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5
Classification of the Mbam languages

In this chapter, we will look into various methods of diggsy the Mbam
languages; in particular historic sound changes, structuteinges and
lexicostatistics in order to classify and further ustind the differences in the
vowel inventories and vowel-harmony systems of these lg@gua

5.1Historical classification

In section 5.1.1, we will look at the diachronic vowel dations from proto-Bantu,

then, in sections 5.1.2, 5.1.3 and 5.1.4, the various schawpes in evidence, and
finally, in section 5.1.5, we will present a possible analgé the derivations of the

Mbam languages from proto-Mbam.

5.1.1Mbam diachronic vowel derivations from proto-Bantu.

The vowels of proto-Bantu,**i *e *a *o *u *uy, are generally considered to
correspond with the phonetic vowelsi[ig, a,0, v, u]. With this assumption in mind
and for the ease of reading, this study will refer to gheto-Bantu vowels using
these phonetic transcriptions.

Diachronically, the most straightforward derivationsnfr proto-Bantu are in noun
and verb stems withi *u and*a, which generally have reflexes /i/, /u/ and /a/ in the
Mbam languages. In the examples below, all words ataded, even those which
are not regular cognates of the proto-Bantu stem or diffeeent lexical roots.

Example 369: Reflexes of proto-Bantu *i, *u and *a in Mbam languages

language item BLR 3 gloss
*> PB *-bii 6425 excreta

Nen -pi

Maande -bi

Yambeta -bi

Tuki -mi

Gunu -bii

Elip -bi

Mmala -bi

Yangben -pi

#4The proto-Bantu reconstructed forms come from Bdmixical Reconstruction 3 (BLR3) database
from the Royal Museum for Central Africa in Tervur&elgium: http://www.africamuseum.be/collection
s/browsecollections/humansciences/blr. The numb#Tis column is the ID of the reconstructed PB form
from BLR3.
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language item BLR 3% gloss
Baca -pih
Mbure -pi
PB *-diba 1025 water
Nen -nid
Maande Rifd
Yambeta -ni
Tuki -tija
Gunu -hpo
Elip -imbi
Mmala --- (-dga)
Yangben -db
Baca -ib
Mbure -inph
PB *-jino 3472 tooth
Nen ind
Maande o
Yambeta 1
Tuki -ijé
Gunu -ho
Elip -ip
Mmala -h
Yangben f
Baca -1
*u>u  PB *tik & 2917 (3105) night
var.*-t0 ko?®
Nen -G
Maande ata
Yambeta -duk
Tuki -t
Gunu -dugu
Elip -dug
Mmala -dug
Yangben -tak
Baca -tak
Mbure -@r

25t js from the variant rather than the main fomttthese tokens are derived.



language
PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

item
*-t(1d-
-lin-
-tan-
-tan-
-tdn-
-dun-
-dun-
-dun-
-tan-
-tdn-
-tly-

*-gubd
agupu
-jabd

--- (-Gén)

-dziwe

-sub
-sub
-sup
-sup
-sup

*-klpa
-ukh
-Uh
_gl]
-ﬁ-286
_gUé_
-goge
-ko
-koo
-koh
-$ha

Classification of the Mbam languagg31l

BLR 3% gloss

3101 forge
1532 hippopotamus
2132 bone

288 Both Tuki and Gunu have reduplicated stems. Gréyreduplicant is indicated here.
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language item BLR 3% gloss
*a>a PB *tato 2811 three

Nen -lab

Maande -tat

Yambeta -daad

Tuki -ta

Gunu -dad

Elip -dad

Mmala -dad

Yangben -tat

Baca -tat

Mbure -tat

PB *-da 773 abdomen

Nen -na intestines

Maande -na

Yambeta --d

Tuki -na

Gunu ona

Elip -noa

Mmala -na

Yangben -na

Baca pa

Mbure -na

PB *-nyama 3180 animal

Nen nama

Maande pama

Yambeta pam

Tuki -nama

Gunu npama

Elip -nam

Mmala fnam

Yangben pam

Baca -jam

Mbure fnam

In some cases, where the proto-Bantu stem has*thahd*i, the reflex in some of
the Mbam languages is the [+ATR] vowel/s/. This primarily happens in Nen and
Maande, and on one occasion in Tuki. Yangben, Mmala and Hiptte have a
reflex /a/ but in these cases, thehas a [-ATR] reflex1/, as in the words foleaf
andtwo. In the examples below, tha>a process is underlined.
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Example 370: Reflexes of PB *a...i and *i...a in the bam languages

language
*a...i>a PB
Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

*i.a>a PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

item BLR 3
*-kadi 1674
comp.*-kaints®’  (9300)

~sndd
-kd
-kéto
-kdd
-gads
-géds
-kédo
-kéed
-kad

*da 780
var. *id&?® (9653)

-ini
qini
-pal
-8l

-Sé

*-badi 36
-fadi
_ndi
-baan
-wa
-adi
-&di
-adi
-edi
-étfi
-pad

gloss
woman

louse

two

287While the BLR 3 main entry for this reconsturctisrfound in Zone A, it is hard to justify the *in*
variation. The complex form, also found in Zone #\wveomanmay be the actual source in the Mbam
languages. Interestingly, the word for man (madealso a complex form, therefore, it is perhapsswot
strange thalvomanshould be complex as well.
8B R 3 has this variant for Zone A only. Neitheetmain entry nor the other varianna, lists that

they occur in Zone A.
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language item BLR 3 gloss
*a..i>a  PB *jani 1567 leaf

Nen -adsi

Maande -Ai

Yambeta -fanan

Tuki -an

Gunu -atfi

Elip -an

Mmala 4N

Yangben -A

Baca -

Mbure -kés

The PB*> generally has the reflex//in the Mbam languages; although in a few
casesd/ also occurs.

Example 371: Reflexes of PB¥in the Mbam languages

language item BLR 3 gloss
*J PB *-t3 2954 ashes

Nen 313

Maande ota

Yambeta -d

Tuki -t

Gunu -

Elip -db

Mmala -

Yangben 4

Baca -

Mbure -

PB *biks 260 arm, hand

Nen -kata

Maande 3hd

Yambeta -pk

Tuki -

Gunu -bgd

Elip -bdg

Mmala -khg

Yangben -pk

Baca -pk

Mbure -ka

In some PB stems, with or *u as a second voweip often has the reflex /o/. The
*3>0 variation is underlined in Example 372 below.
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Example 372: Reflexes of PB#..u and *...i in Mbam languages

language item BLR 3 gloss
*d PB *-k3ba 1865 navel
Nen -6
Maande _-té
Yambeta _-tok
Tuki -thndb
Gunu -déu
Elip -dégu
Mmala -dégu
Yangben -téku
Baca -ték
Mbure -ték
*3 PB *joni 1627 bird
var. *-n3di (2285)
Nen -noni
Maande _-npi
Yambeta -sak
Tuki -néni
Gunu —-noni
Elip -noni
Mmala -noni
Yangben _-noni
Baca _-n@o
Mbure -non
*Jy PB *-gadi 1417 string
Nen ~-koli
Maande _-koli
Yambeta -wo0
Tuki -éri
Gunu -eli
Elip -oli
Mmala ~-oli
Yangben _-oli
Baca golo
Mbure -kah

The sound changée> /o/ and*a> /o/ mentioned above are evidently the result of
[ATR] harmony. Stewart (2000: 51-3) proposes that an Irstand change from PB
to proto-Nen must have included [+ATR] spreading, this sound gehas
summarised in Example 373.
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Example 373: Stewart's (2000: 51-3) proto-Nen [+ATR] sped

PB * * *e *a *5 *o *u
[+ATR] i i/i ele ab o/lo olu u
spread

5.1.20rigins of ATR harmony and proto-Bantu *i (and *u)

ATR is historically derived from dominant {and to a lesser extent}: Kutsch
Lojenga (2009: 4-6) in her study of certain Bantu languageseof @reat Lakes
Region and a little beyond in the Democratic Repubfic€ongo (DRC), Uganda,
and Tanzania finds that there are five [+ATR] suffixetiol all relate to
proto-Bantu forms with the extra high vowélsand*u.?° These [+ATR] suffixes
will often trigger ATR harmony in various languages. In kigam languages, only
the Agentive*-i and the causativesi and *-ici trigger ATR harmony. These
suffixes are as follows:

Table 84: Proto-Bantu suffixes which may trigger ATR farmony

Agentive*-i (Schadeberg 2003: 80)
Causative-i and*-ici (Schadeberg 2003: 73)
Perfective / Pagtide (Nurse 2003: 96)
Adjectiviser*-u (Schadeberg 2003: 81)
Plural Addresse&Vni (Nurse 2008: 277)

What is it about /i/ and /u/ that makes them the bestlidates to introduce ATR
harmony? Are there any acoustic or articulatory reagdnsthese vowels should
trigger tongue-root harmony? While acoustic studies of A&Rnony show that F1
is probably the most reliable acoustic correlate betwee R{Aand [-ATR] vowel
pairs, it is not evident that even though, the F1 values afdi/@& are lower than the
F1 values of /e/ and /o/, they should trigger the geré#g R harmony.

As concerns the question of what makes /i/ and /u/ thecheslidates to introduce
ATR harmony, Archangeli and Pulleyblank (1994) posit thataldweight and ATR
are related and that, if a vowel is high, it will also BATR]. This HI/ATR
constraint “... expresses the optimal enhancement relatiovede highness and
advancement” (Ola 2001: 118-9). As both height and ATR aR#&ctalues to the
extent that [+high] [+ATR] vowels always have the lowestvalues, could it be
that this “optimal enhancement” between height and ATEhésreason the high
vowels synchronically trigger ATR harmony and diachronicallg responsible for
the evolution of ATR harmony?

