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CHAPTER I: INTRCDUCTION

The Yukian family of languages consists of Yuki, also
known as "Yuki proper", Huchnom, and Coast Yuki, Yukli was
originally spoken in and near Round Valley and Eden Valley
in Mendocino County, California, Coast Yuki was sgpoken
along the Pacific coast, extending from Usal Creek south-
ward about twenty miles to a point approximately midway
between Ten Mile River and Fort Bragg, Huchnom territory
stretched from just north of Round Valley southward along
the Eel River into Potter Valley in the Russian River
drainage, Huchnom and Coast Yuki are extinctj; Yuki is
remembered by one speaker,

The neighbors of the Yuki were the Wintu (wWintun),
the Lassik (Athapaskan), and Wailaki (Athapaskan) to the
north, the Nomlaki (wintun) and North Eastern Fomo (Fomoan)
to the east, the Patwin (Jintun), the Eastern and Northern
Fomo (Fomoan) to the south, the Huchnom (Yukian) and Kato
(Athagpaskan) to the west, The Huchnom had the Northern
Pomo &s its southern neighbors, the Coast Yuki to the west,
and the Kato in the north, The Coast Yuki had the Nor-
thern Fomo to the south, the Kato and the Sinkyone (Atha-
paskan) to the north, (For further geographical detail,
see the maps on pages 6 and 7.)

A geographically non-contiguous language, Wapro,
spcken tc the south in northeastern Sonoma and Napa counties

and at present moribund, has traditionally been included in
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the Yukian family (e,g.,, Powers 1877, Powell 1891, Kroeber
1925, Elmendorf 1968), Serious doubt has been cast on this
relationship by Sawyer (1980) who argued that the many
lexical similarities believed to involve cognates are
actually the result of fregquent and extensive language
contacts over a long period of time,

Throughout this thesis, "Yukian" and "Froto-Yukian"
are used to refer to the family and the parent of Yuki,
Huchnom, and Coast Yuki only, not in an effort to exclude
the possibility of genetic relationship with Wappo, but as
less committing than the previously used label "Northern
Yukian', which would necessarily imply the inclusion of
Wappo (Southern Yukian), Should Wappo prove to be related,
the kinship would certainly be a very distant one, and the
larger grouping could then be called "Wappo-Yukian",
"Macro-Yukian", or perhaps best '"Yukic" in analogy with
"Algonkian" and "Algic" (Algonkian plus Wiyot and Yurok),
Granted that previous comgparisons and reconstructions of
Wappo-Yukian were of great value, it was felt that the best
way of determining whether such a genetic relationship
exists, would be to start out with the reconstruction of
the parent of Yuki, Huchnom, and Coast Yuki and only then
consider Wappo,

The purpose of this thesis is dual: (1) the recon-
struction of grammar and lexicon of Froto-Yukian, and (2)
the organized presentation of previously unpublished data

on Huchnom and Coast Yuki, The reason for the second goal
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is the fact that nothing has been pubiished on these lan-
guages until now except for a few lexical items in comparat-
ive papers, and so little material has been preserved
(see Chapter II), that this study was felt to be the
proper place to make the existing data available for com-
parative and typological work. There was insufficient mat-
erial for a separate grammar cor vocabulary of either lan-
guage, As far as Yuki is concerned, the available data
were soO inconsistent, as a result of the informants'
dialect mixing and frail memory (see Sawyer and Schlichter
1984), that its grammar can be worked out only against the
comparative background of this study.

Yukian is one of the major mysteries of North America,
a small family which appears to be an isolate, Many attempts
have been made to relate it to other families; none has been
demonstrated beyond doubt, Kroeber (1907) showed Yuki to
resemble both Hokan and Fenutian, Shipley (1957) found
thirty-two sets of Yukian Fenutian lexical similarities,
Swadesh (1959) mentioned, but did not present, a number of
"concrete cognates" with "certain languages of the Hokan
complex", and noted five look-alikes between Yuki or Wagpo
and Yurok and wiyot, £lmendorf (1963) found ninety-six
"Yukian"--mostly Wappo--lexical similarities with Siouan
and (1964) showed forty-seven Yuchi, Siouan, and "Yukian"
(mostly Wappo) resemblances, Gursky (1965) compared
Yuxian and Hokan lexical material, wlmendorf (1982) found

