Chapter 7  Sociohistorical reconstruction of
KRNB linguistic history

7.1. Introduction

In this final chapter of historical reconstuctionl a@he threads of linguistic
reconstruction from Chapters 4-6 are brought tagethvith sociohistorical
reconstruction and culminate in a coherent accotitdRNB linguistic history. The
sociohistorical framework for establishing and sstpng PEs (proceduralised in
Chapter 3) involves six steps—three of which hasenbcompleted in Chapters 4-6,
and three of which remain to be worked out in tihapter. The tasks remaining for

this chapter are those in italics:
I. Reconstruct the directionality of linguistic chasde.g. by the CM).

II. Scrutinise in as much detail as possible the saual geographical ranges of

the linguistic innovations established under step |

Ill. Apply the three diagnostics (linguistic complexiggological distinctiveness,
and sociohistorical plausibility) to the innovatsoreconstructed under step |

to establish Propagation Events in linguistic higto

IV. Investigate whether the chronology of any PEs tésuilt from step Ill can be
established (a) by linguistic seriation involvingecessary diachronic
dependency gplausiblediachronic dependency (cf. section 3.4.3.1), dbfb

textual sequencing.

V. Consider (i) the possible permutations of SCEsigiiis and integrations)
which would account for the disjunction in PNs,) (ithe relative
sociohistorical plausibility of each possible petation, and (iii) the relative
sociohistorical plausibility of a SCE as againse tho-existence of the PNs
within a complex SC. Accordingly, reconstruct theooology of PEs by

selecting the most plausible sociohistorical exptam.
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VI. Use the chronologies established by sociohistorgguencing (step V), as
well as linguistic seriation and textual sequenc{step 1V) to reconstruct an

account of the linguistic history.

Step Il involves dialectology, and Step V the restauction of SCEs. These two steps
utilise distinct sets of data and principles oflgsia but are jointly presented here in
the context of Step VI: a coherent account of listya history resulting from

linguistic and sociohistorical methods of recondtian.

This chapter, given its subject matter, has themal to be quite open ended. The
discipline of sociolinguistics is testimony to tlwmplex social conditioning of
propagation of linguistic variants. The dialectotad data outlined in this chapter are
intentionally limited: limited to theleshi‘localised’ end of the social domain, limited
to a certain number of speakers, and limited tersat number of tokens for each
variant. This renders eonservativeldialect geography which leaves room for further
dialectological and sociolinguistic studies, butsisfficient for our purposes here.
Limitations not withstanding, the data presentec laad in the appendices constitute

the most detailed and systematic dialectologicakwmdertaken of the area to date.

The history that emerges in this chapter is offtheation of the proto-Kamta speech
community and its language—ancestral to all contaany KRNB lects—as the
linguistic neighbour of the proto-Gdai (Bangla) and proto-Asamiya SCs and
languages. The Propagation-Defined Languages .@fspoken by these three proto-
SCs were the phylogenetic descendants of a comtage svhich | argue in 7.3.3 is
yet to be properly established by historical retmmesion. The emergence of the
proto-Kamta SC was followed by internal divisiorss well as integrations with
neighbouring SCs, and resulted in the contempdents (language[s] or dialects)
known as Kamta, Rajbanshi and Northern Deshi Banigia history of KRNB has
been divided into three stages: old Kamta (recaottd in section 7.3), middle
KRNB (section 7.4), and modern KRNB (section 7H)e full ‘tree’ diagram of this
linguistic history is laid out in section 7.5. (schatically adjusted as per section
3.4.4)

! Discussion of the selection of test sites, teshi and subjects is in Chapter 2.
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7.2. Reconstructed changes diagnostic of PEs (and SCEs)

All the reconstructed changes that are eitheriéymbstic of a Propagation Event and
its Propagation Network, or (ii) supportive of P@iagnosed by other changes, are
shown in a tableau below. The changes shown danohtde those that result from
diglossia, which are instead given separately iti@e 7.5. Dark shaded cells in
Table 7-1 indicate a diagnostic change, while Igjiided cells indicate a supportive,
but non-diagnostic change. The changes have betdto bring together rows with
a similar range. The arrangement of rows in Table i8 not an indication of

sequencing.
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Chronology

PI 12

15" century or later

Pl 38

chronology uncertain

MI 73

MI 2

MI 70

MI 67

MI 22

tentatively p-Kamrupa stage

MI 23

MI 31

MI 32

MI 74

MI 45

MI 69

MI 63

Pl 22

MI 40

P1 30

P19

tentatively after C16th, after rhoticisation

P137

MI 42

Pl 28

Pl 14

P1 15

after P1 16

P13

after rhoticisation

P16

co-occurent with Pl 7

P17

co-occurent with Pl 6

MI 47

before MI 56




Chronology

Hindi

Oriya

SCB|

BNKmr

SCA

MI 51

Pl 25

MI 38

P117

Pl 18

Pl 36

MI 41

MI 46

after Pl 20 and PI 30-PI 33

Pl 32

after Pl 34

MI 21

MI 57

Pl1

PI 8

after P17

PI 10

Pl 23

Pl 24

Pl 26

MI 7

before 1400 AD

MI 1

before 1500 AD

MI 3

by the 15th century

MI 6

MI 19

MI 20

MI 60

MI 33

MI 34
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Chronology

Hindi| Oriya| SCB| KS RL MH

MI 64

PI 35

After PI 34 & P1 37

MI 53

MI 62

PI 27

SCA

MI 36

MI 37

Pl 16

bleeds Pl 15

MI 52

MI 56

After MI 47 and PI 33

MI 61

after MI 10

MI 16

MI 17

Table 7-1. Tableau showing unsequenced Propagatiddietworks




The changes shown in Table 7-1 are now re-orderea simplified tableau to give
some idea of the ‘shape’ of the linguistic phylogevhich will be argued for in the
rest of this chapter. The lefthand column shows réeonstructed chronological
stages of KRNB linguistic history. The chronolodiead genetic relations between
lects are somewhat ambiguous using this methodmfgyal, and more exact genetic
relationships can be gathered from the tree diagnanb. Dark shading in Table 7-2
does not exclusively indicate diagnostic changesalso supportive changes whose
ranges agree with those of diagnostic changesvatioms found in only one KRNB

lect are excluded from Table 7-2 for simplicitypyesentation.

Hin | Ori | SC |KS |RL | MH|TH | SH | RP | BH| BN| Ka| SC
di ya B mrp | A

pre- MI 78 MI 2
MI 7

1250 mure7 i

AD 22 M1 23

MI 31 MI
32MI 74
MI 45 M
69

1550 "mMi63
MI7 MI'1
MI 3 MI 6

1250-

P16 P17 Ml
47 M1 51

Pl 25 MI 38
Pl1 18 PI 36
PI 37

Pl 8 PI 23
Pl 24

PI26 PI 10
PI 9

PI 30

P112 P1 38

1550-
1787

P132 Ml 21
MI 41 MI
46

Pl117

Pl 28

P114 Pl 15
Ml 42

Pl1 22 Ml 40
PI 3

MI 57

Pl1

1787-
the
pres-
ent

Table 7-2. Propagation Networks shown in (roughly(equential order, as
reconstructed by sociohistorical criteria in this diapter

The remainder of this chapter presents a sociafgatoargument in support of this
chronology of linguistic innovations. There are e further changes, diagnostic of

contact relations rather than PEs, which are exadnim 7.5.
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7.3. The origins of the ‘old Kamta’ speech community, and

its relation to early Bangla and Asamiya: 1250-1550 AD
Several views have been put forward previouslyhendrigin of the KRNB language
and dialects, but none have been supported by pthidesystematic and detailed
reconstruction of KRNB linguistic histofy.Furthermore, supposedly historical
classifications have not always been based on tdbsi®rical methodology such as
the principles of (i) classifying on the basis mhovations and not retentions, and (i)
excluding innovations that are plausibly the resofitindependent and parallel
propagation events (cf. section 3.4). For exam@Bleerson held that Rajbangsi (an
alternative Romanisation &fSa<) was areasternvariety of Bangla (1903-28: vol.
4, p18). However, the areas classed by Griersoodb and east Bengal have similar
linguistic ecologies, in particular they both indéusignificant contact with Tibeto-
Burman languages. Therefore, there is a strongilpligs that similarities (in
particular phonological similarities) between thwld-Aryan varieties of north and
east Bengal are the result not of unified PEsdbutdependent and parallel changes
whose structural similarity is the result of similstarting conditions and similar
linguistic ecologies (cf. 3.4.1.2). As a result,iggson’s statement of relatedness

between KRNB and eastern Bangla is not historiqalbust.

The received wisdom on KRNB'’s historical origindamlations boils down to two
propositions’ Firstly, that an Indo-Aryan language spread frdfiigadha (an area of
today’s Bihar) eastwards and northwardski@nata (now pronouncedkhmtal, i.e.
today’s North Bengal) and from there further easK&marupa (i.e. today’s Assam).
The implication of this position, which seems tosédeen initiated by Grierson, is
that KRNB and Asamiya share a common linguisticeastmr and thus constitute a
subgroup. The second piece of received wisdomas Bangla and Asamiya (and
KRNB) constitute a linguistic subgroup (Bengali-Asgese), and are more closely

related to each other than to Oriya. This claimardomng subgrouping within the

2 The great linguistic studies that have made clasgarding KRNB (especially Chatterji 1926) are
without question in-depth and systematic, but teebject matter is not KRNB linguistic histgper
se While they treat their own subject with rigourey make no special study of KRNB, and treat it
only peripherally and in passing.

® The broader and older historical relations—sucheiween proto-eastern Magadhan and other
Magadhan lects, or the historical relation to stdtlier stages of Indo-Aryan—fall outside the szop
this study.

278



eastern Magadhan languages was advocated by (hattérothers who followed
him. Both propositions are critically examined kelon the light of this

reconstruction of KRNB linguistic history.

7.3.1.  The proto-Kamta speech community: c.18-16" centuries AD
The first question to be addressed, as a keystmmeniderstanding KRNB linguistic
history, is the sequencing of (a) those PEs whighuely define the KRNB lects, and

(b) those which define smaller divisions within KBEN

There are six changes identified by this study Wwhiaiquely define KRNB. All of
these changes are morphological, and five are dsgnof PEs:

[MI 31.] *m®ra reinterpreted as ‘PNOM’ in pronoun system, and extended as such
to third person *[o,ulmra {KRNB, also some Hajomgts}. Diagnostic.

[MI 32.] *m"fa- reinterpreted as ‘PQBL’ in pronoun system, and extended to third
person *[o,u]na- {KRNB, also some Hajong lects}. Diagnostic.

[MI 45.] *-t"¢ + kuna > *-{"ekuna ‘place’ as a base of locational pronominals.
{KRNB}. Diagnostic.

[MI 63.] > *-u™ ‘1.SG’, *o” ‘1.PL’ in AGR.IA systems {KRNB, except BN}.
Diagnostic.

[MI 74.] In AGR.IMP, *-g¢ ‘2.SG’ + *-ko > *-¢ko ‘2.SG’ {KRNB, some Hajong lects}.
Diagnostic.

[MI 69.] -anti ‘3.PL’ > ... > *-[o,e]n(ti) ‘2.PL’ {KRNB}. Supportive, not diagnostic

While the PEs indicated by these innovations aegribstic of a KRNB PN (and

Propagation-defined language), there are also Ritshwhave more limited ranges
(cf. 7.4-7.5). For example, the palatalisation Fafydoses the central KRNB PN and
its PDL.

The disjunction between the KRNB-wide PN and maealised PNs may have
resulted from several theoretically-possible sosiminical scenarios. Firstly, the
disjunction between PNs could reflect differentélsvof inclusiveness within a
complex SC. Secondly, the disjunction could reflsmtiier SC unity followed by SC
division. Thirdly, the disjunction could reflectriar SC differentiation followed by
SC integration. Fourthly, the disjunction betweéfsRould reflect a combination of

the first three scenarios. Each different sociahisal explanation has different
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implications for the sequencing of linguistic histoThese alternative explanations

are evaluated below in the light of the known sliaistory of the area.

Alongside considerations of sociohistorical plaugih the sociohistorical
reconstruction is also informed by (though rddterminedby) the principle of
economy:reconstruct the fewest number of SCEs necessargctount for the
disjunctions between PN his means that multiple PEs with the same ramige
propagation will be treated as diagnostic of thmes@N unless there are textual or
linguistic reasons to discount such a reconstractibtherefore, we start with the
hypothesis that the six KRNB-wide PEs listed abdisgnose a single PN and its
Propagation-Defined Language—termed ‘proto-Kamta' $ociohistorical reasons
given below. (Recall from section 3.4 that eachpBgation Event diagnoses a
Propagation Network of speaker interaction. Theratices used by this PN are
termed the Propagation-Defined Language. Thesettarekey concepts used to

reconstruct linguistic phylogeny).
The KRNB-wide PN reflects:

e a period of social integration that is phylogeradticancestral to the present

day KRNB lects, but not to other e.Mg. lects; and

e a period of social division between this proto-KamiKRNB) speech

community and the neighbouring proto-Bangla andgAsamiya SCs.

There are two key sociohistorical events which, nvteken together, put bookends
on either side of a period of history that plaugigave rise to the proto-Kamta SC.:

Aryanisationandkingdom expansion

7.3.1.1. Terminus post quem: Aryanisation of the Kamta region

Regarding the first of these historical eventsisitgenerally accepted that earlier
inhabitants of the KRNB area spoke Tibeto-Burmamgleges (such as continue to
be spoken by the Boro and Rabha peoplefyyanisation of language was
accompanied by Aryanisation of culture, thoughttmaporal co-incidence of the two

was not necessarily exact. It is important to dgish between the course of

* Alternative views, exemplified by Ram Prasad Majiem(1955), are not generally shared by
scholarship (cf. Clark 1969: 175ff.)
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Aryanisation among theuling classesand that among theeasant classewvith the
Aryanisation of the former not necessarily entgilimmediate Aryanisation of the
latter. Archaeological evidence suggests that Asrarwas established quite early in
the Pundra-Vardhanalor Barendrg region, which is today’s north-central Bengal
(south of KRNB).

