Chapter 11

| gnous populations in
Vietnam, Laos, Thaflagk S Wetc of India and Yunnan,
Kweichow and K ‘ ese languages form a family
of languages the i "_ which are proposed to be

descendants of a hypoth 1"';’#". nt language: Proto-Tai (PT).

Many aspects of 4 : guage. lave been reconstructed
\Y S

from comparisok Concerning the

reconstrucltion o

Gedney writes:

rfi b 4 IBYRSHYIAS: e

whiGh all modern Tai .nguagﬂ and dialects are dwetgent

IR iﬂiﬁmmﬁlﬂm

consonant system (Gedney 1991:

Li has probably contributed most to the reconstruction of PT, and Li's

I remains the basic text on comparative Tai

linguistics. In this handbook Li compares cognate sets from the three
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proposed branches of the Tai family of languages. Li's results are a
reconstruction of PT tones, consonants and vowels as well as
reconstructions of these for the three main branches of the family namely

Northern (NT), Central (CT) and Southwestern Tai (SWT).

All e AngnagEsing tnnal. languages. The existence

of tone mal.lnft_ " la ges#thcldeauflune T Y B
writes:
One of the modern Tai
languages ! It is reasonable
therefore to Js ‘the proto-language
must also ) 5 of the Tai
languages sh 7 it is possible to
reconstruct the o Systen he  proto-language, although it

fonetic character of the tones
zm originated in the proto-

is difficult to recOnste
It is not §

language, “although 1 has been suggested that the system
might dropping of
certain fi

(Li 1977: 24).

ﬂUEl’JVIEJVIiWEJ’]ﬂ‘i

9 By comparing t%e lexicons of Tai languages a clear
AMIINTRINAIN YA B =
corféspondences it is possible to reconstruct a tome system for PT. Words
which share a tone in one language and which correspond with a cognate
set of words in another language which also share a single tone are
proposed as having had the same tone in the proto language. The

correspondences between the tones of modern Tai languages indicate that



PT had four tone categories. Syllables which ended with a nasal or a vowel
(hereafter LIVE syllables) had one of three tones: A, B and C. Syllables
ending with a stop consonant, (hereafter DEAD syllables) are considered
separately and marked D. D syllables are hypothesized as having been

tonally unmarked as they were already distinguished from LIVE syllables

s in a system of three tones

et i _

on LIVE syllables [f" PT et an & pl@hr all modern Tai

languages have mogesfan™ Uity fones on LIVE syllables is still needed. To
account for this daSCreph o) ¢ [ has been linked to the loss
of contrasts betwg e ARN phonemes.  European

linguists have been @ -1 it based on the loss of initial
consonant contrasis

made the following h nese.

‘\.
\\ akobson is reported? to have
2

In certain Chip
have ".,_ s il

voiceless consonants
if. 4ojcing which

i"j another series is
replaced | 101 nf@itch level in the

following vgwels

AU INYNTRETI>
TS

glottalisation and voicing, as the "prerequisites” for the increase in the

number of tonal contrasts in Tai languages.

¥ Haudricourt (1961) cites Jakobson from the German original of
"Principles of Historic Phonology" (Jakobson 1931: 262).
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The phonetic features which Haudricourt proposes as
underlying Tai tonal development are all laryngeal features. Pitch is also a
laryngeal feature and this similarity adds to the credibility for linking the
loss of these initial consonant distinctions with tonal development. That is
to say the loss of the consonant laryngeal features, voicing, aspiration and
glottalisation, were compen |

AL
' \N\\
1.” 15,\"‘_‘ %

]

development of pitch distinctions.

PT tone categories, A, B, C, and

'ai language lones in cognate

sets, Li posits fouriniue {sonamt ‘classes. it X These four classes are
based on the same J#hrgé Eriteris Spird v'cing (voiced vs. voiceless
sounds) and glottalisgfiog = ’ i- art (1961).  Gedney (1973)
describes these four ¢ a: ._ \‘ nants as voiceless friction

A

sounds, voiceless una'spi! dttal sounds, and voiced sounds.