a series of Yuki and Wappo items similar to Wiyot lexicon,
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The Yuki people have been recognized as un-Califor-
nian in physical type and culture, For Kroeber (1925:
159) this might mean that the Yuki were the first autoch-
thonous Californians, whereas the speakers of all other
languages found in California moved in later, Swadesh
(1954: 324) favored the opposite explanation: he argued
that the Yuki are so much like tribes of the Southeast in
their aggressiveness, especially like the Chitimacha, that
they must have migrated to California from the neighbor-
hood of New Orleans, being subject to Fueblo and Southwest
contacts on their way, Following Sapir (1929), who in-
cluded Yuki in the Hokan-Siouan superstock, Swadesh also
felt that Yuki is linguistically close to Chitimacha,
Coahuiltecan, and southern Hokan languages, but presented
no evidence to support this idea,

Most of these suggestions for genetic relationships
of Yukian were never followed up, probably because of lack
of data on the family, More material has since become
available in the form of a vocabulary of Yuki (Sawyer and
Schliichter 1984), which organizes all the data available
on that language (see Chapter II for details) and has thus
made this comparative study possible, It is hoped that this
thesis will provide a more solid background for reliable
wider comparisons,

The arrangement of the contents of this thesis is as
follows, Chapter II discusses data sources and supplies a

bibliography of Yukian, Chapter III embodies a grammatical
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sketch of Proto-Yukian, Chapter IV gives all cognate sets
and reconstructions arranged alphabetically by gloss, A

Proto-Yukian - English index to the reconstructions rounds

out the inguiry,
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CHAPTER II: DATA SOURCES AND BIBLIOGRAFHY

Yuki, The primary source for data is Sawyer and Schlichter
(1984), which includes all the available lexical material
on that language, Additional information found in the
sources for the vocabulary, but not absorbed into it, has
also been included where necessary, The largest collections
included in the vocabulary are those based on tape recor-
dings made by Sawyer with the last speaker, Arthur Anderson
of Covelo, and by Siniard with the next-to-the-last speaker,
Minnie Fulwider, also of Covelo, Both collections were
transcribed and analyzed by Schlichter, Other materials
represented in the vocabulary are from Sydney Lamb's un-
published notes, based on fieldwork conducted under the
auspices of the Survey of California and Other Indian
Languages; the wordlists compiled by C. Hart Merriam; and
previously published data from Curtin 1957, Curtis 1924,
Foster 1944, Kroeber 1906, 1911, 1925 (1976 edition),
Powers 1877, and Uldall 1933,

Lamb's collection was made in 1956 from interviews
with Mr, Anderson, Mrs., Fulwider, and Mr, Frank Logan of
Round Valley, His transcription is phonetic, not phonemic,
His symbols for the glottal stop [?] and glottalization
{*] are not always distinguishable and the nearest equi-
valent has been selected in each case, Both Lamb and Uldall
used many diacritics and other marks for stress and in-

tonation, particularly lines indicating pitch contours,
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some of which I dispensed with in typing the forms, pro-
vided they were not relevant to a diachronic study,

C. Hart Merriam's mark for accent [ ] was not always
distinguishable from that for glottalization [’]. His
breve I have typed as a wedge [ ]. His orthography is as
follows:

My vocabularies are written, so far as possible, in
simple phonetic English, The words are divided into
syllables separated by hyphens, The accented syl-
lable is marked with the acute accent ( ),

l, Sounds that have a fixed and definite value
in English, like our words pin, peg, hat, not, and
so on, are pronounced exactly as in English, 1In
such syllables diacritical marks are unnecessary
and as a rule are omitted,

2. Sounds represented in English by a double
consonant, or by a syllable the pronunciation of
which is not phonetic, are always spelled phonetically,
Thus the sounds represented by our words 'all' and
'who' are written 'awl' and ‘'hoo,’

3, Unmarked vowels, except in syllables having a
fixed value like those mentioned in section 1, have
the usual long or pure sound given them in the
English alphabet,

4, An unmarked vowel standing alone (as a syllable
or word) always takes its long or pure alphabetic

sound,
Key

a as in acorn, date, late, mane

a as in fat, bat, hat, have, man

ah as in far, father, what

e (or e unmarked) as in eject, eternal, meat

e as in end, met, net, check, peg,
pen, her

I (or i unmarked) as in ice, iron, pine, file

i as in it, ill, pin, fin, fit, pick,
admit
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(o]}

