Topics in
Nepalese Linguistics "

Edited by

YOGENDRA P YADAVA
&
WARREN W GLOVER

ROYAL NEPAL ACADEMY



| Verb Agreement in Classical Newar and Modern Newar
S Dialects

Tej R. Kansakar
Tribhuvan University
Kathmandu, Nepal

E-mail: tejk@vishnu.ccsl.com.np "

1. Classical Newar and Kathmandu Newar Verbal Morphology

The Newar language is now well known as a Tibeto-Burman language of the
~ Kathmandu Valley, and a number of native and foreign linguists and scholars have
~ contributed to our knowledge of the structural, historical.and socio-cultural aspects of the
: language through research and publications. However, there has not been any in-depth
- Sfudy on the diachronic phonology or morphology of Newar nor any consistent research
~ on 'the large number of old Newar texts that are available «in archives and private
collections. The Danish scholar Hans Jargensen’s pioneer studies of the lexicon and
‘ ‘grammar of Classical Newar, namely Jorgensen (1936, 19"1), are based primarily on the
“late 17" and 18" century narrative texts. The earliest written text is a palm-leaf document
- which dates back to the early 12" century (Malla 1990:15-26), and the other scholars who
have shed light on some of the vexing problems in the diachronic study of Classical
Newar verb system include Kdlver and Koélver (1978), Genetti (1990), Tamot (1990),
largreaves and Shakya (1991), Van Driem (1993a) and Kansakar (1992, 1996).

Based on what is known of the Classical Newar verbal morphology, Van Driem
(1993a:33) argues that although Classical Newar retains some traces of the old agreement
_system presently reflected in the Dolakha Newar dialect of eastern Nepal, “the rudiments
f“a conjunct-disjunct system characteristic of modern Kathmandu Newar were fully in
place in Classical Newar”. He also hypothesizes that the Dolakha Newar, which is more’
imilar to Kiranti than to the current system in Kathmandu, is reconstructable for Proto-
ewar. Genetti (1990:128-29) however argues. against any firm hypothesis “since more
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_l,’adequate ev1dence Shakya (1990) also advocates urther research on th
- to allow usto. locate the language f' rmly in 1ts h1stor1cal and geographlcal

- there has been a certain trend in development from Dolakha through theearller and lalm
- phases of Classical Newar to the. present system ‘in Kathmandu ‘There is hlstorl i
evidence to show that Dolakha Newar dates back to over a thousand years, but we have 0

o evndence whatsoever of how the language may have evolved over this long: period of

" r_,_v,lsolatlon from Kathmandu Genettl (1990:185-93) prov1des several arguments in:favou
of reconstructing a. Dolakha-type of verbal agreement for. Proto-Newar.. Her

'/argument is the presence of a complex agreement system in Dolakha to 1nclude not
~.the indicative, but also the imperative and optative forms. Her second argument

. system, e.g. the ﬁnite'past marker <-0> was used with the first and secon,d,cpe‘rsol ,
is normally used with the third person; and <-a> with any person following the quotat
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- speech marker dhakam. Her third argument rules out any pronominal source for flexional
affixes used in Dolakha.

~In Table | the finite agreement system as found in the Classical Newar texts dated
'befWeen 1114 AD to ca 1450 AD proV‘ides more complete historical evidence on the
; déVélbpment of the older verbal morphology. The texts examined are all authentically
_ dated and therefore form a part of attested data in a historical perspective. Table |
represents data organized in terms of the conjunct-disjunct (c/d) pattern and verb class
~distinctions as originally formulated by Jorgensen (1941). According to hissclassification,
the various verb classes are defined by their stem-final consonants, while the variations in
 the flexional suffixes indicate the evolution in the c/d system of verb marking.