It will appear that Aryanism spread in Bengal firsPwdra (North

Bengal) and next through that country to Vanga {$and South-East

Bengal). That the above areas of Bengal alreadgrbestrongholds of

Aryan culture in the third and second centuries.Bs@lso suggested by

epigraphic evidence. The earliest epigraphic resortar discovered in

Bengal comes from Mahasthan (ancienid®anagara in the present

Bogra district of North Bengal in East Pakistarf)eTnscription is

written in the Prakrit language and in thelri script assignable to the

second century B.C. The popularity of Prakrit exieith by the above

inscriptions no doubt points to the considerabigrgy hold of Aryanism

in the northern and eastern parts of Bengal ircémuries before Christ
(Sircar 1952: 172)

The Pundra-Vardhana region was geographically adjao, but did not include, the
present-day KRNB-speaking area which was instealdded within the kingdom of
Pragjyotisha, later known as @nrupa. The border between these two polities
generally corresponded to the course of the Kagalogta river system (Clark 1969:
191; see also R. C. Majumdar & J. N. Sarkar 194B2%). While Buddhist rulers
reigned in Pundra-Vardhana, many Brahmins soudhigeein Kamrupa with its
Hindu rulers (Clark 1969: 180; Choudhury 1966: 42®arua reports this
immigration of Brahmins to have continued “right tgp the Ahom period”, i.e.
around 1200 AD (Barua 2003: 142). However, therexdé Aryanisation in EKmrupa

seems to have been limited to the ruling classebsgeacluded the general populace:
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Although it is evident that the ruling houses ofiant Assam took on the
framework of Hinduism very early, it is far mordfiult to decide the
speed with which the more ordinary people of Assawh North Bengal
became Aryanised and adopted Hinduism. By the Himen Ts’ang
(Yuan Chwang) the famous Chinese Buddhist pilgtraneled through
the area as late as the seventh century, morentiba millennium after
the ruling house is thought to have claimed desitent Vishnu,
[Chatterji] stated that “the Aryanisation of th@dmage does not appear
to have progressed much.” (Clark 1969: 191-19giChatterji 1963:
34, though Clark has mistakenly written “Ts’angt ohatterji. This has
been amended—MT]).

The end of the 2 century saw the devastating arrival of the firsislim invador
Bakhtiar Khilji, who overran both the kingdoms aifrielra-Vardhana (with its capital
at Gaur) and Kamrupa (with its capital in the viginof Guwahati). The Muslim
invaders were soon repelled from Kamrupa, and teedpither attempts during the
13" century, failed to gain any lasting control ovée tpresent day regions of
Rangpur, Cooch Behar and Jalpaiguri which all reeiwithin Kamrupa society
and polity. The area of Pundra-Vardhana, on therdtiand, became from this time
on permanently united with the regions to the southin a social and political entity
later called Bengal. With repeated assaults upomrkipa from Gaur in the south-
west, the capital was moved from Guwahati (in tésladssam) to Kamatapur (in
today's Cooch Behar district), in order it woulceseto better counter the aggressive
Muslim neighbours. Acharyya (1966: 150) writes ttia$ shift in capital “took place
immediately after the defeat and death of Malik eg [the third Muslim invader] in
1255”2

Though sociohistorical records are not explicitareling the timing of the language
shift from Tibeto-Burman to Indo-Aryan languagejsitprobable that the shift in in
the seat of the Kamrupa government to Kamatapuramasjor factor in bringing it
about® The driving force behind the Aryanisation of sgeén the Brahmaputra

valley had been the capital located in the vicimfyGuwahati (Clark 1969: 197).

® Accharya states elsewhere that “We have no rezfsdrious trouble from the Ahoms who were at
this time establishing themselves firmly on theteamspart of Assam. The change of capital, theegfor
probably had no connection with the Ahom invasibbpper Assam”ipid.: 143-144).

® Nowadays, this area is completely Aryanised, thowith pockets of Tibeto-Burman speakers still
inhabiting the thick jungle areas of Jalpaigurthe north of Cooch Behar.
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This was the centre, both religiously and polifigafrom which Aryan influence
radiated outwards. The shift of capital westwamsKamatapur in the f3century
established a new centre of cultural influence, mdt have given a great impetus to
the Aryanisation of the Tibeto-Burman peoples Iyiraround Kamatapur.
Geographically located at the heart of what wowdddme the KRNB-speaking area,
Kamatapur as capital would have been a point abkoeference for the surrounding
villages, and a force for social integration, tdegree that Guwahati as capital had
not been, on account of its considerable distandbd east. | hypothesise that Indo-
Aryan influence greatly increased in the KRNB aaétar the shift in capital and that
this increased Aryanism gave rise to the proto-Ka8€ and its language (defined by
morphological changes 31, 32, 45, 63, 69 and 74)s proto-Kamta SC and its
language is the phylogenetic ancestor of all prieday KRNB lects.

Given the shift of capital astarminus post queror the linguistic Aryanisation of
the peasant class in the KRNB-speaking area, tleegamce of proto-Kamta, distinct
from proto-Bangla and proto-Asamiya may be datedufisequent to 1255 ADhis
is the ‘leftwards bookend’ after which the emergeraf proto-Kamta plausibly
occurred. The ‘rightwards bookend’, mrminus ante quenis provided bykingdom

expansiorin the 18" century

7.3.1.2. Terminus ante quem: kingdom expansion

At the present time, the lects defined by the sikNB-wide changes are distributed
as far west as Morang district of Nepal. This ageas considerably beyond the
boundaries of the Kamata-Kamrupa kingdom of th& 18 15" centuries, but
corresponds neatly with the westernmost limit a#éi after the expansion of the

Koch kingdom during the Bcentury. The history is recorded as follows.

After the shift in capital to Kamatapur, the kingdeeems to have been referred to as
Kamata rather than Kamrupa, and during th& aad 1%' centuries the rajas of
Kamata were referred to &matesvardlLord of Kamata'. Achharya (1966: 144ff.)
lists three dynasties of kings who ruled Kamatardguthis period. The third of these
dynasties was the Khyans or Khens, whose rule ¢araa end in 1498 AD with the

onslaught wrought by Alauddin Hussain, the SultaGaur (1493-1519). Kamatapur
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was sacked, and the Kamatesvara overthrown. Oraie,afje Muslim control over
Kamta was short lived, and the occupying forcesevagiven away around 1505 AD
by local chieftains called ‘Bhuyans’ with the aifl the Ahom king ibid.: 177). A
power vacuum ensued in the area, until a membéneoKoch tribe known as Bisu
(later given the more illustrious name of Biswadbia) subdued the local chieftains
one by one, and made himself “the master of a doemiextending as far as the
Karatoya in the west and the Barnadi in the east.nthde a magnificent city in
Kochbehar as his capitalib{d.: 189-190) The extent of this kingdom is shown in
Figure 7-1 (reproduced from Whyte 2002: 546). Dgitine reign of Biswa Singha his
followers began to be calldiajbanshiroyal race or lineage’ (Gait 1905: 45), a term

which grew in popularity in later centuries and esng to this day.
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Rivers are named only on this map and that for 1775, soon after the Tista and Brahmaputra significantly changed their courses.
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Figure 7-1. Cooch Behar under its first Maharaja, Bswa Singh c. 1540

After Biswa Singha’s death, his son Malla Deva beeaMaharaja of Cooch Behar
and assumed the title Nara Narayan. Another of 8iSwmgha’s sons, Sukhladhvaj,
became the commander-in-chief of the Koch armiest(®05). Sukhladhvaj was an
enormously successful general. He extended thedawi@s of his brother’s kingdom
in all directions (excepting south-westwards to oy defeating the Ahoms and the
Kacharis, the Jayantia, Tippera and Sylhet kingd,v@inning the submission of other

rulers (Acharyya 1966: 194ff.). On account of his@esses on the battle field he was
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nicknamed Chilarai ‘the kite king’. The geogramiiextent of the Koch kingdom
under Maharaja Nara Narayana and commander-in-Ehigérai is shown in Figure
7-2 (reproduced from Whyte 2002: 467)

7 \
P B
/ 1
- AN
- - \
e \ o\ . o
L - % l \ I
_____ —{ \’ 04//\\ ! \ !
/ 6%\0* “‘\ I )
B i ‘
Bhitargarh * | /
Ruins \‘ \‘ @®Cooch Behar
Kamalapurv{
MUGHALS Ruins i

COOCH BEHAR

..... L JAINTIA
\ \ KACHAR
( \.
) S,
®Gaur N,
) SYLHET
R MANIPUR
AL,\
BENGAL \ |~’
SUR DYNASTY 1530s-64 4 .
KARANI AFGHANS 1564-75 TRIPURA I

MUGHALS 1575-
TIPPERA

Figure 7-2. Cooch Behar’s zenith under Nar Narayargafter Ahmed 1936)
c. 1560

These territorial gains, though substantial, werelong enjoyed. The Maharaja Nara
Narayana lacked his brother’s inclination or gerfarswar, and the death of Chilarai
from small pox during a campaign against Gaur §3.11AD [Acharyya 1966: 206])
was followed by the gradual break up of the Koatgkiom.
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From this account of f6century socio-political history we can distil tfelowing

points relevant to sequencing KRNB linguistic higto

1. The 16" century expansion of the Koch kingdom is the mpistusible
sociohistorical explanation for the linguistic cewction between today’s
Morang and Jhapa (in Nepal) and the rest of the ERkea (in today’s India
and Bangladesh). It is plausible that this socilitipal expansion resulted in
the westwards migration of speakers of the old Kalamguage (defined by its
innovative features) into the newly conquered jengtea of today’s Nepal
Terai. As well as introducing new inhabitants te #rea, the occupation of
these territories would also have exposed its ®HBrirman-speaking
occupants to the proto-Kamta languagever before, and never since, did the

control and influence of Kamta stretch so far west.

2. However, the sociohistorical connection between aigrand Koch Behar
was short-lived, and therefore it is unlikely thia¢ proto-Kamta innovations
were propagated across this area after the expanbistead, it is more
sociohistorically plausible that the proto-Kamta rptwlogical innovations
underwent propagation the regions near Koch Behar after its Aryanisafi
and before the expansion westwar@lse innovative features would then have
been carried to the newly conquered western argaaf the proto-Kamta

language spoken by the Koch armies and settlers.
This sociohistorical scenario pfopagation followed by migratiomccounts for:

(a) The presence of the diagnostic p-Kamta changdseitiH, RL and KS lects

included in this reconstruction;

(b) The influence of Hindi and Bihari lects upon thesene three lects. From the
17" century these areas fell beyond the bounds of Kmdhical control and
social influence, and instead came under Mughalrobrand the social
influence of Mithila in northern Bihar. It is noti@bin this respect that the
great roads built by Maharaja Nara Narayana steetehstwardsfrom Koch

Behar rather thawestwardgGait 1905: 48, 56);
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(c) The division of the proto-Kamta SC into smaller S@=fined by more
localised PEs. As stated above, the westwards siganf Koch control and
influence was not a lasting phenomenon. This irs@ea geographical
separation between speakers, and absence of ongse@-political
connection, would have resulted neduced interactiorbetween speakers in
the west and speakers in Koch Behar proper. Thexetbe most plausible
sociohistorical effect which the political expansioad upon the proto-Kamta

speech community is theBvision of its former unity

In summary: based on sociohistorical reconstructtbe proto-Kamta innovations
seem to have been propagated within a PN sometihgebn the 13 and 16'

centuries AD. Theerminus post querfor this proto-Kamta network was the shift in
capital to Kamatapur during the tEL&entury, and théerminus ante quemwas the

expansion of the Koch kingdom during the™@entury. The proto-Kamta speech
community was a population of speakers (over ségemerations) who lived east of
the Karatoya-Tista river in the region near Kamatagmongst whom specific and
unique innovations (MB1, 32, 45, 63, 69 and 74) were propagated during the early
centuries of their Aryanisation. These common iratmns have been inherited by
the linguistic descendants of proto-Kamta, whiatiude the present-day KRNB lects
and also at least some of the Hajong lects spokémei Garo hills. To date, no proper
linguistic study has been made of the Hajong lectswhich a reconstruction of

historical connections with KRNB could be based.

7.3.1.3. Comparison with the Maharaja’s letter of 1555 AD

This overall hypothesis receives some confirmatrom the letter of Maharaja Nara
Narayana to the Ahom king, written in 1555 AD. Thblowing points of comparison
may be made between the language of the letter tl@dnnovative proto-Kamta
features dated above as 1250-1550 AD:

e MI 69. The agreement ending *-on(ti) ‘2.PL’ is not found in the letter. The

second person agreement endings used to addresshtim king are ek
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‘2.SG’ and 4 ‘2.SG’." These do not prove the absence ohft) ‘2.PL’ in
the language of the time, but indicate thainfti) did not function as a

marker of ‘high honour second person singular’ agreement.

MI 74. The agreement endingek- is found withfuture imperative function
for second person singular in the letter. The @pgennh function between
general imperative (as is reconstructed fak*2.SG:IMP’ in 6.4.2.2) and
future imperative (as is attested lek*2.SG:FUT.IMP’ in the letter) provides
support for the reconstruction of Ml 74 as a pré-téntury change. There are

no instances of a present imperative formatiomaleétter.

MI 63. ™ ‘1P.SG’, 9™ ‘1P.PL’ in AGR.lla. A pre-18 century sequencing of
this change is also supported by the Koch kingtiele He writesCeTReR
Fe| GAT ST | O A fasea gl | The crucial words
here are given in bold and are, respectively, titensted aslekhnam ‘we
have written’ (probably pronouncedef™non]) and kari ‘we do’ (probably
pronounced [kori]). The second form is includedeaglence that when the
letter writer is the grammatical subject, the agrest is withfirst person
plural. The form [ek"non] conforms with the reconstructed secondary ending

*-9” ‘1PL’ (here probably pronouncedi).

MI 31. The dating of this unique proto-Kamta change ptaothe 18' century
is supported by the use ¥fSIF imrak ‘them’ in the Maharaja’s letter.

