. TO?R and
PEPR as TIAT and PEPT. It would confound Michailovsky's
short-vowel final -?R examples with his short-vowel final =R
examples, with the result that his PEPR 'vonmit on' (23) would
be identical with his PeR 'fly*' (18), both being re-symbolized
as PEFT (this identification would not, however, apply if his
'fly' example were spelt P&:R, as it is on p. 26).

22, Guantity in -R roots (4T v. -:4T)

In my Panthar material the symbolization problem does not
arise, because there are only two categories, short-quantity
in -@t versus long-cuantity, where Michailovsky has two short-
cuantity and one long-guantity (-¢R, ~R, -:R); his -9R forms
reoularly correspond to Panthar short-quantity forms; e.g.

TE take away, THAPR put aside, NAPR desist - 7R
[te ?r- thafac-] keep, [nePar-] be in a dilemma, -@ts;

his -R 2nd -:R forms, on the other hand, correspond to my
long-cuantity -gt (-Zt1l) examples as follows:

sh,: POR, PER, HER, SER, SOR, JOR;
1,.: PHI:R, MA:R, I:R, HO:R, SO:R

1.3 " ; " y ” ’ ' " s
e.g. [poice, pe:re, he:ce; vohi:ea]; grow! fiy! get dry: it
shrank.

In the Panthar dialect, then, provided that long cusntity

were symbolized, by a colon as in Michailovsky 1979, perhaps,
or by doubling the vowel symbol as in ‘eidert 1982, there would
be no difficulty in symbolizing Iichailovsky's -R and -:R

roots as -:@T; in which case his POR, P&R, and PHI:R, for
examnlg, would appear as PO:@T, PE:@T, and PHI:AT (or poodt,
ete,.). In this long-ruantity type of root it would be
nossible to assign an intransitivity function to the -T as

onposed to the -3,
23, Guantity in -3 roots (-g5 v. -:¢S)

411 Vicheilovsky's examples of -5 roots, thirty-six in
number, ~ré symbolized as short—-cuantity; but the ten cognate
roots in my Fanth-r drta are all long-cuantity excent one,
[pép-], which is in any case suspect (for short-cuentity -¢s
roots cf. (2.b) and (8) above):

Sprigg, R.K. 1985, "The Limbu s-final and z-final verb roots after Michailovsky 1979 and
Weidert", in Linguistics of the Tibeto-Burman Area, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 1-35.
(purl.org/sealang/sprigg19851imbu.pdf)

Back:dark, Text:mid :: mid-W:0.26, B-Peak:75 :: gamma:1.4, B:145, W:220



| 31
sh.: MAS, HIS, PHES, PHIS, PHES, SES, KIS, LAS, KHAS, PES, + 26

1.= Il’ll’ ll’ ll’ ﬂ’ll’ﬂ’il’ ll;

she? | "o

e.8. [mebRessjenne] do not make ——— fly, [peige] urinate!
?[pé(:)se] get sick!

The Panthar long-cuantity root [pe:e-] 'fly' is, therefore,
in the same quantity category as its matching causative [phe:s-—]
'‘make ——=- Ffly' (they might be symbolized as PE:@JT and PHE:@S);
and so are [m>j-1 and [moi:ig-], 'get drunk' and 'get —= drunk'
respectively (-@z1 v. -@sl). . |

24, -@ and the final system (s, t, z), and Weidert 1982

My observations on Michailovsky 1979, and especially the
morphological significance of his final consonants and clusters
-R, -?R, and -8 in relation to his #-, T-, and S-allofams
((18)-(23) above) largely depend on associating the three te:us
of my final system, s, t, and z, through a common phonematic
unit ~-¢. Stated in (é) above 1 recall that association here:
(i. long quantity, ii. short quantity)

i. sz [-s/p] [se:pe ge:ma 2agessu? jo:Pa? kejo(:)e) [FV:/V]
t: [~-2£]. [pesee peima ?Pabesgi? pes?a? kebe:)
[-V3i] [kuje  ku:ima? eagu:su? ju:Pa? kejus:]

