
SAA NOTES 

I S I DORE DYEN 

Thi s art i cle i s  the result of reviewing some of the S aa evidence 
1 for the reconstruct ion of Proto-Aus tronesian phonemes . I t  is a 

privilege t o  be ab le to  offer it as a sign of my great regard for 
Arthur Cape ll , whose devotion to and act ivity in the fie ld of Oceanic 
linguistics has contributed so important ly to the re cent extensive 
advances in this b ranch of the s tudy of the Austronesian languages .  

On the basi s  of correspondences exhibited by New Caledoni an 
languages Haudri court conc luded that there were labiove lars in 
m etan�� e n  comman ( 19 51 : 1 4 4 )  and that it  was worthwhile cons idering 
the proposition that there was a nasal labiovelar in  m atay o potyne� � e n  

comma n be cause o f  arguments which would likewi se s upport the re
const ruction of a non-nas al labi ove lar as we l l  ( 1951 : 1 4 5 ) . Goodenough 
( 19 6 2 )  agreed with Haudricourt ' s  suggested hypothesis , saying ( 40 7 )  
' We must re cons truct labio-velars for PAN , and i f  this i s  contrary 
t o  our pre conceptions about PAN phonology , then our preconceptions 
are wrong ' . 

Haudri court has apparent ly moved somewhat away from s upporting 
hi s suggestion of 1951  for he s ays  ( 1965 : 32 5  fn . 17 ) :  ' I  am not 
as certain as W . H .  Goodenough ( . . .  196 2 . . .  4 0 6  f . ) about the ancient 
s t at us of an Oceani c labio-velar order ' .  

Capell seems to favor ( 19 6 2 : 389 ) the view that the origin of 
these phonemes o f  doub le art i culat ion should be as signed to  the 
substratum rather than to Prot o-Austrones ian . 

Dyen ( 19 49 : 4 2 4 , 4 2 6 )  had suggested that cert ain Trukese velolab i al 
phonemes pw , mw ( there wri tten q ,  b respe ctively and calle d  
v etaA� z ed b�tab�a� ) result ed from contact of pre-Trukese p ,  m 
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respectively before u ,  o .  Evi dence to  be pres ent ed w i l l  tend t o  
s how that a s imi lar explanation for velo labi als everywhere w i l l  not 
s uffi ce and that the subst ratum hypothe sis  of Cap e l l  ( 19 6 2 )  is not 
necess ary , thus favoring Haudri court ' s  original suggestion . 

Saa and Lau are closely related languages . Saa i s  spoken on 
Maramasiki Is land south of Mal aita and , unde r the name Ulawa , on 
Contrari�t�  I s l and . Despite their c lose re lationship , Saa and 
Lau exhibit a number of di fferent correspondences that cannot be 
accounted for under current re constructions . The corre spondences 
involved seem to concern proto-phonemes with a l abial or a velar 
art i culation or both . 

Two labial s t ops *p  and * b  are re const ructed in P roto
Aust ronesian (PAN) . They are believed to  have fal len together , 
pre s umab ly in f ,  by the time of the latest me solanguage of Saa and 
Lau , whi ch we shal l call Proto-Saa-Lau (PSL) : 

PAN p a n aq , Mal . p a n ah  b ow ,  PSL f a n a ,  L .  fa n a , S .  h a n a  s h oo t .  

PAN b a t u ,  Mal . b a t u  s tone, PSL f a u ,  L .  f o u , S .  h a u  s tone . 

Prot o-Saa-Lau had a number of phonemes with labial art i culat ion 
whi ch cannot be as signed s imp ly to PAN *p or *b . One of these , PSL b ,  

can be as s i gned to  the PAN clusters *mp , *mb : PAN S amp i r , 2 Tag . h amp l I 

near, Saa ap i to border . Thus the * b  of PSL b on o ,  L .  b o n o  c lose a 

h o l e ,  S .  p o n o  c lo s e ,  s tuff, can be explained as from PAN mp , perhaps 
by analogi cal wrong divi sion of a deri vati on from PAN p e n e d , Tag . 
p l n i d  forced i n ,  Saa h on o  shut , b ar with a prefix ending in a nasal . 3 

S o  s imilarly can PSL b u r i , L .  b u r i , S .  p u r l  back, s tern from PAN . 
B u D e s i Jav .  b u r i  rear probab ly containing * u D e s i ,  Bis . q u l i h i  

2 r ear . 