MI 32. The use ofimra- as an oblique pronoun (suffixed By'BDAT’) in the
Maharaja’s letter raises some doubts as to whe¥ieB2 was a regular or
variable part of the language in 1555 AD. This uthe diagnostic value of
MI 32.

MI 45. *-t"e + kuna > *-t"ekuna ‘place’ as a base of locational pronominals.

This change is not attested in the letter, butldtier is very short and the

" The presence offis telling, and suggests the p-Kamta system repactsd in 6.4 should be
expanded to include *-a. This would also have iogtibns for the reconstruction of proto-Kamrupa,
as the emergence of *-a ‘2SG.High’ in secondaryesys is plausibly a common KRNB & Asamiya
(i.e. proto-Kamrupa) change.
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omission of *-{"¢kuna ‘place’, as in the case of the 2PL endingntti)

discussed above, does not prove its absence frehariguage of the time.

The full text of the letter is reproduced in Bar(d891: 3-4). The above analysis of
its language is not exhaustive, but is sufficientverify that the Maharaja’s letter
supports the pre-16century chronology assigned to MI 74, MI 63 and 34! by

sociohistorical sequencing. The sequencing ofgustchange—MI 32—may need to

be reassessed in the light of the letter’s evidence

7.3.2.  The proto-Eastern Magadhan speech community

A complete reconstruction of the sociohistoricahfation and breakup of the eastern
Magadhan speech community—from which we get Bar@t&a, Asamiya, KRNB,
plus others—is beyond the scope of this study. Neekess, a few points are in order
to clarify some misconceptions that have been helthis regard. Firstly, let us
consider the innovative features given by Chattasjicharacteristic of the eastern

Magadhan lects (1926: 93-94). They are:

e Fully rounded pronunciationo] of the character written asy, &,
(transliterated asa ). This contrasts with the inherited unrounded

pronunciation of the NIA midlands.

e A palatal pronunciation of the inherited sibilatiiowever, because this
pronunciation is inherited from p-Mg., and not imative, it is not diagnostic

of a propagation event that would define e.Mg.

e Transposition of medial *i, *u is a regular featwkethese lects, unlike in the

Bihari lects where it is a sporadic occurrence.

e ks (in Tatsama words) becomes *(k)khy. However, thiarge is not unique

to these lects (cf. Masica 1991: 201).

e Genitive in -r < 4éra, kara. While this may have been a morphologically
specific change (and hence diagnostic of e.Mgig ot of great diagnostic
value given the general MIA pattern of leniting amidleting single

intervocalic stops (cf. Masica 1991: 180ff.).
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e disuse or restricted use of the genitive Aa. -The principle adopted in this
study is that instances of disuse and loss of mdrt®nstructions are of low

value for diagnosing a PE (see further 3.4.1.1).

e Past and future bases ih -ib. This contrasts with the rest of the Magadhan
lects which have al, -ab. According to Chatterji's ibid.: 940ff.)
reconstruction, the variation in vowel between eastand other Magadhan
lects is the result of inherited variation with sabuent regularisation.
Chatterji reconstructs the etymology thus: “thetfse in«-il-» in Bengali,
Assamese and Oriya, in «-al-» in the Bilari speeches, and iil-, -al » in
Marathi, and similar «-1-» forms in the other NIA. speeches, originated from
the OIA. «-ta, -ita» plusthe OIA. diminutive or adjectival affix-la-» in the
extended forms-ila, -a-la, > -illa (-¢lla),-alla»” (ibid.: 941). Regularisation
of inherited variation is not considered diagnostica PE in this study
because of the possibility that the regularisatiocurred independently and in
parallel (cf. 3.4.1.4).

e a passive participle inz-

e “confusion between rootg ah » and « ho » both meanings, but derived

from different roots”.

This evidence is a mixed bag; some is solid enowsgime is easily dismissed.
Certainly there is scope for fresh studies of tlstoncal relations between eastern
and other Magadhan lects, based on more stringezthaaology of historical

reconstruction.

Secondly, accepting for a moment that there i®as$tl some evidence for a unified
stage of development among the eastern Magadh#s) lge should consider the
possible chronology of this unified stage. Chaitierpnce more our clearest guide on

the matter. Regarding the emergence of Oriya, ltesvr
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In the early part of the™7century, we have ... the testimony of the
Chinese traveller [Hiuen Ts’ang] that the sea-baanghtry where @ya

is now spoken was non-Aryan in speech. Yet we legvgraphical
evidence to show that Brahmans were settled inArgan Kongoda with
grants of land precisely when Hiuen Thsang nottbedyeneral linguistic
condition of the country ... What would seem to haeen the case is that
the Odra people were receiving Aryan speech from thehimigring
Suhman and &lha, in the 7 century and before, as well as during the
subsequent period, and they rapidly became Arydr{iShatterji 1926:
105-106)

The first point to be made from this statementhiat ta pre-Oriya lect emerged,
distinct from pre-Bangla, in all likelihoodnly after the # century AD This is the
terminus post querfor the division of any proto-eMg speech communitiere is
evidence (again from Hiuen Ts’ang) that Aryanisatxd language had begun (though
not progressed very far) in Kamrupa by tiecentury AD—at least in the regions

nearby the capital (in the vicinity of Guwahati).

Thirdly, we may consider the mechanisms for propagaof changes that may have
existed during late MIA and very early NIA. Duritigis period Indo-Aryan language
and culture was spreading into the areas of Oddakamrupa and Banga, but the
spread was patchy and the bulk of the general popyrobably remained non-Indo-
Aryan speaking. As mentioned in section 7.3.1, atign and resettlement of
Brahmans was not at all uncommon, and indeed beoamne frequent as more areas
embraced Aryan religious teachings. In all likebdoit was this migration and
interaction between the priestly classes which leabpropagation of common e.Mg.
linguistic innovations between the outlying colanief Aryanisation in Kamrupa,

Banga and Odra, as they lived surrounded by nofspeaking peoples.

In conclusion, the case for a unified e.Mg. statpracterised by propagation events,
remains to be made using robust historical metlgmjolSome evidence has been put
forward by Chatterji, but renewed research on thater is required. The situation

may turn out to be similar to how Grierson desdilie
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East of Migadha lay th&auda or Péchya Apabhreaisa, the head-
guarters of which were at Gaur, in the presentidisif Malda. It spread
to the south and south-east, and here became riat g modern
Bengali. Besides spreading southwareksyda Apabhransa also spread
to the east keeping north of the Ganges, and is tlepresented at the
present day by Northern Bengali and, in the vatieisssam, by
Assamese. Northern Bengal and Assam did not getlémguage from
Bengal proper, but directly from the westagddha Apabhmasa, in fact,
may be considered as spreading out eastwards atiivsods in three
directions. To the north-east it developed intotNem Bengali and
Assamese, to the south into Oriya, and betweetwibénto Bengali.
Each of these three descendants is equally directipected with the
common immediate parent, and hence we find NortBerrgali agreeing
in some respects rather with the Oriya spokenviayao the south than
with the Bengali of Bengal proper, of which it isually classed as a
subordinate dialect.” (Grierson 1903-28 Vol. 1: 126

Suffice it to say here that this general picturaildaat the very minimum need to be
supplemented with accounts of the later commonvations which were propagated

across these patrtially differentiated lects (sdevige

7.3.3.  Considering the proto-Bengali-Assamese speech commity

The KRNB lects are classified in the Ethnologuengl with 15 other lects, as
Bengali-Assamese (Gordon 2005). This has long Ibedhto constitute a historical
linguistic subgroup. “The agreement between Assana@sl Bengali is so close that
the dialects of Bengali and Assamese may be destmis belonging to the same
group” writes Chatterji (1926: 108), though he dwexs to outline common innovative
features. This subgrouping hypothesis has beerectghj to detailed comparative

reconstruction by Pattanayak (1966).

Pattanayak defines the putative proto-Asamiya-Barggage on the basis of four

innovations:
1) merger of alveolar and postalveolar nasals;
2) merger of alveolar and postalveolar laterals;

3) merger of f and *{" in medial position;
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4) lowering of *e > £/ when followed by a low vowel.

The first two innovations have been discussed atige 4.3.7, where they are found
to have occurred subsequent to th& £&ntury AD and include not only Bangla,
Asamiya and KRNB, but also Hindi and the Bihariteeamong others. The third of
Pattanayak’s innovations is the merger of mediland *d®. This innovation has
been discussed in section 4.3.4. Out of the 8 KRMNE&s included in this
reconstruction, it is presently regular in only S®R and BH, with some irregularity
in BN. It is part of a broader phonological charlgat also affected medial *h, *in
*n® and *1° by turning breathy voicing of continuants into modal voicirgeé [PI
9.]). The chronology of this change was reconsei¢entatively as post-{&entury
AD. Chatterji writes:

The aspirates, initial and intervocal, which Benghkrited from OIA,

were preserved intact in the [Old Bengali], and teery large extent in

the [early Middle Bengali] period. But even fronetfearly Middle

Bengali] period, from the latter part of the"™&entury it would seem,

(judging from the orthography of Early Bengali MS&xd from [New

Bengali] history of the aspirates), the aspirateweall as«-h-» grew

rather feeble in an intervocal position—and alsalfy (Chatterji 1926:
441)

and again, addressing specifically thig*t" merger:
It seems in the early Y&entury, voiced aspirated forms liR& «parh-»
read... 910 «barh» increases.. still obtained, although it is likely that
the aspiration had become feeble. The voiced aspisgeem to have
preserved the aspiration (in the West Central didiee. SCB—MT])

longer than the unvoiced ones, in both final antdrirocal positions.
Chatterji 1926: 442)

The fourth of Pattanayak’s changes relevant to BaAgamiya historical relations, is
lowering of *e > £/ when followed by a low vowel. This seems to be a
misinterpretation of the correspondence sets. Tiséorical event was not the
lowering of *e to ¢/ but, as argued in section 4.4.3 the phoneihes the inherited
phoneme in these lects, with /e/ resulting froomlaerds and regressive raising ef *
to /e/ before a high vowelln Bangla /e/ also results from the lowering of Gyt not

in Asamiya. As articulated in 4.4.3, the preseniceegressive raisings*> i in early
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Oriya suggests that regressive raising ofstinherited from the e.Mg. stage (though
this stage is yet to be adequately reconstructedisequently, we cannot identify a
unique Bangla-Asamiya stage of historical interactibased on either of the

phonemes /e/ oell.

In summary: none of Pattanayak’s changes are dstignof a unique proto-Bangla-
Asamiya subgroup that also includes proto-KamtattaRayak's first three
innovations are post-proto-Kamta events which spaoss already differentiated
lects after the 1% century. The sociohistorical conditioning and suging value of
that spread across Bangla, Asamiya and part of KiRNf®nsidered in section 7.4.4.
Grierson’s contention may well be true tha&iatida Apabhransa” was the parent
speech both of Kamrupa and today’s Bengal (seeequader 7.3.2)ut it has not yet
been proven as such by careful historical lingaisgconstruction Statements to the
effect of “but it's obvious” do not qualify as histcal arguments as they do not
properly differentiate between retentions and iratmns, or, betweegeneral NIA
propagation events which are posfhjxfentury (see 7.4.4) and the préhlcﬁantury
speech communities that were already differentibefdre the later common changes

came through.

Though it has not been the purpose of this studyretmonstruct higher level
protolanguages beyond proto-Kamta, the reconstmudtiere has turned up three
morphological innovations—MI 73 (diagnostic), MI 2supportive), Ml 70
(supportive)—which provide some evidence for a @erstiguage which may be
termed proto-Gala-Kamrupa. Furthermore, Ml 40 may also have undergo
propagation during the p-GdarKamrupa stage, with subsequent replacement of the
morpheme*monto ‘like, similar to’ through change [MI 38.] in ndrtwest KRNB.
(North-west KRNB is defined in 7.5.2).

7.3.4.  Considering the proto-Kamrupa speech community

The Kamta-Asamiyasubgrouping hypothesis was probably first arti@datby
Grierson (see quote at the end of section 7.3.2Xhi& point, Chatterji (1926, cf.
pl48) and Kakati (1962, cf. p5) concur with Griersodiagnosis, and the same

position is reflected in recent statements, lika tf Baruah and Masica:
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Assamese is most closely related to Bangla, paatigito the northern
dialects of that language. In fact, the (northé&ajpangshi “dialect” of
Bangla could be considered a dialect of Assamegentts come under
Bengali cultural hegemony. (2001: 43)

This view entails (in traditional terms) a subgrimgpof KRNB and Asamiya, and (in

the terms of this study) a common ancestral Pramaghletwork diagnosed by a PE.

The problem with this proposition is that, as foe Bengali-Assamese subgroup, it is
yet to be substantially proven. While stated inesalprevious academic works, none
that | have found presetihguistic evidencen its support. Instead, the position is
mostly argued on the basis of political historyglinling the king of Cooch Behar’s
patronage of early Asamiya language, among othktigoehistorical links between
Kamta and Kamrupa. The position taken by this stigdthat political history (and
social history more generally) is relevant to lirggie history and phylogenetic
classification only in so much as it conditions the propagation limfguistic
innovations among speakers the absence of unique and diagnostic innomafio

political or social history is not relevant to liagstic history

The use of political history in this chapter isshunlike the use of political history in,
for example, the following quote from Kakati:
It was under the patronage of kings outside theemedimit of modern
Assam,—under the patronage of the kings aniétipur ... that the
earliest Assamese books were written. Even nowgpb&en language of
North Bengal and western Assam (districts antfip and Galpara) is
substantially the same and seems to form one digiteap. (Kakati 1962:
6)
The only evidence for this one-ness of dialect gnog that Kakati presents is the
early medieval political unity. Kakati's argumenba$ not constitute a historical

linguistic argument because it does not centre on the distib of unique and

diagnostic linguistic changes.