In regards to articulatory reasons why the high vowels shivigilger tongue-root
harmony, Ladefoged and Maddieson (1996: 300-1) show x-ray traoiigawn

29 The vowels of proto-Bantu,*i *e *a *o *u *y, are generally considered to correspond with the
phonetic vowels [iy, €, a,9, u, u]. With this assumption in mind, for the easeesding, this study will
refer to the PB vowels using the phonetic transicnip
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from Lindau (1975) of the articulatory positions of How vowels in the Akan
dialect Akyem. These x-ray tracings show that the tongueadeancements of /i/
and /u/ are greater than that of /e/ and /o/. Could the mxtreme advancement of
the tongue root be a possible reason why /i/ and /u/ arddke candidates to
introduce ATR harmony historically?

It is interesting to note that these same two voweland *u also trigger other
phonological phenomena such as spirantisation. “Meinhof's terwy'eavels' was
intended to catch the mysterious property of his recoretiuwels *i and *u to
trigger spirantisation” (Schadeberg 1994/95: 75). More rgceMiaddieson (2003)
suggests that “... the distinctive characteristic ofs¢heriginal vowels was ... an
unusually narrow constriction nearly consonantal in chara¢ddddieson 2003:
19-20). This narrow constriction gives rise to a “noislease” of a stop which is
assumed to be the genesis of assibilation or “spiraiatiSatn various Bantu
languages (Bostoen 2008: 309). Fricative vowels such as filvose in Mambila in
Cameroon are also considered derived from the proto-Baptr-slose vowels *i
and *u (Ladefoged and Maddieson 1996: 314).

However, this view is not universally accepted. Bostogjues that “The major
objection against these theories is the fact that such ‘slgss’ vowels are
nowhere (convincingly) attested in Bantu today. Phoneticakaking, the highest
vowels in all present-day 7V languages are always [i] and."[({Bostoen 2008:
307).

Whether the proto-Bantu vowel§ and *u were “super-high” or, phonetically
speaking, like the present day [i] and [u] is a questiondhahot be answered here.
Of interest is that the proto-Bantu suffixes which megger spirantisation are
generally the same as the suffixes which may trigger ATR drayr(compare Table
85 with Table 84, above), and generally have reflexes ahdi *u. Bostoen (2008:
311-2) lists four proto-Bantu suffixes which trigger spirsation as a
morphological alternation; all four are also implicatedriggering ATR harmony:

Table 85: proto-Bantu suffixes which often trigger spiantisation
1) the agentive suffig-i

2) the causative suffifi

3) the perfect and/or past tense suffixle

4) the adjectival derivation suffixu

Maddieson (2003: 20-1) raises the question of how “... the of ATR interacts

with ... the nature of the high vowels, as the *super-higgftdontrast might have
been an expression of an ATR contrast, or transformed intoirordaughter

languages” (Maddieson 2003: 20-1).
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While many of the Bantu languages have undergone spirantisatibra subsequent
a seven-to-five (7>5) vowel merger, a number of other langutagk a different
path involving ATR spreading to a 7>9/10 vowel system and ATiRnday (cf.
Hyman 2003, among others). Stewart (2000: 51-3), in effegposes such a sound
change from proto-Bantu to proto-N&H.

It is interesting to note that in one Mbam language, Mburdy, A®R harmony and
spirantisation/assibilation/aspiration occur distinguishii@gween the proto-Bantu
*, *u and*y, *o.

In Mbure, a high [+ATR] vowel will trigger aspiration or #sktion of the
preceding stop. The vowel itself is sometimes reduced éoe naspiration or
assibilation on the occlusive. The [-ATR] high vowels d®t ncause
aspiration/assibilation, as in Example 374.

Example 374: Aspiration of Mbure occlusives preceding /iénd /u/

surface forms underlying form gloss
khthOe ~  kthae KCe£tur dull (v)
khobrithibhini ~  kephithphini kUpit-ip-in-i make dirty
nthda n#tu ear
khiphlig-€ ~  lphuge Kizpuk-a close
jothine ~ jotne jotine star
kokona ko#kon-a hunt (v)
kipoméa K#poma dust
kididima K#ti-tima butterfly
kit Ki£in yam sp.
mahdiga mépit-ik-a think (v)

Of all of the Mbam languages, Mbure is the only one wliieegephonetic distance
between the high vowels is very small, whereas in moshebther languagés:
the distance between the high vowels is so largethiga{-ATR] high vowels are
perceptibly closer phonetically to the mid vowels. The aspim&ssibilation on
consonants preceding [+ATR] high vowels in Mbure gives an additiphonetic
clue distinguishing the [+ATR] from the [-ATR] high vowels.

There are many tantalising hints concerning whether thesdicand/or articulatory
characteristics of the high vowels, /i/ and /u/, shed lighivby they are the best
candidates for introducing ATR harmony. We have seen diaatally that the

proto-Bantu extensions withi and*u are most likely not only to trigger ATR
harmony, but also spirantisation/assibilation in the daudateyjuages. While this

20 stewart is specifically looking at Nen in his el but one could expand this analysis to include
proto-Mbam. Stewart's (2000) study of Nen is disedsin greater depth in Chapter 5.
#1Elip is the only other exception, and it has dopilone of ¥/, [¢] occuring in certain contexts.
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study can not give a definitive response to any of thesdigogsit is hoped that its
contribution will lead to the greater understanding of vdwegmony in general.

5.1.3Sound change: from, o to e, 0?

Many of the Mbam languages have the same vowel inventoryeasdd a further
discussion of Stewart's (2000) analysis of Nen with anteythe other 8-vowel
Mbam languages is in order.

In comparing Nen vowels with the proto-Bantu vowels, Stewart (20D&3) posits
a series of sound changes and arrives at a vowel inventoefoof seven vowels
/i, &, 9, &,9, 0, Ul. The sound change which is the most important ferstody is the
one that posits a change franw to g, 0, with a later lowering oé to £ in stems. In
prefixes, Stewart (2000: 55) claims that the vowettill occurs in the context of
[-ATR] noun roots that do not have the vowelMy analysis of the synchronic
situation, however, is different from Stewart's.

Based on my own acoustic and phonological research, thd $owa proto-Bantu
stems, in most instances, corresponds vathid Nen. Although there are a few
examples were found where PB corresponds witho/. Where a proto-Bantu stem
has*i or*u as an additional vowel, oftéf* v has the reflex /u/ in Nen.

Example 375: Reflexes of proto-Bantud in Nen

gloss proto-Bantu BLR3ID Boyd Stewart/Van
Leynseele 1979
*u>uy  to wash *-cOk- 711 - -s0
to fight *-do 1150 -1 -no
to bite *-doém- 1181 -hm- -ném-
head *16e 3023 ba -16
hair (body) *-bodi 369 -hota
dog *boa 282 -nba
tobedry  *kot- 5215 -6t
three (3)  *-tato 2811 -lab -1are?
to send *-tém- 3055 -bm-
to fall *-go 1466 -6 -kd
leg *-godo 1490 -lolo
*u>>  nose *-j 6do 1620 5nd -4n
pig *-godobé 1494 -knifi -
*o>u  ear *101 3030 16s ---
goat *-bodi 303 -mapi -

292 There are exceptions, e.g. di body hairin the examples given.
293 From Stewart 2000: 52.
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The other Mbam languages follow a similar pattern, Wittcorresponding to either
ol or bl (underlined in Example 376 below).

Example 376: Reflexes of PBd in the other Mbam languages

language item BLR 3 gloss
*o PB *-dém- 1181 bite
Nen -rnvm-
Maande -6m-
Yambeta -6m-
Tuki -nom-
Gunu -rom-
Elip -nGm-
Mmala -rom-
Yangben -6m cling to teeth
Baca -Am-
Mbure -m-
*o PB *-g0 1466 fall
Nen -k
Maande -k-
Yambeta 43n-
Tuki -dam-
Gunu ob-
Elip -go-
Mmala -gb-
Yangben -k-
Baca -k-
Mbure -kow-
*o PB *-godo 1490 leg
Nen -olo
Maande -kl6
Yambeta -go
Tuki -gors
Gunu -grdd
Elip -gond
Mmala -¢pdd
Yangben -k~d
Baca -knd

Mbure -kond
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language item BLR 3 gloss
PB *-kot- 5215 to be dry
Nen -lot-

Maande -kot-

Yambeta _-lis-

Tuki -kot-

Gunu -lot-

Elip -god-

Mmala -ghd-

Yangben -kot-

Baca -lot-

Mbure k-

As with other vowels where a proto-Bantu stem tia *u as an additional vowel,
*v often has a reflex /u/ in the Mbam languages.