Under this hypothes i s  Lau i I i  choose with t rans itive i l i s i  

c ould be regarded as a loanword from a language like Saa which 
regularly shows h i  1 1  cho o s e  from PAN p i  l i q ,  Tag . p i  · I i q choos e . 

Lau ' s  fai lure to  show an initial cons onant can be at tributed  t o  the 
absence of a Lau phoneme h .  The Saa transitive h i l i s i  mus t  then have 
s by an analogi cal change and it is this form whi ch presumab ly is the 
s ource of Lau i l i s i . 

These hyp otheses offe r no easy way of exp laining the associat i on 
of S .  p e p e , L .  b e b e  but terfly with Mac assarese p i p i p i p i  sma l l  



b utterf Ly , without claiming that the PSL form had an internal nasal 
as well as an analogi cal initial nas al in its p rehis tory . 
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I n  any case the hypothe ses regarding labial s tops above offe r n o  way 
of explaining the correspondence in Saa. pwa u ,  Lau gw a u ,  gwo u  h e a d .  The 
Saa word was ass ociated with , among othe rs , Tag . b a tok  n ap e ,  Jav .  b a f oq 

forehead under the PAN re construction b a T uk . Simi lar corre spondences 
appear in the following comparisons whi ch do not have s uch di stant 
cognat es as far as is known : S .  pwaoh a ,  L .  g w a o f a  ri dg e - p o L e ;  S .  pwa l u s u ,  

L .  gw a l i s u  n08 e ;  U .  pw i n i - ' a , L .  gw i n i  w e t ;  S .  t a t a - pwe l u ,  L .  gwe l u  

headLong . We are forced t o  re cons truct a phoneme in P roto-S aa-Lau whi ch 
is di fferent from both PSL f and PSL p .  Let us use *gw for the PSL 
proto-phoneme . 

We could now construct the hypothe sis  that PSL gw  in inter-vocali c 
position became Saa pw and Lau g .  Thi s hypothes i s  would exp lain the 
following compari s ons : 

PSL ogw a , S .  o pw a , L .  o g a  be L Ly .  

PSL u g w a , S .  upwe comp Lain, L .  u g a - n i grumb Le a t . 

PSL agwo , S .  h a ' a - op o  ( 1  h a 1 a - opwo)  re - h e a t ,  L .  a g o  h o t .  

It  i s  interesting , though not part i cularly germane t o  our discuss ion , 
that the S .  w regularly corre sponds with L .  kw ; S .  wa l u ,  L .  kwa l u  e i g h t  

(PAN wa l u [ I ] ) ;  S .  s i we , L.  s i kwa  nine (PAN 8 iwa [ I ] ) . 

The phonet ic  nature of PAN w i s  not certain . The fact that a 
4 labiovelar arti culat i on appears in Alune ( =  Aloene , Wes t  Ce ram) as 

we ll as Lau argues for ass i gning this art i culat ion to the PAN phoneme . 
On the other hand it remains not impos s i b le to  imagine the change of 
*w from [w]  to [ kw ]  independent ly in the sep arate his tory of the two 
languages ,  though the probabi lity of such an event c annot be high 
despite the fact that all evidence appears to  point t o  Chamorro I g w l  

a s  re flect ing a phoneme that was original [ � ] j us t  a s  i t s  I dy l  ( or 111 )  
reflects one t hat was originally [ l J ·  I f  PAN w were a labi ove lar , we 
should probab ly wish t o  change our notat ion of the PAN phoneme and 
would also immediat e ly as s i gn the value [ kw ]  to the PSL phoneme and wish 
to  use a notation other t han *w . However in view of the present st ate 
of our knowledge we continue the present PAN notat ion and thus perforce 
emp loy *w for PSL ; we do it however without abandoning the competiti ve 
hypothesi s  that PAN w and PSL w not only had a labial feat ure but also 
a velar feature . 
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Haudri court implied that the correspondences i n  New Caledonian 

cognates with the PSL words for he ad above s uggest ed cons idering 
a PAN re const ruct ion with labiove lar instead of the b in * b a T u k . 5 

