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The �ost wide ly a c c laimed c lassi fi c ation of Austra l ian language s so 

far has been that of O ' Grady , Voege lin and Voegelin ( 1966) which i s  

re flected almost dire c tly i n  a map ( O'Grady, Wurm and Hale 1 966 ) and 

less dire c tly in sub sequent re visi ons by Oates and Oate s  ( 1970 ) , Wurm 

( 1972a) and Oates ( 1975 ) .  The re are many unsatisfac tory fe atures of 

the original c lassificatory survey : l anguages were omitted, the lexico

statisti c s  ( on whi ch the c lassi f i c ation was b ase d )  were ne ve r pub l i shed ,  

the re was l i ttle discussion of c lassi f i catory criteri a ,  and what c ri

teria were emp l oyed c an only be  desc ribed as arb itrary ( O 'Grady , 

Voege l i n  and Voege l i n  1966 : 10-4 ) . These c lassif i c ati ons h ave never

the le ss p rovided a proximate framework with i n  wh ich li ngui sts c an op 

e rate i n  pursu i ng re search . They have also been a basi s  - howeve r i n

ade quate - for talking about vari ous groups and subgroups of l anguages, 

and i f  p re c i sion has been lacking there has nevertheless been a tac i t  

agreement amongst l i nguists that these groups w i l l  be re fined and bet

te r de l i neate d , rather than vitiated , by sub se que nt re search. 

O ne of the better unde rstood subgroups i s  Northern Paman - desc ribed 

by K . L . Ha le ( 1964 , 1976a , b ) as part of the loose ly de f i ned Paman group 
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of language s, spoke n by inhab itants of Cape York Peninsula. In all 

this are a ,  re lative ly re cent b ut pervasive and highly i nnovative 

phonological deve lopme nts have taken place , thus earning for its lan

guage s adj e ctives such as " ab e rrant" , "atyp ical" and even "un

Australian". From a relatively c o nservative b loc o f  language s immedi

ate ly south o f  Hale 's Northern Paman he was ab le to reconstruct stems 

for various ranks o f  a proto-language that he called Proto Paman. 

The se reconstructions suggest an ancestor l anguage that resemb led -

i n  phono logy at least - the vast majority of Australian language s out

side the group. 

O ther workers in the Pe ninsular area during the 1960 's had been 

Lamont West Jr and Donald Laycock. In pu rsuing his research to pub l i 

cation,  Layc o ck ( 1969) leaned on We st's informal note s and summarie s.  

Plagued in the field by fai l i ng batteries in unre li ab l e  recorders , 

camp interruptions, or by aged or diff i c ult informants, and pre ssed 

for time , Layc ock's ultimate strategy was to report without extended 

c omment a l l  that could be re covered at that time on three language s 

from the Princess Charlotte Bay are a  that he described as "Lamalami c " .  

On i nsp e c tion,  one o f  these languages - Umbuygamu - appeared to share 

w i th the sti l l  i l l -defined Ce ntral Paman sub group certain obvious pho

nological deve lopments. The Central Paman subgroup was proposed by 

Somme r ( 1969) as one which extended geograph i cally from the lower 

re aches o f  the Mitch e l l  River to the western side of the Divid i ng 

Range. The languages were chara c terised by phono lgical innovations 

suc h  as 

loss o f  the i nitial c onsonant of re construc ted stems; 

loss of c ontrastive l e ngth on the first vowe l; and 

the deve lopment of p losive onse ts by nasals fol lowing 

the first vowe l ,  under c e rtain phonological conditions. 

The lite rature confi rmed Laycock's material . In 1933-4 H.M . Hale and 

Ti ndale pub l i shed the findings of their 1 927 field trip to Pri ncess 

Charlotte Bay , and in the i r  re cord o f  Yetteneru i s  see n  a c l ose paral

l e l  of both Laycock's Umbuygamu and a word li st of Yeiya made b y  lin

gUi sts of the Summe r Institute o f  Linguisti c s  ( S. I. L.) in 1954 .  Along

side c o ntemporary data from c e rtai n  Centra l Paman languages the simi

lariti e s  i n  deve lopment were striking :  

SOlrnner: Sommer: Laycock (1969) : S.1.L. (1964) : 
Oykangand Ogh Ui'i�n Umb uygamu Yeiya 

, foot ' ebma l ebma l apma l apma 1 

'mosqui to ' ogl)o l (ombo 10m ) okl)a l :>kl)a l 

'water '  og (o ) ogl)a okl)a :>k'la 

'boomerang ' egl)a l  i g l)a l - i kl)a l 

'man ' abm (a ) abma apma apma ( 'aU') 
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Supported b y  a grant from the Aus tralian Insti tute o f  Ab original 
1 

Stud i es (A . I . A. S. )  I undertook extens ive fi eld work i n  197 2 , and 

bri efer trips in 1973 and 1974 , with the a i m  o f  def i ning more preci s e

ly the Central Pama n  s ubgroup.  As was s een very clearly at the time, 

thi s i nvolved es s entially a cla s s i f i cati on of the status o f  Umb uygamu. 