(or o unmarked) as in note, poke
) as in not, pot, odd, frog
oo as in ooze, spoon
oi as in oil, boil, join
ow as in how, plow, out

u (or u unmarked) as in mule, mute, acute, If the
'u' sound forms a syllable by
itself, it is commonly spelled
'yu,' pronounced 'you,'

c¢

as in tub, mud, us

o4 )

for a somewhat uncertain or
obscure vowel sound, as in but
and sun, known as the '"neutral
vowel, "

Proionged vowels are indicated by doubling the
letter (aa, ee, etc,),

Prolonged or trilled gonsonants are indicated
by a double acute accent ( ),

The consonants, except 'c,' 'g,' and ‘'qg,' have
their ordinary English values; 'c' and 'g' having in
English both hard and soft sounds, require special
treatment; 'q' is not used, The 'g' sound occurs
only before 'u,' and is better represented by 'kw'
('kween' instead of 'queen'),

‘c' is never used except before 'h,' as in chin,
chum, chap, church, It is commonly preceded by 't'
to render the pronunciation more correct, Hence the
usual combination is 'tch,' as in 'hatch,'

'g' is always hard, as in get, give, grind,

'j*' is always soft, as in jet, jam, jelly, judge,

'k' has its usual value, as in kill, keep, king,
It is also used instead of 'c' for the hard sound of
‘c' in our words cat, cow, come, cold, cream, clinic,
and the 1like,

's' has its usual sound, as in see, sink, soft,
etc,, and is also used instead of 'c' for the soft
sound of 'c' in our words cent, cinder, mice,

ch (super) has the soft sound as in German 'ach,'

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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11

ch
‘blch,' etc, (In MS written °°)

n (super) is nasalized, and follows a nasalized
vowel, as of, (In MS written B)

An apostrophe (') af+ter a vowel followed by
another letter gives the long sound to the vowel and
may also indicate an omitted or silent letter,

An apostrophe (') at either end of a syllable
calls for an exploded sound, [He sometimes writes
this as [’].]

An exclamation (!) after a letter indicates that
the letter is stressed,

Barrett's symbols are the following (1908: 51-54):
a as in fathor

a of the same quality, but of longer duration

ai as in aisle

e as in obey

e as in met

i as ir machine
i as in pin

) as in note

o English aw

u as in rule

u as in put

1 as in but

n n =-n =-n <n .
a', ai', o, u', 1" nasalized vowels

py by wy my n, y, h as in BEnglish
k post-palatal or medio-palatal voiceless stop
t alveolar stop, voiceless

¥ [rewritten here as t] voiceless dental stop

o English ng
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tc

ts

open pre-palatal surd similar to English sh

open alveolar consonant

as in let

as in church

as in sits

Foster's orthography is "a simplified phonetic recor-

ding" ([,

156),

Superscript n indicates nasalization;

his ' marks both glottal stop and glottalizationj; he

. 3 K3 3 ’
marks accent, which is not distinctive, with an acute ;

tr stands for t,

Curtis explains his alphabet as follows (p, ix):

The consonants are as in English, except when otherwise

noted,

a as
a as
a as
ai as
e as
e as
i as
i as
o as
o as
oi as
u as
u as
u

in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in

in

father
cat
awl
aisle
they
net
machine
sit
old
how
oil
ruin

nut

S K. e

hl

R
t

a2 non-aspirated k

velar k

nasal, as in French dans
the surd of 1

a non-aspirated p

a non-aspirated t

12

T [rewritten here as TJ] dental t

§h [rewritten here as sh] as

(o

u

in shall

a glottal pause

stresses enunciation of
the preceding consonant

as in push

rounded u as in French peu
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Kroeber's orthography is more or less phonemic, °
indicates both glottal stop and glottalization in 1906,
In 1911, ! is used for glottalization, * for glottal stop,
t* is rewritten here as E to distinguish it from Lamb's t-
which is a long t. tc is [¢], ¢ is [s]. 1Items with marked
accent = are from the text Kroeber gave in 1911,

Uldall's orthography is also more or less phonenic,
Vowel length is indicated by a colonj h sometimes repre-

sents h, in other cases vowel length or aspirationj; f is

[s); ¢f is [c].