He saw another ins t ance in the New Caledonian cognate s  t o  be 
ass o ciated with TBt . b o r Q i n ,  Jav .  b e Q I = we Q I , Fij i m b oQ i night, 

To. p O Q I - p oQ i morning; these could otherwise be exp lained under a 
re const ructed * b e RQ I [ ' ] .  Although Saa pwoQ I day , tim e ,  a eaaon agrees 
with Haudri court ' s  hypothesis , Lau i b o b o Q i tomorrow exhibi t s  b instead 
of the anti cipated  gw . 

It would nevertheless  be possib le to  re concile the Lau b from 
PSL gw as conditioned by the following PSL 0 ( from PAN e ) . This could 
likewis e  exp lain as from PSL gw  the following PSL comparison : S .  pw o l e ,  

L .  b o l e  dre am .  

The diffi culty i s  that t here i s  a correspondence o f  Saa p w  with 
Lau b before vowe ls othe r than 0 in comp aris ons lacking a PAN 
etymology : S .  pw l t o ,  L .  b i t e aprout; S .  pw i i pw i i ,  L .  b i b i i mud .  

Thus there can b e  no doubt that L .  b corre sponds to  S .  p w  ( as we ll as 
S .  p ,  see above ) so that to ac count for this corre spondence we are 
compelled to recons truct a PSL phoneme di fferent from PSL gw , say *pw . 

However it i s  possible to  simp lify the phonemi c hist ory if  we say that 
the pre-PSL gw imp lied by PSL gwa u head also oc curred in a pre-PSL 
*gwoQ i ,  b ut fe ll together with *pw be fore *0 and thus became PSL 
pwoQ I whi ch gave ris e  to Saa pwoQ I and pre s umab ly pre-Lau * b oQ i . 

The foregoing analysis  of Saa and Lau comparisons appears t o  
favor the re const ruction o f  a labiove lar o f  some kind in  P roto
Aus tronesian ,  and a ve lo labial *pw as well as a labiove lar *gw in 
Proto-Saa-Lau .. In view of the falling togethe r of the PAN voi ced 
and voi celess labials in pre-PSL one should p robab ly t ake int o 
account the chances that the PAN labiove lar , though found in such few 
case s , represents the me rger of a voiced and voi cele s s  pai r .  The effect 
of this consideration is  simp ly to  int roduce voi ce ambiguity int o the 
re const ruction , whi ch is  mere ly a phonetic  cons ideration . 

There i s  further e vidence for an arti culation like that of *gw in 
PAN . PSL had a phoneme *mw that appears in initial position in the 
following words : 

PSL mw a a , L .  mw a a , S .  mw a a  a nake 

PSL mw a n e , L .  mw an e , S .  mw a n e  u n c L e ,  man, b oy . 
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PSL mw aa snake is certainly c ognate with Fij i � a t a , G i lbert s  
mw a t a  snake . It has been sugge sted that the s ame etymon i s  to be 
found in Sam. t a � a t a  p e rs on ( ?  with s nake met aphori cal for p e ni s ,  

de spite the faulty semantism) . Cognate s  indubitably appear in 
Sanigrese t a um a t a  ( ?  contaminated with t a u  p e rs on )  and Paulohi ( Ce ram) 
t ama t a .  Blupb lup t amw a t  p e rson point s toward a ve lolab i al or 
labiove lar . However Fij i t ama t a  person shows a di fferent nas al from 
that in the word for s nake and mi litates against finding the s ame 
nas al in the word for person as in the word for snake . Perhaps 
the word for snake is to be re constructed with a labiove lar *�w  

whereas that for p e rs o n  i s  to be re constructed with a ve lolabial *mw 

in P roto-Aust rone sian . 