It was s ti ll pos s ib le to i ntervi ew i nformants from all three of the 
"Lamalamic" languages that Laycock had proposed , and to extend and re

fine hi s data . For Umb uygamu I was fortunate eno ugh to interview Mrs 

Nelli e Salt - Wes t' s i nformant o f  1961 - when s he was at least eighty 

years o f  age, and was ab le to check s o me o f  hi s forms . Mr Bob Bas s ini 

o f  Coen - also retired - provided fuller data , while Mrs M.  Liddy and 

Mrs N. Gunnawarra , bo th ladi es in thei r thirti es , checked thes e mate

rials a nd added to them. The late Mrs Dai sy Salt provided materials 

in " proper Lamalama" and her husband Frank matched thes e i n  Bari man 

Guti nhma. 

My i nitial reactio n  was that Umb uygamu was poorly placed i n  the 

Lamalami c s ubgroup , b ut the prob lem o f  its clas s i fi cation i s  much more 

comp lex than was then b eli eved , a nd i n  thi s paper I i ntend to explore 

p ho no logical,  morphological, s yntacti c a nd lexical evid ence i n  deter

mining its status . In doing so , it i s  well to keep in mi nd the rela

tive geographi c location of various li nguis tic groups (s ee Map ) .  T he 

Umb uygamu dwelt alo ng the coas t  of the Bay in the vici nity o f  Balaclu

tha Creek , whi le the s hores of the Bay to the south and eas t  were oc

cupi ed b y  the " prop er Lamalama" of Daisy Salt ' s clo s e  kin.  To  the 

south o f  them , Bariman Guti nhma s p eakers claimed the land b ehi nd the 

co astal clans and merged to the s o uth with the Koko-Rarmul group o f  

Roth (18 98) . To the wes t o f  the Umb uygamu were the Olgo lo , a Central 

Paman lingui s ti c  group; to the north they enco untered speakers of 

Umb i ndhamu a nd southern Ump i la di alects . 

2 .  P H ON O L OGY 

The Phoneme inventory of Umb uygamu is unus ual enough; it s hows co n

s iderab le develop ment o f  the putative Pro to Paman co ns o na nt s ystem, at 

the expens e o f  comparab le developments in the vowel s ys tem . 

Umbuygamu *Proto Parnan (Hale 1964) 

p t t 1;1 k ? * p  �'t t * 1;1 * k  
� 

b d d dJ 9 � 

e x 
- * m  )T. n 

�- * 1) m n n n I) .. n 
� 

1 1 * 1 
� 

r R ,� r .'t R 

w y 5 y 



16 B.A. SOMMER 

• 
I u * i * u  

a 
, +u a + l engt h 

The oddi t y  of Umb uygamu i s  however not ful l y  apparent unt i l  canonical 

word shapes are exami ned . Hale's reconst r uct io n  of Prot o Paman ha s 

provided an i nvent ory o f  p ut at ive stems, which conform to t he general 

pat t ern 

*C
l VI C2 V2 (C

3(V
3» 

where C2 
is t he only posit ion in which co nsonant sequences are att est ed 

(and t hen o f  a restrict ed t ype,  not unlike t he sequences fo und i n  co n

t emporary Paman Nyungan languages) . 

Compared with t hi s  p at t ern, Umb uygamu ex hib i t s  more st art li ng con

trast : 

, a kl)a r 

u r uli'a 

, u9lua 
, u9arn 

, l e?a r � 

, u?arna l 

, de v i  1- ' 

' gum ' (unusual CC sequence; 
p ho net i cally [l tr]) 

, s and ' 

' b ird sp . b1-ack co ckat oo ' 

, e chidna q ui 1-1- '  

, b one ' 

These result however fro m regular phono logical changes , t he basic 

order of whi ch can b e  t raced : 

The first rule is t hat o f  co nsonant gradati on. 

CI Gltada.t.<.on 

C => 13 / # 

In Umb uygamu, a l l  init ial consonant s were lost , leaving st ems wit h a 

vowel i n  initial po sit ion.  These vowel s lost dist i nct ions of l engt h  

b y  a successive rule: VI S holt.ten'<'ng. 

V I S holt.ten'<'ng 

V => [-long] / # 

As a result o f  t hese two rules Umb uygamu has 

* rna 1 a 

but 

> a 1 a (rn ) 

> awa 

, ( ri g h t )  hand ' 

' m o u th ' .  

The loss o f  l engt h  in VI was co mpensat ed by p honologi cal develop ment s 

in t he nasals o f  C2 . Si mp le nasals i n  t hi s  posit ion developed a p lo

si ve onset if  VI had b een short - and remai ned unchanged i f  VI had 

b een long : 



but 
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* p i n a 

* ta ma 1 

'�w a l)a r 

* i1i:n a -

* w a :na 

> 

> 

> 

> 

> 

• Itn a 

a pma l 

a k l)a r 

• In a -

a n a 
� 

, e ar ' 

' fo ot ' 

' de v i7.. ' 

' 8i t ' 

' 7..i v er ' 

Alt hough t hi s  appears t o  b e  t he effec t  of a s eparat e rule, t he phenom

enon o f  prep loded nasa l s  is in fact onl y  a c orol lary o f  VI S ho��ening. 