Verb Class Non-Past Conjunct (NPC) . Non-Past Disjunct(NPD)
‘ I j>n>ny>n -a j>y “u>-a
1 c>y -a>-e y -u
I y -a>-e~-au 1>y -u>-au
v c>1>y -e>-a p>b -u
Past Conjunct (PC) Past Disjunct (PD)
I n -a w>gw>n -u>-0>-a
I tan >y -a t>w>k -u>-a>-a
ITY ran>y -a kw-~w>r>| 0> -a> -y
A% 1>y -a lw~1>tw -a~>-U

Table 1: Finite verb agreement morpheines in Classical Newar (1114 — 1450 AD)

. We notice that both the stem-final consonants and the suffixes have undergone
radical changes over a period of some 350 years. The c/d marking for the various verb
classes under NPC show a clear development from <-a> to <-e> with <-au> as a variation
for Class three verbs. The NPD verbs have <-a> and <-u> markings where the latter is
found more frequently in the earlier manuscripts. The PC paradigm is the most consistent
in the conjunct marking <-a> that is still reflected. in present-day Kathmandu. The PD
paradigm represents a rather different development in the marking system from <-u> to <-
0> or <-a> and in later texts to <-a> with variations in nasal vowels. A further point of
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interest in the PD column is the presence of labial glide <-w> as part of the final
consonant which reflects the on-going controversy in modern Kathmandu on the status ol
-gw-a vs -gw-o. It has for example been claimed that the Devanagari spellings with <wa-
> best reflect both the pronunciation and spelling convention in the language.- [ havc
however taken the view that sequences such as <kwa-, gwa-, nwa-,Iwa-> etc do not have
phonemic status but are phonetic realizations of /ko-, go-, no-, lo-/. If we than accept <o
as the underlying vowel, it is logical to assign it a historically earlier status. We can thu-
safely reject <-a> as a finite marker when preceded by a labial glide. The PD oppositior
<-a, -0, -u> is quite similar to Jergensen’s A 1 forms <-a, -am, -0> but their grammatica!
functions are not identical as can be seen in Table 2. When we compare this system witli
the finite markings observed by Jorgensen (1941) in his study of the 17" and 18"
century Classical Newar texts, we obtain the following situation (Table 2):

Classical Newar (12-15th century) Jorgensen (1941:47-56)
<-u, -0, -a, -a> Finite PD <-am, -d, -0>

<-q, -e, -au> NPC <-i, -iwo, -ino>

<-u. -a, -au> NPD <-i, -I:>

<-g> PC <-a>

Table 2: Earlier and Later Classical Newar finite morphemes.

The development of flexional morphemes is syntactically significant specially in il
finite verb. As discussed above, Jorgensen recognized the morph <-am> as a third pci-. -
marker, the morph <-0> was associated with the first and second, while <-a> was v
with any person in direct speech. The attestation of <-u> as a finite marker in the cinln
texts between the 12th and 15th centuries is significant as this has been identificl i
DeLancey (1989:381) as a direction marker at the Proto-TB level, and as a third pe:
patient marker at the Proto-TB and Proto-Kiranti levels by Van Driem (1991, 19
The earlier data however indicate that the use of the subject as agent or patient ool
the person agreement as attested in the following examples:

(1) bhvanta Jayasingharam Mahatha-sa thava kidja-to tan-a
Banepa Jayasinghram officer-GEN his  brother-DAT die-3PD
The younger brother of officer Jayasinghram from Banepa died.
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(2) Sri Anantamalla-deva-sa doya. haw-o
Sri Anantamalla-HON-AGT  doyas bring-3PD
Sri Anantamalla brought the doyas (to attack).