PSL mw a n e  i s  cognat e with Fij i � a n e  s i b ling of oppos i te s e x ,  

Truke se mwaa n  m a l e ,  bro the r  ( woman speaking ) , and with Sumb a me n i , 

Sawu m o n e , Kisar moo n i man . Fij i t a � a n e  m a le cont ains the same 
etymon as i s  to  be as so ciated with Enggano k am a n i man ( not with 
Sam. t a n e  male whi ch is  cognat e with Palau s a ch a l  m a le ) . The 
second part of Balines e  a n a k  m ua n i man is di ffi cult to dis s ociat e  
from the s e t  of c ognates already ment ione d ,  but its  u may eventually 
offe r di ffi culties . Except for any p rob lems offered  by the last 
citation the words for m a le lend themselves to  a re cons truct ion with 
the labiove lar *�w s uggested above for Proto-Aus tronesian .  

S .  mwo- mwon a fat rich ( of vi ands ) can b e  ass ociated with the 
comp aris on of Mer .  me n a k a  oi l ,  Fij 1 m o n a  brai n, To . ,  Sam. mo- mon a 

fa t ( of meat) , Put . mo-mon a m e a t .  That the nasal is prob ab ly part 
of a prefix i s  indi cated by Ngaj u-Dayak e n a k  fa t ,  lar d .  The 
dis tinction between lab iovelar and velolabial could not be made here 
be cause the Polynesian cognates require that their m be  exp lained as 
due to  its position be fore . 0, an explanat ion whi ch would also suffi ce 
for the Pi . m regardles s of its  origin . 

Simi larly ambi guous i s  the Saa ' reciprocal colle ctive ' prefix 
mw a - as in mw a - i h a n a  s i b lings - i n - law of s ame sex ( S .  i h e - sib ling - i n

law ) . It  i s  no doubt cognate with the Tagalog pre fix m a g - in words 
like m ag q am a  father and s o n .  The Saa pre fix  has an alternant m a - in 
one instance before a root with u as the first vowel ,  pre s umab ly by 
dis s imi lation : m a - h u n g a on a fa ther-and-s on-in- law .  Simi larly the 
closely related Ulawa has m a - uwe l i n a p e rs ons in the mother ' s  bro ther 

s i s ter ' s  s on re lati on; here however Saa has mw a - uwe l i n a with mw a 

perhaps rest ore d  by analogy . 
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The Lau element mw a i - funct i ons like S .  mw a - : L .  mw a i - t e l a n a  

mother and chi ld, mwa i - f un g o n a  p arent and- chi ld-in- law .  I t  i s  
p o s s ib le that this mw a i  is the re sult of a cont amination o f  an 
earlier *mw a - with the p lural part i c le mw a i  cognat e with Ulawa 
mw a i  ' p lural ' ( ?  s omehow related to Saa m u ,  m u i  ' p lural ' ) . 

Saa n ume , Ulawa n i m a dwe l ling hous e not only differ in their 
first vowe l ,  but are presumab ly cognate with wo rds in other languages 
whi ch show velo labials and in s ome cases I and in others u :  Mot a i mwa , 

San Cri st oval ( Ivens ) r umw a , Fagani ( San Cris toval ) r i ma ,  Trukese 
j i i mw hous e . The Saa reflex has presumab ly lost the ve lar feature . 
The same variati on in vowe l appears i f  one compare s Malay r umah  house  

with Sundanese i m ah  hous e .  It i s  more p lausible that the fi rs t vowel 
o f  t he Prot o-Aus tronesian word was ori ginally * i  and assimi l ated to 
the labial element in the following consonant than that it  was 
ori ginally *u and became i by dis s imi lat ion . In either case howeve r ,  
the odd distribut ion o f  the vowels  among the language s favors the 
hypothesis  that there was a Proto-Aus tronesian doub let , the di fference 
between the two memb ers being in the fi rs t vowe l . 