What evidence then is there bifguistic innovationscommon to all KRNB and
Asamiya lects, but not common further afield in RIAre we justified in talking of
Asamiya and KRNB as a subgroup? The phonologicall amorphological

reconstruction of the present study has found tihmeephological innovations that

296



give some answers to these questfbrEhey are MI 67 (diagnostic), Ml 22
(supportive), and MI 23 (supportive). These changeside evidence for a proto-
Kamrupa stage of linguistic history—ancestral totprKamta and proto-wKamrupa
(Asamiya). However, a thorough KRNB-and-Asamiya-videconstruction of
linguistic history is required before this protage can be considered robustly

established.

The question remains: did the propagation of MIMV22 and MI 23 occur before or
after the propagation of the changes that defieeptioto-Kamta stage? A plausible,
yet perhaps inconclusive chronology is suggestetthégociohistorical account given

in section 7.3.1 for the origin of the proto-Kamsfgeech community.

If: Indo-Aryan language was established firsthe tarea surrounding the Kamrupa
capital, and only became established in today’'s BRMea after the shift of

capital to Kamatapur;

Then it is plausible, though not conclusive, thataG\v, 22 and 23 had occurred during
the period of the eastern capital of Kamrupa (& century), and were inherited

into the proto-Kamta language after the shift ipitz.

This hypothesis suggests a common linguistic origirboth KRNB and Asamiya in

an earlier proto-Kamrupa speech community.

There are furthedistinctivephonological and morphological features sharedéen
KRNB and Asamiya, but such features tend to beeeithherited from Eastern
Magadhan, or instead, propagated subsequent tor¢&up of proto-Kamta and thus
only reflected in a subsection of KRNBEhe distinctive but non-innovative features
common to KRNB and Asamiya include the case markesko ‘Dative’ and *-oto
‘Locative’. See sections 5.3.6 and 5.3.7 for thguarents that these case markers are
inherited from a pre-Kamrupa source and as suchnatediagnostic of proto-

Kamrupa.

The history of innovative features shared betwesandiya and only a subset of
KRNB lects is analysed further in 7.5.4.2.

8 There is plenty of evidence for major linguistiopagation between Asamiya aeasternKRNB
(Bongaigaon), see 7.5.4.2.
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7.3.5.  The proto-Asamiya speech community: 13 century onwards
There are many innovative phonological and morpliold characteristics of the
Asamiya lects. Kakati (1962) is the primary expdnen this topic, with his main
intention to establish that Asamiya and Banglastinecturally so removed that they
should not be considered dialects of the same kgguThis is an essentialist
definition of ‘a language’, such as has been aréa for historical purposes in
Chapter 3. Unsurprisingly, the distinctive featuinesoutlines for Asamiya in contrast
with Bangla fail to distinguish between inheriteslannovative features. Therefore,
not all of the features he ascribes to Asamiyadsgnostic of the proto-Asamiya
stage of linguistic history, but instead merelygtiase its Magadhan inheritance. The
phonological and morphological features of Asanoydlined by Kakati ipid.: 8ff.)

are as follows

e Asamiya “follows the pan-Indian system of penultimatress and Bengali has

initial stress”. The Asamiya feature is not an wakon.

e The genitive case affix is /-er/ in Bangla andr/-in Asamiya, with /-er/
maintained in an instrumental case suffix in Asamiyhis is a case of inherited
variation with subsequent regularisation (cf. 34).J-and hence is not diagnostic

of a propagation event (cf. 5.3.5).

e The locative affix in Asamiya istin contrast with Banglate. The innovation
involved here is on the part of Bangla not Asan{see 5.3.7) and so this change
is relevant to defining proto-Bangla, not proto-Asga (cf. 7.3.6 below).

e The present participle in Asamiya is't/, Bangla hasit. Early Asamiya has
-ante “The Pres. patrticiple in fya is -anta-,and both the [Asamiya] and [Oriya]
forms go back to O.I.A. and M.I.A. active parti@pin ant-" (ibid.: 361). This
feature is inherited, and not diagnostic of an Agampropagation event.
Incidentally, Chatterji reconstructs the Banglafigus derived from the same
MIA source (1926: 999), with the /i/ element thesuk of transposition of an
earlier feminine suffixipid.: 653-654).

° Kakati also lists some lexical distinctives of Agga in contrast with Bangla. However, this study
does not include reconstruction of lexical innoeas, and therefore it is beyond the scope of the
present reconstruction to evaluate whether thegealefeatures constitute innovations, or features
retained from an earlier Magadhan stage.
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A past conditional conjugation in Asamiya is “exgged by the post-position
fe”ten, heten (earlierha™te, hantgafter a fully conjugated verbal root in the past.
Bengali expresses the past conditional with thes.ppart. base init- with
personal conjugational affixes” (Kakati 1962: 9)hatl is, the difference is
between the construction of conditional sentence®\samiya and Bangla. In
Asamiya the consequent clause, or apodosis (anidnafly the conditional
clause, or protasis) are followed kheten/. For example, in modern Asamiya
(from ibid.: 360): fumi kole xi ahil heten/ *had you said, he would have come’.
An example from early Asamiya writings (fraimd.):

jadi aji gharataachila hante s\am,

tebeani tomika rakhilo hante ami; (Daityari: Sankara Caritd

‘If my husband had been at home today, | would Haken you
in and kept you'.

Indeed this conditional construction usihgnte > /he"ten/ is innovative, and
distinct from functionally similar constructions ihoth KRNB and Bangla.
Thereforethis distinctive feature is diagnostic of an earliergsteof Asamiya

linguistic history.

The infinitive affix in Asamiya is derived from B4/, while in Bangla it is derived
from /-it-/. The Asamiya morpheme is inherited in this fumati-cognate with

KRNB and Oriya (cf. section 6.2.2)—and not diagiwsf proto-Asamiya.

Asamiya “has a complete set of negative conjugath the negative particle
no, na- placed before the verb root. Oriya has a negatorgugation with the
verb substantive only. Bengali has no negativeugatjon” (bid.: 10). Going on
cross-referenced portions of Kakati’'s woitid.: 383), what seems to be in view
here is that in Asamiya the negative morphemewsyd found before the verb, in
contrast with Bangla and Oriya (and most of KRNBjene this morpheme
generally follows the verb. This indeed could hbeen a propagated innovation,
but the contact-related motivation for this changduces its value for diagnosing

a single propagation event (cf. Bhattacharya 1975).

The plural nominative suffixes in SCA are distimetiand unique. However, they

are not shared with western (Kamrupi) Asamiya (Gosw1970), and thus are

299



not diagnostic of a common proto-Asamiya stage iofuistic history. The
western Asamiya plural suffixes are instead cogmwett KRNB and Bangla
forms (cf. 5.4.3).

Asamiya “pronominal derivatives of time and plaaem to have no parallel
formations in Bengali”. At the very least, the poomnal derivatives of place
discussed by Kakatil{id.: 325ff.) do seem to constitute an innovative usthe

locative affix within this pronominal set.

In Asamiya, *a > / _Ca. This process of ‘shortening’ of non-stresseis very
similar to that described in section 4.4.7 for westKRNB lects, and also found
in Hindi and Bihari. With these connections furtladield, it is unlikely that this

change is diagnostic of a p-Asamiya propagatiomeve

The distinctive symbad for the /w/ glide found in Asamiya has no coungstpn
Bangla. This is an orthographic, and not a lingeifgature. It has no bearing on

historical linguistic relations.

As editor to the second edition of Kakati's workol@&kchandra Goswami outlines

further distinctive features of Asamiya in a fodmdo Kakati (1962: 8), which are

here paraphrased in the terms of this study:

the alveolarisation of dental and postalveolar stapsulting in the merger of

these two series. This is a diagnostic innovatthn4.3.6);

the spirantisation of the laminal affricates (ipalatal series). The diagnostic

value of this change is open to doubt (cf. 4.3.9);

changes to the inherited sibilant (see 4.3.13)s&lehanges are common with the
eastern Bangla varieties, and seem to be relateorttact with Tibeto-Burman
varieties. As ecologically non-distinctive changg®y are not diagnostic of PEs
(cf. 3.4.1.2).

Based on this critical evaluation of the evidenaefprward by Kakati and Goswami

in Kakati (1962), there are at least four changhkseé morphological and one

phonological) which diagnose a common Asamiya stdidnestorical development:

1) the innovative past conditional construction;
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2) the prefixed negative particle;
3) the locational pronominals;
4) the merger of dental and postalveolar stops;

None of these changes are common with KRNB beyondgBigaon. It seems
therefore that they were innovated after the gplgroto-Kamta from proto-Kamrupa
in the 13" century. For the purpose of this study it is netessary to be any more
specific regarding the chronology of the proto-Asamchanges, other than to
establish that they are phylogenetically paratiehte proto-Kamta changes described

in section 7.3.1.

7.3.6.  The proto-Gauda-Bangga (Bangla) speech community

Similarly to the grouping of Asamiya with KRNB, thBangla lects have been
grouped together for primarily historical-politicahther than historical-linguistic
reasons, with little evidence presented by wayosfimon linguistic innovations. The

key historical reconstruction is Chatterji (192&)owvrites:

Political and social reasons have brought abouptbsent unity of
speech in Bengal, despite the fact of dialectsmFiwe time of the #as
[of Gaud], the greater part of Bengal formed portions of empire.
Gauda and Vayga are frequently spoken of togeth@anda meaning
North Central Bengal [south and south-west of Kanaeid Kamrupa—
MT], and the Western part of the Delta, andyjfya including not only
Bengal beyond the Brahmaputra, but also a conditéepart of the Delta.
... If it had not been brought about by some sogaditical union under
the Rilas just when the foundations of the Bengali lagguaere laid,
and by the dispersion of a well-organised Brahn@anmunity all over
Bengal, and Ryastha participation in their efforts, the evoluatiof a
common nationality and of one type of culture atetature among the
people of heterogeneous origin in West Bengal,astBengal, in North
Bengal, would have been extremely problemalic( 146-147).

Chatterji postulated there to be four dialects Beihgali”: Ridha, Vagéndra, Vayga,
and Kamrupa. His tabulation of the historical relatiorvieeen these lectéb({d.: 140)

is reproduced in Figure 7-3.
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Forms of Migadh Prakrit and Apabhrga as brought to Bengal, Assam and Orissa

Radha Dialects Vandra Kama-rupa Dialects  vapga Dialects

| Dialects
| |

Eastern Western

South-west Radha proper | | Western & Eastern and
West Bengali North [Assamese] North S. W Vaiga s. e. Vaga
Central Bengali [Maimansing [e. Sylhet
[Oriya] ‘South- Bengali [Jalpaiguri Dacca Kachar
Westemn \vestern  gastern (affected by e Pumia  Faridpur  (Mayang)
Bengali’ (Extreme (West Vanga) s. I.Dal’.]lhng n.e.Nadiya Tippera
[S.W. West) Central or  [Maldah Dlnajpur Jessore N(_)akhali
Midnapur] [santal-  standard s Dinajpur Koch Bihar gh”'na| Chittagong
Parganas  Colloquial Rajshahi angpur S"j‘)rr'fdfz (Chakma)]
w.Birbhum  Bengali) Pabna ) P nw. Svinh
. w. Sylhet

w. Burdwan [Murshidabad Bogra]
Bankurah . Nadiya
Manbhum e Burdwan
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Hugli
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24-Parganas
with Calcutta]

Figure 7-3. Chatterji’'s (1926) tabulation of the hstorical linguistic relations
between eastern Magadhan lects
Note that Chatterji’s classification of ‘Bengaliatkcts’ includes lects ancestral to
both Asamiya and Oriya. However, Chatterji doesint@nd to classify these lects as
dialects of Bangla. Therefore, Chatterji's fourlde@s—Ridha, Vaéndra, Vajga, and
Kamrupa—should not be termed “dialects of Bengalit tather, “dialects of eastern

Magadhan” (cfibid.: 92ff.).

The question that remains to be answered is this:Cthatterji articulate a set of
innovations that are diagnostic of a proto-Bangeesh community and its
language? (Or, to be more historically accurafoto-Gauda-Banga SC, see below).
The position Chatterji articulates on the originfsBengali is summarised in the

following paragraph:
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The Bengali dialects cannot be referred to a siRgimitive Bengali
Speech, but they are derived from various locahfoof late Migadh
Apabhrasa, which developed some common characteristicanbstbe
called pan-Bengalie.qg, «-ila, -iba » for the past and future base, rather
than«-ala, -aba » ; «-ia » rather than simple-i » for the conjunctive «-
¢ra < -kéra » besides«-ara < -kara » for the genitive i-kg, -re » for the
dative, rather thar-ku » as in Qiya : etc. These pan-Bengali features
link the dialects together as members of a singlegy and enabled them
to be attached to a composite literary languageraatter of course

(ibid.: 139).

Here Chatterji gives a set of features, which éytldid “link the dialects together as

members of a single group” would constitute evidefor a protoGauda-Banga stage

of linguistic history. The putative “pan-Bengalgdtures are examined in turn:

[-il-/ ‘Past’ and /-ib-/ ‘Future’. These charact®i eastern Magadhan as a
whole, not just Bangla, and hence are pertinergeittion 7.3.2 and proto-

e.Mg., rather than the reconstruction of proto-Bapgr se

/-ia/ ‘Conjunctive’, or, ‘perfect participle’. This found also in KRNB, early
Asamiya and possibly early Maithili (cf. sectior28.). Analogously to the
situation in early Asamiya, Jha (1985 [1958]: 5@B)esia as one of several
variant forms found as conjunctive in early Maithilerature, though it has
been replaced in the modern language. It seemstfdotlerefore that the
extension of inherited *-i by *-a is uniquely diaggtic of a proto-Bangla

(Gauda-Bagga) stage®

[-er/ ‘Genitive’. As argued in section 5.3.5, thregence of this form is a case
of inherited variation with subsequent regularisatidduch changes are not

diagnostic of a propagation event (cf. 3.4.1.4).

/-ke, -re/ ‘Dative’. This extension of the inhedtdative suffix by the locative-
instrumental has been discussed in section 5.8dbisasupportive, rather than

diagnostic of a propagation event.