npura _ mamgalahatha-ra thakula-to  ~ tel-o
8 'Tupura Mamgalaattack by Thakura AGT supress-3PD
Thakura attacked and suppressed both Tripura and Manigala (lit = by attacklng)

i ln example (0 the subject is a third person patient which normally takes <-a>as a
ﬁmte past verb such as rap-a ‘died’. 1t may be noted that the patient kija-to is a dative
', s,ubjeet with the literal meaning of ‘death came to the brother’ rather than ‘the brother
_died’. It is also possible that the suffix <-to> or <-tva> is commonly used in Classical
Newar texts as a honorific marker for deities or high ranking persons. In the examples (2)
and (3) the subJects are third person agentives followed by contral verbs haw-o and tel-o.
- The finite past marker <-0> is clearly not associated with the first and second person as
'suggested by Jorgensen (1941: 60) where he pointed out that “<-0> which on the whole is
"‘mfrequently found, mostly occurs after the first and second persons in the older MSS, in
“the younger MSS its use with the third person becomes more frequent”. This remark
acems to indicate possibilities of historical change based on frequency of attestation in
. Ldrllel' and later manuscripts. This however should not be concluded as evidence that there
mlg,ht have been an early distinction at least between the first and second person as
r)pposed to the third, and this distinction was later lost. If this is so, one would expect to
find clearer person markmg differentiation in the manuscripts that are much earlier than
those analysed by Jergensen. This has not been the case with the data I have examined
and thus far [ have not found enough evidence to substantiate Jorgensen’s claim. There
_arc_however substantial data in the earlier manuscripts to show the correctness of his
nbservatlon that the morph <-am> is a sentence-final suffix usually associated with the
ird person and the finite endmg <-a> can be used for both the second and third persons,
pecrally when followed by the quotative marker -dhakam in direct speech. The
wing examples however show that <-am> may not be a finite past morpheme in all

s as it can also be attached to non-finite participial forms.

)’ liva  liva  bvip-am van-iva
follow follow run-PTP go-PTP
FFollowing (him) by running,
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(5) raja bala-khas babu-nam van-am tath-u
king child-time father-AGT abandon-PTP leave-PD
The king was abandoned by his father while still a child.

In example (4) the expected perfective marker <-am> does not occur in a sentence-
final position and instead is attached to a non-finite verb dvain- with a participial meaning.
In example (5) the verb van-am is also nonfinite as it does not express perfective action
but rather denotes what Jargensen (62) refers to as “a relative participle used predicatively
with a past meaning”. Jergensen did not make a clear distinction between past tense and
perfective action, and hence the suffix <-am> is ambiguous as it does not function purely
as a perfective marker in earlier texts similar to -juro or -jurom attested very frequently in
later manuscripts.

We thus need to view the comparative data given above as development in
morphological categories and new grammatical functions. The earlier and later Classical
Newar data do not provide convincing evidence of first, second and third person
agreement within the c/d system that existed during these periods. Given our prescn!
knowledge of Classical Newar materials it seems more likely that the system is bascd
more on volitionality of the subject in terms of agent/patient relation, and the transitivii\
(i.e. the control/non-control) of verbs are the underlying roots of the morphological
distinctions in Kathmandu Newar. In an earlier paper (Kansakar, forthcoming) 1 hal
referred to a lack of clear distinctions between Newar nouns/noun phrases and verb/veils
phrases which result in a wide-spread use of so-called ‘verbal nouns’ in the language. 1
verb system itself is governed.by aspect rather than tense distinctions in past, present anil
future time. The crucial aspect of a Newar verb is related more to perfective .
imperfective action/event rather than its placement at a point in time, inception of action
or duration in time like the grammatical functions of the preterite verb in Limbu. Tl
simplicity of the ¢/d pattern as an evidential system seems to be clearly reflected in i
texts so far examined although it has been suggested that traces of a verb agrecimuin
system can be discovered in the 17" and 18" century manuscripts studied by Jorgenscn
The morphological behaviour of some finite Classical Newar verbs within this framc o]
can be illustrated as follows:

(6) Jji-na thava kinja-to dhil-a dhun-o
1s-AGT own brother-DAT say-PST have-PD

[ have told my younger brother. '
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(D Ji-panis-ta  chisapola-sa bila-o/ om
. 1s-PLU-DAT 2s(HON)-AGT give-PD
- 1.-You gave it to us.
(8). khadga-n  par-ava moca-kar-am
sword-INST cut-PTP kill-CAUS-PD
(The king) smote him with his sword and killed him.