Lau and Saa correspondences invo lving ve lars and glottal s t op are 
nume rous . The following can be ascribed a Proto-Aus tronesian etymology : 

( la )  . 

( lb )  . 

( lc )  . 

( 2 )  . 

S .  i 7 a ,  L .  i a ,  Mal . i k a n  fis h .  

S .  m a - t a 7 i have ma lari a l  fe ver , L .  m a - t a i  

a t tack of ague, Mal .  5 a k e  t i l Z .  

S .  k i a ,  L .  g i a ,  Bis . k i t a w e  ( inclusive ) . 
S .  k u ,  L .  g u ,  Tag . ko  of me . 

have 

S .  aka p u l l out , a k a - n - i g o uge out , L. a g a - n - i  

p luck out,  Mal . aQ k a t  lift . 

S .  7 am u , L .  g am u ,  Bis . kam u y e  

S .  7 am i , L .  g am i , Tag . k am i w e  ( exclusive ) . 

S .  i n - e u ,  L .  n - a u , Tag . q a ko I .  

S .  i 1 a 1 a to di v i ne,  L .  i n a 1 a ( dis simi l at ion )  
dis ce rn by l o ts , Tag . k i 1 a 1 a know . 

S .  7 ae , L .  ae , Mal .  k a k i  leg . 

( 3 ) . S .  t a k u h - i L .  t a k u f - i ,  re cei v e ,  Mal .  cakop  s n a t ch .  

Dempwolff t reated the Saa reflex in corre spondence ( la )  as the 
re flex of  PAN k and the Saa re flex in correspondence ( lb )  as the 
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reflex o f  a PAN Q k . The Saa  ref lex  in corresponden ce ( lc )  would thus 
normally be as s i gne d immediat e ly to PAN k as was done by Dempwolff . 
The Lau re flex of correspondence ( lc )  would then have t o  be  exp laine d 
as re fle cting PAN· Q k  under a hypothesis  that it re flected a nasal 
c luster like that of S .  k u ,  L. g u  ( see 2a) presumab ly as the re s ult 
of analogy . 

What i s  most interest ing is that this leaves correspondences ( 2 )  
and ( 3 ) unexplained under Dempwolff ' s  re constructions , and n o  way 
of re aching an exp lanation by analogy . I t  follows that we are forced 
to  reconst ruct either one or two di ffe rent p roto-phoneme s . But other 
interpret at ions are also possib le . To faci litate the di s cus sion we 
fi rst as sign * kl to the *k re constructed by Dempwolff , and ass ign * k 2 6 to correspondence ( 2 )  and * k

3 
to  corre sp ondence ( 3 ) .  

Dempwo l ff interpreted the Saa corre spondence of * k 2 as be ing due 
to an error in re cording on t he part of Ivens , the chief  source of our 
informat ion on Saa Dempwolff used  Ivens 1929 . There he found for 
example  Saa om u to mumb le food as a t o o t h l e s s  p e rs on which he 
regarde d as an error for the ": 1 om u  requi red in the regular cognate 
for Jav.  kem u Mal .  kemor  rins e the mouth,  Mer .  h (m u k a  to mumb le  

foo d  as  too t h l e s s  p ers on under a re cons t ruction * ke m u R . What i s  mos t  
int eres ting is  that I vens 1 9 18 act ually re cords 1 0m u  i n  the gi ven 
meaning . Simi larly we find in Ivens 1 9 1 8  1 a l a  b i te ( * k a R a t  b i te ) , 

1 e l i  dig ( * ke l i ) , 1 u n u  s ay ( * k un u  i t  i s  s a i d ) , for Dempwo l ff ' s  
citation from Ivens 1 9 29 of re spectively a l a ,  e l i .  u n u corre cted to 
the form above without re ference to  Ivens 19 18 . There thus appe ars 
to be some re ason to consider  I vens 1 9 1 8  as more re li ab le for 
Dempwolff ' s  chosen re flex than Ivens 1929 de spite I vens ' c laim ( 19 2 9 . v) 
that the ' original edition has now been carefully revi sed and 
corre ct e d ,  and several thous and new ent ries of words have been made . 
The revis ion was undertaken during my stay in 192 4-5 at S a ' a and 
Ulawa , when I had the fullest opp ort unity b oth of revi sion and als o 
of enri chment of the material ' .  