19 |Incidentally, this feature is a good illustratiohCroft's argument for why an essentialist, or
structural-based definition of ‘a language’ willtrao for linguistic phylogeny (cf. 3.2.2). The SCB
(standard colloquial Bangla) itself no longer Hasconjunctive in /-ia/, having been fused intd./ie
‘Bangla’ were defined (on an essentialist modekeis of this feature, even SCB would no longer
qualify as ‘Bangla’!
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None of these features can do the job for us ofjriiaing a prot@sauda-Banga

speech community and language, because none ofinth@vations pass the
diagnostics developed in this study to sift singtepagation events from possible
cases of parallel independent development. Howexgtain diagnostic innovations
unique to Bangla have shown up in the course sfghidy of KRNB, and no doubt
several more would emerge from an in-depth comparef the Bangla lects. These
changes are not shared with KRNB. The diagnostimgées identified by this study

are:

[MI 1.]> /-d-/ ‘PL.OBL.AN’ {SCB} (before 1500 AD). Diagnostic.

[MI 3.]/-[e]ra/ ‘PL.NOM’ in pronouns > /-[e]ra/ ‘PL.NOM.AN’ in general nominal
morphology {Bangla} (by the 15th century). Diagnostic.

[MI 7.] *-[o]to ‘LOC” + *-¢ ‘LOC-INS’ > /-te/ ‘LOC’ {SCB, Man. P} (before
1400 AD.). Probably diagnostic.

The textual evidence given by Chatterji points wa#ing of these innovations before
1500 AD in the case of two changes, and before MDn the case of the other (cf.
Chapter 5). As such, these innovations are diagnoka propagation event which is
phylogenetically parallel with the proto-Kamta gmbto-eKamrupa(Asamiya) stages
of linguistic history reconstructed in section 7.and 7.3.5 respectively. We lack as

yet aterminus post quetior the protoGauda-Vanga stage of linguistic development.

The proto-speech community and language diagnogetthdse innovations is here
termed as ‘prot@sauda-Banga’ based on Chatterji’'s observation that, histdlyc
“Gauda and Vajga are frequently spoken of together” (1926: 1¥épga can
alternatively be Romanised asrga which better shows the connection with modern
“Banga-la”). The term “Bangla” and “Bengali” are meorecent terms to denote the
language and speech of the region. Indeed up theilld" century it was more
common for this language and its dialects to berrefl to as Gauda” than “Bangla”

(Chatterji 1926: 148-149-

" Note thaBaygais a Romanised transliterationfi and the vowels are pronouncedifiot [a], thus
[bongo].
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7.3.7.  The division of proto-Magadhan

It has been argued above that several stages dihthestic history of eastern NIA
which previously have been taken for granted atdoyee thoroughly established by
sufficiently broad and methodologically robust brstal reconstruction. Further
historical studies are needed that take up theafsdconstructing propagation events
and speech community events for proto-Kamrupa fjtitative ancestor of Asamiya
and KRNB), proto-eastern Magadhan (the putativeestoc of Bangla, Oriya,
Asamiya and KRNB as well as others), and indeetbgvtagadhan itself. This study
has taken the broadest of these subgroups foregFafiroto-Magadhan—and has
reconstructed the divergence of proto-speech cortiasiand their languages out of
this parent speech. The results are shown in Figudein accordance with the
adjusted phylogenetic tree model outlined in sec8idl.4. In this figure, ‘p-’ as in ‘p-
Kamta’ means ‘the proto-speech community and itgjuage’ as defined in 3.2 in
terms of PEs that resulted from speaker interacttprKamrupa’, which is shown as
the ancestor of both p-Kamta and p-eKamrupa (Asamsyprefixed with a question
mark, as is ‘?p-Gauda-Kamrupa’, to remind the redadat these hypothetical stages

are less robustly established in this reconstroctivan the other proto-speech

communities.
p-Mg
?p-Gauda-Kamrupa
?p-Kamrupa
-Odra — S
pOri a p-Gauda-Baga /\,
—Ova) (Bangla) p-Kamta/wKamrupa p-eKamrupa (Asamiya)

Figure 7-4. The historical fragmentation of proto-Mg into its linguistic
descendants

Notice that p-Gauda-Bga, p-Odra (Oriya) and p-Kamta did not undergo majo
phonological innovations during this early NIA et though p-eKamrupa
(Asamiya) did. The proto-stages and phylogenetiatioms for this period of
linguistic history are diagnosed on the basis ofphological or morphologically-

conditioned changes. The historical scenario recacted above (so far just up to
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1550 AD) is of the fragmentation of the Magadhamesin community and its
language into several proto-SCs and protolanguagés,proto-Kamta one of those

fragments.

7.4. The middle KRNB period: c.1550-1787 AD

From here our story focuses on the history of KRE®&s, and the other Magadhan

lects enter the discussion only as they contribufeEs in KRNB linguistic history.

Proto-Kamta took its inheritance from ?p-Kamrupad(®efore that from ?p-Gauda-
Kamrupa), innovated the unique features outlineavalduring 1250-1550 AD, and
then split into three main sections (Western, Ganteastern) as will be shown
below. This division of the speech community waauglbly caused by the rapid
socio-political expansion, and then fragmentatafrthe Koch-Kamta kingdom in the
16" Century (see above). The Koch-Kamta kingdom did lomg maintain its
supremacy over the conquered areas. The Mughalremis expanding from the
west through Bihar, and from the south through Bé&ndo the east the Ahom
kingdom had been re-established and control of Kipanand Goalpara was to change

hands several times between the Ahom and Koch kimgd?

The period 1550-1787 AD is marked by two concurrphenomena: (i) local
innovations arose which define distinct and loealigropagation events, and (ii)
wider changes, common to many NIA lects, also spezaoss the KRNB area. These
two sorts of PE—Ilocal vs. wide-range—and the déférSCEs that caused them, are
reconstructed in sections 7.4.1-7.4.4. In ordemitb the reader in following the
arguments below, the tree model of this period BNB linguistic history is given in
Figure 7-5, in advance of the argument. The dditedlindicates the propagation of
[Pl 9.] across p-Gauda-Bga, p-cKRNB, etc., but not across p-wKRNB. Proto-
wW.KRNB is prefixed by a question mark to indicatett this stage is not well
established at present. Arrows indicate the chiagioél relations reconstructed in

this study.

12 Kamrupa [kamrug> Kamrup [kamrup] due to loss of final vowel, &1 38.
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p-eKamrupa:
_ past conditional
p-Mg prefixed negative

\ locational
pronominals;
mi 73. ?p-Gauda-Kamrupa dental/ post-

Ml 2. = alveolar merger
p-Odra g i ?p-K MI 67.
(Oriya) -p-Ramripgy, o,

—_— MI 31. 2MI 32. MI 23.
p-Gauda-Baga v La 2> p-Kamta/wKamrupa

MI 1.
w3 _(Bangla) A/R, p-eKamrupa
M7 PI6PI7.

PI 36. ) :
bl 15 2p-WKRNB  2MI47.  pokrng  LSKRNB (Asamiya)

_— 7M|5le——=
7P1 25- 2L RPKBp o5 prog ' -
Pl 38. PI 12. Ml 62— ?PI 8. 7P 23.
e e
e — [
PI 26. PI 10.

Figure 7-5. The division of proto-Kamta, and re-inegration with some other
NIA lects (1550-1787 AD)

The intended meaning of this diagram, to be defémadow, is that the proto-Kamta
SC and its language was split into three distir@€$ ®hich underwent more localised
PEs. The easternmost SC (here labelled p-eKRNB)enw®ht innovations in
common with p-eKamrupa(Asamiya) speakers to thé, @asl by this propagation
event established an ongoing pattern of closerqgeyletic relations with Asamiya
than with the other KRNB lects. The other two des@ats of p-Kamta underwent
unique local innovations, as well as participatecchanges that had a wider-range
and significance in NIA. For example, p-cKkRNB undent [Pl 9.]—the change of
breathy to modal voicing in sonarants—in commorhvidangla, Asamiya and Oriya.
During this same period, all of KRNB underwent tbss of final %, which is a
widely shared NIA change. The changes with brosalege across NIA are examined

in section 7.4.4.

7.4.1.  Sequencing the ‘central’ KRNB Propagation Networks
The most complex array of isogloss boundaries withe KRNB area is found in a
geographical ‘corridor approximately 50 kilometregide which separates the

western and ‘central’ KRNB speech communitiésThis area of criss-crossing

3 The inverted commas will not be repeated througHmt are used here to draw attention to the
intended meaning of ‘central’ ggographically medialand noimore importanthan the others. An
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boundaries of propagation events is termed herERINB’s ‘western corridor of
change’. The main phonological and morphologicalowations whose ranges of
propagation falter within this corridor, are givém Figure 7-6* The isogloss
boundaries are labelled, and the key explains vendtie innovation is found to the
east (marked by ‘e’) or to the west (marked by ‘@fthe boundary line. A summary
of the linguistic character of each innovation soagiven; the details are found in

earlier chapters.

A w: *nd® > /n
e:*>n/#_
B e:*r>zero,n/#_ . ..

F e: Medial deasp.
of *th

G e: palatalisation
e: labialisation

H e: prog raising *a
e: regr. vowel
lowering in verb
roots

WwW: *nodi > lodi
C w: *ta ‘CLF >[da]
D e: prog raising *o
E e: murmuring >

modal voice in
sonorants

wW:@>n/#_VnC H o T :
E./ Go 100 200

kilometres

Figure 7-6. Isogloss boundaries in KRNB’s westernaeridor of change

At this point in the historical reconstruction teeare two methodological alternatives
open to us. Confronted by such a complex dialegto#h pattern of innovations we
might determine this to be the limit beyond whighguistic history cannot be
reconstructed. After all, the relative chronologl these innovations cannot be
established on linguistic grounds, because in gérikese changes do not bleed or
feed each another (cf. 3.4.3.1), or on textual gdsy because in general these lects
lack a written record which might guide the recamsion of chronology (cf.
3.4.3.2). |If this is the limit beyond which histmal linguistic reconstruction is
impossible, then it makes sense to either (a) faudusively on the history of

written languages, which afford us more opportesitio disambiguate chronologies

alternative term could be ‘midlands KRNB’, analogda the use of ‘midlands NIA’ rather than
‘central NIA’ to refer to Hindi etc., cf. e.g. Masi (1991).

4 For more detailed analysis of the individual ismgies see further below; for the data on whictethes
isoglosses are based, see Appendix E; for the iexpetal design and method used in data collection,
see Chapter 2.
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of changes; or (b) conclude the study with a dialegical map, rather than an
historical account—with a wave model, rather thatree2 model. This statement
summarises the present position of historical lisiu research in Indo-Aryan. The
major studies (e.g. Chatterji 1926, Kakati 1962uf®on the lects with a tradition of
written literature; the historical documents prorgl evidence (though not without
some problems) as to the chronology of changespaken vernaculars over the
centuries. Maniruzzaman (1977), who, on the otlaerdh departs from the focus on
written lects to reconstruct the history of ‘fivekkcts of Bengali’, concludes without
an historical account of the chronology of chanda# with a map of isogloss

boundaries.

| have suggested in this study that in additionlinguistic seriation and textual
sequencing of changes, there maysbeiohistoricalgrounds for disambiguating the
chronology of linguistic changes. Step V of the igbistorical framework for

historical linguistic reconstruction developed egrton 3.4.3.3 is reproduced below

S0 as to guide the sequencing of changes in KRNB&ern corridor:

V. Consider (i) the possible permutations of SQlgisions and integrations) which
would account for the disjunction in PNs, (ii) threlative sociohistorical
plausibility of each possible permutation, and) (tihe relative sociohistorical
plausibility of a SCE as against the co-existerfdb® PNs within a complex SC.
Accordingly, reconstruct the chronology of PEs lejesting the most plausible

sociohistorical explanation.

It has been argued in section 7.3.1 above thablthgor proto-)Kamta period of
1250-1550 was closed, and the middle KRNB period580-1787 inaugurated, by
division of the SC in conjunction with socio-patiii and linguistic expansion.
Following this division, the three possibilities dfl) SC division, (2) SC
(re)integration, and (3) coexisting PNs within angdex SC come into play and must
be compared and evaluated for sociohistorical giditg. If the linguistic history
was characterised primarily bgivisions after the proto-Kamta period, then the
innovation with the greatest range would have b#w®n ‘first cab off the rank’,

followed by other changes in order of decreasinmgea The hypothesis a@hivision
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entails sequencing isoglosses A and B as histbyipaior to isoglosses G and H, in
Figure 7-6. If, however, the linguistic history waharacterised primarily by
reintegration of partially differentiated SCs (after the initidivision of the proto-
Kamta SC and its language), then isoglosses G awdHd have preceded A and B.
The third possibility is that the SC that developér the division of p-Kamta was
so complex in its network structure that it sustditontemporaneous networks with

ranges A, B, G, H and so on.

| will argue below that the old course of river flishaped the division of p-Kamta
into central and western PNs, but that a later ghaio the course of this river,
coupled with district reorganisation, led to a tegration between portions of central
and western KRNB. This account of division-followeg partial-reintegration
(option 2 above) is more plausible than the otler sociohistorical possibilities
given what we know of the social history of theaar€he problem with SC division-
followed-by-further-division (option 1 above) asaciohistorical explanation is that,
prior to the shift of the river’'s course in 178%ete is no record of sociohistorical
conditions which would account for isoglosses A @as Propagation Networks.
However, such sociohistorical conditions emergédr the river shifteddue to the
socio-political reorganisation that occurred durithge colonial period. The third
sociohistorical possibility, of a complex SC accing simultaneously for all the PNs
in the western corridor of change, is also probkxnaecause the old course of the
river (which most probably conditioned isoglosseard H) only overlapped with the
reorganised district boundaries for a decade. unigely that all these isoglosses are
the result of propagation during a single decadectMmore likely is the hypothesis
that the isoglosses reflecting colonially-reorgadiglistricts diagnose a Propagation
Network of interaction whichmeplacedthe older PN after the change in river course

erased an earlier boundary to interaction.

In order to unpack this sociohistorical argumergction 7.4.1.1 explores the
sociohistorical conditioning for the eastern eddeK&NB’s western corridor of

change, and the same is done for the western adggeiion 7.4.1.2.