7:‘(9) ji-n thathi-pani chot-a  chae
~ 1s-AGT such-people send-PD why
- Why did | send such people away ?

(10) chiskarpani-sen  chu kha  hlan-ao  di-yd
2 (HON)-PLU-AGT what matter speak-PTP be(HON)-PC

What matter do you speak / are you speaking ?

Example (6) is a conjunct construction with the finite past suffix <-0> in the final
auxiliary, while (7) has a second person subject-actor which has the verb marked with <-0
/ -om>. This confirms Jergensen’s observation referred to earlier that the suffix <-o /
-om> is associated with the first or second person in the earlier manuscripts but later
‘became more frequent with the third person. This view clearly indicates a development
from <-0 / -om> to <-a /- am> which most probably functioned as allomorphs in the
carlier Classical Newar period (see Table [). The third person actor-subject in (8) is
~ marked with the PD <-am> in the sentence-final verb which expresses perfective action,
but as pointed out in example (4) and (5) this suffix may also be used as a participial
imarker in non-final positions.. Commenting on the frequency in the use of <-um>,
Jorgensen wrote that “*-am is the usual form at the end of a sentence; it is but rarely found
after the 1* and 2™ persons”. Examples (9) and (10) are direct quote question forms where
the first person actor in (9) is marked with a PD suffix <-¢> and in example (10) the
second person actor is optionally marked with a participial suffix <aio> followed by a
Hhonorific PC auxiliary di-pa.
-~ Two points are worth noting with regard to examples (6-]0).' Firstly, the c¢/d verb
rking system seems to have been well established from. the time of the earliest
torical and religious manuscripts to the technical and popular narrative texts of the later
eriod. Jorgensen’s observations may hint at the possible existence of a verb agreement
ystem in Classical Newar but these are based rather loosely on tendencies and shifting



Newar ? In Newar; like in leetan the’ dlstrlbutlon of ergatwe
complex clauses W|th Volmonal actors Examples (6= lO) all have

egen kzzyo ‘tachya-ta:
1s-ERG cup. break-PD. .
I broke the. cup accxdently)

5 Wd—n g _ka)/o [acbya_ta ke hag iy
3'5;’ERG cup  break-PD
‘He broke thecup. -
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. The Tibetan verb further reflects differences in transitivity in relation to the
volitionality of the subject, as can be seen in the following examples (DeLancey 1987:64):
(13)a. . ra-s deb der bzag-pa-yin

. 1s-ERG ‘book there put-PERF/VOL

I put the book there.

Lt
B

na-s deb - brlags-sori
1s-ERG book lose-PERF
[ lost the book.

kho-s deb der bzag-sori
3s-ERG book there put-PERF
He put the book there,

~ The first person subjects in (13a) and (13b) are both volitional but the markings on
¢ two verbs differ in transitivity. Since this distinction is not applicable to Newar, we
must thereby conclude that ergativity in Classical Newar is not syntactically significant as
i ‘réiart'e'sy'simply to the volitionality of the subject which is not adequately reflected in the
erb marking. Modern Newar however developed other discourse strategies such’ as
intentional and involuntary initiation of action illustrated in (12) which are not attested in
the Classical Newar texts so far examined. Other syntactic devices such as verb
: 'rlulizyation and complex clause chaining may also be of recent origin as such
slruétions are quite rare in the Classical Newar corpus of the earlier period. The
ral fact in Newar syntax is based on what many scholars (Hale and Watters 1973:
Kdlver and Kolver 1975, Malla 1985; Nagano 1986) have characterized Newar as an
or-undergoer’ language rather than a ‘subject-object’ language where verb agreement
vith the actor or agent and not the subject. The actor or agent occupies a dominant role
the hierarchy of animacy, viewpoint and attention flow which DeLancey (1980) refers