These initial cgnsonamt classes whi '.%ﬂ as underlying the tonal

- &

development i 'ﬁ : Mgt

-mxhle 2 PT Initial Consonant L!*i asses
8T 8 ISR o,
QRIS AR T

Class 3 Glottal sounds
ie. *7, *7b, etc.

Class 4 Voiced sounds
i.e. *b, *m, *|, *z, elc.

(adapted from Gedney 1973: 202).
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A comparative study of modern Tai languages shows that the
voiced/voiceless opposition for initial consonants in PT has influenced the
development of tones in nearly all Tai dialects (Li 1977: 25). Voicelessness
being associated with the initial consonant classes 1, 2, and 3 and voicing
\I//

class 4 initial consonants.in PT devou early stages of the daughter

languages. The los§™ 0 i.J—-“.‘ w initial consonants was

compensated for by the™devElonme t'of a.n lone distinction. From each

associated with class 4 initial ¢ Li proposes a scenario where

PT tone category, / g sords with clasgl, 2, and 3 initial
consonants and worgh withf glags—<=initial nants came to have

different tones. ak

oiceless vs. Voiced Tone Split

Proto Tai Tones
B c D

> Pt} N
.ll
e
i

GSuunds

f ww&mwmm ¢ o
AMIRNINAMIINANAY, o

llcal:mn this tone

example. PT is proposed as having the words *hma:, 'dog' and *ma:, 'to
come'. These words had different initial consonants in PT; *hm and *m but

the same A tone. In standard Thai these words have developed into



/ma: A/, 'dog' and /ma: A'/, 'to come' where both words have the same
initial consonant /m/ but are differentiated by tone; A verses A'. (In Thai
referred to as tone chattawa and saaman respectively.) Table 4 contains

other examples of this tone split between class 1, 2 and 3 and class 4 initial

consonants.

J Std. Thai chan ¢/ lkhan C

AU ¢} 'ﬁ’%l yIIH s

'tnttno' 'to lll.'lll

AP UHYI TR &

Std. Thai /sak Dy /sak D'/
Std. Thai /[sak 21/ Isak 45/

Brown (1965) refers to this division of PT tones based on the

voicing of the initial consonant as the "Great Tone Split" affecting nearly



all Tai languages. Gedney (1991) comments that this loss of initial
consonant conirasts was nolt a language specific phenomena in Tai but was
an areal phenomena where a similar splitting of vowels occurred in non-
tonal languages. In non-tonal Mon and Khmer languages of the region

initial consonant contrasts were shifted to the vowel system - an increase

in phonemic vowel qualitie ’) tones, resulted from the loss of
initial consonant di

mar}rngeal features of initial
§s appear to have had the
\“\\\\\

the development o i “smat Iunguagcs. individual

languages or diale . ) \\\

W ., pased on initial consonant

heir influence is limited to

features, DEAD sylla detwantdtone development corresponding to the
vowel length of the s:,rll tone correspondences for long and
short vowels in DEAR Sylfables; ki d D tgne category into DS and DL

categories. ‘y ins DEAD '-"J owels and DL contains

DEAD syuables_m ;
A IANVECTIRRE

The initial conspnant syatem of PT can be nstmctudb‘jr
QR A BT E e
un to these comparisons the patterning of tones is used to postulate
contrasts in the proto consonant system. The writing systems of the
various Tai languages have also provided some insights into the historic
forms of those languages. Table 5 lists the initial consonants which Li has
proposed for PT.
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Table 5 PT Initial Consonants
Labials Dentals Palatals  Velars Laryn.

Stops
Unaspirated * p * *e *k
Aspirated *ph *ch *kh

Glottalized *?Db g
Voiced *b *g

Nasals

Voiceless *hn

Voiced il y
Fricatives

Voiceless b *h
Voiced Y

Liquids

Voiceless

Voiced

Semi-vowel
Voiceless *hw
Glottalized

Voiced W

]

vve- 'tial consonant clusters in

1.'"1 moder

i

Tai cognate words.g In Thai there are initial clusters in words such as 'fish’,

o BT T Ao

clusters wcll as from other dlffmnm in sound ndenm such

W%ﬂ&ﬁﬁ 1) Nﬁ%‘lﬂﬁﬂ g oo
t clusters for PT. These clusters have the form of a labial,

or velar consonant followed by *1, *r, or *w. Table 6 lists Li's proposed

consonant clusters in PT.