310



7.4.1.1. The eastern limit of KRNB’s western corridor of change

The eastern limit of this corridor of change maydeéined by isoglosses F, G and H.
The fuller representation of the dialect data facle of these changes is given in
Figures 7-7 to 7-11. The data are found in AppetritlibDark shading in the figures
below indicates the categorical, or near-categbpmesence of the change in the data
collected at the site in question. That is, thees Wttle or no variability found with
respect to this feature during the interviews vgiieakers at this site. Light shading

(as in Figure 7-8) indicates that the change igbér in the data for that site.

"""""" 24 35 2j ;
35 36 ’/ ,3;///,‘"!7(
5 / a
G o 100 200
' kilometres |

Figure 7-7. Dialect geography of [Pl 6.] (palataliation [i_a])*

kilometres

Figure 7-8. Dialect geography of [PI 7.] (labialisfon/palatalisation [u_a])*°

15 See items 2, 3, 4, 5 and 17 in Appendix E.
% See items 1, 7, 10 and 22 in Appendix E.
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0 100 200

kilometres

Figure 7-9. Dialect geography of [Pl 10.] (medial €asp. of 1)’

0 100 200

kilometres

Figure 7-10. Dialect geography of [Pl 24.] (progresive raising of *a)®

" See items 11, 12, 17 and 25 in Appendix E.
BSeeitems 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 7,10, 17 and 22 in AgdpeB.
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Figure 7-11. Dialect geography of [Pl 26.] (regr. ewel lowering in verb roots)®

The geographical extent of propagation of theseovations along the western
corridor does not correspond with contemporary c@ailitical, geographical or
social boundaries, but with tledd course of the Tista river coursehis old river ran
from north to south, and was, until around 1787 A2 most marked geographical
phenomenon, and the most enduring political boundaifr the KRNB area. R. C.
Majumdar & J. N. Sarkar (1943) and others, observirvat the Tista ran due south
from Jalpaiguri in three streams—the Karatoya, Mtmi and the Purnabhaha—
derive the name Tista from Tri-srota (‘three streamm Sanskrit). Clark (1969)
explains the relation between the old Tista andakga rivers:

The history of the paradelta shows that the Kagatmg the Tista have

been closely associated. The Tista flowed intdktaeatoya, giving that

river much of its size and power during the yetaseived as an ethnic

and political boundary. Since it carries the ruhfim the high rainfall

(120-150 inches yearly) Sikkim Himalayas, it hasals been as Spate

points out, an “exceptionally violent” river, andsifrequent devastating
floods during the monsoon season (Clarke 1969°98).

As mentioned by Clarke, not only was the river gamgeographical phenomenon, it
also functioned as an ethnic and political bouna@drgeveral points in the history of
the region. During early medieval times, this rif@med the boundary between the

kingdoms of Kamrupa and Gauda. It also formed thedary between the Koch and

19 See items 35, 37 and 38 in Appendix E.
2 The reference is to Spageal.(1954).
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Gaur kingdoms before the expansion made by Biswghais sons (Whyte 2002:
25). After the fragmentation of the greater Kochgdom, for a time it separated the
Koch kingdom from Mughal Bengal (Nathan 1936, tramg M. |. Borah: 804; cf.
S.N. Bhattacharya 1943: 241).

In contrast with its historical importance, the dtriver is today but a small stream
which nonetheless preserves the channel througthwhis major regional river used

to flow. Test sites 26 and 47, shown in the Figwesve, are located within a few
kilometres of what we understand that historicalirse to have been. Isogloss
boundary G runs right along this old course fromtmdo south; boundaries F and H
also run along the same course, dividing sites36@nd 26 from sites 57, 37 and 27,
and slightly less precisely dividing between siiés and 48. Boundaries F and H
differ from boundary G principally by not extendia{j the way north along the river

course to sites 02, 03 and 14. The north-southseoaf the Tista river system is
shown by the maps in Figure 7-1 and Figure 7-2odyced from Whyte (2002), and

is also included in the maps in Ahmed (1936).

As reported by the Gazetteers, large earthquakedlaods during 1787 AD had a
major impact on the course and unity of the Tistarrsystem, effectively splitting a

major river into several smaller rivers.

Before 1787, the Atrai was one of the great riaérillorth Bengal for
through this channel the Tista used to dischagy@ater into the Padma
[Ganga]. But in 1787, a great flood took place ehdnges occurred in
the river system of this region. This was also tuearthquakes and earth
movement. As a result, the Tista broke away framwitl channel and
found a new and capacious channel south-eastwdrpbared the
Brahmaputra (Jamuna) ... Since then the Atrai has][its former
importance, but [is] still navigable by large cayrboats during the rainy
season (Bangladesh District Gazetteers, Rajsh@hg: B, cited in S.
Islam 1992:7).

This event had a catastrophic effect on the liviethe inhabitants of the low lying
flood-plains. Clarke (1969) cites Henry Frowde'atsiment in the Imperial Gazetteer

of India thatone sixth of the local populatiahed in the disaster
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On the one hand then, we have the geographicateairthe River Tista-Karatoya-
Atrai which was a pre-modern political boundary aad north to south until 1787
AD; on the other, we have the dialect geographseskral innovations which (1) are
diagnostic of PEs, and (2) share substantial pwstimf their western boundary with
this old course of River Tista. Based on these espwndences in geography, |
propose that the river Tista was, before its donsia sufficient boundary to
interaction between speakers living on either ditlet local changes propagated
among speakers on one side were not adopted blyespa the other side. It may be
mentioned in support of this argument that (1)rilaers of today’s north Bengal are
in general fast running, and among them the Tista itimes “exceptionally violent”
(see quote from Clarke on page 313); (2) the pusvichannel of River Tista was
considerably wider than any of the present dayrsivé north Bengal (not including
the Brahmaputra in the east); and (3) this majeerrialso functioned as a socio-
political boundary at several points in the histofythe region before its shift in

course.

A causal connection between (a) the zone of interatounded by the old course of
River Tista and (b) the propagation of innovatiam®wn in Figures 7-7 to 7-11,
provides aterminus ante querfor the associated innovations. The shift in Tsta’
course would have resulted in a major restructuohgatterns of social interaction
across North Bengal and the Koch Behar kingdomitk@wold course of Tista to have
so precisely conditioned the extent of propagatadnlinguistic changesthose

changes must have been propagated prior to the ggham the river's courseThe

easternmost limit of the corridor of change is adowly dated as prior to 1787 AD

(when the river shifted).

7.4.1.2. The western limit of KRNB’s western corridor of change

The western limit of the corridor runs not in a thesouth direction but from north-
east to south-west, and may be defined by theasegk A, B and C of Figure 7-6,

repeated here for ease of reference.
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A w: *nd® > /n%
e*l>n/#_
B e:*r>zero,n/#_ . ..

e: Medial deasp.
of *th

e: palatalisation
e: labialisation

e: prog raising *a
e: regr. vowel
lowering in verb

w: *nodi > lodi
C w: *ta 'CLF > [da]
D e: prog raising *o
E e: murmuring >
modal voice in

roots
sonorants
w:@>n/#VnC YU T e
E Go 100 200
: kilometres
Reproduction of Figure 7-6. Isogloss boundaries iIKRNB’s western corridor of

change

Fuller representation of the ranges of these PBlgiaen in Figures 7-12 to 7-16. The
solid shading in the figures below (which contrasith diagonal shading) indicates
the presence of the innovation in the wordlist daddected at RL, KS and MH

during the first stage of fieldwork (cf. Chapter 2)

29 36 37 38-.39 %440
.. 46 47 48 49
56 57 58

0 100 200

kilometres
Figure 7-12. Dialect geography of [Pl 17.] @d® > /nf/)*

%L See item 37 in Appendix E. This change is suppertiut not diagnostic of a PE (cf. 4.3.12).
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Figure 7-13. Dialect geography of [Pl 14.] (initiakl > /n/)*?

}:,,25 2627 28 29 30
36 37 3839 ‘40
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0 100 200

kilometres

Figure 7-14. Dialect geography of initial *n > /I

0 100 200

: kilometres
Figure 7-15. Dialect geography of [PI 15.] (initiatr > zero)**

22 See item 12 in Appendix E. [PI 14.] is not a diasfit change (cf. 4.3.11), but as the range is simo

identical as that of [Pl 15.] (which is diagnostiit)s likely that they resulted from a single
propagation event.

% See item 13 in Appendix E.
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kilometres

Figure 7-16. Dialect geography ofta ‘CLF’ > [ da] / C[sonorant] _?°

The range of propagation of these innovations doésppear to correspond with any
geographical features, but rather with the soaadl jolitical boundaries set up by the
British after they secured control of the regiorlif¥3 AD. Notice that the ranges of
PNs shown in Figures 7-13 to 7-17 divide sites2ladd 24 (and 35 except for Pl 15)
on the north-west, from other sites to the eastsmdh. Compare this division with
that shown in Figure 7-17 between Bihar in themavest and Rangpur and Dinajpur
districts of Bengal in the east and south. Theipent sections of the socio-political

division in the Figure are overlayed with a heawsted line.

% See item 14 [rofunp, refunp, lefunp] ‘garlic’ in Appendix E, which is a Tadbhava worthe variant
collected at site 16 iaéfun/ which seems to be derived frorgfuny rather than *refuno. Hence,
neither loss nor retention of initial *r is attested by this item. The hexagon is shaded in Figure 7-15
because the wordlist data collected within a few kilometres of site 16 shows variable loss of initial

*r.

% See item 53 in Appendix E.
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Figure 7-17. Cooch Behar through History: c.1775—Agr the First Anglo-
Bhutanese War (reproduced from Whyte 2002: 461)

These socio-political boundaries do not seem terektback in history beyond the
seizing of colonial authority by the British in I¥AD. The district of Dinajpur
(Dinagepour) is shown in James Rennell’'s 1781 BleAtlas with boundaries similar
to those shown in Figure 7-17 (reproduced in RénfiehAmbashthya 1975). The
western limit of Dinajpur at that time followed anall river called the Nagar
(Nagore) river, which today forms the internatiobalder between West Bengal and

Bangladesh (shown in Figures 7-12 to 7-16).
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However, prior to the British, this river did nobrin a socio-political boundary
between administrative divisions. On the contrdhng river Nagar flowed directly
through the centre of the Sarkar (Mughal equivatédrd district) called Tajpur (see
Habib 1982: plate 11). The western boundary of Tiafparkar was the Mahananda
river, which lies 30-40 kilometres to the west loé¢ isoglosses shown in Figures 7-12
to 7-16. The Mahananda river runs south from tteteea border of Nepal, which is
shown in those Figures. The eastern boundary qiuf&arkar lay between the rivers
Nagar and (the much greater) Tista. In short, tlestarn limit of KRNB'’s western
corridor of change corresponds very poorly with Mgghal administrative divisions,

and much more neatly with the British reorganisatbdistricts.

| propose a causal correspondence between thedindistrict organisation during

the British and independent periods—shaping pattefrsocial interaction between
villages and their municipal and district headogeiart—and the extent of propagation
for the innovations shown in Figures 7-12 to 7-Ibe same patterns of propagation
were not seen in the earlier set of changes (FsgtHé to 7-11), for the simple reason
that the structures of social organisation andramtionchanged at the end of the™.8

centuryas a result of (1) the shift in course of Rivestdj and (2) the advent of

colonial administration.

The British administered district boundaries, elishlkd in the second half of the™8
century, are the most probable sociohistorical edas the western limit of the
western corridor of change. However, the impadhf administrative reorganisation
on patterns of social interaction and linguisticfpenance would hardly have been
instantaneous. It probably took a few generatioos the new socio-political

boundaries to stamp their mark on patterns of aatésn and linguistic propagation.

The impact of the administrative reorganisationspeaker interaction would have
been exacerbated by the catastrophic events of AD8{Ef. 7.4.1.1). An earthquake
and flooding which killed one sixth of the localgagation would have caused major
destruction of villages and so led to considerablriilding of lives within the region.

The rebuilding would have been both of physicahgsilike houses and farms, but

also social things such as re-finding family. Ipiausible that this rebuilding phase
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sped up the process of reshaping patterns of satébction (and hence propagation

events) along the new district lines.

7.4.1.3. Results of the sociohistorical sequencing of ‘ceral KRNB PNs

Recall the shape of the argument for sociohistbsequencing developed in 3.4.3.3:
If PNs are reconstructed with a disjunciiotheir ranges,

And SCE is, on balance, more sociohistoricallgugible than the co-existence of

these PNs within a complex SC,

And a particular directionality of SCE (i.e. eathSC division or integration) is

more plausible for sociohistorical reasons,

Then this plausible directionality of the SCEsal supports a particular

sequencing of the PEs.

In the case of KRNB’s western corridor of chandeere is a disjunction in ranges,
and | have argued that there are sociohistoricdaes for considering a particular
directionality of SCE as more plausible than therabhtives. The SCE is as follows:
(a) earlier division along the lines of the old taiscourse, with (b) subsequent
reintegration between communities on either sider ahe river shifted course (the
sociolinguistic reintegration also aided by theiggmolitical integration brought into
effect by the colonial powers at about the same)timhis particular directionality of
SCEs is more plausible than the alternative scesagiven what we know of the
social history of the area. This directionality &feech Community Events entails a
particular chronological relation between the liistja Propagation EventsPEs
associated with the old river course preceded P&oeaiated with the reorganisation
into districts The changes that preceded the shift in riversmim 1787 AD must
also have occurred subsequent to the division efpifoto-Kamta SC in 1550 AD
(following the expansion of the Koch kingdom). Thisriod of time, delimited for us
by expansion at one end, and earthquake at the, ashéefined in this study as the
‘middle KRNB’ stage of linguistic history. From #hipoint onwards it becomes
historically appropriate to talk of Kamta/Rajbariblurthern Deshi Bangla, rather
than just ‘Kamta’ because it is during this perioid1550-1787AD that the term
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Rajbanshi is first attested in historical documeatsl it is during this period (under
the Muslim rulers) that the term Bengal is incraghi used to refer to the regions

earlier termed Gauda, Banga, and so on.