Huchnom, The largest and most reliable body of data
comes from Lamb's fieldwork in 1955 with probably the last
speaker, Lulu Johnson, The other two sources for Huchnom
are Barrett (1908) and Foster (1944), The transcriptions
of all three sources are to be interpreted as described

above for Yuki,

Coast Yuki, Coast Yuki data are also from three sources:
Gifford (1939, 1965 edition), Harrington, who worked with

an informant identified as "Mrs, Perez" circa 1942, and
Merriam who worked in the area off and on from 1802 to 1935,
Only Harrington's items are phonetically reliable; Gifford's
transcriptions are almost entirely unintelligible although
he aimed at phonemicization, Gifford worked with four
informants, Tony Bell and his sister Mary Standley, Tom

Bell, and William Bowen, and also included in his study
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information obtained by Kroeber two decades earlier, His
book is an excellent, very detailed ethnography of the

Coast Yuki,
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CHAPTER III: A GRAMMATICAL SKETCH OF PROTO-YUKIAN

1, Fhonology

1.1, Consonants

Proto~Yukian consonant phonemes are summarized in the

following table,

21

labial dental alveolar palatal velar glottal

stops .
plain P t t c k
glottalized p’ t t? c? k? ?
fricatives .
plain s s h
glottalized ~-s?
resonants
oral plain w 1 Y
glottalized -w? ~12 -y?
nasal
plain m n
glottalized -m? -n?

Consonants preceded by a hyphen, i,e, all glottalized con-
tinuants, occur only morpheme-finally, -w?’ occurs only in
YES and possibly in YELLOWJACKET (see Chapter IV for recon-
structions and cognate sets), =-s?’ is found only in REST,
and YOU (PLURAL AGENT) and YOUR (FLURAL) where it is the
phonetic realization of the cluster -?s, the plural *-s
following the ? of the root *mi®?-~ *mo”- "second person.,"

If -s’ were reconstructable, the pattern would be completely
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symmetric: every cocnsonant could be glottalized except the
laryngeals h and ?, Perhaps s was a later innovation in
Proto~-Yukian than glottalization, As in Yuki, the Proto-

Yukian

[TURN TO PAGE 22a]
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22a

glottalized resonants may have been pronounced with the
glottalization preceding the resonant,
All of the above consonants occur in all of the
daughter-languages in identical form, Their reconstruction
is supported by many minimal and near-minimal pairs., These
can be found by comparing the reconstructions with the
following glosses in Chapter IV,
ky k7, m, ?: LEAVEZ; LOCATIVE3; TOE; JUMP
S, ?: SUGAR PINE; CLOTHES
h, 1, p: CAMP; CRACK; FATHER'S (YOUNGER?) SISTER
Cy c?, h, k?: KINGFISHER; CLEAN; OUTSIDE; STRETCH
ky 1, h: BAD; GRASSHOPPERj; STRONG
k?, wy, ?: BROTHER OR SISTER, OLDER?; FAR; NEARj§ CLOSE
k, k?, n, p, p': MANZANITA; NAVEL; SAND; BLOW WITH THE
MOUTH; PADDLE FOR MUSH

m, p’y S, S, W, 2: HEMP, INDIAN; LIGHTNING; EAGLE; BROTHER,
e o« o(2); WIDE; CATCH

h, k’: ARM; TAIL

m, n: NEW; FIR

k, E’, p» s: DARK, NIGHT; TREE SP,; FREEZE, ICE; COVER CN
TOF; TCOTH

h, k?: WEAR; STILL

Py s, t: BELLY FEATHERS; BONE

13
s, t: ROAD; SKY, UP
m, n: BE; HOLEl
t, t’: SMOCTH; MOUNTAINl

k», 1, ?: TEACH; COUGH; RUN
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t,
S,

v

c?,
c?,
h,
n,
1,

i,

h,
k?,
Ps
n,

c?,

c?,

1,
ki,

h,

23

t’: FIND; FLEA
t: CLAWS; START

1, m, p, t’: PINE NEEDLES; CHOE; MCUNTAIN,; SHORT;