Example 377: Reflexes of PBd...i in the Mbam languages

language item BLR 3 gloss
*oi PB *-tol 3030 ear

Nen U]

Maande ata

Yambeta iy

Tuki -t

Gunu -dd

Elip -du

Mmala -du

Yangben -tu

Baca -th

Mbure -t
*o. PB *-bodi 303 goat

Nen -mUfpi

Maande -bpi

Yambeta -bm

Tuki -buini

Gunu -bpé

Elip -bupi

Mmala -bgn

Yangben -pp

Baca -bi

Mbure -pun

The non-back vowels present another problem. While Stewstsmerger is
excluded based on acoustic data which shows the curretgreo@ésof both vowels in
Nen and the other 8-vowel Mbam languages, the same canmsaticbéor hisi>e



342 The phonological systems of the Mbam languages

merger. All previous analyses of Nen present only four estitte non-back vowels
i, & 9, a A very straightforward diachronic explanation would be Stswart
proposes:

X >
*1>e>e
*e>¢
*a>a,o

However, as this study has shown, non-back vowels aeslity /i, 1, 9, a/, and the
proto-Bantu*e reflex is generallyi/, or as is also the case, /a/ in Nen. Where the
gloss in Nen differs slightly from the proto-Bantu, thenNgoss is added.

Example 378: Reflexes of PB&in Nen

gloss P-Bantu BLR3 Nen gloss

*e>r sand *-ceke 528 -3
walk, travel *-gend- 1362 -knd-
bell *-géngedé 1365 10ini
cricket *-jénjé 1583 -indsi cockroach
(der. cockroach) (3311)
blow (wind) *-pép- 2463 -ff- blow, fan
slip *-tedid 2817 -t slip, smear
put pot on fire, stand up *-tédik 2821 -tinim- stand, get
(TR) (*-tédam)  (2816) up

*¢>a  be honoured *dem®* 907 pam- be famous

-ndm-i-o  to honour

molar tooth *-g£gd 1355 -ka molar
cut *-keét- 1782 -ka- chop up

Unlike the back vowels, where the proto-Bantu derivedelsweflect rather closely
the modern Mbam reflexes, the proto-Bantu derivations oht@imeback vowels are
not so close. The proto-Banta has a wider range of reflexes, includig andr.
Several languages have reflexes which may not be regulaatesgof the proto-
Bantu stem, despite their similarity. Reflexes withot // are italicised, reflexes
with a or its [+ATR] counterpara (/o/ or /e/) are underlined in Example 379.

2% The verb 4m- be heavyin Nen is also derived from the PB *-dém. Appahertm- does not have
the connotatiote honoured.
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Example 379: Reflexes of PB¢in the Mbam languages

*g

language
PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

item BLR 3

*-ceke 528
-sf

-bia

--- (-sép)
-Yitfiri

--- (-s&nana)
-silig

--- (-sén)
-sélek
-s2lek

--- (-s&séén)

*-dedu 897
~bla

udzdla

-as
-asé

sczni (-as)

*-tédik 2821
der *-tédam (2816)

gloss
sand

beard, chin
chin
chin
chin
chin

chin
chin
chin
chin
beard (chin)

put pot on fire,
stand up{Rr)
redress

stand

stand up

put pot on fire
stand
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language
PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

item
*-beeds
_mmbi
_-bana

-dm
-bard
-pini
-bana
~-bana
-péné
-piéng
fnuk

*-génd-
-kind-
-kand-
-t§-
-ndind-
-ind-
-and-
-and-
-énd-
-énd-
-énd-

BLR 3 gloss
125 breast
1362 walk, travel

Furthermore, proto-Banttx also has a reflex//in Nen. Rather than Stewart's sound
changes, one finds that both proto-Bahtand*e both have reflexes//in Nen.

Example 380: Reflexes of PBrfin Nen

*>1 boil up *-bid 181
eat *-di 944
cry, wall *-did 959
tree *ti 2881
heart *-tima 2895

-fn-

-
-tl-

-f
4ma

In the Mbam languages with eight or fewer vowélsgenerally has a reflex// in
those languages with nine vowels, the proto-Bamtwill have a reflex in eithen//
or occasionallyd/. In Example 381, the words with a reflekdre underlined. The

few cases of arz/ reflex of*1 are underlined below.



Example 381: Reflexes of PBrtin the other Mbam languages
item BLR 3

*>r

*>1/e

*>1/e

language
PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure

PB

Nen
Maande
Yambeta
Tuki
Gunu
Elip
Mmala
Yangben
Baca
Mbure
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*d 944

*-ti 2881

-asa
mphm

*-tima 2895
-iméa

ima

4m
-timé&

-dma
-dim

-dm

4m
_~ftm

-tm

gloss
eat

tree

heart

A further indication that, while th&e>1 reflex seems odd, Nen verbs derived from
*¢ will go to /i/ with the [+ATR]-dominant causative suffix ihg same fashion that
verbs derived from *go to/i/ with the causative suffix, as seen in Example 382. In
the 9-vowel Mbam languages, verbs derived from proto-Baatterid to have a

reflex /e/ with the causative, ntt
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Example 382: Reflexes of PB&‘and *1 with the causative in Nen

gloss PB BLR3 NenV der.V gloss

*e>1 walk *-génd- 1362 -knd- -kind-is  cause to walk
stand *-tédik 2821 -tinim-  -tin-im-i  to redress,
TR (*-tédam) (2816) straighten

*>1 boilup  *-bid 181 -in- -fin-i-5 boil (food)-caus
eat *-di 944 -ni- -ni-ds-i9  eat CAUY

5.1.4Sound change: e 3?

In this section, Stewart's (2000) proposed sound changes agdraaccount for
the changes from proto-Bantu, through proto-Nen to pted®y Nen. In this
section, his proposal is described and discussed. Tinity $tuilds on Stewart's
analysis for the diachronic sound changes in Nen, amkteysion, the other Mbam
languages which will be presented in detail in sectiorb%é&low.

While in many of the studies on Nen (especially in Dud8stl), the [+ATR] vowel

e is present, most studies either account for it in a salnahge (i.ee >3 as in
Stewart 2000: 53, simply ignore it (De Blois 1981: 12: “Rdwtsing [e] as the only
vowel are very restricted in number and will be left out ofcusion”). The
existence of the vowet in modern-day Nen is doubtful. The various analyses in
previous studies of the vowelare discussed briefly.

Dugast contraste anda, but she (1971: 29) admits that “... /e/ apparait rarement
dans les radicaux des substantifs...” She lists only anfesds, many of which are
derived forms. For the others, where she lists “e”, rataldases have// some
examples are found in:

Example 383: Comparison of words with “e” in Dugast {971)

Gloss Dugast (1971: 33) Boyd

uncle i-sen ¥s3n

give birth -bien -pdn-

field of yams i-ten H#tani

fly swatter bu-kiek-i from gk fly
lion ngwéy #nardd

Dugast also admits that in many words, there is “une atalis intermédiaire”
between d/ et /e/. This “réalisation intermédiaire” of Dugastsisnilar to other
synchronic variations in a number of the Mbam languages. Wiuitee, like
Maande and Yambeta, clearly have a central [+ATR] vow/e(although in both
instances, it is written in the orthographyegsin other languages such as Yangben
(or Kabn: Hyman 2003a) and Gunu, as Robinson (1984: 50) found: -Chednsert
locuteurs la réalisation (du phoneme /e/) est légerenegntatisée.” This being the
case, [e] is likely a realisation of the central [+ATWR}vel /.
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Stewart (2000: 54-5), using data from Dugast (1967, 19élnd a lowering of
certain Nen prefixes (those witt) before a stem vowel. While the vowel  is
acoustically rather low, it is also quite widespreadsnaccoustic space. While | do
not doubt that there is some phonetic variation, | found no es@m my databases
or acoustic analysis of a lowering such as Stewamdo Stewart's examples are as
follows:

Stewart (2000: 55) Boyd gloss
ne-sek niZsiki termite
né-bat #pata cloth
né-tk nizhoka axe
né-bok n£poka forehead
ni-bil ni£pils palm tree
ni-fu nitfvd bundle

Stewart (2000: 53-4) therefore suggests an additional soundjesharerging /e/
from proto-Bantu*e and 4/ from *a due to [+ATR] spread. In support of this, he
shows a few cases where proto-Bahiinas the reflexo/ in Nen.

As seen above, when proto-Bantu lasr *u in the stem (often, but not always in
final position), a non-high vowel in the same stem hasflex that is [+ATR] in
Nen. In Example 384, the low vowels are bolded in both theBanhtu derivation
and the [+ATR] reflex in Nen.

Example 384: [+ATR] reflexes of PB low vowels in Nen

*a>o give birth *-biad- 226 -pén-
name *jina 3464 -3
*5>0 string *-gadi 1417 -loli string, thread
bird *joni 1627 -noni
var. *-mdi (2285)
navel *-k3bu 1865 S
*e>n elephant *jagu 1607 -sakul
var. *-jggu (1580)
beard *-dzdu 897 -$lu chin

There are instances where has a reflexal in Nen where there is not an obvious
high vowel in the proto-Bantu stem:

speak *-déb- 7745 -pm- speak
father (his) *-cé 501 -$ father

After [ATR] spread, Stewart (2000: 53) proposes three sound chémgesve at
his inventory of vowels for Nen ) v>e, 02) e> and 3)stem e. In this manner,
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he accounts for the/i ATR harmony pair. A fourth change is the ouster of e
harmony pair in lexical items. With these changes, Stewmites at a Nen
inventory of ie/i,?*® ah, o/0, olu, u.

In light of the other Mbam languages, however, a different aizaig possible,
which fits the wider data collected from the ten Mbam leggs discussed in this
study.