7.4.2.  The westwards migration of proto-Kamta speakers

The sociohistorical arguments above suggest thabkgprs of the proto-Kamta
language migrated westwards—across the Tista-Kgaatin conjunction with the
expansion of the Koch kingdom. The communities mfgeants took with them the
innovative p-Kamta features, but having distanckdmselves from the central
KRNB SC they did not participate in the propagata@ncommon innovations with
the central SC during the period 1550-1787 AD. Hswduring this period that
changes such as the palatalisation and labialisaifostops ([Pl 6.] and [Pl 7.])

plausibly occurred.

While several changes have been shown above tafigth the eastern bank of the
old course of Tista, the dialectological data aube for this study provide less data
on changes that might line up along the westera eidthe river. The comparative
reconstruction has uncovered four possible canediar “west bank” changes. They

are:

[P1 18.] *enduro > midur/ ‘rat’ {KS, RL, MH, TH}. Supportive, not diagnosti
[P136.]*ow > /u/ {KS, RL, MH, TH}. Supportive, not diagnostic
[P125.]*0 >h/ | _Ca {KS, RL, MH, TH}. Diagnostic.
[MI 38.]*-rokom > *-ron ‘like, similar to’ {KS, RL, MH, TH (Hindus, not

Muslims)}. Diagnostic.
Dialectological data were collected for the firstdasecond, but not the third and
fourth of these changes. The latter changes areeseqd similarly to the first two on
the basis of economy of reconstruction, but thegisacing may need to be revised if

and when the relevant dialectological data becovadable.

The dialectological data for [P1 18.] are represdnh Figure 7-18. The solid shading
once again indicates the presence of the innovatidhe wordlist data collected at

RL, KS and MH during the first stage of fieldwork.
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Figure 7-18. Dialect geography of énduro > /nidur/ ‘rat’ 2°

The correspondence between the range of [Pl 1&l]the old course of Tista is
suggestive, even if not quite as exact as was sbene for the central KRNB
changes. It is possible that [Pl 18.] may have h@esent at sites 36 and 56 before
the reintegration with central KRNB but subsequentst due to borrowing of

[endur/ ‘rat’.

The second possible proto-western KRNB change fochvdata was collected is [Pl
36.], demonstrated by the divergence in primaryeagrent ending for first person
singular subject. Generally, east of old Tista'arse the ending is /-07;-0/, while west
of the old course the ending is generally /-u™;Aiimore precise description of the

dialectological range of the two variants is giverrigure 7-19.

% See item 32 in Appendix E.
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Figure 7-19. Dialect geography of /u™/ vs. /0™ ‘XS in AGR:I #’

This difference in personal endings is explaine®.#.1.1 as the result of different
reflexes of the inherited phonological sequencsv*- East of old Tista, the reflex is
/-07/; west of old Tista the reflex is /-u™/. Theeigularity in Figure 7-19 on the eastern
side of Tista (with instances of /-u/ at sites 18, 37,48 and 57) could be the result of
analogical extensiorof /-u/ ‘1.SG’ from the past tense system (AGR.lta the
primary system of endings (compare the agreemestesyg of TH and RP in 6.3.4
and 6.3.6). The irregularity on the western sid&isfa (with /-o/ collected at sites 26
and 36) could béorrowing as a result of exposure to the Tista-east normes tife

shift in river course and the SC reintegration (&into [Pl 18.] above).

Together, these two changes ([Pl 18.] and [Pl 3frpvide suggestive, if not
conclusive evidence for a Propagation Network am western bank of old Tista
during the Middle KRNB period. Dialectological ddta [Pl 25.] and [MI 38.] may

render the hypothesis more robust. At the presem, the reconstruction remains in
some doubt and thus proto-Western KRNB is prefiwgtth a question mark in the

tree diagrams of KRNB linguistic history: “?p-wKRNg&ee Figure 7-5).

More localised innovations west of the old riveurse are not hard to find, and will
be discussed in section 7.5.2. A chronology fos¢hmore localised changes earlier

than 1787 AD cannot be proven at this stage.

%’ See items 83 and 65 in Appendix E.
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7.4.3.  The formation of an eastern KRNB speech community

The north-eastern-most extent of the central KRINBnges is between sites 17 & 30
(Gosaigaon & Bogribari) and site 18 (near Kokrajhar the figures aboveThe
boundary is the same for PEs dated as Middle KRhdhges, as for PEs dated as
Modern KRNB changegf. section 7.5). That is, the KRNB ‘eastern aieri of
change’—separating central and eastern SCs—seeh@/éobeen stable since 1550
AD between Kokrajhar and Gosaigaon or BogribarisThalectological boundary is
supported by the large wordlist data collected Bit (Rist east of site 18) and BH
(near site 16). The sociohistorical conditioningtltis sociohistorical division is not

clear (cf. section 7.5.4).

7.4.4. Partial reintegration between KRNB and other NIA SGs
There are several innovations that are plausildigasd to the middle KRNB period,

and which are shared further afield than just KRNB:

[Pl 9.]*C[+breathy voice, +continuant] > [+modabiee] / V_ {SH, RP, BH, BN,
Oriya, Asamiya, Bangla} ([tentatively] after C1l6thafter rhoticisation).

Diagnostic.

[P1 10.]Loss of aspiration in all inter-vocalic gmnants {RP, BH, ?Bangla, ?Oriya}.

Diagnostic.

[PI 12.]*n,, *| > /n, I/ {KRNB, Bangla, Asamiya, Maithili, Hindi, etc.} (I5century

or later). Diagnostic value unknown.

[Pl 26.]%, *u > /el, lo/ | #(C)_C-V[- H] (vdr root) {RP, BH, Bangla}.

Diagnostic.

[Pl 38.]¥o lost word finally {KRNB, Bangla, Asamiya, Hindi, ®jpuri etc.}

(chronology uncertain)

The loss of final 3 (PI 38.) occurs in all KRNB lects, as well as in Bangla, Az,
Hindi, Magahi, Nepali, besides many other NIA letmal * is maintained in Oriya
and a small number of other NIA lects (cf. Masi@®1: 196). Somewhat similarly,
the dental and postalveolar nasals and laterals tiaslergone merger in a number of

NIA lects, notably Bangla, Asamiya, Hindi, and tBéari lects. Oriya is exempt
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from this change, as are the western NIA lects @wgarati, Punjabi, etc.). There is a
considerable overlap between the ranges of projagat these changes, at least in
eastern and midlands NIA. It is not out of the dquesthat these changes were
propagatedt the same timend through the same networks of speaker interadin
this respect, we might consider the earIQh I&entury expansion of the Mughal
Empire as a possible cause for increased interadietween the Indo-Aryan

midlands and eastern regions. J.N. Sarkar writes:

The period of Mughal imperial rule over Bengal ves$sed the working of
certain new forces which have completely transfatBengali life and
thought and whose influence is still operatinghe province. In one
word, during the first century of Mughal rule (151675 AD), the outer
world came to Bengal and Bengal went out of hetselfie outer world,
and the economic, social and cultural changesgifeat out of this
mingling of peoples mark a most important and dttstage in the
evolution of modern Bengal. Indeed, there has lbeding in our
province’s past history at all comparable to itepicthe modernisation
which we owe to the British influence. (J.N. Sark843: 216)

The hypothesis of a sociohistorical connection leetwthe Mughal expansion and the
propagation of [Pl 12.] and [Pl 38.] can only begerly verified in the context of a

much broader reconstruction of NIA linguistic histo

The next change to be considered is the change fmarmured to modal voicing in
sonorants ([Pl 9.], cf. 4.3.4). This change ocalirire Oriya, Asamiya and Bangla,
though not in the neighbouring Bihari lects. WithkRNB, the range of the
innovation is given by isogloss E in Figure 7-6 aoThe boundary of the isogloss
runs through the middle of KRNB’s western corridoir change, which makes
assigning chronology on sociohistorical grounddialift. Textual evidence from
neighbouring standardised lects suggests thath@age occurred during the middle
KRNB period reconstructed by this study. The chanff@ 10.] (general loss of
intervocalic aspiration) and [Pl 26.] (regressiesvéring in verb roots) have been
reconstructed for the same period, based on tgamént of their range with the old
course of Tista. Both [Pl 10.] and [PI 26.] arersldlaby c.KRNB and Bangla, and the
former of the two (deaspiration) may also be commvih Oriya (cf. P. C. Majumdar

1970: xxxiii). We turn now to considering the sociolmistal phenomena attested for
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the middle KRNB period which might have facilitatéde propagation of these
changes between KRNB and Bangla in the case ofi(Rland [Pl 26.], and further
up the Brahmaputra valley to Asamiya in the cagéb®.].

As described in 7.3.1, the "1@entury saw the rapid expansion of the Kamta longd
under Nara Narayan’s reign through the initiatieé$eneral Sukladhvaj. However,
before the close of the same century, the kingdathldegun to shrink in size, and a
rift within the ruling family of Kamta kingdom sathe kingdom divided along the
Sankosh river (Gait 1905). Wars between the slgtegdoms led to Koch-Kamta’'s
dependence on the Mughal armies coming from Betwgdefeat the rebel eastern
Koch kingdom. A Mughal presence under the admiaigtn of Bengal was
established in the region geographically between Kloch and Ahom kingdoms
(Bhattacharya 1929, cited in Whyte 2002: 28). Apgenary weakening of the Mughal
kingdom in the mid-1% century led to joint efforts by the Koches and Atsoto
expel the Mughal presence, and the Koch armies agm@d “possibly as far south
as Dhaka” (Whyte 2002: 28). The Mughal powers radpd with a massive
campaign under Mir Jumla, who marched his armieghnérom Dhaka and
established fleeting victories over the Koch andaks kingdoms, before disease and
popular revolts forced the invaders’ withdrawal.eTgeographical outline of these
large scale movements of armed forces in the miti cBhtury is shown in Figure

7-20, reproduced from Whyte (2002: 459).
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Pran Narayan's campaigns against the Mughals, 1657-60

........ > Ahom campaign against the Mughals, 1657-60

"""" > Mir Jumla’s conquest of Cooch Behar and invasion of Assam, 1661-4

Figure 7-20. Pran Narayan'’s, and Mir Jumla’s campagns c. 1660

Whyte goes on to say that as a result of the Muigivalsions in the late '7century
“disbanded Mughal soldiers had occupied lands edite remainder of Cooch
Behar” (2002: 31, citing D. Majumdar 1977). Thesend doubt that this century was
a tumultuous time for the inhabitants of the KooghBr kingdom, and also that it
threw them into contact with speakers from soutindg2® to an extent that had not
happened in the preceding centuries. | proposeftver that it was during the 47

century that interaction with speakers from sou#ndhl led to the propagation of
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changes [P1 9.] (murmured > modal voicing), [Pl Xbss of medial aspiration), and
[Pl 26.] (regressive lowering) between the spealdrs. KRNB and south Bangla

lects.

This concludes the sociohistorical reconstructibfirguistic history for the middle
KRNB period. The reconstruction to this point hasem presented by way of the

adjusted tree diagram in Figure 7-5 above.

7.5. The modern KRNB period: local innovations, and the
influence of standard languages over the last 220 years

The basic trend during the middle KRNB period (13587 AD) was that local and

wide-scope innovations were propagated somewhatucantly. The same trend has

continued into the modern period (after 1787 ADihvihe added effects of diglossia.

7.5.1.  Diglossia during the Modern KRNB period
Diglossia is defined by Ferguson as:

a relatively stable language situation in which gieidition to the primary
dialects of the language (which may include a stadar regional
standards), there is a very divergent, highly dedif(often grammatically
more complex) superposed variety, the vehicle @rge and respected
body of written literature, either of an ealier jp@ut or in another speech
community, which is learned largely by formal ediaraand is used for
most written and formal spoken purposes but isusetl by any sector of
the community for ordinary conversatidqferguson 2000: 75).

The codification of NIA languages such as Bangld Himdi, and their promulgation
as superposed varieties, is usually attributedhéo British period (Chatterji 1926:
134; Kakati 1962: 16-17; Masica 1991: 29), thougturally these processes had
their roots in earlier times. The key events wHhieth to situations of diglossia were
the establishment of Fort William College at Calauh 1800 AD and the launch of
several printing presses in Calcutta during thet filecade of that century. Chatter;i
writes regarding Standard Bangla that “the advénWestern learning brought in a
sudden demand for a prose style” (1926: 134).aAddrd variety of Bangla began to
be used for purposes of education, administraiod,elite correspondence across the

province of Bengal, including much of the KRNB ae=sawell as today’s Assam. The
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British colonisation had a similarly significant pact on the development of Modern
Standard Hindi (MSH), as Shapiro writes:

To a great extent the emergence of MSH can beasearphenomenon

that is thoroughly entwined with the sweeping podit, social and

communal changes that took place in North Indiavben the

establishment of the BritishaRin 1858 in the wake of the Great

Rebellion of 1857-8 and the granting in 1947 ofeipendence to India

and Pakistan. The roots of these changes, of caywdeack earlier.
(Shapiro 2003: 255)

In the case of Asamiya, a standard written varggo began to be promulgated
during the 19 century through the printing press establishetheyAmerican Baptist
missionaries at Sibsagar. However, Goswami and Tg@2003: 398) attribute the
codification of written Asamiya to the earlier pmtiof the Buranijis (17" to 19"

centuries).

Therefore, with the possible exception of Asamiyaeems justified to date as post
1800 AD those changes which are caused by diglo$hiat is, they seem to have
occurred during the Modern KRNB period. The changbih fit into this category
are shown in Table 7-3 and include (i) morphologicans from the superposed
variety in diglossia, and (ii) changes involvingustural convergence (phonological
or morphological) with this variety.

Innovations Superposed KS |RL | MH | TH | SH | RP | BH| BN
variety
P129. MI 10. | Hindi
P119. Pl 34. | Hindi

Ml 8. Hindi
Ml 50. Hindi
Ml 9. SCB

MI 54. M1 55. | SCB
MI 58.

MI 11. MI 12. | SCA
MI 35. MI 72.
MI 25. MI 28.
MI 30. Pl 11.
Ml 4.