_. (adapted from Li 1977).
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Table 6 PT Initial Consonant Clusters

Cluster Initial Second Element
Labials * *r *w
*p *pl *pr
*ph *phl/r
*br

*  *p|
\ *2bl/r

é“ml!r

*thr

'Y, (adapted from Li 1977).

Aysdneningans T

I _ € v/
v ' _ . 111 : element of an
iEﬂtjﬂl::tzilEElT:L:;r];kJ::4r1ZI:]B:a:]rL!:J:haus:a could be
cuﬁi&md labialized velar phonemes in PT. This point will be raised again
in the description of PG languages.
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3. Additional PT Initial Consonants
Gedney (1979) suggested that another class of voiced initial
consonants could be added to Li's PT inventory. The hypothetical

consonants to be added are six obstruents, three stops and three fricatives.

Gedney uses the symbols B, D, *G, *V, *Z and *Y to represent the

ants to solve a discrepancy
between the patternimgs Bls ¢ ' eewords which in NT languages
have tones correspongis noto unds (class 4 initial

,‘\

sounds (class 1 ini ) (15 OMAD \:\ s several of the words

spond to voiceless friction

which Gedney

words in Table class 4 initial consonants but

in SWT and CT sond with the tone on class 1

initial consonant

Ay &misﬁfé'ih '51“" i
ammnimmm@mm&

(adapted from Gedney 1979).

NT languages the tone of

20
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Gedney's proposed additional proto consonant class is
conceptually pleasing because it provides a link between PT class 1 and
class 4 initial consonants. The four PT initial consonant classes are not
random but form a continuum. The existence of the continuum is evident

from the patterning of tones in the modern languages. In modern Tai

are often found to have the same

phonemic tone but s (rot @nﬂ boxes are not found to

have the same ph i 3 theamiermediate tone box also has the

same phonemic A20A2 and A3 or A3 and A4 tone

DRNS
s e

1"7

nd A3 will never share a
The conceptually
pleasing aspect of | consonants is that it forms

itial consonants which completes

|

the bridge between

the continuum: 1-2, {; ; accept Gedney's hypothesis then
o J ks
for NT languages A4 Ilu-';- onsonants share the same phonemic
PN
tone whereas [0y 8 s .. consonants share the

same tone. Al e JJ- to the NT - ST tone

discrepancies tlme remain

- AR
T L ar

with the correct tone category, that is they agree with the Northern

al o nmwerm questions.

branch of Tai" (Chamberlain 1984: 86). If tone discrepancies between NT

and ST languages can be attributed to a Chinese influence then there is no

T Refering to Southern Tai languages that is the grouping of SWT
with CT languages.



need to propose a fifth class of PT initial consonants in order to explain the
tone discrepancies.

In either case, Gedney's proposed addition to the inventory of
PT sounds does not affect the proposed consonant inventory of SWT. It is a

distinction realized between NT and ST languages and as such will not be

wel system without

\\\\ ophthong system is

<
Ep!ams distinctive vowel leng Ir as a secondary
development, in Tai ‘lﬂgus ulle standard Thai, which in the modern
e B UL TRASHEND T, .