The s ource of Dempwo l ff ' s  confidence in his correct ion o f  these  
words whi ch lacked 1 was no  doubt conne cted with the appearance of 
the spel ling 1 e l i  in Ray ( 19 2 6 ) , who b ased his writ ings on I vens 191 8 .  
However there is  re as on t o  be lieve that Ray must have used some 
additional source in view o f  his cit at ion o f  words like his a l l Qe ear 

where Ivens 1 9 1 8  has 1 a l i Qe .  We w i l l  t ake up this point late r .  
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Both Ivens 19 18 and 19 2 9  agree in showing 5 .  i n e u ,  I,  i n a l a  t o  

div i n e ,  7 ae Leg ( lacking 7 internally in the  last examp le ) for * k 2 • 

Fij i a u  I and To. , Fut . a u  I likewise exhib it the exceptional non
appearance of a reflex for the re cons tructed *k in the word for I as 
5aa i ne u .  It is perhaps worth not ing that the ab sence of an 
intervo calic  reflex in 5 .  7 ae cannot reas onab ly be attrib uted t o  
di ss imi lation i n  view o f  Tolo ( a di ale ct o f  Saa ) 7 u 7 u  t o e  ass igne d 
to  * k u k u  nai L .  There i s  thus evidence that Dempwolff ' s  wholes ale 
reint erpretat i on of the mi ssing 7 may have led to some errors . 

The correspondence ass ociated with * k
3 

is found·  in many other 
pairs of presumed Saa-Lau cognates than the one cited above , but 
these cannot be traced to Prot o-Aust ronesian .  The fol lowing is a 
list : 

5 . , L .  ka l e  chi Zd 

5 .  k a u  c L utch w i t h  fi nge rs ,  L. k a - k a u  fi ng er 

5 .  k a o - k ao , L. k a - k a o  coconut s he L L  

u . , L .  k i  l u  h o Le, grave 

5 . , L .  kone be i n  fLood 

5 .  k ue , L .  k ua fow L 

5 . , L .  k u l u  b ury a t  s ea 

5 .  k u te ,  L .  k u t a shake 

5 .  k a k a m u  e dg e ,  b order, L. k a k a m u  fri nge , skirt 

Tolo kam u ,  L.  kam u chew be te L  

5 .  kom u - k om u , L .  k o - kom u i s L e t  

u . , L .  n uk u  wri nk Le 

It  would be di ffi cult to  maintain a hypothe sis  that all of these  could 
have resulted from borrowing . 

There i s  s t i l l  another Saa-Lau correspondence , as s i gned now to 
* k 4 ' that is i llus trat ed in the following . It  i s  dubious whether it 
can be t raced to Proto-Aust rone sian , but unt i l  this uncertainty is  
remove d ,  we keep the possibility open . The examp les are : 

5 .  t a 7 e , L .  t a ke s tand 

5 .  7 i I e ,  L .  k i I a s tone axe 

s .  7 i r i 7 0  ( 19 18 ) , i r i o  ( 1929 ) , L .  k i r i o  p o rp o i s e  

Of these the last  offers the possibi lity o f  association with 
PAN k u R i t a [ ( J ,  Jav .  ke r i t o , Mer . h u r i t a ,  Fi . k u i t a p o Lyp . The 
obstacles are the semantism and the internal 7 whi ch would seemingly 
then have to  re flect * t .  In any case there are different P5L 



phonemes to  be as sociated with * k l , * k
3

' and * k 4 ' where as 
apparent ly * k2 was lost in PSL . 