Table 7-3. Tableau showing changes resulting fromiglossia
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Across the KRNB area the superposed variety diffetsveen Hindi (MSH), SCB
and SCA. The different diglossias are regionallytumally exclusive: lects KS, RL
and MH are used in diglossia with Hindi; lects T8, RP and BH are used in
diglossia with SCB; and the lect BN is used in dggia with SCA. The degree of
influence which the superposed variety has exataseeach of these lects is not the
same. BN is the lect most thoroughly influencedabguperposed variety (SCA),
followed by KS and RL which are influenced by Hindnd TH which is influenced
by SCB.

Structural similarities resulting from diglossiaearot diagnostic of PEs (cf. 3.4.1.2).
They indicate the influence of a superposed leabnughe vernacular, not the
propagation of a variant between the vernacularstefacting speakers. Thus, the
similarities shared by (for example) KS, RL and MBI the result of diglossia with
Hindi do not make them a phylogenetic subgroupabse subgroups are defined by
PEs (cf. 3.4.1.2). Accordingly, in the depiction lofguistic history, relations of
diglossia are marked differently to phylogeneti@tiens. The latter are marked with
solid horizontal double lines, as has been seen in Bgiweand 7-5 above. Relations
of diglossia are marked instead ltmpkendouble horizontal lines in Figure 7-21. The
brokensinglehorizontal arrows connect KRNB lects with theirgestive superposed
varieties. Thus, the meaning of horizontal arros/distinct from the meaning of
vertical and diagonal arrows—the latter indicatingheritance (cf. 3.4.4).
Dialectological data were not collected for all g¢tenges shown in Figure 7-21, and
the sociohistorical sequencing for those changethowi a clearly described
dialectology cannot be conclusively establishedchSchanges are prefixed with a
guestion mark. Nonetheless, they are included enttee diagram with the same
sequencing as other innovations which share the shstribution among the 8 lects
used for reconstruction in chapters 4-6. The m@hatiof sequence are hypothetical
(given the missing dialectological data) and basedhe principle of economy of
reconstruction. Accordingly they may need to besey if and when the relevant

dialectological data become available.
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Figure 7-21. The linguistic history of KRNB from proto-Magadhan, through proto-Kamta, middle and moden KRNB, to the present




The historical relations depicted in the lowesttipor of Figure 7-21 are discussed

below.

7.5.2.  North-west KRNB

The lects classed as ‘north-west KRNB’ are KS, RO &H. These lects represent
the ‘Surjapuri’ lect of Kishanganj district and tHRajbanshi’ lect spoken in Morang
and Jhapa districts of Nepal. KS, RL and MH shamam innovations in common
which define north-west KRNB as a Propagation Nekwand subgroup (section
7.5.2.1). These three lects are also similarly attarised by diglossia with Hindi as

the superposed variety (section 7.5.2.2).

7.5.2.1. The north-west KRNB propagation network

There are three PEs identified in this study thagmbse a north-west KRNB PN.
They are:

[P117.] Homorganic cluster of N C [+asp, +Vvc|Nt+asp] {irregularly in KS, RL,
MH, TH}. Supportive, not diagnostic.

[MI 41.] *ewla > /al®a/ ‘now’ {KS, RL, MH}. Diagnostic.

[MI 46.] *-{"ikna > /-{"ina/ ‘place’ {MH, RL, KS}. (after [Pl 20.] andPI 30.]-[PI
33.]). Diagnostic.

Detailed dialectological data were not collectegpas of this study across the whole
of the north-west KRNB areé. However, the eastern limit of [Pl 17.] has been
depicted in Figure 7-12 and shown in 7.4.1.2 t@be of three changes whose limits
of westward-propagation correspond with the adratise boundaries established
by the British. Other changes with a similar raage: *n > /I/ word-initially in *odi
‘river’ (Figure 7-14); and fa ‘CLF’ > [da] after a sonorant consonant (Figure 7-16).
The first of these two changes seems to be anuiaeghonological change, given
that in the phonological reconstruction of Chapteéhere are only two etyman(di
‘river’, id. #155, and hab®i ‘navel’, id. #349) which have #n>| across all #ref

these lects. The second is a morphologically-camtéd phonological change.

2 This limitation in the data collection was dueglely to considerations of safety given the ongoing
Mauoist insurgency in Nepal.
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Despite a lack of dialectological data for [MI 4hfd [MI 46.], these changes are
sequenced similarly to [PI 17.] on the basis ofnetoy of reconstruction. However,
this sequencing may need to be revised if and whemelevant dialectological data

become available.

[P117.] has already been reconstructed above @stsstorically connected with the
district boundaries between Purnia (Purneah), PurajDinagepour) and Rangpur
(Rungpour) established during the British periochefefore, the p-n.w.KRNB

Propagation Network is assigned to the Modern KRi¢Bod (post-1787 AD).

Two more restricted PNs within n.w.KRNB are diagem$y distinct sets of changes.
The RL and MH lects are diagnosed as a subgroughagges [Pl 32.] and [MI 21.].
The KS lect is diagnosed as distinct from RL and MHchanges [MI 41.]-[MI 46.].
The RL-MH PN is labelled ‘Np.Rjb’ (Nepali Rajbanghand the KS PN is labelled
‘Sjp’ (Surjapuri) in Figure 7-21 above. The rela&ichronology of these PNs with
respect to proto-north-western KRNB has not be¢abéshed so far. Therefore, the
diagonal lines connecting p-n.w.KRNB with Np.Rjbda®jp in Figure 7-21 are given
without arrowheads—which indicates that the seguents ambiguous. There are
three alternative possibilities: (i) the Np.Rjb aBgp PNs may have emerged as
distinct networks after the p-western KRNB stagé,ere subsequently reintegrated
into the n.w.KRNB PN; or (ii) the n.w.KRNB PN mayve diverged directly from
the p-western KRNB stage, and was then subsequdinttied into the Surjapuri and
Nepal Rajbanshi PNs; or lastly (iii) all three P(dsv.KRNB, Np.Rjb, Sjp) may have
co-existed within a complex north-west KRNB speecmmunity during the Modern

KRNB period. This historical problem is unsolvedatsent.

7.5.2.2. The influence of Hindi on the north-west KRNB spedt community

The influence of Hindi on this subgroup of lectsdiagnosed by changes: [Pl 29.],
[MI 10.], [PI 19.], [PI 34.]. RL and KS are sligigtinore affected by diglossia with
Hindi than MH, as shown by [MI 8.] (cf. section L% The impact of diglossia on
these lects is largely phonological, with some desnalso in the nominal case

marking. The verbal morphology has been unaffebiethe diglossia.
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7.5.3.  Extended-central KRNB

The lects classed as ‘extended central KRNB’ are $H, RP and BH. These lects
represent the Kamta, Rajbanshi and Northern Desnigla lects of today’'s West
Bengal (excluding north Dinajpur) and Bangladedhese lects have undergone PEs
which define them as a Propagation Network and suipg(section 7.5.3.1). They are
also characterised by diglossia with SCB as thergsed variety (section 7.5.3.2).

7.5.3.1. The extended-central KRNB propagation network

This PN is not very robustly supported by PEs, kehds prefixed by ‘?” in Figure

7-21. The innovations relevant to diagnosing thiisaPe:
[P114.] *I>/n/ I #_{RP, SH, BH, and TH Hindh Supportive, not diagnostic.

[P115] *r>@ /| #_ {RP, variably in SH, Tkand among TH Hindus}.

Diagnostic.

[MI 42.] *-be- > -@- in ANP and REL temporal pronominals {TH, SRP, BH,
BN}. Diagnostic.

The inclusion of BN in [MI 42.] is slightly probleatic because otherwise BN does
not show any indication of being within the extetidmentral KRNB PN. Rather,
BN’s inclusion in [MI 42.] can be explained by astinct propagation network
between BH and BN which is diagnosed on other gisursee 7.5.4.1. The
dialectological ranges of [Pl 14.] and [Pl 15.] green above in Figures 7-13 and 7-
15 respectively. These ranges have been assigribd {dodern KRNB period (after

the river shift and district organisation) in seati7.4.1.2.

7.5.3.2. The influence of SCB on the extended central KRNBpgech
community

The lects within the extended central KRNB subgrainare a similar linguistic
ecology, characterised by diglossia with SCB. Theovations which have been
diagnosed as resulting from diglossia are [Pl 284 [MI 9.] across the extended
central KRNB speech community, and three more obsigst in TH—[MI 54.], [MI
55.] and [MI 58.]. Of the eight lects included imetreconstruction in Chapters 4-6,
TH is the lect most affected by contact relationh 8CB during the Modern KRNB
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period. The effects of diglossia have been mostcable in the TH verbal

morphology (cf. section 6.2).

Concerning the two changes that reflect broaddoska in the area, the possibility
has been mentioned in 5.3.9 that [MI 9.] may cougian earlier retention. On
balance, however, borrowing from SCB of this Ablatimarker is perhaps more
plausible. Concerning [Pl 28.], Chatterji also soqe a recent chronology and

contact-related explanation for the present dageanf this innovation (1926: 142).

7.5.4. Eastern KRNB

Eastern KRNB has only one representative in thergtcuction in chapters 4-6: BN.
There are many innovations which separate BN fitoenother KRNB lects; some are
unique to BN (section 7.5.4.1), but most constitcéevergence with SCA norms
(section 7.5.4.2). The boundary between central aastern KRNB is between
Gosaigaon and Bogribari (on the central side ofatnendary) and Kokrajhar (on the
eastern side of the boundary). This boundary has stable throughout the middle
and modern KRNB periods. As a result, the easteRNE changes cannot be
disambiguated into different periods in history.ushthe chronology of changes in

BN’s linguistic history after proto-Kamta remainskunown.

7.5.4.1. The eastern KRNB propagation network
In the reconstruction of chapters 4-6, only onengezathat is considered diagnostic of

a Propagation Event centres on BN:

[P1 1.] Devoicing of the obstruent element (nat #spiration) of initial voiced

aspirates {regular in BN, variable in BH}.dgjnostic.

This change is well established in BN, and sporadBH. It is likely that this change
was innovated in BN some time ago, but is now b@ragpagated further afield to
partially include BH. Beyond this statement, nothelse has yet been gleaned of its

chronological sequencing.

There are two other changes which also show eveleh@ropagation between BH

(or possibly its nearest relative RP) and BN:
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[MI1 42.] *-be- > -@- in ANP and REL temporal pronominals {TH, SRP, BH,
BN}. Diagnostic.

[MI57.] VERB-INF + present-perfective of *lag-ttach’ > ‘present continuous’
{RP, BH, BN}. Diagnostic.

These changes reflect a recent increase of intenabetween speakers of RP, BH
and BN lects. Sociohistorically, this increaseckeiattion and the resultant PEs are
plausibly due to the substantial migration of peofstbm northern Rangpur to the
Bongaigaon area of western Assam during thH2 @tury. Many of these migrants

would have been speakers of a lect very closeitedlto RP and BH.

7.5.4.2. The influence of SCA on the eastern KRNB speech conunity

Asamiya lects have undergone major changes in fir@inology, such as the merger
of inherited dental and postalveolar stops and filieativisation of inherited
affricates. Eastern KRNB (BN) has undergone theseeschanges. Furthermore,
eastern KRNB has undergone major convergence wanmdya norms in its nominal
and verbal morphology (cf. 6.4.3). The relevantnges formulated in chapters 4-6

for BN are:

[Pl 11.]Apical series > alveolar articulation {B&hd Asamiya} (during or before C15
in Asamiya, C20 in BN). Diagnostic of contact redas with SCA through
diglossia.

[MI 4.]1 > /-[o]r / ‘GEN’ {BN, from Asamiya}. Diagnostic of contdgelations with
Asamiya.

[MI 11.] > /pora/ ‘ABL’ {BN, SCA}. Diagnostic of contact relatiachwith Asamiya.

[MI 12.] > /koi/ ‘CMP’ {BN, SCA}. Diagnostic of contact relationwith Asamiya.

[MI 25.] /moj, toj/ ‘1, you’ {BN}. Diagnostic of contact relations ith Asamiya.

[MI 28.] > /ami/ ‘we’ {BN} Supportive, not diagnost, of contact relations with
Asamiya.

[MI 30.] > /apuni/ ‘2.H:NOM’, /apona-/ ‘2.H:OBL’ {BN} Supportive, not diagnostic,
of contact relations with Asamiya.

[MI 35.] >/ ba-/ ‘INDF’ in pronouns {BN, from Asaiya}. Diagnostic of contact

relations with Asamiya.
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[MI 72.]> /-a/ *2.High’ {BN}. (Chronology uncertaip Diagnostic of contact relations
with Asamiya.
With the exception of [Pl 11.], whose recent ocence in BN has been discussed in
4.3.6, there seem to be no criteria (linguisticxtual or sociohistorical) for
sequencing the rest of these changes. The linguwstindary between Gosaigaon-
Bogribari and Kokrajhar does not coincide with @atl geographical or social
boundary. Historically, the border between Assam @re Koch kingdom, and then
later between Assam and the Mughal empire, movel aad forth between the Bar
Nadi (much further east than Kokrajhar) and themri$ankosh (further west from
Gosaigaon). Neither of these historical social slons accounts for the location of
the divide between central and eastern KRNB. Thesgon remains: why has SCA
exercised such a high degree of influence overkiR&IB lect of Bongaigaon and
Kokrajhar, but not over the lect spoken in the egljt area of Dhubri, Gosaigaon,
and Bogribari (all still within the State of Ass@mJhe sociohistorical conditioning
of this consistent line of interrupted propagatm@iween central and eastern KRNB

is presently unknown, and left for further research

7.6. Conclusion

This chapter has outlined a coherent account olirtigeistic history of KRNB based
on rigorous sociohistorical reconstruction of tleseencing of linguistic changes.
The sociohistorical criteria have supplementedlithguistic and textual criteria for
sequencing that were applied in earlier chapteng flnal results of the historical
reconstruction has been depicted by way of an tatjusee diagram in Figure 7-21.
By way of final conclusion, the next chapter sus/élye methodological, social and

historical linguistic implications of the study asvhole.
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