-~ in the person and number agreement morphology of Dolak
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-We do not however have any evidence of historical changes that Dolakha Newar may
avé undergone during the past millennium and what was the original form of the Newar
erb, If we are to assume that the Dolakha type of agreement evolved into a c/d system in
mhmandu and related dlalects we would first need to explain the development in terms
of dléchronlc data followmg the separation of the two groups of speakers, and secondly,
~what time depth can be deduced for the loss.of the agreement system in Kathmandu. On
_i!ie first question, it is fairly certain that Dolakha has been an island surrounded by Kiranti
akers for over a thousand years and we cannot therefore rule our completely the area
res arising over centuries of close proximity. This raises the question of whether its
existing verb agreement system is a remnant of genetic inheritance or thesoutcome of
{anguage contact situation. Van Driem (1993c:50) had however stated that “the wholesale
borrowing of an elaborate flexional system such as verbal conjugation is unattested... and
1jugational systems do not spread by diffusion”. This of course implies that a language
ds ‘to retain aspects of its grammar such as the conjugational system while the
phonological ‘and lexical componants can be borrowed. This view does not however
; )la’in? why and how the Dolakha verb remained fossilized over the centuries while

: The evolution from a Dolakha type of agreement to a c/d system of Kathmandu has
i) Iecogmzed as a later development which DeLancey (1992:49) has characterized as
dn ‘areal phenomenon arising from the linguistic and cultural influences of Tibetan™. The
ier of Tibetan influence also is not a straightforward phenomenon as Newar does not
¢ dte the very complex sets of prefixes and suffixes of written Tibetan although the
Jition of writing in Newar dates back to the 8" or 10" century AD. DelLancey goes on
»oint out that “while the Tibetan and Newari systems are strikingly similar in structure,
iﬁ;’-"'mrphological exponents do not appear to be cognate”. This fact has led him to the
lusion that the c/d system “apparently does not reconstruct for Proto-Tibetan or
. This view on the reconstruction hypothesis apparently recognizes the
pinal verbal agreement to be a complex system reflected more convincingly in the
anti languages and Dolakha Newar than in the highly simplified c/d marking system in
hmandu. Benedict (1972) had also identified Newar as- belonging possibly to the

Wi nucleus from which it has diverged to a considerable extent.
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presents.a simple paradigm of past, present and future, Genetti recognizes habitual past as
a distinct. category and presents a more complete set of future tense morphemes and
econd. person honorific suftfixes which are missing in Mali.. Shrestha, on the other hand,
makes: a two-way distinction between present - habitual present, and past - habitual
past/stative. She has also argued that variations in suffixal morphemes need to be
‘recognized for transitive - intransitive verbs ds well as the distinct sets of honorific and
"‘m)n~honoriﬁc imperative forms. Shrestha (1989:41) also stated that “in their finite forms
he -verbs inflect for tense (past and nonpast), mood (imperative), person (first, second,
third), number (singular, plural) and aspect (present habitual, past habitual or stative)”.

C 4
. Pr.H PH PST , PRES - FUT

-yat-a-gi " ya-ku/gu-i~iu  yat-ki~gi yat-a-gi yer-gi~i

. yat-a-gu va-ku-pe yat-ku~gu yat-a-gu yer-gu~i
yat-a-n ya-kw/gu-n yat-rmun yat-a-n~i-na yer—i;na~rhun
yat-a-min va-kw/gu-min  yat-min yat-a-min yer-i-nan~min
o ya-ku-pe yat-ku yat-a-gu yer-i~ta
yat-a-i . yva-ku-ju yat-cu~ju~u  yat-a-i yer-e-u~gy-N
yat-a-fin va-ku-tan yat-lin hyat-a-hn yer-e-in~u