Dempwolff formed the hyp othes i s  that PAN t was lost in Saa 
everywhere except in clusters . In fact howeve r I vens ( 19 1 8 )  

regularly exhibits  1 for init ial PAN t and loss for intervocalic 
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( and of course final ) PAN t .  The exceptions are very few , being the 
following found in both editions of I vens : S .  a a u  s e a s on ( * t a q un , Tag . 
t a q o n  y e a r ) , u u n u b urn ( * t un u [ I ] ,  Jav. t un u  b urn) , u l u wade ( * t u R u n 

Mal .  t u ron  des ce nd) , a uh e n ue nati v e  ( * t a u [  I ] ,  Tag . t a  ' w o  p e r s on ) . 

There are in addition some words in whi ch an internal * t  is re fle cted 
by 1 in 1 9 18 and nothing in 1929 . Thus S .  ( 19 1 8 )  h i - 1 o l o ,  ( 19 2 9 )  h l o l o  

hungry ( * te l e n , Mal . t e l a n swa Z Z ow ) ; S .  ( 19 1 8 )  s a 1 o l u ,  ( 19 2 9 )  s ao l u  

egg ( * - t e l u R ,  Tag . q l t l og egg ) . The second 1 o f  S .  1 1  r l 1 0 ( 19 18 ) , 

i r i o  ( 19 2 9 )  c ould be interpreted in the s ame way as the pre ceding in 
conne ction with the etymology s uggested above . 

The se dis crepancies in respect t o  Saa 1 as re corde d in I vens 
1918  and I vens 1929  whi ch concern re flexes of * t  can not be 
dis s ociated from the dis c repancies with respect to *k cited above . 
Combined they show dist inct di fferences in the determination o f  
S a a  1 which are not s at i s fact ori ly exp lained a s  corre ctions . Rather 
it appears that they are enve loped in a mystery which can be reso lve d  
only b y  another examination . 

SUMMARY 
A review of Saa words cognate b oth with Lau words and with those 

of more di s t ant Aus trones ian languages has deve loped s t ronger evidence 
than before sugges ting that Dempwolff ' s  re construct ions were 
insuffi cient to exp lain the Saa ve lolabi als and that t he best  
p rovi s i onal hypothesis i s  that Proto-Aus tronesian had phonemes with 
combined labial and velar arti culation such as those hinted at by 
Haudri court ( 19 5 1 )  and felt necess ary by Goodenough . I t  is howeve r 
not c lear that even this hyp othesis  will prove s uffi cient , so that 
the possibility of s ome s uch s erie s  as a ve lolab i al distinct  from 
labiove lar should be kept in view as well . 

Evi dence also accumulated that Proto-Saa-Lau s hows di fferent 
reflexes for PAN k .  The e xp lanation of these  reflexes where they 
oc cur in cognate sets  imp lying a P roto-Aust ronesian etymon has yet 
to be made . Provisionally they have been as signed to  * k l , *k 2 ' 

*k 3 and * k 4 · 
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The evidence also raised doub ts about the re liab i lity o f  
Dempwolff ' s  conc lusions about Saa re flexes of PAN k .  t .  principally 
be cause of the incons istencies discovered  between I vens 1918 and 
Ivens 1929  in the re cording of 7 .  



ABBRE V I  ATl ONS 

Bis . Bis ayan 
FL Fij i 
Fut . Futuna 
Jav.  Javane se 
Mal .  Malay 
Mer.  Merlna ( = Hova) 

PAN Proto-Aust rones i an 
PSL Proto-Saa-Lau 
S .  Saa ,  Sa ' a  
Sam. Samoa 
Tag . Tagalog 
To. Tonga 
Tr . Truke se 
U .  Ulawa 
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N O T  E S 

1 .  Thi s  art i cle rep re sent s part ial re sults obt aine d with the s upport 
of Nat i onal Science Foundat ion grant GS-0 1 46 8 .  