Prior t o  t he applicat ion of t he s ho rt ening rul e, Umb uygamu is presumed 

t o  have signal led vowel l engt h p honet ic a l l y  in b o t h  V
l 

and C2 segments, 

where C2 was a nas al , aft er t he fol lowing fa shio n :  

[ i tn a ]  

[ a :  n a ] 
� 

* / i n a /  

* /a :n a /  � 

, e ar ' 

' 7..i ver ' 

Umb iQ�amu , i n  whi ch t he C
l 

Gradat ion rule onl y so ft ens (t o res o nant s )  

t he i nit ial cons o nant o f  Proto Paman st ems , mai nt ai ns to t hi s  day a 

no n-p honemic distinct ion in nasals i n  t he same posit i o n ,  c orrelat ing 

wit h  vowel lengt h :  

* n i : n a - > • n I : n a -
� 

* w u n a - > w u n a -

'8  i t ' 

, 7..i e ' 

[ n i :n a l ]  
� 

[ w u n :a l ]  

Preservat i on o f  t he hit herto non-p honemi c p l o s ive onset t o  Umb u ygamu 

nas als  per s i s t ed aft er t he l engt h on vow els was lost , making t he con

t rast ing ons et dist i nct ive. The development of s i mple nasa l s  i n  

Cent ral Cape York Peni nsular languages varies co ns iderab ly in detai l ,  

but t he mechanis m  i s  t he s ame : c o mp ensation for l o s s  o f  vowel l engt h 

ln V
l

. In Oykangand and t he Olgol dialec t s , t he prenasal p l o s ive 

manif est s a voi c ed ons et 

* pa ma > a b m ( a ) 'man' 

Lamalama has t he revers e; a voi c ed plosi ve rel ea s e :
2 

,� pa ma  > m b a  'man' 

Bariman Gut inhma has only a voi c ed plosive 

* pa m a  > ba  'man' 

c o ntrast i ng with t he s i mp l e  nas al t hat fol lowed long vowels : 

* n i : n a - > • I n a - ' 8  i t ' 

The p l o s i ve ons et t o  Umb uygamu nas a l s , whi c h  developed in t he ab ove 

fas hion,  is now bei ng lost . In t he speec h of t he el derly Mrs Salt , 

t he plosive can always b e  perc eived . In t hat o f  Mr Bas s i ni , s o me 

twent y years her j unior , t he l enit ion o f  t he p l o s ive t o  a voi c el ess  

nasal i s  qui t e  c o mmon ,  henc e :  
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' de v i l '  

In th e sp eech o f  Mesdames Lidd y and Gunnawarra , nas a l s  from this source 

are optional l y  l engthened in citation forms , b ut th e l ength entirel y 

disappears in disco urs e, hence 

> a kl)a r > a � ( : ) a r  'de v i l '  

Leaving the nas als now , and turning again to the to tal sequence of 

historical rul es which affected Umb uygamu phonology, we find a rul e  of 

*u C o p y�ng . I have argued els ewhere (1976a) that this rul e  is the 

firs t o f  a sequence o f  two rul es , the net res ult of wh ich is famil iar 

to us as metath es is .  

* ku l a n  

"ku ta 

*w u n a -

> 

> 

> 

u l u � n  

u tu �  
, u tn u a -

' p o s s um ' 

, dog ' 

, li e ' 

*u Co py�ng co ntr ib utes to th e gro ss  effect of metathes is when the or

iginal initial u s uffers s ub s equent deletion. Verb s evid ence metathe

s is cons is tentlYj3 oth er categor ies attes t it according to phono logi

cal environment. Note the form o f  th e verb s in the sentence fol lowing 

# 1 u a n 
poured 

l a l a l) a n, �u a l an l a l a l)a n .  # 
w e  i t  oov e red w e  i t  

' We p o ured s ome (water in, and) oovered i t  up. ' 

and compar e th e form for ' two ' in the pair o f  s entences b elow : 

# 9u ar 
two 

- . xa n 1n y a ,  
oaugh t I 

i n a # 
� 

fi s h  

# y a  xa ni n u 9u ar, i �a # 
'I oaugh t tw o fi s h .  ' 

Th es e s ame rules - *U C o p y�ng and *U Vele��on - combine to eff ect meta

th esis in oth er Princes s Charlotte Bay l anguages , in s o me o f  wh ich the 

sp ecificatio n o f  th e affected vowel is more general (Sommer 1976a) . 