5.1.5Towards proto-Mbam

Stewart (2000) proposes three sound changes to arrive iat/entory of vowels for
Nen 1)1, v>e, 02) e> and 3) stene>e. This study presents a different analysis for
each of these proposals. Stewart's first sound changree, q is excluded since my
data shows evidence thaando are present in modern-day Nen as well as in all of
the other Mbam languages. It is ratleeand, in the case of Tuki, algowhich are
lost rather than the high vowels. Stewart's second soundeleagis plausible but
unnecessary and the presence c&n be more simply accounted for as the [+ATR]
counterpart of /a/ without other sound change neces$agy third sound change,
steme>g, is excluded since in my data, there is no reflexofedither*e or *1, as
seen in the discussion above. In this section | presenproposal of the sound
changes from proto-Mbam.

Following Hyman's (2001, 2003a) and Dresher's (2009) idea ofifigag only
those features which are “phonologically active” in tlwsvel system, using either
Hyman's four features: ATR, front, round and open or Rresltontrastive-feature
hierarchy, most of the Mbam languages which have nine asiivie vowels have a
“phonologically active” feature [front] and those with eigiitfewer vowels lack a
“phonologically active” feature [front].

2% Stewart (2000: 54) does claim thié occurs in "the diminutive extentical/-al" only. The situation,
however, isn't so easy as this. There is no phgib conditioning as there were, or still are, two
different extensions which are similar: one -i§-il (possibly a reflex of*-id (n°2188)) and the
other-al/-al (/-ol/-ol) (possibly a reflex of-ad (an expansion or ill-defined suffix (Meeussen 1980)).
Another possibility is thatal/-al may be a reflex of-at. One word has been found which contains both
extenstionsi#£tomb-al-il-a approach . (from the verto#tomb-apass, succegdBelow is a paradigm of
all the forms found in the corpus with each extengbolded). While not all forms have been attested
there are enough examples to show the differeasagsresented in the example below.

Utin-3l-3 attach tEmin-il-3 polish

o#sik-al-a slice o#sik-il-a winnow

o#salal-a whistle oAtatdl-a wait

U-pihidn-3l-3  soar

O£tmb-3l-a peel O£Midt-il-a press

U£non-0l-0 tickle

ozkop-al-a insult O£tomb-aldl-a approach s.o.
U£pul-3l-3 stir U-pitkapHl-i-ans  capsize, blow down

While they could be allomorphs which are (excepity) not phonologically conditioned, the fact that
they do co-occur in one stem gives credence taatgement that they were, at least historically, two
differenct morphemes, despite dificulty of deteriminthe difference in meaning.
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Baca, with ten surface vowels, most closely resemblesoibam after the
[+ATR] spread from the proto-Bantu vowels. The hierarchygaitrastive features
for Baca, as well as my proposal for proto-Mbam is adlovs:
open>>back/front>>round>>ATR, and illustrated in Table 86.

The only sound change in Baca from proto-Mbam is the lossrifast between the
[+ATR] and [-ATR] low vowelsa/a. While the [+ATR] vowel is still found as an
allophone, it is no longer contrastive.

Table 87: Baca sound changes from PB

proto-Bantu 1 € a ) (0] u
(1) [+ATR] spread i W ele ala olo olu u
(2) Loss of contrast of a @

Baca i i ele a/p] o/lo olu u

While Mbure has the same contrastive-feature hierarchy Baca
(open>>back/front>>round>>ATR), it has an additional sound chahige.third
sound change proposed is the merger »&.2° Mbure, Yangben and Mmala
undergo this sound change.

Table 88: Mbure sound changes from PB

proto-Bantu I I € a ) 0 u
(1) [+ATR] spread i 1/i ele ala oo oulu u
(3) Merger of ze ale

Mbure i i/i ele ale oo ulu u

The other 9-vowel languages, Yangben and Mmala, have sivoieel inventories
and vowel features as Mbure, but their contrastive hierarcifier from each other
and from Mbure. Yangben's contrastive-feature hierardfigrsl from the Mbure's
contrastive-feature hierarchy by a change in the ordethe features. The
contrastive-feature hierarchy for Yangben is open>>rouclfrdront>>ATR.

2% While Mbure does have instances where /a/ mayrandarATR] contexts, this is discussed elsewhere
and is not important here.
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Table 89: Contrastive features for Yangben

An additional sound change evident in both Yangben and Mmala&lypaangradient
phonetic lowering of andwo in certain environments (sound change #4), as is seen
in Table 90.

Table 90: Yangben and Mmala sound changes from PB

proto-Bantu i I € a b) 0 u
(1) [+ATR] spread i i/i ele ala olo olu u
(3) Merger of ze ale

(4) Lowerr,u (phonetic) I~ 0~
Yangben, Mmala i i/i ele ale oo olu u

While Yangben and Mmala have the same vowel inventory anduradergone the
same sound changes, their contrastive hierarchies arediffasent. Instead of a
contrastive featurefront, Mmala has a height featummid. Mmala's contrastive
feature hierarchy is then ATR>>open>> mid>>round/back.

Table 91: Contrastive features for Mmala

—

In the 8-vowel languages, another sound change is evidgnman (2001: 155)
concludes that in Gunu, the feature [front] is not requifad underlying
representations. While certain vowels in a general sengmateowels, the feature
[front] is not active in the vowel system. All of the vowéh Gunu and the other
8-vowel languages can be accounted for with the contras@tare hierarchy and is
open>>round/back>>ATR




Classification of the Mbam languaggs1

With the loss of [front], the gap left by its absencegders the lowering of the [-
ATR] high vowel. In Nen, 1/ occurs only optionally (depending on the speaker) in
certain noun-class prefixes, when not lowered by the venvethe noun rooft?’

Table 93: Nen, Maande and Yambeta sound changes from PB

proto-Bantu I I € a ) 0 u
(1) [+ATR] spread i i/i ele ala olo olu u
(5) Loss of feature: [front]

(6) Lowering ofr>[¢] eli

Nen, etc. i eli ah o/lo  wolu u

However, among the 8-vowel languages, the situation of twe, &ld Gunu, is
more complicated. Both Elip and Gunu have undergone a sound csiamize to
sound change #3 (a merger ofeq as well as the loss of the feature [front], sound
change #5. There are two possibilities for classifyimese two languages:

e Elip and Gunu should be grouped with Yangben and Mmala as having
undergone sound changes #1, #3 and #4, which precludes sound #£8ange
which they also seem to both have undergone, or

 Elip and Gunu should be grouped as a separate subgroup along vathehe
8-vowel languages which have not undergone sound change #3, but have
undergone sound changes #5 and #6.

Both these options have their difficulties. The first optivould argue that the loss
of the featurefront in both Elip and Gunu would have come about later through
contact. We will discuss this scenario in section 5.2veel

The second option would have to account for the high F2 fregueribe [+ATR]
counterpart of /a/ which surfaces in the acoustic spae] eind for the limited and
optional height harmony found in Elip. The latter is likelfluienced by contact
with Mmala.

In the latter scenario, the F2-raising @f ¢an be perhaps attributed to either contact
with the neighbouring languages to the south and/or maximisingcthgstic space
due to the loss of the featufi®nt similar to the lowering of the high front vowel
found in sound change #6. A seventh sound change is therebpaspd, that of the
fronting or F2-raising 0.

297 Of the recordings of three Nen speakers, onlyhatkaslightly lower F1 for noun-class 5 or 7 prefixes
on [-ATR] nouns. The voweb] in the noun root nullified this lowered F1 in tpeefix, although it was
still evident wheng] was in the noun root.
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Table 94: Possible Elip and Gunu sound changes fronBP

proto-Bantu 1 € a ) 0 u
(1) [+ATR] spread i1 ele ala oo olu u
(5) Loss of feature: [front]

(6) Lowering ofi>[¢] eli

(7) “Fronting” or F2-raising 08 ale

Gunu, Elip i el ale olo olu u

A final sound change is in process in the tenth langu@gki. The open [+ATR]
round vowel [0] is no longer contrastive. The vowel [o]wsconly as the [+ATR]
allophone of 4/. Tuki's contrastive feature hierarchy is: open>>ATR>>ropack.

Table 95: Contrastive features for Tuki

In Tuki, the vowel [0] does not occur in noun roots or verb stenkess another
[+ATR] vowel is present. In these cases, it can be int¢gdras a [+ATR] allophone
of /o/ within the root or stem.

Table 96: Tuki sound changes from PB

proto-Bantu 11 € a ) 0 u
(1) [+ATR] spread i ele ala olo olu u
(5) Loss of feature: [front] )

(6) Lowering ofi>[¢] [eli

(8) Loss of contrast of o (o)

Tuki i [eli ab  ol[o] olu u

We have discussed the sound changes which may have occurregrétoaBantu
to arrive at the current vowel inventories of the Mbanglaages. The eight primary
sound changes proposed above are listed in Table 97.

Table 97: Proposed historic sound changes in the Mbam lgnages
[+ATR] spread

Loss of contrast of a

Merger of ae

Lowerr,u (phonetic)

Loss of feature: [front]

Lowering ofi>[¢]

“Fronting” or “F2-raising” ofa

Loss of contrast of o

ONoOORWDNE
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Along with the historical sound changes discussed above and swadhariTable

97, there are also hints of possible sound changes occumwing perhaps due to
language contact with Basaa. Both Mbure and Baca are &ixtreme south of the
Mbam and adjacent to the greater Basaa region. Mbure ticydar has a very
narrow distance between the high vowels and may be underguoweh merger of

the high vowels; for example a 9>7 vowel merger. Howeverdistinction is being

preserved by aspiration or assibilation on consonants precediagd/i/u/, which

does not occur on consonants precedih@rd &/. This aspiration/assibilation is
similar to Schadeberg's (1994/95: 73) finding that “No langureegeundergone [a]
7>5 [vowel merger] but not Spirantisation”.