illustrative ﬁxample to explainf the development of vowelglength in Tai

laﬂﬂ']ﬂﬁﬂ‘imll'lﬂ']’mﬁl']ﬂﬂ

In Thai, the low vowel [a] is clearly contrastive for length
containing many minimal pair examples but there are very few minimal
contrastive pairs for the low vowels [€] and [2]. Li concludes that the
length distinction for [e] and [2] appears to have been introduced

secondarily. The long vowels /e:/ and /2:/ show regular correspondence
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in other dialects and therefore can be reconstructed for PT but the short

vowels /ge/ and /3/ rarely show correspondence with other dialects.
Standard Thai /a/ also has few correspondences in other Tai languages. Li
postulates that Standard Thai /a/, /a:/, /e:/, and [2:/ can be reconstructed

as the PT vowels *3, *a, *g, and _*», respectively. Phonetic length in

Standard Thai is attributed i¢h_lengthened all low vowels: *a >
a, *¢ > € and *> nt of length in the low vowel
series, the vowel qualily *3 [loweredwig la] yielding the length contrast
between /a/ and .--\.\-.._. her modern Tai
languages. : .
In Théi e Jo nd /o:/, like the short low
vowels /g/ and /> :’!:-r' -- in other Tai languages.
While the short midVofels \ \ how correspondence with other
Tai dialects. Li con /st \ short mid vowels /e/ and /ol
can be reconstructed as t Wi e, *o respectively whereas the

long mid vowels [ nd o/ appe e b 'ngs or secondary

dﬂelopmﬁnts. .
igh vow ], and [u], @L’I‘ and NT languages

i Fﬁil}ff Tﬂﬂfﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁ"ﬁf“
and long lo SWT languages there i

some lnn high vowdls in closed #yllables. Li es that these

A AN TN A o

diphthongs.
Li's conclusion is that contrastive vowel length is a secondary
development in Tai languages and has resulted from the introduction of

borrowings and the development of PT wvowel diphthongs.
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Sarawit (1973 quoted in Li 1977) differs with Li in her analysis
of PT vowels. Sarawit proposes that vowel length was contrastive in PT.
Sarawit's result is six or seven vowels each distinctive for length. Table 9

shows Sarawit's reconstruction of monophthongs for PT.

‘ / lonophthongs
Né u, u

0, O:

Liy 1977 297).

"I wlifdy
[riphthongs
The "vow#l gysicn ig the mn of the proto language

which is least well difficulty is in the

reconciliation of the proto*wowel

ﬁ‘l’ ..u- ..-f

the NT l:mgua ‘ problem, "The complications

of the ST languages with those of

involved seem y‘ €74 reasonable number of
vowels in Pmtnig' (Li * unreas f?' able amount of vowels Li
is referring to is the stulnung of oua PT diphthongs to account for

LI A vp—

sets which Iow for the recopstruction nf the munoph s. Perhaps Li
ST ) RGN ¥ PV o e
is nBt so unreasonable as to exceed the number of vowels actually found in
"certain living languages such as Khmer and vocalically conservative
dialects of English" (Strecker 1988: 109).

An alternate solution to the positing of a large diphthong and

triphthong vowel inventory in PT is the positing of bisyllabic or
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polysyllabic words in the proto language. Those suggesting a bisyllabic
solution to vowel correspondence anomalies among Tai languages include
Paul Benedict and André Haudricourt. The modern language cognates for

the Tai first person singular pronoun 'l' provide an example. Some

languages have a form of ' which could be reconstructed as *ku, whereas

'I,.. Y LN
%
‘x b

= nld expidis .‘:ljt'ferenne. In this scenario an.

unstressed form *akU dropped its inith bumlaut leaving *ku whereas a

-
in other languages it would [ ‘ ’ ¢ Sl has been proposed that a bisyllabic
proto word *3ku or

ong *ka The bisyllabic solution

odced/ fhe L‘;\
for PT vowels is r/ Ecente N

solution for PT hafed o » \\

hypothetical" (Strecker

stressed form *ak

er points out, a bisyllabic

eyidence alone is "purely

Becausefou W“horeti8 fimited to SWT languages, the vowel
anguages and will not go
beyond the vowels pnsited. 9 Li'; vowel inventory is summarized
in Table 10. i e ;"‘1' and 2

triphthongs. ‘-"_—( Jr‘j‘;: into two groups: a
high vowel fullo@:l by a low central vowel, e.g.@ia. *ua, etc. and

diphthongs with thef high accented vowel as the second element, e.g. *aw,

ot <aifftel) B FH] B3 B Eclebdughion of s

diphthongsqfrields two triphthogigs *iau, and, *uai. By copsidering final /i/
AR IBINBIINLIAT .