* * * 

It is thes e rul es wh ich mos t  obvio us l y  al ter cano nical word shap es 

into Umb uygamu. For compl etenes s sake,  however , several other r ules 

wil l  b e  mentioned . First is a rul e  that derives a from *i or *u in 

V2 positio n ,  as in 

> u9uar , two ' 

Now th is rul e  ca n b e  show n  to follow *U C o p y�ng. An important con

s traint on the cop ying rul e  is imp o s ed b y  th e phono l ogical character 

o f  *V2 . If b o th *V
l and *V2 are *u , th en the rule is prevented from 

app l ying . So th en th e s tem *WUI)U 1 'mosqui t o ' woul d  not have met the 
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con dition s of *U C o p ying in Umbuygamu , but at th is time c an b e  safely 

assumed to have had the form * u k �u l .  The rule 

V => [ -high] / C 

fo l lowed, giving u k �a l , as foun d in contemp orary Umbuygamu . If this 

rule had app lied prior to *U C o pying then th e V
l 

= V2 con strain t woul d 

not have applied, an d the con temporary form woul d h ave b een u k �ua l .  

But there is no eviden c e  for this o rderin g .  

Another rul e  derived voiced stop s from homorganic sequen c es o f  res

onan t  + plosive ,  with deletion of the con tinuant or nasal as th e first 

memb er o f  th e proto-c luster: 

* �a nta R 

* rna 1 ta -

> a d a r  
� 

> d a -

, t o ngue ' 

, a7..i mb ' 

Voiced refl exes of Pr oto Paman stops also app ear following original 

long vowels 

* rna : �u R  > a d a r  
� 

' p e7..i aan ' 

Voicel ess refl exes of Proto Paman stops appear elsewhere :  

* k a t;la 

*y a pa 

> a ta 
� 

> a pa y 

' ro t t e n ' 

' o7..de r s i s t e r ' 

Sequen c es o f  a lateral or rhotic p lus stop wer e redu c ed by deletion of 

th e stop , unless as in the case of * 1  t, the sequ en c e  fell un der the 

previous rule.  

*k a l k a 

* y i :rk a -

* 

> 

> 

a l a  
• 
I r a -

* 

' s p e a r ' 

' s p e a k ' 

* 

The reason for such a rapid review o f  these rul es is tha t the previous 

ones , esp ec ially those that c on c ern nasal s ,  pose the vexing question. 

Umb uygamu shares with th e Cen tral Paman l anguages the sequence of rules 

which resul ted in prep l o ded nasal s,  and with the l anguages of th e Bay 

area those rules which effect th e metathesis o f  initial vowel s - in 

th is instanc e  *u . Is th erefore this l anguage properly Central Paman, 

with evidenc es of influen c e  in its phono logic a l  developmen t  from the 

Bay l anguages, or vic e versa? 

To p la c e  th e question in perspec tive, it must b e  c l ear that th e pre

p lo ded n asals of Umbuygamu and Cen tral Paman l anguages are simply o n e  

variant of the compensatory developmen t  for lo ss o f  l ength in V 1 evinced 

by Proto Paman nasals in C2 po sition, and that the Bay l anguages share 

in that development but ev ince differ en t variants of it - voic ed stops 

in Bariman Gutinhma, and postp loded nasals in Lamalama . The difference 
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b e tween Central an d Bay languages is the refore in the pre c ise form 

that was taken by nasal s  in the c ompensatory development for loss of 

length in Vl. The developmen t  of nasa l s  in this fashion is l imite d 

to the Central Paman group an d the Bay language s; it is distinctive of 
4 

the two groups with in the Peninsular l anguage family . 

In other words , common nasal deve lopments place the "Lamalamic " 

l anguage s o f  Lay cock's 1969 study in an ancient-o rde r language group 

with the Central language s, po ssib ly not fa r distant from Proto Paman 

itse lf.  If this is so , then the re are important and unavo idab le im

p l ication s fo r a the ory o f  dome stic phonological de velopment an d in

novation within Cape York Peninsu l a .  The popular con tention (Cape l l  

1956 ,  Wurm 1972a )  that the Peninsular l anguages owe the ir phonological 

odditie s to Papuan l inguistic influence has y e t  to be supported by any 

irre futab le ev idence , and Wurm (1972b ) is now more cautious about this 

c laim . The counte r  evidence is beginn ing to take more definite shape : 

not on ly are the phonolog ical change s of the Pen insula b e ing atte ste d 

e l se where in the con tinent, remote from Papuan influence , but the 

Peninsular l anguages themse lves are po sing awkward questions to this 

theory . For example , why did l anguages south of Princess Charl o tte 

Bay , inland a lmost to the oppo site coast an d south to No rmanton and 

Ge orge town , and b ack again as far as Petford, show rich phonological 

innovation y e t  the more ac cessib le sea-faring fishermen of b oth north

e ast c oast (Guugu Ya'u ) and north-we st coast (Wig Munggan ) c omprise 

the e x tremitie s o f  a b loc o f  h ighly c onse rvative languages ranged right 

acro ss the Pen insula? Or why c an the se phonological innovations not 

be traced in Mabuiag , the most patently a c c e ssib l e  of a l l  Austral ian 

languages? Now we can add : the "Lamal amic " languages share gro ss 

phonologic a l  change s with a b loc  o f  languages wh ich a re much less ac

ce ssib le to "fo reign" l inguistic influenc e , so coul d it be that th is, 

an d other change s,  are in fac t  "dome stic " after a l l ?  The entire is

sue de se rves a more rigorous examination . 