2
HEART

1, py y: WHIP; GOOSE; TURN OVER; STAND,

ky, w, y: SPLIT; RISE; FAY; CCME HITHER

v

Sy t?: MARRY; ACCRN OF TAN OAKj; BALD

sy t/t, t: FUNCH DOWNj; GRAYZ; MOVEl; STRIKE

m, s, t, t?: LEAVEl; WAKE UF; BABY(INFANT); SHAKBZ;
PLAY BALL
p: STEP OVER; SHOUT

s, S, Y, ?: ITCH; GREEN; BLACK; PLAY; LOUSE
t’: PEPPERWOOD; ANKLE

Wy, Y: MUSSEL; DANCEj; STAND

2
Sy t?, t, ?: FALL:L; FONDERQCSA FINE; GIGl; BASKET;
WATER
ky, 1, m, p, t, pP’, t, wy, ?: WHITE; WHIRLl; LAKE;

PENIS; CONDOR, CALIF,; ROLL; FILEj; EAT3; CLOUDS; WOOD
l1: POTATO; LEAD

1, m, ps t, W, ?: HEAR; ACORN; CREEK,; DIG; MENSTRUA-

1
TION; SPRINKLE; SHARP-EDGED

h, 1, k, k’y, m, p, S, t, £’: WHIRL,; ALL; SEED; ROCKj;

DAUGHTER OR SON; COALS; DEER; MEAT; SNOWj; SHELL RE-

1?
FLEXIVE; ADD

n: SEAWEED; KNIFE2

m, t?, ?: DIE; MORTAR; GRASSGAME; HEAD HAIR; TREE

1, py s, s: EYE; FAT; MISS; HANG,; BODY
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h,

k?

m,
n,

P

0O«

N«¢

W,

k?

: TOF; ARCUND

» k, m: DIFFERENT; ANIMAL NAME ENDING; AGENTIVE-INSTRU-

MENTAL

ms
n,
k?
k,

h,

WANT; ACORN OF BLACK OAK

s, ?: FIGHT,; LIE; EAR; GUTS;

s t: BURDEN NET; NOISE; FAWN

s: SLING; SALTj; YESTERDAY

ky n, py, n, p?, w, ?: GIVE; BUT; HOUSE; SWELL; HEAD;

HANGl; DAM; FALL3; SIFTING BASKET; ALWAYS

k:
k?
m,
P»
£

v

Cy

ANTLER(S); POISON

» ?: STINKj; CRY; SLEEP

sy ?: DRY; HIDE; TULE; EARTH
>: MANY); SAGE; CARRY ON THE BACK

: FOOT; HAND

S, ?: MOUSE, MEADOW OR WATER-: SQUEEZE; ONION, WILD;

CLOUD

y k, my py s, t’, ?: FLY (N); FEATHER; GATHER; FATHER'S

MOTHER; SHOULDER; TIE A KNOT; TWO

S

s

t?

1,

YCUR (SG INAL); FROM; GIG

2

FOINT, (V); THROW

1
THIN; TURTLE
?: THEY§ SNARE; URINE

?: CLAM SHELL BEADS; MOTHER'S MOTHER OR SISTER;

: RED; HOT

m, p, s: LIZARD, SCALY; HURRY; YOU (SG FATIENT);

2
BENDj# FATHER'S FATHER
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S, Yy: BITE; STANDl

h, p’, s: SLIP; FOKER; LEACH
h, k: LOVE; BODY HAIR

k, 1, t: FLAT; POTATO SP GOOD

02;
l, t, w: DO; RCPFE; BITTER; SON-IN-LAW

t, t: BITTER; TURN; MOUNTAIN WORK

: 3

K’y py S: WET; FLAT,; COLD WEATHER

1!
h, m: PALM OF HAND; CREEK2

py, t: MOTHER'S FATHER; MOTHER'S MOTHER

hy, p, t?*: ACORN MUSH OR SOUP; GRAYl; BURDEN BASKETl

t?, t?: OLD WOMAN; RIPE

Py s, t?: BOIL; HOLE SHADE; SNOT

27
h, m: DOCTOR, TO; FORKED

w, ?: HIT BY THROWING; EDGE
1, ?’: SLOW; FALL2
t, w, ?: LOG; FINOLEj; FROG

€’y hy ky k?; n, t?, w, ?: GUTS,j TOMORROW; THIS (LOC):
HERE; LIGHT; YELLOWJACKET; SCORFION; ANGER; COVER; EAT,

hy n, s, t?, y: LIKE; FISH; SEE; FINGERS; WAR; NAME

$» k, t: RIPPLES; ARROW; CHASE

h, n, s, t, °: NET BAG; PULL; RAW; CUT; BUZZARD

Py S, t: GIRL(S); DAUGHTER

¢y hy k, k?, s, t?: MUDHEN; LCOK FOR; LONG; TALK; DEFECATE;
TIE

C, k’: HUMMINGBIRD; CROOKED
C’y ky M N, Py p’s S; wi NARROW; POINT,; FLICKER; MARK;