monophthongs and 4 diphthongs as is shown in Table 11.
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Table 10 Li's SWT Vowels

monophthongs i, i w, we u, uw
e =) o
& a, a: 3,
wa ua
aw au, awu
2
@i
uai
(Li 1977: 300).
/[ N9\
WV ; without Final Semivowels
/2 SN\
ol bl ' 2 o
PR €, ' ' a, a: 9, %
8. - | wa ua

aw

very cemsistent correspondence in

t
Tai lan i (1977) are three
stops, *- In addition the
i considers

amamﬁm DR

knowledge, Li does not offer an explanation for choosing to consider final

-w and *-y as the final element of a vowel diphthong or triphthong

rather than as a final consonant. It appears in fact that he gives the

argument against such a decision when he points out that vowel

diphthongs and triphthongs which end with a high vowel as their final
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element cannot occur with a final consonant (Li 1977: 267). In this study
the high vowels which Li considers to be the final element of a vowel
cluster, such as *ai, or *iau, will be considered to be monophthongs or

diphthongs respectively plus the final consonants *-y and *-w.

originated from ,_; sfolf borded area . b is mow northeastern
Vietnam and Kwangé
various reasons ‘seg migrated west and north.
As contact betwefn s each group experienced
differing linguistic® arn ices on their societies,
variations of speech G ations eventually developed into
the dialect and langus ist among the Tai languages

today. = — E-

i
1§
. Li's 9[ass1ﬁcauon of Tm Languages

ﬂﬂﬂ“&ﬁﬂ#ﬁ‘ﬂ“ﬁﬂﬂﬁ“‘mmﬂ

dialects asfihe basis for classification of Tai Iangnugu Li clnssﬂ‘m the Tai

IR T B v«

Central Branch and a Northern Branch. Concerning his classification of

Tai languages, Li writes:



This classification is based on three types of evidence: the
distribution of vocabulary, the distribution of certain special
phonological features in the vocabulary and specific
phonological development characteristic of a certain group
(Li 1960: 953).

languages could bewbfOFCa-fato three' sroups™ d on the fact that some
sets of cognate s gfiTe rgse \ m;s\?_ other cognate word sets

NN

anghiages while present in the

are unique to a other cognate word sets
are consistently
other two groups g mnd type of distribution,
where each of Li's @5 is missing a set of lexical
items which is presen
for his hypothesis for a_jripan L

that the three |bik

s of languages, as the defense
of the Tai Innguagés. Namely

i langGagzes are collateral as

Y AX J
diagramed in Pigure Tireé
I
¥

possible two level

i |
bipartite divisio 5'

Auadnandneans
RIAINTUNAIANLNNY

(Li 1960: 958).
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Li writes that the missing vocabulary from any one group of languages
does not allow us to consider that group as a transitional stage between the
other two groups of languages. Table 12 shows a portion of the distribution
of vocabulary which Li gives as defending his hypothesis.

T NL
X -
X =
X -
X X
X X
X X
- X
- X
- X

(adapted from Li 1960).

7 | X
ofip g ‘bipartite division of PT as
dmpamdmﬁgun;iwouldmbepmmhle

e 2 P e e e

potentiall§l| three unique gmups of lan;nngm.

QW’]Nﬂ‘iﬂJﬂJ‘lﬂﬂﬂmaﬂ

Proto-Tai

n actuality the missing

SWC Tai Northern Tai

Southwestern Tai  Central Tai



30

Considering Figure 2: A PT Bipartite Division, a loss of
vocabulary among CT, (c.g. 'knife', 'road' and 'to wam'), couid as casily
have occurred after its branching from Proto-SWC Tar (Figuic 2) as when it

branched from PT (Figure 1). In either case SWT and NT lauguages would

l -
have the potential for maiglain:i '\ j ; ocabulary items which werc
previously common to all al dia M _which were lost in CT. This
scenario is presented in_Lubhe= &_,‘ or a collateral tripartile

division is of itself g

Y ocabulary IDistribution

SWCMl Jiaeii s N%
'sky'

*blind FEMIL SN -

Arhegrdr - Ligeara’

¥'b fear
v‘_"’* I o hent'
“nifc . 2 | 'knifle'

“road’ “ 'road’

ﬁqmﬂmwmﬁ{“ T
QBRI Iy ..