Mbure seems to be in a process of undergoing a mergeericéd by contact with
Basaa: that of merging [-ATR +high] vowels with either {#&TR] high or the
[-ATR -high -low] vowels.

The Mbam languages are classified from proto-Mbam with theeabound changes
noted (by the numerals listed above). It is assumed thi-jpoam had ten vowels,
so the loss of contrast (sound change #2) is the change ®aeaesplits off. The
next sound change #3, along with sound changes #5 and #6 sepabates
Yangben and Mmala from Elip, Gunu, Yambeta, Maande, Nen and Tiinon-
contrastive lowering of the [-ATR] high vowels, sound change digtjinguishes
Mbure from Mmala and Yangben. Sound change #7, the “frontingf2enaising of
the vowela separates Elip and Gunu from Yambeta, Maande, Nen and Thski.
final vowel change, #8, the loss of contrast of /o/, séparduki from Yambeta,
Maande and Nen, as in Table 98:

Table 98: A possible classification of the Mbam languas
|1
2 |
3 5,6

| g
Baca Mbure Yangben Mmala Elip Gunu Yambeta-Nen-Maande i Tuk

5.2Structural issues in language classification

A fuller understanding of the history of the Mbam languages maktde language
contact. The dilemma of Elip which manifests a trackeight harmony like Mmala
indicates either a long shared history with, or borrowing,amby of lexical items
but of structural features, from Mmala.
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In this section, we will consider some structural changedeaviin these languages,
in order to investigate the scenario of contact to explee differences in the vowel-
harmony systems which are not accounted for by historic stchambes alone.

As mentioned above, Elip and Gunu appear to have undergoiter $iistoric sound
changes as Yambeta, Maande and Nen, but also to havegomeer similar historic
sound change as Mbure, Yangben and Mmala. In addition, Elipssharobvious
trait with Mmala, that of having a trace of height harmorhe question is whether
Elip and Gunu are better classified as belonging to the sargeospbas Mmala, but
borrowing structural features from the Yambeta-Maande-Negreup (mentioned
above), or are better classified as belonging to #messubgroup as Yambeta-
Maande-Nen, and borrowing structural features fronmvthmala subgroup.

In Table 98 above, Yangben and Mmala are not differentiateal §yund change
(they both have the same vowel inventory). The differencedsgtwangben and
Mmala is structural. As has been seen in Chapter 4,htheg different contrastive
hierarchies of their vowel systems. The main structurémifce that distinguishes
Mmala from Yangben is the replacement of the featumet with the featuramid.
While this structural change has no bearing on the suvaeels, it does have a
critical effect on the vowel-harmony systems of theselamguages.

While the historic sound changes alone would favour the dizsiin found in
Table 98 above, taking into consideration structural featUglip and Gunu can be
classified differently. Assuming that a sound change mag hastructural change at
its root, but that not all structural changes have anaated sound change, we will
start out with the sound changes presented above in Table @hich we will add
two structural changes to account for both the differéatiaof Mmala from
Yangben and resolve the dilemma of Elip.

The first structural change proposed, is the replacemehedeatureront with the
feature mid (structural change #4a. [front]>[mid]), which distinguishigsnala
(ATR >>o0pen >wid >>round/back) from Yangben (open >>round/backomt
>>ATR). If we assume that both Elip and Gunu have undergonedsthange #3
(the merger oBa>e), they can now be connected with the larger subgroup Mbure-
Yangben-Mmala rather than the larger subgroup Yambeta-Madewd uki, which

has not undergone sound change #3. A further structural chidnegégss of the
featuremid (structural change #4b), can thus be proposed to distinguighafdi
Gunu (open>>round/back>>ATR) from Mmala (ATR>>openm#&>> round/back),

see Table 99 below. The differences in ranking are langspemfic and do not
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have any bearing on the structural chafftfsetween languages (see discussion of
the contrastive-feature hierarchy in Chapter 4).

Table 99: Proposed historic sound and structural changda the Mbam

languages

1. [+ATR] spread

2. Loss of contrast of a
3. Merger of xe

4, Lowerr,u (phonetic)
4a. [front]>[mid]

4b. Loss of feature: [mid]
5. Loss of feature: [front]
6. Lowering ofi>[¢]

7 ; S . :
7. Loss of contrast of o

With the loss ofid, Elip and Gunu would be historically closer to Mbure-Yangben
Mmala but would structurally more closely resemble Yata-Maande-Nen (which
also have a contrastive-feature hierarchy: open>>roundftbdcikR). Although
similar, the contrastive-feature hierarchy of Gunu ang ®ibuld be the result of a
different series of historic changes than the contrasétiatire hierarchy of Nen, the
latter due to the loss of the feattirent, the former due to the loss of the featnmiel.

With these two structural changes, we can account for whyHigttand Gunu have
a [+ATR] counterpart of /a/ with a surface form [e], unltke Yambeta-Maande-
Nen-Tuki subgroup, and account for the trace of height harfwamgd in Elip, now

interpreted as a remnant left over after structural ch#dge This reinterpretation
would eliminate the necessity of proposed sound change #&hle 97 (and barred
in Table 99 above) since Elip and Gunu are no longer coesiderpart of the
Yambeta-Maande-Nen-Tuki subgroup that requires it. Thefiaddree would then
be as found in Table 100 below.

2% Both Baca and Mbure have the same contrastivesfediierarchy, but, due to historic sound changes,
are separated in the classification tree.
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Table 100: Revised classification of the Mbam languages

|1
2 |
3 5,6
4
4a
4b
| 7
Baca Mbure Yangben Mmala Elip Gunu Yambeta-Maande- Tuki

Nen

The advantage of considering structural innovations along witloritissound
changes is that it presents a more complete picfutealassification of the Mbam
languages.

The position of Elip in the classification of the Mbaanduages is a dilemma. It has
a shared history either with the Yambeta-Maande-Nen reupgand, through
contact, borrowed a trace of height harmony from Mmaldt Gand Gunu) has a
shared history with the Mbure-Yangben-Mmala subgroup andalgentact with
the other Mbam languages, has lost its featick leaving only a remnant of height
harmony, generally retained only be the oldest speakéhe dinguage. While there
is no synchronic evidence that Gunu ever had height harmobry, generally
considered to be more closely related to Baca, Mbuamglden, Mmala and Elip
than to Nen and Maande.

5.3Lexicostatistical classification

Generally languages are classified by their lexicallanities. This section presents
my own lexicostatistical analyses of these ten Mbam uagegs, and considers
whether the lexicostatistical evidence supports or comtattie classification based
on historic sound and structural changes discussed above.

There is some discussion about what is the best size of stotdliuse. With a
shorter list, each word has a higher importance in theeptxges. However the
longer lists likely include cultural vocabulary and may hiateral influences from

neighbouring languages (Piron 1997: 535). On the other hands wHist of 100

words is sufficient to establish a synchronic clasdifice it is too small for

establishing regular phonological correspondences, which aetiessis they form

the basis for deciding whether a partial divergence is phomalogir merely

phonetic (M6hlig 1986: 23).

In collecting data for this study, a Swadesh 200-wotéfis/as elicited for each of
the ten languages included in this study. Due to variaaisnas in several of the

29 These wordlists are included in the larger lisentioned in the introduction.



Classification of the Mbam languag@s7

languages, the actual number of terms compared is betié&eand 190. Table 101
gives the results.

ngéle 101: Lexicostatistical comparison of the Mbam laguages

N

53% Ma

37% 33% Ya

33% 36% 33% T

33% 39% 38% 44% G

36% 41% 35% 44% 60% E

36% 41% 34% 43% 61% 81% M

36% 40% 34% 37% 52% 65% 74% Yg

41% 38% 35% 36% 48% 55% 58% 66% B
37% 30% 34% 34% 41% 43% 44% 51% 59% Mb

The two extreme methods of lexicostatistical subclassificatare Nearest
Neighbour (NN) and Furthest Neighbour (FN). “NN assumes thimtdistance is
equal to the closest distance between any member of Xaagdnember of) Y; FN
takes the greatest distance as its measure” (Schaded#6g71-2). A third method,
often called Branch Average (BA), takes the average dmivthe greatest and the
closest distance. Table 102 presents the result otltigter analyses. Each row
indicates the distance between languages or clustdangifiages according to the
three calculations. For example, Elip and Mmala have ardistof 810 (81%) and
form the first cluster. In the next row, by the NearesigRbour calculation cluster 1
(i.e. Elip-Mmala) and Yangben have the next closest distah@40 (74%) and form
the second cluster, while the Furthest Neighbour calculatioe next closest
distance is between Yangben and Baca at 660, and they fasterc. The Branch
Average calculation, like the Nearest Neighbour, grolysster 1 (Elip-Mmala) with
Yangben at 695 (69.5%). Cluster 2 in row three includeglgments found in the
second row and compares with the next closest language or ciisteguages.