(c-1] [tse tsaima ?adzassu? wa:?a? kewa:?]
ii. st [-s:/p:] [leste leima? 7alessu?] - - [-V:]
t: [-2] [pi:e piima? 7abipei? _pi??a? kebi?] [—{F:/X}‘P]
X [-%(j)] [ta(j)a tp:ma? ?adbPasu?| - - [-{I:/{r?a]

i. urinate, to urinate, we two urinate, he setisfies me, he
setisfies you;
fly, to fly, we two fly, I fly, you fly;
carry it, to carry, we two e¢arry $t; I come daown, yoT;come
- down;
ezt it, to eat, we two eat it; I stay, you stay;
ii. know it, to know, we two know 1it;
give it, to give, he gives us two, he gives me, he gi%es
yous
dig, to dig, we two dig it.
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As far as long-quantity roots are concerned, Weidert
1982 advances a very similar analysis:

11, -aa-s
- 12. -aa-~t
VOWEL
13. -aa-@ ('absence ("zero") versus presence
(-t/d=, =8-) of suffix elements' (12)
€ege

infinitive sg. impv. 1st p. sg. fut. BEnglish gloss

*1l. 'seema? seege? seesuynP urinate
12. peema? peere? PEE—2 fly
" 13. caama? ce? can? eat .- .
14, kxuuma? kuye? ﬁuyuy? carry' (9)..

It is only in vowel-~initial junction that Weidert's two
classes 13 and 14 differ from each other; and I have shown
above (7) that they are complementarily distributed in relation
to lip-rounding and lip-spreading; consequently, his two
classes are ecguslly members of my -@z class.

A dearth of materizsl compared with my Panthar data has
nrevented Jeidert from dezaling comparably with short-nuantity
roots, ih terms of his cntegories -g-, -t-, and aﬂ;, corresnonding
closely to my root-final classes -@s, -@t, and -@z above:
h2 has no short-acuantity forms suitable for treating as -s-
or as -@-, but only forms suitable for -t-; e.z,.

'(10) -a?-t- SLOTTAL' (12), e.g.
*(10) ha?ma? hafre? ha?rup? bite' (9).

Becauge of this absence of contrastins short-ocuantity -g-
and -@F- forms he =oes on, in a section on 'Reconstructed
Proto-Limbu Verb Class mornholosy' (18), to distinsuish this
class sharply from his 'clagss 12 —-t': .

'10 *CV[+n/t/k/]s-t > CVP-d > CVPr-
12 *CVV-1 - > CVVr-' (18).

His classes 10 and 12 correspond to my short-cu ntity (s) =nd
lonz-ouantity (1) root-final -@t class as follows:
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Weidert Sprigg
10 CVPr-, e.g. haft/hapr- -gts, e.g. [P1=/?i£/§i?']
12 CWI‘—, E.g- pﬁﬁ/peer—! -ﬂtl, e-g- [pb=/pe=£-];

his class 1l merges the short- and long-quantity members of
my root-final ~@s class as follows:

Weidert Sprigg

~f@ss, e.g. [le:/legi~]
11 CVss~CVs~CVVs, e.g. see/sees-

-fsl, e.g. [pe:/pess-]3

and, finally, his classes 13 and 14 have no examples corresponding
to the short-quantity members of my root-final -@z class,
whence the following correspondence:

Weidert a Sprigg

~fz8, €. [tat/té(j)—]
13 ¢(V)-, e.g. caa/c-

~Fzl, e.g. [ku:/kuj-], [tsa:/tp-]
14 CVV, CVy, e.g. kuw/kuy-

Michailovsky 1979 and Weidert 1982 have helﬁed me to
arrive at a fairly large-scale revision of my nrevious snalysis,
Sprigg 1966 (limited, for the most nart, to short-cusntity
lexical items), throu gh acouainting me w1th data from other
dialects, and through a close examination of the mormholozical
role of ~s and -%.

)/7/09{/0"/(00 SaEl MOIAL J:Jda'k'ra//ueyog_

NOTES
1. The revised version of a paper of the same title presented
in summary form, at the 4th Annual Conference of the

Linguistic Society of Nepzal, Tribhuvan University, Kathmandu,

December, 1983. .