Turn ing now to phono logical evidence for the c l assific ation of 

Umb uygamu , we find on ly one other rule is share d  by it with another 

language; it has in c ommon with Lamalama a ve rsion of the c on sonan t 

c luste r  re duc tion rule . 

* ka l k a 

* y i : r k a  

Umbuy. 

a l a  
• Ira -

Lama. 

a 1 a 
• r la -

' s pe a r ' 

' s p eak ' 

This is a re l ative ly in significant rule , affe c ting as it does only a 

ve ry sma l l  proportion of the lexicon (though it may accoun t for the 

appe aranc e  of 1 in these language s,  by reduc tion o f  earlie r  * l CY se

quences)  . 
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For more crucial evi den c e  it is nec essary to turn from phono logy to 

morphology , syn tax and l exi con . In do ing so, we wi l l  r epresen t  the 

Central Paman subgroup by Igaranggal and Ogh Un�n , an d compare 

Umbuygamu wi th both these and the Bay l anguages. 

3. r�O R PHOLOGY 

The nominal morphology of each of the languages shows the typ ical 

Paman p attern : Agentive, Instrumen tive and Loc ative postpo si tions c o

i n c i de in phonologi c a l  shape. Al l exc ept Ogh Un�n h ave the unmarked 

form la w / ,  wi th a sma ll numb er o f  stems manifesting III or li y l  a s  

suffix es. Ogh Un�n, one of the Central Paman languages , has the form 

la �/ , but # a w# is derived by rules fr om certain stems, and I have sug

gested el sewhere (1976b ) that b o th law l  and la �1 can b e  trac ed to a 

common sour ce in "mpu . 

The morphology of other surfi c ial ca ses i s  more defin i te evi den c e .  

The Central Paman languages do not di fferen tiate Dative and Al lative 

from Purpo sive morphology ;  the suffi x is la y/ . Umb uygamu joins th e 

Bay l anguages in having - m a /- a  for th e Dative, and - r a /- a  for the 

Purposive. In the Ab l ative, Umbuygamu shares - m / - a m  with Lamalama , 

and Ogh Un�an - I) i n para l l els Bariman Gutinhma - I) a n . 

Turning from the nouns to the verb s of these l anguages, we find 

that Umb uygamu shares wi th the co astal languages the same aspec tual 

morphology : 

Present Future 

- m  - y  

Past 

- n 

Pluperfect Imperative 

- r - 1 

Ogh Un�n on th e oth er han d has two conjugations, and has an Irrea l i s  

in l i eu o f  a Plup erfec t :  

I 

II 

Present Future 

- 1 - 1 Y 
-R -ry 

Past 

-n 

-n 

Irrea lis 

-��ery 
-��ery 

Imperative 

-I) 

-I) 

Verb morpho logy is much less stab l e  in the Peninsular l anguages than 

are th e c ase postpo si ti on s; nevertheless Umbuygamu shows c lo ser corre

sp ondence to the Bay languages than tho se of the Central sub group on 

the sampl e  offering most direc t  compari son . Shared al ternations b e

tween 1 ,  R and n in Ogh Un�n and Umbuygamu appear o c casionally in 

Agen tive, Instrumen tive and Lo cative use ho wever , but may be trac eab l e  

to some anc i ent rank of proto-language within Paman , muc h  a s  th e phono

logi cal rule c on c erning nasals must be so impu ted. Syntac tic evi dence 

provi des b etter c r i teria .  
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4 .  S Y N T AX 

Much of th e syntax of the Paman languages varies l ittl e from lan

guage to language, with SOY th e unmarked or der, free pronouns usually 

fo llo wing th e verb, and morphol ogy typ ic ally "ergative". Th e typo

logica l  criter ia for c lassific ation are th er efore among th e l ess ap

parent syntac tic struc tures, but will support the emerging picture 

ab ove. For examp le, most Central Paman languages have a Negative 

Imp erative (Proscrip tive) 

# NEG
I

# # Verb Stem + Imper . #  

where th e negative is some reflex of * k a R i  ' not ' .  A second negative 

- usually idio syncratic to the language - appears to negate dec l ar

ative propositions. Only Ogh Un�n and Igaranggal disturb th e pattern 

o f  Negative Imp eratives with 

# NEGI# #Verb Stem + n # 

wh ere n is homophonous with the marker for Past Definite Ac tio n. But 

the Bay languages have the structure 

# NEG2# # Verb Stem + y # 

where y may b e  th e Future a sp ec t  marker .  The negative in this instance 

is derived from * Ca ma . 5 Reflexes of *k a R i  appear in a l l  the Bay lan

guages, but never in Proscriptive formulae.  These facts suggest some 

irregularity of Pro scrip tive structure early in the h istory o f  th ese 

languages, but suggest even more strongly the unity of Umbuygamu with 

th e other languages. 

Auxiliary verbs provide some of the firmest typol ogical c riteria. 