300 Abbreviations are as follows:
E = Elip M = Mmala Yg = Yangben B = Baca Mb = Mbure
G =Gunu Ma = Maande T = Tuki N = Nen Ya = Yambeta
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Table 102: NN, FN, and BA Cluster Analyses

Clusters | Nearest Neighbour Furthest Neighbour Branch feera
lgx Igy 1/1000 | Igx lgy 1/1000f Igx Igy 1/1000
1 E M 810 E M 810 E M 810
2 cl.l Yg 740 Yg B 660 cl.l Yg 695
3 cl.2 B 660 cl.1 cl.2 650 cl.2 B 605
4 cl3 G 610 cl.3 G 600 N Ma 530
5 cld Mb 590 N Ma 530 cl.3 Mb 530
6 N Ma 530 cl.4 T 430 cl5 G 483
7 c5 T 440 cl.6 Mb 340 cl6 T 400
8 cl.7 cl.6 410 cl.5 Ya 330 cl.7 cl4 352
cl.7 Ya 330
9 cl.8 Ya 380 cl.7/5 «cl.8 300 cl.8 Ya 350

In the Furthest Neighbour analysis, Yambeta has 33% sityilaith both the

Nen-Maande cluster and with the Elip-Mbure cluster. If Yambe grouped with
the Nen-Maande cluster, it joins the Elip-Mbure cluster30%, and vice versa.
Therefore two Furthest Neighbour trees are possible dependig which group
Yambeta is attached. In Table 103, Yambeta is bolded thad competing

classifications are shaded.

Table 103: Furthest Neighbour subclassifications (1) &2)

Elip (1) Elip (2)
Mmala Mmala

Yangben Yang

Baca Baca

Gunu Gunu

Tuki Tuki

Mbure Mbure

Yambeta Yambeta

Nen Nen

Mmd} Maande

The unstable position of Yambeta in the Furthest Neighboutlassification is
reflected differently in the Nearest Neighbour and BraAchrage classifications.
Yambeta is the most distant language in both of thalselassifications.

In all three subclassifications, two nodes are evideptHlip-Mmala node and the
Nen-Maande node. No other nodes are evident in all the suficktisins. While
Furthest Neighbour classification has a Yangben-Baca nodas thig¢ found in the
Nearest Neighbour or Branch Average subclassificatiorhiclwYangben and Baca
join the Elip-Mmala node one after the other. Gunu, Tuld #Mbure join the
Elip-Mmala-Yangben-Baca node successively in all thegaclassifications, but in



Classification of the Mbam languag®s9

different orders. In the Furthest Neighbour classificatitve order is Gunu, Tuki
and Mbure (Table 103). In the Nearest Neighbour clasgi€in it is Gunu, Mbure
and Tuki and in the Branch Average classification itMibure, Gunu and Tuki
(Table 104).

Table 104: Nearest Neighbour and Branch Average subclassiditons

Elip Nearest Neighbour  Elip Branch Average
Mmala Mmala

Yangben Yangben

Baca Baca

Gunu Mbure

Mbure Gunu

Tuki Tuki

Nen Nen

Mande | Memde |

Yambeta Yambeta

These classifications differ from Phillips' (1979) conigam of Yambeta with eight
other languages of the Mbam region: Bafia and Bape (A50)ntiékaaNen, Alinga (a
Nen dialect), Bonek (A40), Gunu, and Tuki (A68)Her conclusions were that
Yambeta more closely related to Gunu and Tuki than to Mmer Nen. My

analysis indicates otherwise. The Furthest Neighbour tpags Yambeta at

equidistance from both the Gunu-Tuki subgroup and the MaandesiNigroup. The
Nearest Neighbour and the Branch Average trees, put theddaden subgroup
closer to the Gunu-Tuki group than to Yambeta.

While earlier studies may differ in calculating the aiste between Yambeta and its
neighbours, it is interesting to note that the position aifieta as being in between
the other clusters is not different. Mous and Breetldl986: 187) note that
“Yambeta occupies a position in between different groups.’iléVkious and
Breedveld indicate a distance of 60% with Maande, thémareledge 14 missing
items between Yambeta and Maande (Mous and Breedveld 198§: vthich is
substantial in a list of 100 items. Yambeta forms a greitip the other languages in
the same group as Maande (Nen, Alinga, and Bonek) at 3hB2% (Mous and
Breedveld 1986: 187) which is similar to my findings.

5.4Conclusions

In comparing the lexicostatistical classification (sec&d) with that of the historic
sound and structural changes discussed in section 5.2, theseveral conclusions
that may be drawn:

01 Phillips (1979: 22-35) uses a 120-word list basedhe Swadesh basic wordlist.
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» The revised classification (Table 100) is more similartiie Nearest
Neighbour and Branch Average classifications (Table 104) titen
classification proposed in Table 98.

* In every lexicostatistical subclassification (Neard&sighbour, Furthest
Neighbour and Branch Average), Elip and Mmala form a nodés Th
supports the argument that Elip and Mmala have a long shestedy and
supports the revised classification (Table 100). The otheguages,
Yangben, Baca, Mbure and Gunu join the Elip-Mmala nodeeedhan the
languages of the other historic subgroup, Yambeta, Ma&teteand Tuki.

» While the historic classification groups Yambeta and Tukire with the
Nen-Maande subgroup, the lexicostatistical classificatgroups Tuki
distantly to the Gunu-Elip-Mmala-Yangben-Baca-Mbure sabgr and
Yambeta as between the two groups. A possible explanasiothait
Yambeta, structurally closer to the Nen-Maande node, prabably
borrowed substantially from the Gunu-Elip-Mmala-YangBaca-Mbure
subgroup.

Due to their close proximity, it is not surprising that Tusfould pattern
lexicostatistically with Baca, Mbure, Yangben, Mmala, HEipd Gunu. These are
small groups with a high degree of intermarriage and mownebetween them. An
indication of this mobility and intermingling of populations the long-time
presence of a displaced Tuki village, Nyamang¥ éstablished between the Elip
vilage Kananga and the Yangben village Omende. Dugast (1948) ralates
substantial movement of most of these people groups eviatesas the late 1800's,
preceding German colonisation.

Of additional interest is the fact that Mbure, histoficahd physically close to Baca
and Yangben in particular, is lexicostatistically refaly distant from them. One
reason appears to be geographic. The Mbure people live atotiteelsimost
extremity of the Mbam region along the banks of the Liwa Rwdich forms part
of the border of the Mbam-et-Inoubou District with the Smn&laritime District
(Littoral Region) and Basaa country. The Mbure people terdoto south towards
Basaa more than north towards their Mbam relatives. Most éipgople are
bilingual in the dialect of Basaa spoken south of the LiweeRiand they are more
likely to frequent the closest Basaa markets to the sthah,the closest market to
the north in the Yangben village of Batanga.

The road which accesses the village of Mbola from thhrdwindles down after
the Yangben village of Batanga and, in 2011, when | lagesdlighe village, the
bridge over the Liwa River was barely passable; few vehatlesr than motorcycles
were able to reach Mbola. This relative isolation cetatts the historical relation of

302| do not know the date of the founding of thidagle, but Dugast's (1949: 49, 65-7) maps of the are
identified it as a Tsinga-Betsenga (i.e. Tuki)agjé.
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Mbure with the neighbouring Mbam languages, and is perlapeason for the
lower lexicostatistical similarities between it athém.

Baca, like Mbure, is a border language, but the road south of ¥anglage to
Bongo village is a major road (joining the Douala road lscoft Yaoundé at
Mboumnabel) and has relatively dense traffic. Baca, thereferégss isolated.
Furthermore, there is another language, Bati, which &téocbetween Baca and the
larger Basaa community. This geographic location ¢ lBaca and Mbure near the
border with Basaa also explains the intermediary positiothese two languages
with reduced vowel-harmony systems, between the strong vbaehony of
Yangben and Mmala on one hand, and the absence of vowel harmBagaa, on
the other.

The situation of Yambeta is also interesting. Histdiycait is unambiguously
grouped with the other eight-vowel languages, but lexicssitzlly, it is equidistant
between the two groups Nen-Maande and the Mbure-Baca-Yauhimala-Elip-

Gunu-Tuki group. Their oral histories indicate an affiliatiothwioth groups.

The two Yambeta dialects claim different origins in theial duistories with the
Nedek people coming from Bamoun like the Nen, andNlgii claiming correlation
with the other children of Ombono, especially the Gurhis division in the oral
histories is suggestive and leads one to imagine a possiblengeofdiwo speech
forms to create a new one. Such a blending could explatructural tie to the
Nen-Maande group and a lexical tie to the Mbure-Baca-Yanihwala-Elip-

Gunu-Tuki group.

5.5Classification of the Mbam languages in the wider lingugtic context

This chapter started with a discussion of the interrelsliips and subgroupings of
the Mbam languages within the context of the wider group by mefadisichronic
sound and structural changes and synchronic lexicostatisticelhssifications. In
this section, we will look at the relationship of the Mbéanguages in the wider
linguistic context. First we will look at two neighbouritgnguages, Basaa and
Nyokon (section 5.5.1), and then we will consider how the Mlemmuages have
been classified in the wider context of the Bantu and Bantoigukges (section
5.5.2).

5.5.1Basaa and Nyokon

Any discussion about the Mbam languages and their placemettei wider
linguistic context should also include a discussion of two amiti languages:
Nyokon, due to it purported close relationship with Nen dedidcation in the
Mbam region, and Basaa, the largest of the A40 languages
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5.5.1.1 Nyokon

A recent study of Nyokon posits a somewhat unusual 9-viowehtory, /i1, ¢, i, 9,

a, u, v, of (Lovestrand 2011: 13-14). Howeven] [is uncommon and occurs
following a palatal approximant in every case. It is @mplementary distribution
with [i], which is more common. Lovestrand (2011: 15) also positthat the other
near-close back voweb] may also be disappearing from the language by merging
with the close back vowel [u]... If so, the languagenisving from a symmetrical
9-vowel system to a symmetrical 7-vowel system.”