"o war'
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2. Southern Tai Languages
Several authors have proposed that Li's classification of Tai
languages should be modified inc a bipartite division where Li's SWT and

CT are combined.  Haudricourt posits a bipa:iilc dGivision of PT ianguages

noting that with only a l'ew cep : hich: can be traced back to PT, the

initial consonants of C - s G ouft's "Tay-Ning") and the SWT

languages (Haudricouff"s™ " THa ; rm@.ﬂ;truﬂinu of a common
" : 741976 \quot v-Ward 1588: 37
/ \,\ \ ar ).
N N

‘uicnee”, proposes a
\\ v groups Li's SWT and
CT together under i guthe (S wlhiok then is in 2 bipartite
opposition to Li's | * are some significant
differences between support o biparute

division of PT languages.

Northern s ges, —as scholars —havelany 1ecognized,
el v

exhibit m »‘-"'_‘ hefi. Tai, some
lexical and S@me phonole penical d ferences invoive
quite a latgc %pmbcr of items l"ur which lhe Northern Tai

l‘.‘.lfH‘lIEl ’J"ﬂEIYliﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁ i

ammmmummm &

This same conclusion is also implied in Li's own commentis on t-hc
differences in the development of PT vowel diphihongs in NT lancuages
versus SWT and CT languages (Li 1977: 298-9).

At this point there is not a single definitive opinion on the

division between NT, CT and SWT languages. Although if any two groups of
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languages are to be joined together it is Li's SWT and CT languages. Since
this thesis will be considering the lower level classification of languages
which fall within Li's SWT, whether the SWT languages are a subgroup ol

the ST languages or an immediale independent branch of PT proper will

not affect our analysis.

) suggested two additional
phonological criteria of G dificktion of Taivdialccts. The first was the

development of F
*?b, *2d. The seg@ic

-glottalised consonants:

dpitial consonant clusters.
suiting in either
-aspirated or unaspira proposed by Chamberlain

(1972, 1975, 1991) as a or of SWT and CT

languages.
Chg 2B T languages can be
')
divided into two ;-,‘-I-"'h = ced consonants *b, *d,

1celess asplraled slups Iph, 8 and /kh/ or voiceless

unaspirate ﬂuﬁcs. The former

were labelﬂplanguageﬂ y:ﬂ ges. A Tlanguage's merging
!,Iﬁl also

reﬂeaﬂmmﬁtmm ’]ﬁmﬂ d that PH

languages had a tone split of *1-23-4 for all tones or a split of Al-23-1 tone

*g have become

1l

=

and BCD123-4. From this observation Chamberlain postulated that a *1-2
tone split mever occurs with P languages and that a *1Z-34 split docs not

occur for PH languages.
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These observations proved not to be without exception and
Chamberlain (1975) himself points this out. Chamberlain's second article
outlines the criteria contained ic Table 14 for the classification of SWT

languages:

Through application rchy to CT languages

and supported by Tai mi, fdecived from historical

references to Tai peoplg that these two groups ot

languages may have evoly é@; proto language: South-Central
e L

‘;ﬂa : W ,£

Tai (ST).T The| g8¢ PWE;sus PH languages also
supports Chamberldis ctsthe isogloss which can

be drawn sepa.rat.in he P dialects [rom the PH d‘c*ts. The conclusion
drawn from iuﬁ # and the rg ferences is, that the Proto-PH
Group Iangqe tﬁfﬁﬂﬂ ﬂﬂjﬂeﬁ aud migrated
south and west. Gmﬁ from fhe Proto-P ﬁn%li::ruageﬂimjlmly

AT SR N INETNG

i Hereafter Southern Tai (ST) in keeping with Gedney's (1979) use of
the term for the combination oi Li's SWT and CT.
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Figure 3 P / PH Isogloss
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Using his SWT Classification Hierarchy in combination with
historical and geographical evidence Chamberlain proposes a
subclassification of ST languages. [Figure 4 is an abbreviation of the
figures whick Chamberlain uses to summarize the subclassification of ST

languages.