The Central Paman l anguages universal ly attest an auxiliary verb which 

functions in rec iprocal and refl exive construc tions, and to which as

pec tual morphemes are suffixed. Contemporary languages suggest the 

rec o nstruc tion *i r pa - or * i r p i - ;  the form is / i �/ in Ogh Un�an:  

o n d u -w 
Bcrub -L 

et)u r - i �-e 
copu Z ate -REFLEX-PRES 

i I 
they 2 

, They are copu Zating in the B crub . ' 

No paral l el exists in th e Bay l anguages : 

n a  m o - m  -

REFLEX cop u Z ate -PRE S  

d a  d e�g e�g a -m -

n d a  mu a n a - m 
� �  � 

I u a 
they 2 

l u o 

I u a 

(Umbuygamu) 

(Bariman Gutinhma) 

(Lamal ama) 

Rec iprocal/reflexive structures in these languages simp ly do not depend 

upon verb morpho logy at all . 
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The auxiliary /a m b a - /  ' caus e ' ,  common to th e Centra l  Paman lan

guages,  is a l so missing from th e Bay group. The func tion o f  /a m b a - /  

can b e  well seen from its use with Ogh Un�n / i  19 �9 a - /  ' b re a k ' ,  wh ich 

is intransitive. Hen c e  

but 

a l k  i l g �g i -n 
s p e ar b re a k - PAST 

' Th e  s p e ar b r o k e . ' 

a l k  i 19 �9 - a mb i -n e l  
s p e ar b r e a k-caus e-PAST he 

, He b ro k e  the spe ar. ' 

The differen c es b etween tran sitive and intransitive uses o f  ' b re a k ' 

are effec ted in the Bay languages b y  d ifferent verb s: 

break 
(intr ) 

Umbuygamu: g u a -

Lamalama: ku a -

Bar iman Gutinhma: i l �g a -

b r e a k  
(tr ) 

tu a 

nd opa -

Similar patterns emerge for pairs suc h  as ' fa l l '  and ' drop ' (= ' c aus e 

t o  fa l l ' ) , ' re turn ' and ' b ri ng b a ok ' (= ' c aus e t o  re turn ' ) . Th ere is 

ther efore a major c l eavage b etween th e Bay languages and the Central 

Paman subgroup when auxil iaries are c onsidered. There is also a con

sequent differenc e  in voc abulary structure. 

Pronouns c on stitute the final syntac tic c riterion; b o th Bay and 

Central Paman languages d ifferentiate el even b asic p erson-numb er 

forms, but each group tr eats these forms distin c tively .  The Centra l  

languages assemb l e  pronouns in the order 

# Verb # # Nominative pronoun# # Ob l ique/Genitive Pronoun#.  

These pronouns are free forms; the interesting feature b eing the p o s

sib il ity o f  a final Genitive form . 

a l k  e g �gen a mb a - r  
� 

spear break caus e - PAST 

, You b r o k e  my s p e a r .  ' 

• Ina � 
y ou 

a d e n  
� • 

m'l-ne 

(Oykangand ) 

The Bay languages share th is p ossib il ity - a fact that Lay c o c k  (1 969 : 

81) grappled with without suc c ess - b u t  th e nominativ e and whatever 

pronoun fo llows are phono logic ally fused: 

l a  n d u a pa -n ta - d aw 
� 

s p e a r  b r e a k - PAST y ou-mine (Lamal ama ) 

There is anoth er d ifferen c e  too in that the relative order 
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nominative/ob lique-genitive 

is reverse d  in certain se quenc e s  where a first p erson pronoun wou l d  be 

p l a c e d  in final po sition . Compare therefore 

and 

l a  I) a �i- I 
s p e ar re turn- IMP 

IUl)u - �! 
ours - y o u  

' Yo u  bring b ac k  o u r  s p e ar! ' 

ama - I  
man-A 

• u tu a - p'!:! 
dog- COM 

m a ra l) a - n  na - Ia 
chas e-PAST me-he 

(Lamalama) 

' The man wi th t h e  dog chas ed me . ' (Umb uygamu) 

but Central Paman (Oykangand) :  

5 .  LEXICON 

iiia l)a r- a l a ri- r 
aun t-A h i t - PAST 

i 1 
s h e  

' A u n ty hi t me h ard.  ' 

a gu n , 
me 

i y a ra l) g a  1 ! 
hard 

The effe c t  of the auxil iary a mb a - ' caus e ' on the economy of vocab

u l ary among the Central Paman languages is already evident. It corre

l ate s with an entirely different vocabulary structure amongst the Bay 

language s. But there are other difference s ,  too .  The Bay dwe llers' 

l ive lihood depends upon the tide s and what they expose or b r ing to the 

mul tip l ic ity of reefs, channels and creeks of that area. Consequently 

the vocabulary is centred on that rich marine and e stuarine environ

men t .  The Central Paman communalects have no a c c e ss to such an envi

ronment at a l l , but dep end just as cru c ially on the annual monsoonal 

floo ding of the great we stern rive rs : the Mitche l l ,  the Al ice ,  the 

Coleman and the Nassau - and of course vocabulary refl e c ts this dif

ferent life -sty le of sub sistence pattern. Even the c ategories de fined 

b y  the noun classifier s  are different. 