While the presence of//in Nyokon is hard to explain in the context of the Mbam
languages, it can be explained in the context of the Bkeni{bam-Nkam)
languages. Nyokon is on the border with the Bamileke languageh dditend to
have vowel inventories similar to Nyokon's. A near neighbdurNgokon, a
Mbam-Nkam language, Macthba, is reported to have ten vowelsy,/t, a,i, 9, U, v,

9, a/. The influx of the Bamileke into the Nyokon area pgrhiexplains the presence
of /il in the language.

The other peculiarity of Nykon is that it does not app® have an active ATR-
harmony system. Lovestrand (2011: 15) notes:

“Evidently, the language once had an ATR harmony systenobuit at
some point in the not-so-distant past. The hypothesisdiegathe near-
close vowel 1] is that once the binary phonological feature sepayatin
from the close vowel [i] stopped being part of an active plogical
process, the need to distinguish the binary pair also disappdars
suspected that the other near-close back vowgl niay also be
disappearing from the language by merging with the close baalel

[u]...”

The primary domain of vowel harmony is the word root. Aséen in many of the
Mbam languages, the scope of vowel harmony spreads to argoedésser extent
from the root. Nyokon, which structurally has at least 8ff%aominal stems being
monosyllabic (Lovestrand 2011: 25), vowel harmony will be legeat, especially
if it does not spread beyond the word root. Structurally, Ngokeduces the
possibility of vowel harmony even if the vowel inventoryrpigted it3%3

Nyokon, situated at the northern limit of the Mbam region, daoowel system
which resembles many of the Mbam-Nkam (Southern Bantoid) lageguto its

303 while the presence of central vowels does notlpdecATR harmony, as is evident in some of the
Kru langauges, such as Kpokolo, which has six [fRApairs: it, ek, i/t, o/3, uks, oh plus /a/ and ATR
harmony (Kaye et al. (1985), the Mbam-Nkam langsauyearest geographically and genetically to the
Mbam languages do not have ATR harmony.
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north and west. It has a vowel system distinctly diffefemh the vowel systems of
the other Mbam languages which have ATR harmony.

Rather than the idea put forth in Lovestrand (2011) that NytsirATR harmony,
perhaps another way to look at it, is that Nyokon neeseloped TR harmony.

55.1.2 Basaa

While Basaa is an A40 language like Nen and some of thespihé@as never been
considered a part of the Mbam languages. Basaa hasdeseribed as having a
typical seven vowel system, i, £€,a,0, 0, u (Hyman 2003: 258). However, Basaa
has a “vowel raising” process that occurs in verb rootsngither the causative or
applicative extensions are added to the verb (Hyman 2002254

Example 385: Vowel raising in Basaa (Hyman 2003: 274)

causative applicative

lim be silent limis limil

bép beat bibis 6ibil

kép tattoo kébés kébél

kun choose kands kanal

hél sharpen hualas halal

bol rot 6616s 66106l

pat pick off pédés pédél

The Basaa vowel raising looks suspiciously like the ATR lbagmfound in the
Mbam languages.

Schlindwein Schmidt (1996: 241-2) sees similarities in theaBd'vowel raising”
and the Nen vowel harmony discussed by Stewart and vamséele (1979). She
gives the pattern for Basaa:

Basaa harmonic sets (Schlindwein Schmidt 1996: 242)
basic vowels ([-ATR]) i eaco u
raised vowels ([+ATR]) i ieeou u

In similar fashion to Nen and other languages, the vogjedsin Basaa surface in
both [+ATR] and [-ATR] contexts. In the latter, they hayas as their [+ATR]

counterparts. She goes so far as to say that the [-&TR]must be“... in some

sense reallyl/ and 6/” (Schlindwein Schmidt 1996: 243).

While Schlindwein Schmidt rejects the idea of absoletetmralisation, she finds that
“... the surface realisations of/ /and 4/ are indistinguishable from the raised
versions of §] and p]...” (Schlindwein Schmidt 1996: 245).
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Contrary to Schlindwein Schmidt (1996: 247), Mutaka and K¢2301: 17-18)
explain thee ~ i instead of theexpectecke ~ ealternation in certain Basaa verbs and
posit a [-ATR +high] vowel, in the underlying representations, which has “either
merged with the [+ATR] high or the [-ATR -high -low] vowelggsulting in an
underlyingly nine-vowel inventory.

Basaa vowel raising, however, is limited to verb morpgwland does not appear to
be found in stems, and there are no vowel co-occurrenc&tiess found in noun
roots. For this reason, although in many ways similar, 8asavel raising differs
from the vowel harmony in the Mbam languages.

Basaa did not undergo the Mbam sound change that introduced ATRI vow
harmony. The raising here reported is unlikely to be thenaat of vowel harmony
as it is different in nature from vowel harmony.

5.5.2The Mbam languages in the wider context of Bantu and Bantd

Guthrie's original classification of the languages ofligrict of the Mbam divides
them into three groups: A50, the Bafia group, A60, the Gaigroup, and A40, the
Basaa group. It is the latter two groups which arecaficern in this study,
specifically the A60 group, and part of the A40, notabl§4-A46 languages.
Guthrie (1971: 31-2) lists the languages in Figure 32 inA4i8 and A60 groups.
The bolded languages are the ones that are discussedstuthisThe A40 group in
particular has a divide between the A41-A43 languages armthé\46 languages;
the latter are physically located in the District lbé tMbam-et-Inoubou. There are
also important linguistic differences between the twaspaf Guthrie's A40 group.

Guthrie identifies A61 and A64 as separate languagesathatlsewhere considered
dialects of Tuki. Of the other two languages identifiedGaythrie in the Sanaga
group, Leti (one of the two languages of the Mengisa peopléjunyijo, as other
Tuki speakers call it, is considered by the Tuki agéedt of Tuki (Kongne Welaze
2004: 8-9).
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A.40 (Basaa group)
A.41 Lombi (Rombi)
A.42 Bakon (Abo)
A.43a Mkxne (Basa, Koko, Mvele)
A.43b N. Kogo
A.43c S. Kogo
A.44 Baren
A.45 Ny53'5 (Nyokon)
A.46 Mandi (Lemande)

A.60 (Sanaga group)
A.61 Nopro [Tuki dialect]
A.62 Yambassa
A.63 Mengisa [Leti]
A.64 Bacnga [Tuki dialect]
A.65 Bati
Figure 32: Guthrie (1971: 31-2) A40 and A60 languag&¥

The Atlas Linguistique du Cameroun (ALCAM) (Dieu and Renaud 198&)ng
note of the linguistic differences in Guthrie's A40 gradipides A.40 into the Basaa
group and the (Tu)nen group, and groups the latter with Gutié&sThere is no
question that the Nen A40 group is linguistically much mdosety related to the
A60 group than to the other A40 languages. Both the Nen group edbthgroup
have robust vowel harmony which the Basaa A40 group lack€AM also
separates these languages from narrow Bantu (Equatoriahezgmeferring to the
whole group as “le bantou du Mbam”. Figure 33 lists the Be®mego languages of
Cameroon from ALCAM, in particular the Mbam languages (bdldéscussed in
this study.

304 Comments between square brackets are additions by author.
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Benue-Congo
Junkunoid
Cross River
Bendi
Bantoid
Mambiloid
Bantu
Jarawan
Tivoid
Ekoid
Nyang
Beboid
Grassfields
Tikari, Ndemli
Equatorial
Zambesi
Mbam
ex-A40 (1) [514] ny'> (Nyokon)
[511] tunen (Nen)
[513] twtomb
[512] numand (Maande)
(2) [520] nigi (Yambeta)
3 [530] bati
ex-A60 yambassa
[541] nugunu (Gunu)
[542] yambassa central
-mmaala (Mmala)
-nu yangben (Yangben)
-nu libie (Elip)
[543] nubaca (Baca)
[544] dumbuk (Mbure)
sanaga
[551] tuki (Tuki)
-tu n@ro
-tulbombe
-tonjo
-tocenga
-tutsingo
-tumlale
[552] leti
Figure 33: ALCAM classification of the Mbam languagesn Benue-Congo.

One problem with the ALCAM classification (Dieu and Rendi®83) is that its
conclusions are generally impressionistic rather tharedbasn any rigorous
lexicostatistical count (Watters 1989: 410) or comparatisttical research.
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Watters and Leroy (1989: 433, 435) modify the ALCAMssification slightly by
separating Bantoid into two groups, northern and southern, with thamM
languages in Southern Bantoid. The Mbam languages are splihiasubgroups:
West, Yambassa, and Sanaga, following ALCAM (Dieu anubild 1983).

l. Northern Bantoid
I. Southern Bantoid
. Tivoid
. Jarawan
. Mbe
. Ekoid
. Mamfe (Nyang)
Beboid
. Wide Grassfields
. Tikar
J. Ndemli
K. Mbam
1. West
2. Yambassa
3. Sanaga
L. (Narrow) Bantu
Figure 34: Southern Bantoid (Watters and Leroy 1989: 33)

ITOMMmOO®T>

While Dieu and Renaud (1983) and Watters and Leroy (1989) gheudbam A40
(Nen group) and A60 languages as a subgroup of (Southern) @amtdivide)
Bantu, the placement of the Mbam languages is not mplesi Others, notably
Bastin et al. (1983), Piron (1995), Bastin and Piron (1L99& that these languages
statistically sometimes pattern with Bantu north-west atiér zone A and some
zone B languages, and sometimes with Bantoid non-Bangubges, depending on
which method (Group Average or Furthest Neighbour) is usadn(R997: 624-
630). The place of the Mbam Bantu languages shifts dependindpioh method is
employed, as seen in Figure 35.