’** s Central Tai Languages)

ﬂuﬂq . vj‘wﬁ"r‘n? White Tai, Red Tai
AMRIN TR Y

Khamti

(adapted from Chamberlain 1975).

Not everyone has accepted Chamberlain's ¥ + PH language

classification and notable among his critics is Gedney. Gedney's (1951}

Ti564¢5¢%



criticism of Chamberlain's P / PH criteria {or the genetic subdivision of ST
languages lies primarily with the fact that Gedney comsiders the

development of the PT voiced stops as either unaspirated or aspirated

voiceless stops to be a typologica! distinction rather than o genetic one, and

Many Tai langifiges.Covcri aéﬂ have changed

initial r to A, as L mheenas much cense to speak

of R languages and" } el R S langvages. The
changes in botl#€: r-r mus: zdmit that
the r to h efange 15 5 0l | v - change of & to

p or ph. Dol ge real rathet \illg iBtic phkenomena

» d‘ncy 199j: 209).

In my of Chamberlain's P / PH

language proposal (Gedney €% ere IS a great deal of heat bput

there seems to be very e¥..docs nol support his

ichtion with linguistic

evidence. Unfon\ﬁ;c " fled 10 simply proclaim that

rejection of Chamd
i V-

it

the distinction is a re-:::ml areal pl:: omena”.

PR8I DY} IR o e v

lack substanc®) and mounts a fm.c; defense of Chnmhcrlams { FPH
crtlﬂﬂw CTﬁ ﬁﬂl?m ‘ﬁ% q q ﬁ.\%:’a E"IIET‘DE of
classifigation is not "new" in the radical sense as this same criteria has
appeared, although not specified as such, in the work of sl linguists who
have attempted classifications of Tai languazes vis-A-vis the voiced versus
voiceless distinction lost in PT tonal developient. Gedney himself

acknowledges that the development of tone in Tai langeages is reiated to
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the devoicing of the PT languages' voiced stops which no one considers to

be a recent phonological develcpment.

If all of this (i.e. the devoicing of *b, *d and *g) occurred

very late, it implies thal several branches of Thai remained

identical as lo tone and | consonani system, preserving

! ‘ il N M 1 1
W\iisy / peopie speaking them
’ ; another. ... we would

PT features, long a
separated and became
then expect ..
as the diffe
all evidence,
PIPH was thg
The entire g'

depends on gfhaufcd i .? 3
i

P and PH languages,

= ndently.  Instead

\ epresented by

: & haneestor (languages).

\ \;‘\ w.x undtnnicng to date
\ ‘ l.l tones having

begun before ; ‘ \., coples out of their

earlier ar~a 6 clsq -— i \ \'

.m;

4 \ lickery 1991: 378).
1z

o o ¥
L i

Vickery points out that nage classificalion rests on the

early devoicing @l oo corsonante—— .,,_..x._._-.' development of
Y g 2 P

. y l
tone. The fact thal+ "N > ph can be used as a

i¥
criteria for class;t' 5 Tai languages is SDUHdl}r within the established

Sty Ty ?TH‘T’I TINYINT

) W’I‘ﬁ"\m zgmﬂwwm Ay

red ideas on the sub-classification of
SWT laagunges, Li (1960) provides a final skctch summarizing his ideas on
the subdivisions within the SW Brauch of Tai languages. In Li's
subclassification, White Tai is most closelv related to Tai Li which are
separated by onme degree from Shan while Standard Thai is most closely

related to Lao. Unfortupaw!v Li does mot articulate his reasoning for his
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tentative subclassification. Concerning the grouping of Tai Li with White
Tai, which is of particular interest to us, Williams says of Li's classification
that: "Lue is placed with White Tai because both share such fcatures as

monophthongization, nasal umlaut! , and a contrast between kh and x"

- 'Siamese {5td. Thai)

Lao

7 R =
f‘& o ai INoir
e - ;
T
N, )
T o e ——— i 1]

Ir‘

! 4 White Tai [Minot]
i—

AP |

AULINENFALIN
AR TUNMINE Y

(adapted from Li 1960: $38).