2., I have uged 'tongue front' as =a phonetlc term to cover the
three narts of the tongue (as active articulator) tip,

blade, and front, in association, res pectlvely vvith the teeth,

the alveolus end the hard palate, as in: (i) [ﬁ, nl], (ii)

[t nj (1115 nJy in opposition to 'tongue bdack', or

velar ([k! g9, ‘U]S

3. For 'cavity friction' see Pike 1943: ‘'voiceless resonance
of a chamber as a whole by air going through it as through

an open tube' (71); for the vowel ocuality cf. Sweet 1877:
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'By weakening the different point and blade consonants a
variety of vowels may be found, whieh are not _ included in the
regular scheme.of vowels. - - - A weakened [z'] gives a vowel
that has the effect of a very forward [eh] (I.P.A. [3]),
being in fact the "blade" vowel most nearly corresponding to
[eh], and bearing the same relation to [eh] as [z ] itself has
to [j]' (Henderson 1971, 115). |
Cf. also the alternation in Nepali between [s-] and [-f-]
for the lexical item [s/hat], e.g. [sattari] 'seventy' and -
[ekefirnttar] 'seventy-one*, though, in the case of [h], the
cavity friction is accompanied by, and masked by, local
friction in the glottis %arytenoidal friction) and by voice
(cf. Sprigg 1978, 12-15).
4. The absence of aspirated affrication as a2 word-initial
nossibility to match the word-initial non-aspirated affric-~-
ation that appears in examples such as: [tsomma?] 'I meet',
[tss:] '(he) ate it' (from *[tsasu:]), and the example
[tsa:ma?] above appears to be due to the very reverse of the
nrocess by which I have sought to explain the development of
aspiration within the word: an earlier word-initial aspirated
(voiceless) affricate ¥[tsh] would appear to have developed
into a (non-aspirated) voiceless fricative ([s-]), perhaps
through a weakening of the plosive element giving rise to
* "'ssh] and *[sh] as intermediate stages. Michailovsky 1979
gives six examples in which he associates his root-initial
S with TS as members of a transitive-intransitive pair; e.ge.
'THUPS itr. "gather", SUPS tr. "gather"', *'TSONT itr. "fall
over", SONT tr. "fell, knock over"' (25). This would make his
S—- 1in certain lexical items a reflex of *TSH-,
5. These two fricatives are necessarily voiceless; for voiced
fricetives do not occur in Limbu, excent for {z] ns an
occasional fast-tempo variant of the affricate [dz], e.z.
[meza:tenne] 'do not feed him', 'do not play’.
6. Limbu books, in the Kiranti script, =2lso show some confusion
in snellings with r-; but in their case the confusion is with
1-, e.g. sap-ra for gsap-la 'book'. Probably the renson for
this is thet, anart from loan-words such as rz—ja ‘king',
[1] ‘and [t] are complementarily distributed: [1] is restricted
to initial position in lexicsl items, and can occur in word-
initial positionsy [£] is restricted to the final position in
lexical items, but does not occur in word-final position;
e.c. [1lé:£an] 'he stretched me', [kelev?eeu?l 'you stretch him',
but [keg:1e?] 'he stretches you'. Chemjong 2018 V.S. gives only
one p~ge of entries with word-initial r.
T. 'T have adonted Jim latisoff's "allofam" for "member of a
vord femily®, and his sign "{" to indicate this rel=tionship.
In most of the finals - - - the formal difference between the
2llofems lies in the nostfinal element. Thus vhen I refer to
the @-, T- or S-zllofam of =z Tfamily, I sm rsferrine to the
postfinal not to the final: Ei:P itr. "weep" is the @-allofam
(in snite of its final -P) of the family HA:P{HA:PT)HA:PS;
HA:PT tr. "mourn" is the T~allofam of HA:P (or of the family),
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Etc-' (2-3)-

While I recognize that his fellow specialists owe a
considerable debt to Matisoffffor introducing the terminology
of procreation into Tibeto-Burman studies, through 'tono-
genetic' (Matisoff 1970) and 'the "organic"™ approach to
linguistic comparison' (Matisoff 1974-5), he should not lead
us into miscegenation: the etymological bastard 'allofam’
should be replaced by some such term of pure lineage as allo-
gene or allophyte.

8- Michailovsky has symbolized his short—quantity root PER
'fly' (18) as long-quantity (P&:R) on p. 26; the long-
cuantity symbolization is supported by Weidert 1982:
'12 peema?, pecre?, pee-a’ (9).
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