Bastin and Piron (1999: 155) summarise this tendency by stating.tha clef de
l'articulation entre bantou et bantoide se situe darshtou du Mbam qui tantdt
attire le reste de la zone A et B/10, 20, 30 velzal&toide, tantdt est associé, avec le
seul A50, a un embranchement bantoide non bantou.”
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Furthest neighbour tree (from Bastin et Piron 1999: 155)

A+ B.20
| B.10-B.30
northern bantu (C)
central bantu +
eastern & southern

Bantu

Bantoid

Bantoid

L

non Banta

Mambiloid

Dong

Tivoid

Larger Grassfields

Jarawan, Nyang,
Ekoid, A.50,
Mbam Bantu

Tikar

Group average tree (from Bastin et Piron 1999: 154)
Eastern + southern bantu —

Central Bantu

B.30

B.10

A + B.20
A50

Mbam Bantu

Southern
Bantoid

B.10-B.30

Southern Bantoid
non Bantu

Northwestern
Bantu

Jarawan

Larger Grassfields,
Nyang + Ekoid

Noni

Tivoid

Figure 35: Lexicostatistical trees from Bastin and Piron 199: 154-5

Grollemund (2012: 403-5) expands on the thesis of Bastin and PL@99) in
saying that the “clef de l'articulation” between Bantu &aahtoid is localised in the
Mbam languages. Based on her classification (Figure 36), exptbiting the
well-known split in the A40 languages between the langubige8asaa which are
clearly “bantu-like”, and the Mbam A40 languages, like Nemich are more
“bantoid-like”, Grollemund identifies a similar spiit her so-called A60 languages.
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She identifies two groups “A40-60-Bantoid” (i.e. the Mbamglaeges) and her
“A40-50-60-70 Bantu®®

3% Grollemund (2012) lists Mengisa (A63) and thretieliknown languages mentioned in Guarisma and
Paulian (1986) which she labels as "Ngoro-Asom'gdhd-Lunda” and "Ngoro-Bisoo" (A61) as among
the A60 "Bantu-like" languages which fit into NoiWfest Bantu as opposed to the Mbam A40-A60
languages, which pattern more as Bantoid. She hewaegknowledges (2012: 233) that all these
languages are lexico-statistically closer to theD A¥aunde-Fang" group. Mengisa, in particular, is
confusing as there are two distinct languages spbkethe Mengisa people, orlesti is most definitely

an A60 language and is often considered a diafetuki. The otherNjowi (the source of Grollemund's
data (2012: 232)), is definitely an A70 languagee(footnote 13). The confusion is perhaps duedo th
possiblity that Guthrie's classification was based.eti whereas others since then have instead studied
Njowi (Guarisma and Paulian 1986: 94, footnote 2, phsst explanation as well for the A60 code for
Mengisa). As for the A61 varieties, Breton et Folgf{1991: 39) report, "Enfin se trouvent dans leakib
trois petit Tlots de populations de langosti-fay (i.e. A70) détachés du dialecte septentrional keki;
Feuk- parlant Idabk et leyayawk (yangafok) - et les Yam" (asm). The languageBisoo (bi»s) and
Lundamentioned in Guarisma and Paulian (1986: 94-énfatet 3) are not mentioned in the atlasaBis
mentioned in Dieu et Renaud (1983: 100) as a diaé®akoko [402] and closely related to Basaa
(A43): "Au Nord-est lebisoo, du canton Basso (arr. de Ndom, département denaga-Maritime), parler
desbao ba likol ("Basso du Nord")..." While Grollemund comteBisoo with Lundaand Assm based

on Guarisma et Paulian (1986: 94, see Grollemurt22@32 footnote 57), | suspect she misread
Guarisma et Paulian's chart, which listtndg AsomandBisoo as numbers 12, 13, and 14 with only 12
and 13 connected with Guthrie's A61 d¢g Guarisma et Paulian's (1986: 95) map plé&ieso much
further south near Yaoundé, not at all in the vigiof Ngoro, and Maho (1999: 284) lists Bisoo a89A
Although | have not been able to find a languadied@ undain the Mbam region in any written source,

| did get oral information about it. According tomdonda Olounou Martin (about 70 years old), a
dignitary of the Supreme Chief of Ngoro, thenda people include four groups which migrated from
Adamawa, Thdoko (village of Boko, 4°58'60" N et 11°13'0" E, westNdoro), theNandaas well as the
bafk and theyayawk. They are located in the village of Séréré (4°®8M, 11°22'60" E) in the District
of Ngoro. It is considered as one of theti-fap "dialects" mentioned in ALCAM (Dieu et Renaud 1983:
101) which lists th&Yayawk, Babk andYasm all in "I'extrémité nord de I'arr. de Ngoro, déjo. Mbam."

All of these supposed A60-Bantu languages aredlityeA70 languages.
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Sud BaqtoIde
| |
Nyang [ |
Ekoide

Bebi)'}‘de Tivoide
Grassfields (élargi)

A40-60-Jarawan + A31 ‘
Bantu

NDrd—Puest Centre
| |
NP 1 NG 2

| |
NO la NO 1b

Pl I
A40-50-60 -70  A10-20-30 AJBO—QO ]!!20 él 0 B%O

Figure 36: Grollemund's (2012: 391) simplified tree: Neighbur-Joining

This split in A40 languages between “A40-Bantoid” and “AdénRBI” and
Grollemund's supposed similar split in the A60 languagesw)eis one of her
arguments that the foyer of the Bantu languages was in the Mirainthat those
groups which migrated out of the Mbam could be the earliésth® Bantu
languages. She summarises as follows:

“La division de ce groupe A40-60 semble résulter de la aéparentre
bantoides et bantu. En conséquence, le centre de diffuiit;rbantu, a
partir duquel auraient débuté les migrations bantu, se aitaeproximité
de la région du Mbam ... Cette division des langues A40titaesun
premier argument en faveur d’'une possible migration bantu dgantée
dans cette région. En effet, les langues A40 bantu se sépareigrent
en direction du sud-ouest. Elles donnent ensuite naissanxcaudres
langues appartenant au groupe NO 1. Au sein du groupe “A40 bantu” le
basaa A43a constitue la premiére langue a diverger (salardd de
I'arbre Neighbor-Joining) ... Si I'on suppose que la migrati@antu ait
débuté dans la région du Mbam, cela permettrait d’expliqueivisich
des langues A40-60 (ainsi que le statut ambivalent degudasnA50
observée dans notre classification)” (Grollemund 2012: 404).

While Grollemund's A60 split is not well founded, her suppasitd migration is
not necessarily wrong. In much of the Mbam region, ther iisigration legend
telling about the crossing of “the river” (usually catesied to be the Sanaga River).
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In this story, the people find themselves trapped at tinésbaf a vast river they
cannot cross. In the morning, they discover that a wiioas bridge has appeared
overnight. Overjoyed, they begin crossing the river on thr&dfje”. At one point
during the crossing, something happens: in one accanrgld blind man using his
spear as his walking stick, stumbles and plants the péiftisospear into the
“bridge”, which turns out to be an immense boa. The bogain, sinks into the
water and flees, thus dividing the immigrants into twougs; those who have
successfully crossed and those left behind. The Mengisa pedpleare effectively
divided by the Sanaga and speak two distinct languagesjedyvsimilar to Tuki
(A63) in the Mbam region and along the banks of the Sanagg and a variety
similar to Eton (A71) south of the river, lend an orakdrig credibility to the theory
of migration from the Mbam region.

Interestingly, almost all the language groups of the Mbamomnediave a
river-crossing story, although in some, such as in one dtlipesersions (Abiadina
Samba 1988: 5-6), the migrating peoples cross the Sanamatlie south to the
north to access the vast savannas of the Mbam region iorths Nigii Yambeta
version, it was the Noun river that was so crossed. Yaegben have two
river-crossing stories, one south-to-north over the Sanagtharadher back south.

It is not only in the Mbam region and its surroundings wherestbey of the
crossing of the Sanaga is found. On a trip to Campo, on theoGGtinea at the
border with Equatorial Guinea, | heard another version &f story by an lyassa
(A33) speaker, Patrice Ipoua (13 August 2014. p.c. in the vibhg@ampo Beach).
The lyassa also claim a connection to the Mbam region. $agyhat they left the
Mbam region as a people and crossed the Sanaga on theflmtkige snake, but
when the majority had crossed, the snake disappeareddeaniyn a small number
behind on the other side. THgassacall the people who were left behind the
Isanaga®®® Patrice Ipoua assured me that amongsheaga they recount the story
of how they were once a much larger group, but that sortteeof crossed the river
and went to the sea in search of salt.

308 A rather suggestive name! Generally the Tuki peapé called the Sanaga by outsiders.
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The migration traditions about crossing a river are shayedany peoples speaking
Mbam languages. These traditions show a sense of unity attm@idbam peoples
and one that is, by a perceived common history, linkedrt@jor river, possibly the
Sanaga. While these histories are not direct evidéace historical event of such a
river-crossing, they do suggest that these traditions are ghagderge an idea of
common origin.