T Nasal umlaut is a vowel omlaut conditioned by 2 svilable final nasal,

In this case specifically refering to the phenomena of mid vowels /el. /o
and sometimes [9/ rising to /i/, fu/, ond /Wl respectively wien foilewed

by a syllable final nasal consenant e.g. 'io be' /pew/ = [pin/.
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David Solnit and Jerry Edmondson (1994) have similarly
proposed that the existence of a distinction between aspirated stops and
fricatives in the velar and labial position is a criteria for classifying SWT
languages. Specifically Solnit and Edmondson have proposed that

isoglosses can be drawn for thosg ,Janguages which maintain a /kh/ versus

/x/ distinction and for those. ph! versus /f/ distinction

, isoglosses and one kh # x
_

isogloss can be dravwghines stinktiops acato reflect fairly recent

developments i1~ SV lu‘es that the phonemic

distinction between + ring the mid-fourtecnth

century but had bee gt by - \« ury s Diller 1982: 48).

elationship between Shan,
Ht}ﬁh&m Thai, Phuan @n Sta dird \a,, hese languages ali descend
frm:;l a hypothetical Chige t},{ rown diagrams these
languages as collateral ﬁusc_ -‘__ — ang Saen. The implied

conclusion is th E i cqually closely related.

Brown's analysis | *"’ l,;l'! Thai is most closeiv

related 1o Lao, for Brown, Lao and THiI belong _Th differeni sub-branches of
the SWT Figure “6esummarizes in @bbreviated form the genetic
mlalmnsl:upﬂ EJ ’J mﬂ mmﬂlllﬂﬁmam SWT
languages.

Qﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂimmﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂ

T Brown also classifics the Tai ionruaces based on ihoir ronviac
relationships. Based on contact or geﬂgmp]:ucm criteriz Brown classifics
Yuan (Northern Thai) as being mere closcly related tc Lao thep iU is o
Shan.



Figure 6 Brown's Division of SWT Languages

800 AD 200 AD 1400: AD Present

Shan

Chiang Mai _ Yuan

Std. Thai

Apicd Mrom Brown 1965: 143).

Hartmg 1981 : Siflc ' hrC@ criteria as Chamberiain
(1972, 1975), namely, 0 YO stop development and

geographic location, to % uages into three divisions:

Upper, Middle and Low ees have a bipartition of proto

tones and the deéyelopment oL tht TOICel SIS Soelae ilc voiceless

y_, N

unaspirated stops --.I Widdie SWT languages also
il ! ; i

have the develupment uf voiced stops m voiceless unaspirated stops and 2

e ST TN < e

WT; namely that th: split in thc A tone occurs between the

W‘T g‘m 0 ﬂﬂ“l“ﬁ u erie
langnaqcs ave a Lrpartition o proto tone categorics and the

development of the proto voiced consonant series into veiceless aspirated

stops.
Hartmann's analysis is flawed in that he has failed to account
for the tripartition of tone which has been reported for SW dialecis by

several authors including Harris (1575, !976) and Gedney (1976).
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Chamberlain (1984) points out that this omission would require Hartmann
to draw a fourth isogloss above his Upper SWT. This oversight has
additional significance as Hartmann explains the emergence of the

tripartite split in the Lower EWT languagcs as having developed in order to

avoid lexical homophony between ih l lpw class. (class 4) PT iniual

consonant words and the hi PT initial consonant words.
This explanation of the & plit does not work for the
languages which Hartmie "'" | inciie 25\ article because for the
languages he has offil '
merged into a sing ey d-aheref , Would"not have produced
homophonous forg . |

In Chapfer \ : {47 » \ o \@pnsider some svnchronic

descriptions of PG lage

AU INENTNYINS
AN TUNNINGA Y
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