Table 3: Conjugation of <yar->'to do'. Mali (1979, Shrestha (1989), and Genetti (1990)

L'The'Dolakha verb is characterised by two slots, the tense suffixes followed by the
srson and number morphemes. The stem-final consonant <-r> does not appear in the PH
umn and <-> is changed to <-#> in the future column. The present-habitual and past-
abitual distinguished by Shrestha (1989) are significantly different in form. Firstly, the
i <-r> is maintained in the present-habitual but not in the past-habitual. Secondly, the
wesent-habitual suffix <-gu> is not devoiced to <-ku> after stem-final <-r> as in the past-
' ual paradigm. Thirdly, Shrestha (43) notes that the flexional suffix <-u> in its stative
'm occurs only with impersonal past-habitual verbs and is not attested in the present-
itual. All her past-habitual examples for the third person singular category such as ta-
-i, yak-u, kal-gu, pyenk-ye-u ‘used to keep, take away, do, scramble (eggs) and kick’
varked with <-u> while Genetti has the allomorph <-ju>. The first person singular is
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. The central question: that concerns us here is the distribution of verb agreement
stems .in other modern Newar dialects. The comparisons that can be made with the
vailable data from Dolakha and numerous Newar dialects. spoken in and around
Kathmandu 'Valley may provide insight. into the various stages of evolution in the verb
a;qeement morphology of the language. Shakya (1992) has classified the Newar dialects
1o six groups: (1) Kathmandu and Patan, (2) Bhaktapur, (3) Pyangau , (4) Bandipur, (5)
Dolakha, and (6) Pahari (Badikhel). The subject-verb agreement with some variations is
¢vident-only in. Dolakha and Pahari, while the remairing dialects that are associated
_closely to Kathmandu/Patan or Bhaktapur have the volitional- ev:dennal o/d s?stem Ina
previous paper, Shakya (1990) suggested two major sub-groupings, Kathmandu-Patan,
thaktapur forming the first group, and Dolakha, Pahari and Citlang as the second group.
e first group has ¢/d and the second group has subject agreement system inflecting for
erson and number. A subsequent study however has revealed that the Citlang dialect is
vite similar to Kathmandu and cannot be grouped with Dolakha and Pahari. Shakya also
lected data from the eastern, central and western hill dialects of Newar, but all of them
gem. to testify . to the wide areal spread of the c/d system, [t thus turns out that Dolakha
nd Pahari are the only two dialects to date that have acquired analogous systems in
_agreement. morphology. The flexional morphemes in the two dialects however are not
dentical, as can be seen in Table 5.

Dolakha v Pahari

Past Past nonpast
nar-gi nia:-ni -i
" -gu -rau -

-mun ~-na -iu

-min -rau -au

-ju -ri -ai

-hin -ri -ai

able 5: Dolakha and Pahari finite past agreement morphemes, adapted from Shakya (1990:3).
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Bandipur
S Past , ~ Non-past
Speaker Hearer '‘go' Speaker Hearer
1. wan<-&> wann<-a>  'go’ o wan<-tan> 7 wann<-a>
2:by<-a> bil<-a> 'give! bi<-tan> biyenn<-a>
+3ulbwa<-ye> lwott<-a> 'quarrel' lwae<-tap> + . larayenn<-a>
4, nhila<-ye>.  nhill<-a>  'laugh" hnila<-tap> nhilenn<-a>
5. dikk<-e> dikull<-a>  'stop' dikke<-tan> dikenn<-a>
Bandipur . ,, Past Bhaktapur
: Hearer ~ Speaker ‘ Hearer
<-a> ) <-3e> <-3>
<i> e <-a> : <.F>
<-a> <-a> , <-3>
Non-past
<-a> <-e> <-i>

_Table 6: Past/Nonpast SAP’s verb forms in Bandipur and Bhaktapur Newar dialects.