FATHER'S SISTER; PUT IN (SCLIDS); ACORN MEAL; SMOKE
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¢’y h, k, y: LEAK; BREASTS; UP; SHAKE

X, k?, n, w: THIS (LOC): UP HERE; MUSHROOM; MCUNTAIN
FILAREE; OBSIDIAN

m, p: WHO; RATTLESNAKE

m, s, t’: WORM; FCAM; PITCH

hy k, p: CARRY IN ARMS OR HANDS; THIS; FUTURE; GET UF

n, h, ?: POKE RUB; UNCLE

1! 2

ky 1, my p, s, ?: THAT; FOLLOW; KILL; DRINK; TRACK; CLOVER;
LOCATIVE4

ky, k?, n, g, Yy ?¢ GO; PUT IN FLAT THINGS; LIVE; SHELLZ;
HAVE; VOMIT

s, t(?), y, ?: SIT; PUSH; COOK; AFRAID

ky, k?, 1, w: WHIP; WASH THINGS; WHITE; GUTS2

Py Y: FLY (N); NARROW

¢y hy, k?, y: CLEAN; PINE NEEDLES; FALL LEAK

13

1’y my n, w, y, ?: TOP; WANT; BUT; HOUSE; TOMORROW; NET
BAG; CARRY IN ARMS OR HANDS

¢, k, k?y 1, s, t?, t, y, ?: CAMP; SPLIT; STEP OVER; FALM

OF HAND; DOCTOR, TO; POTATO SF FISH; YES; LOOK FOR;

ey’
THINK; RUB

hl, 1, m, n, S: WEAR; SEED; ALL; MOVE,; ANTLER(S); SLIP

m, p’y t’, t: BURDEN NET; THIN; ACORN MUSH OR SOUP; MANY,

¢, 1, my S, y: OUTSIDE; EYE; SLING; LOVE; MIDDLE; COOK,;
BREASTS

m’, n, t, w, y’, ?: THIS (LOC): RIGHT OVER HERE; SWELL;
FLAT; THIS (LOC): HERE; THIS (LOC): UF HERE; THIS

ky s, 1, wy, y: RISE; MOTHER'S MOTHER OR SISTER; SOAPROOT;
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k,
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FLOWER; LONG

1, m?, n, w, ?: FLY(V); DAUGHTER OR SON; THAT (LOCC):

OVER THERE; STINK; THAT (LOC)j; ARROW; ASK; FOLLOW;

THAT (AGENT)

¢’y 1y, n, py Y, ?: LUNGS; ANIMAL NAME ENDING; DRY;
FEATHER; FOINT,; GO

¢’y my, p, S, y: MANZANITA; SALT; POINT, (V); BODY HAIR;
up

1, t’, w, y’; WHIRL,; WET; LIGHT; MUSHROOM

h, y: LEAN; TALK

h, k’, 1, my, n, y: STILL; ITCH; COALS; TOWARD; DRY UP;
CROOKED

hp, ht: BELLY,; BONE

1, 1, m, y’, ?: DIE; MORTAR; DIFFERENT; NOISE; COYOTEj;
FUT IN FLAT THINGS

7~, ¢, C’: STRETCH; NAVEL

ky k7, 1, n?, §, t: GOOSE; LEAVE,j LAKE; BROTHER, YOUNGER;
MOON; POTATO SF.,

C¢, 1: CRACK; STEP; ACORN

l, my S, ty, ?: ROCK; GETTING; HURRY; DO; KILL

h, t: CCUGH; SLOW

h, k, 1: CHOF; PUNCH DOWN; FAT

h, k’, 1, my s: HEMP, INDIAN; WAKE UP; FENIS; ACORN OF

h,

L4

Sy

BLACK OAKj; THEY

1, my t, t?, t, y?’: NEW; CREEKl; FIGHTl; SHOCT; CREEKZ;
FORKED; WHO
t: ROADj; SKY
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h, 1, 1, s, ®: BE; DEER; MEAT; USED TO; YOU (SG FATIENT);
DRINK; YOU (SG AGENT)