The figures confirm the c oherenc e  of the Central Paman pair ( 59%) 

but p lace the remain ing l anguages in no c lear c ontra sting sub group. 

Umbuygamu share s 47% with Lamal ama; this figure c onfirms the relation

ship already sugge ste d by shared phonological developmen ts. Bariman 

Gutinhma stands e quidistant from the neighb ouring Lama lama and the 

no t-too-distant Igaranggal .  The languages intervening ge ographically 

b e twe en Bariman Gutinhma an d Igaranggal are poorly atteste d and need 

more atten tion - it is qu ite con c e ivab le that intervening cognate 

den sitie s c ou l d  indicate that the two languages c omprise segments of 

a typ ical "dia l e c t  chain" (O'Grady et at. 1966 : 1 0 -4 ) . 

The important conc lusion is however that Umb uygamu re late s  much 

more c lose ly to Lamalama ( 47%) than it does to any other l anguage 

under discu ssion ( 24-25%) . 
I 

-
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The 10 0 -item l ist o f  " c en tral " or " c ore" vocabulary items completed 

b y  O'Grady (Sommer 196 9: 6 1) provides a matrix of shared cognates as 

fo l lows: 

Ogh U 59 3 0  25 18 

I ka 3 2  24 21 

BG 26 3 2  

Umb 4 7 

LL 

The figures n everthel ess correc t  an erroneous impr ession created 

b y  Layc o c k's open ing sentenc e: 

The three languages here grouped as "Larnalarnic" are called "Bay Farnan" by 
O ' Grady and Voegelin [ �icl ( 1966 ) , a narne that is rej ected here on the 
grounds that these languages apparently show a very low cognate density 
with Farnan languages , if the Prot o Farnan reconstructions by Hale ( published 
in Sommer 1969 ) are any criterion . ( 1969 : 71) 

The fac t  is that Hale's reconstruc tions dep en ded on only thirty of the 

Pen insular languages - perhaps a th ird o f  tho se we know existed - and 

not a l l  rec onstruc tions are attested by reflexes in each subgroup . 

When compared with c ontemp orary daughter l anguages of Proto Paman, the 
" Bay " or  " Lamalamic " languages are much less extraordin ary . The shared 

cognates for Umb uygamu an d Lamalama itself suggest that these are close

ly related languages, and the per c entages for Bariman Gutinhma are not 

unexpected in view of th e figures availab l e  for other pairs of geo

graphically contiguous Paman languages (see Sommer 196 9: 12 for examp�). 

There is much more prec ision n eeded in assign ing rec onstru ction s  to 

various wel l defined ranks o f  the proto-language , an d in determ ining 

the l imits of that proto-language - both tasks to wh ich this paper is 

u ltimately a ddressed. 

6 .  CONCLU SION 

Despite the p�ima 6acie c ase for assigning Umb uygamu to th e Cen tra l  

Paman subgroup on phon o logical grounds, a ful l er investigation o f  h is

torical phonology , its morpho logy , syntax an d c ore vocabulary l eave no 

doubt that it is a " Lamalamic " or " Bay" language, c lo sely related to 

Lamalama proper. This should not obscure the fac t  that th e " Bay" and 

Central languages develop ed from some intermediate order o f  proto

l anguage , in wh ich a nasal strengthening rul e app eared . Developments 

sin c e  that time require that perhaps three subgroup s  should b e  pro

posed: the Centra l Paman , Bay Paman and Waric Paman (to sub sume 

Bariman Gutinhma with Ro th's (18 98 )  Koko Wara un der the one rubr ic ). 

There app ears to b e  no compel l ing c ase y et for exc luding Laycock's 
" Lamal amic " l anguages from any " Paman" group . 
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NOTES 

1. The support of the Australian Institute of Ab original Studies is 

gratefully acknowl edged. I have en joy ed discussions of Umbuygamu 

data with Paul Black and profited from part ic ipants ' c omments on an 

earlier draft read to th e 1 975 Annual Con feren ce of th e Linguistic 

Soc iety of Australia. 

2 .  Irwin Howard suggested to me that these developments might b e  

trac eab l e  to metathesis and deletion, after the fo l l o wing stages : 

* m  > b m  > mb > b 

but there is as y et no evidenc e  to b ear on this question. If this 

prop o sal can b e  susta ined it would draw th e Central and Bay (or Lama

lamic ) languages together more decisively in some deep ranking proto

language within the Paman group. 

3. But n ot, it woul d seem , in u tn u a - ' lie ' ;  perhap s the prep l o ded 

nasal inh ib its th e rul e as #CC c lusters are not attested in Umbuygamu. 

4 .  Paul Black is working on a l anguage (Walangama) attested only in 

th e writings of anthrop ologists an d early settlers, which app ears to 

share the nasal preplo sion development without being nec essarily a 

c l ear memb er of either Central or "Lamalamic " subgroups.  His findings 

are awaited with some interest. 