" These data reveal three poihts of interest: (1) the full set of stem-final consonants are
retained in the five classes of verbs, and these are more obvious in the perceptive hearer
forms than in the speaker paradigm: (2) the suffix <t@y> in the nonpast verbs is
onsistent in the speaker column which corresponds to <-a ~ &> in the hearer column: and
{3) the direct influence of Bhaktapur can be seen in the paradigms of Bandipur where
the vowel alternations between <-a> and <-a>'are quite prominent. In other words, the
-4>/<-3> alternations apply to both the verb stems and the suffixes: /way-4/ in Bhaktapur
is /wann-a/ in Bandipur and vice-versa. The nonpast suffixes in Bandipur seem to indicate
major departure from Bhaktapur, i.e. <-e>and <-i> in Bhaktapur appear as <-tay> and
-a> in’ Bandipur. The suffix <-tap> in particular is not native to the dialects of
athmandu Valley nor to the Dumre, Ridi and Pokhara dialects of the western group. It
y well be a contact-induced form from the Tibetan group or the Gurung-Tamang-
hakali group of languages since we note that /-tan/ or /-1ay/ indicates a causative or
fective action in the Tibeto-Burman languages of western Nepal.



1), Van Driem (1993b.294) has" attempted to resolve this probl‘éin by placing
firmly under the East-Himalayan branch along with Kiranti and Kham-Maf.jaf.’ De
(1987:802) on the other hand regards Newar as probably belonging to:Bodis'h amot
middle-level relationships within Tibeto-Burman. . While Van Driem has argued
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closer genetic relationship of the Dolakha Newar verb with the Kiranti languages,
Delancey’s view links Newar to the Tibetan dialects both of which have ‘aspectually split
crgative or active/stative patterns’.  The crucial question therefore is whether the c/d
system in Kathmandu Newar is a secondary jnnovation parallel with the other Tibeto-
Burman languages of the area and whether we are to regard Dolakha as the only surviving
‘reflex of the parent language. The current work on the morphological structures of the two
systems suggests that Kathmandu c/d agreement is a result of ‘wholesale borrowing’,
while Dolakha represents the ‘ancient trait’ in the form of fossilized verbal conjugation. It
“is not at all clear at this point why and when a conservative system such as tife suffixal
‘morphology was lost in Kathmandu and whether a prefixal system ever existed in
‘Kathmandu and Dolakha. We can argue for a suffixal and/or prefixal agreement system
~for Proto-Newar. The enclitics attached to modern Newar verbs such as wone-ki, khay-ta
“or the causative - noncausative distinctions in dun-e ‘to collapse’ and thun-e ‘cause to
vollapse’ are often cited as evidence of a previous prefixal paradigm in the language.
~Assuming that Newar had a préfixal morphology in the remote past, we do not know why
Dolakha has not retained it despite its close proximity to the Kiranti langauges, some of
which have prefixes associated with person and number agreement. Our present
knowledge of the diachronic phonology and morphosyntax of Newar however is neither
xhaustive nor deep enough to arrive at definite conclusions, but | am inclined to believe
“that Dolakha, Pahari and Bandipur represent a continuum in the development of the
“language exposed to varying degrees of external influences over the centuries and -not
solated relics of genetic inheritance. Hale (1982:55-59) in discussing the theory of
_genetic classification highlights the basic problem of making a clear distinction between
the inherited status of shared features or characteristics and those that result from either
_universal tendencies or areal pressures. For Newar and most cognate T-B languages of
i!hc area, the reconstruction methodology may not yet be explicit or adequate enough to
ablish a definite relationship between the forms in a proto-language and the forms in
he daughter languages. What is definitely reconstructable for Proto-Newar is the verb
vot with its stemfinal consonants. Many scholars working in the field are not yet
onvinced that proto-Newar has a verb agreement system based on ‘complex
sorphological and syntactic relations.
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