l, 1, n, p, s?, t: GRASSGAME; AGENTIVE-INSTRUMENTAL;
HIDE; GATHERj; YOU (PL AGENT); PRESS TOGETHER

n, n’, y’>: MANY; ,,. SISTER?; WORM

n, wy, ¥y yY’: DAM; YELLOWJACKET; PULL; MCUNTAIN FILAREE

hk, ht: DARK; TREE SP,; FREEZE

hy, my n, wy, ?: FIR; LIE; HEADj; SEE; 1-"0}{!51l

k, k?, m?, y, ®: MARRY; MUSSEL; PEOFLE OF; MARK; LIVE

ky 1, ny t?, t?, ”: TURN OVER; CONDOR, CALIF,; LEAF;
HANG

FLAT,3 HIPS?; GET UP

1} 1

l, n’y p, sy t?, ?: SNOW; LIE, LAY MOUSE, MEADOW OR

Y
WATER; FROM; MOTHER'S FATHER; TRACKS
k, k?: DIGGER PINE; PEFPERWOOD

ps t?: POKE FATHER'S MOTHERj; GRAY

2! 1

E’, h, 1, n, t?: BLOW WITH THE MOUTH; SHORT; MISS; SAGE;
BOIL

h, 1, n: LIGHTNING; ROLL; FALL3

h, k?: EAGLE; BABY (INFANT)

wy Y: FINGERS; DEFECATE

hs, s, ®: BUTTOCKS; GIG,; CLOVER

n, ps ¥y p’: TULE; SHOULDER; ACORN MEALj; TURTLE

ky, k?y 1, my py, sy t?, y’: GRAYZ; PONDEROSA FINE; HANG?_;

YESTERDAY; THROW; DUCK; SHADE; HCLE,, FOAM
’
¢, hy, t?, y: SUGAR PINE; BROTHER, ...(2); COLD WEATHER;
RAW

m, s: EAR; BITE
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k, 1, p,» g, w: BLACKj; SHELLl; ONION, WILD; LEACH; GROUND-
SQUIRREL; RIFFLES

ky, ?: ACORN OF TAN OAK; SHELL2

1, ?: BODY; SIT
1, s, t: PILE; SNARE; GOOD

h, t, 1, t, w: SICK; MOUNTAIN,; REFLEXIVE; ROFE; CHASE
1, p: HEAD HAIR; TIE A KNOT

h, k?, y’, ?: HEART; GIG,; FITCH; PUSH

o3 EAT,j

k, k?: STRIKE; BASKET
k?, w: PLAY BALL; ANGER

t’, w: LEG WAR

27
hk, k: FLEA; BALD

t?, t: BURDEN BASKET; FALL2

h, 1, n, w, y’: WIDE; CLOUDS; SIFTING BASKET; COVER;
OBSIDIAN

kK, 1: AFTER; PAYj; SFRINKLE

c¢*, m: FAR; ROAR

t, t: TURN; WORK; HIT BY THROWING

k’y s, >, t’: DANCEj BEND; PINOLE

k, S, w: COME HITHER; STANDl; NAME

Yy ?: SHAKE; COOK2

5, hy 1, n, s, w: CLOTHES; CATCH; WOOD; ALWAYS; URINE;

EAT2

l, my p, s, ?: SHARP-EDGED; GUTS ALDER; BLOOD; UNCLE

13
¢’y hy k?y my n, p, t, w, ?: NEAR; I (PATIENT); LOUSE;

2

SAY; SLEEF; CLOUD; EDGE; MAN; LOCATIVE4
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m, y?: DREAM; DAY

h, 1, n, s, t?, E’, ?: RUN; TREE; EARTH; FATHER'S FATHER;
OLD WOMAN; FROG; RIPEj; SUCK; VOMIT

K’y ny S, Sy, ?: WATER; CARRY ON THE BACK; WE (EXCL AGENT);

WRINKLE; AFRAID.
1,2, Vowels

The vowel systems of the daughter-languages are

Coast Yuki Huchnom Yuki
i u i u i u
e o A {e)* o
a a o

There are two theoretical possibilities for a Proto-Yukian

system:
i u i u
-] e o}
a o a

In the first the correspondence C e ::t HA :: Y 3 [?] is
reconstructed as *3, in the second as ‘e, (Note that the
problem in deciding which to choose is exactly analogous

to the one in Proto-Uto-Aztecan as discussed by Nichols

*e is of somewhat doubtful status, Whether or not it is a

phoneme has not been fully worked out,
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