5. In wh ich *C represents some as-y et-un iden tified initia l c on sonant. 

. 26 



• 

UMBUYGAMU : THE CLASSIFICATION OF A CAPE YORK PENINSULAR LANGUAGE 

CAPELL ,  A. 

1956 

HALE , H . M .  

19 33-4 

HALE , K . L .  

B I B L I O GRAPH Y 

A New App�oach to Au� t�al�a� L��gu�� t�c� . O c ea��a 

L��gu�� t� c Mo�og�aph 1 .  Un iversity o f  Sydney . 

and N . B .  TINDALE 

'Aborigines of Princ ess Charlotte Bay, North Queen sland'. 

In: South Au� t�al�a� Mu� eum . R eco�d� 5/1 : 6 3 - 1 1 6 , 5/2 : 

1 1 7 - 7 2 .  

1 9 6 4  'Classific ation o f  Northern Paman Languages , Cap e York 

Pen in sula , Australia: A Research Report. Oc ea��c 

L��gu�h t�c� 3/2 : 34 8 - 6 4 . 

1 9 7 6a 

1 9 76b 

'Phonological Developments in Particular Northern Paman 

Languages ' . In : Sutton , ed. 1 9 7 6 : 4 1-9 . 

'Wik Reflec tions o f  Middl e Paman Phono logy '. In : Sutton , 

ed. 1 9 7 6 : 5 0- 6 0 . 

LAYCOCK , D . C .  

1 9 6 9  'Three Lamalamic Languages o f  North Queensl an d'. Pap e�h 

�� Au� t�al�a� L��gu�h t� ch 4 .  P L , A17 : 71 -9 6 .  

OATES , L. F. 

1 9 7 5  The  1 9 7 3 Supplem e�t to a R ev�� ed L��gu�h t� c S u�v e y  06 

AUh t�al�a . 2 vols Armidale Christian Book Centr e .  

2 7  



28 B . A . SOMMER 

OATES ,  W. J .  and L . F .  OATES 

1 9 7 0  A Rev�� ed L�ngu�� t�c Su�vey 06 Au� t�al�a . AAS 33 , L 12.  

Canb erra : Australian Institute of Ab original Studies.  

O ' GRADY , G . N . , C . F .  VOEGELIN and F . M .  VOEGELIN 

1 9 6 6  Language� 06 the Wo�ld : Indo- Pac�6 �c Fa� c�cle S�x . 

Anth�opolog�cal L�ngu�� t�c� 8 /2 . 

0 '  GRADY , G .  N . ,  S .  A .  Y-lURM and K .  L .  HALE 

1 9 6 6  

ROTH , W . E .  

1 8 9 8  

Abo��g�nal Language� 0 6  Au� t�al�a : A P�el�m�na�y 

Cla� � �6�cat�on . Map drawn by Robert M .  Watt. 

Un iversity of Vic toria , B . C . 

Report to the Commi ssioner o f  Po lice, Br i sb ane on the 

Aboriginals o c c upy ing the "hinter-land" o f  Princ ess 

Charlo tte Bay, together with a prefac e  c ontaining sug

gestions for their b etter protec tion and improvement.  

Cooktown . Holograph . 

SOMME R ,  B . A .  

1 9 6 9  

19 7 6 a  

19 76b 

Kunjen Phonology : S ynch�on�c and V�ach�on�c .  P L ,  Bll .  

'A Prob lem of Metathesis'. In : Sutton, ed . 1 976 : 1 27- 3 8 . 

'Agen t and Instrument in Cen tral Cap e York P en insula ' .  

In : Sutton , ed. 1 976: 1 4 4 - 50 . 

SUTTON , P . , e d .  

1 9 7 6  Language� 0 6  Cape Yo� k .  AAS RRS 6 .  Canb erra : Australian 

Institute o f  Aboriginal Studies.  

WURM , S . A.  

1 9 7 2 a  

19 72b 

L anguage� 06 Au� t�al�a and Ta� man� a .  Janua L�ngua�um , 

Se��e� C��t� c a ,  1 .  The Hague:  Mouton . 

'Torres Strait - A Linguistic Barrier?' In : D .  Walker, 

ed . B��dge and B a���e� : The Natu�al and Cultu�al H�� to�y 

06 To��e� St�a�t . 3 4 5- 66 .  Canb erra : A . N . U . Press . 



UMBUY GAMU : THE CLASSIFICATION OF A CAPE YORK PENIN SULAR LANGUAGE 29 

RELATIVE LOCATION OF THE TRADITIONAL TERRITORIES 
IN CAPE YORK PENINSULA CLAIMED BY SPEAKERS 

OF LANGUAGES MENTIONED IN THE TEXT 

CAPE YORK 

PENINSULA 

? 

U M B I NDHAMU PRINCESS CHA RLOTTE BA Y 

UMBUYGAMU 

O LGOLO 

LAMA LAMA 

• 
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Mr Bob Bassini of  Coen . Of the handful of remaining Umbuygamu 
speakers , Mr Bassini ' s  knowledge and unders tanding of the language 

is probably the bes t .  Photographed at his home in 19 7 2 .  

3 1  
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