2 .  For * 5 , af . I .  Dyen , 'Formos an evidence for s ome new Proto
Aus t rones ian phonemes' . L� ng ua 1 4 : 2 8 5- 3 0 5  ( 19 6 5 ) , pp . 2 9 8  ff . 

3 .  Cf . Dyen 1 9 4 9 ; p . 4 25 . 

4 .  Cf . Dyen 1 9 6 2 . 

5 .  Haudri court 1 9 5 1 : 1 4 5 . 

6 .  One thinks of  t he * K  and * k  re cons tructed by W . H .  Goodenough 
in his ' The Willaumez languages of New Brit ain ' ( p resented t o  the 
Xth Pacifi c Science Congres s ,  Honolulu) ( mimeograph 196 1 ) , p . 2 8 f .  
What evidence there i s  points t o  an agreement between * k

l 
with his 

* K  and * k , whereas * k
2 

is apparent ly likewi se lost in Proto
Wi l laumez . 
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POS TS C R I PT 

After s ubmi tting the pre ceding article I had the opportunity of 
interviewing Frank ( Pororara ) Marau of the village Su ?ut aluhi a ,  Ulawa . 
A very striking fe ature of his speech re levant to  the pre ceding dis
cus s ion is that initial s ingle vowe l was very rare , though i t  did oc cur 
in one word : o cooco s traigh t .  Except for this s ingle word , no word that 
I re corded begins with a vowel followed immediate ly by a consonant . Any 
word re flecting initial PAN t or any other initial that is lost in PSL 
appe ars in this type of Ulawa with an initial doub le vowe l :  * t a l i o a [ ] ,  

u .  a a i i o e e ar ;  '� i p a R , U .  i i h e  sib Zing- i n- l.aw of s ame s e x ; * t a s i k ,  U .  
a a s  i s e a .  

Furthermore PAN t i s  regularly re flected b y  nothing as Ivens 1929 : 
U .  a a u  s e as o n  ( * t a q u n ) , u u n u  b urn ( * t u n u [ ] ) , u u l u  wade ( * t u R u n ) , h i o l o  

hungry ( * te l e n ) , s a u l u  egg ( * - te l u R ) . 

The Ulawa reflexes as sociated wi th PAN k l are , as in Saa , re spe ct
i ve ly 7 and k ( pres umab ly from * o k ) . The re flex is U. 7 :  U. 1 1 7 e fis h  

( * i k a n ) , ma t a 7 i s i ak ( * s a k i t ) , 7 e l i dig ( * k a l i [ J ) , 7 i r i o  p orpo i s e  

( * k u R i  t a [ J ) , 7 a l a  b i te ( * k a R a t ) , 7 u u n u - a  s a y  i t  ( * k u n u [ ] ) . The re flex 
1s U. k :  1 i - k i e  we ( * k i t a [ J ) , - k u  my ( * k u [ ] ) , 1 i - 1 emu  ye ( * k a m u [ J ) , 

7 i - 7 e m i  we ( e xa l. . J ( * k a m i [ ] ) . 

The Ulawa re flex of * k 2 is nothing : U .  7 i n - e u  I ( * a k u [ ] ) , 7 a 7 a e  

l.eg ( * k a k i [ ] ) . 

No examp le is avai lab le for the correspondence assigned to * k 3 . 
Howe ve r ,  U .  1 e l e - k a l e  ahi l.d undoub tedly cont ains a cognate for 5 . , L .  
k a l e  ahi l.d ,  but i t  i s  the only example o f  this type I found . 

The Ulawa examp les thus s ugge st that Dempwolff ' s citation o f  Saa 
1 a 1 e  ( b ased on Ivens 1929  a e  l.eg in conne ction with cognates leading to  
a re cons truction * k a k i [ ] )  i s  partly in error . 

Though this is the only error that I have found of this type , this 
bri e f  contact wi th Ulawa evidence make s it  high ly de s irab le to have the 
Saa cognates in Dempwolff reviewed and corre cted wherever ne cessary . 

2 3 1 
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