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This paper intended to offer a comprehensive hypothesis on the classi-
fication of the Soomaali dialects and languages, together with the evidence
on which the classification was based. Unfortunately the one of us (Bhret)
who was able to attend these meetings was ill throughout the month of June
just at the point when the final composing of the paper was about to begin,
In consequence, what we must offer here is a summary version of the complete
paper, which should be finished and available by the end of the Northern
Hemisphere summer, In this summary we present our classification, and we
describe the kind of evidence we used, but without specification and full
argumentation,

Our study began in 1379, It zelies ct field ccilections of data
made by one of us (shret) in 1979 and 1982 for approximately seventeen diverse
dialects and languages and on further sccondary collections of data for
another 15-20 less divergent dialecis,belenging principally to what we have
called the Northern subgroup of Scemaali, We also made use of data for Kenya
Soemaali graciously provided by Bernd Heine and his collezgues at KBln; we
are most appreciative of this assistance. The overall purpose of the study
is to reconstruct the early history of Somalia and neighboring areas, a
project which will form the substance of a doctoral dissertation of one of
the writers (Maxamed Nuux) and should be complgted during the coming twelve
months. The classification Qf Scomarli presented here is just one element

in this wider project, although it is of course an esseritial first step,
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The evidence was analyzed from two cl;ssxfiCatory perspectives;
1) frem the aspect of cognate-counting in a basic vocabulary, and 2) from
the patternings of shared innovation,

Cognate counts were severelv affected in many crucial areas of south-
ern Semalia by extensive long-term dialect borrowing, The distertions ecca-
sioned by such histories of contact could be partially compensated for by
Systematically excluding identifiable word-berrewings frem the reckonings
(according to the precedures discussed in ghret 1971: 94 and 1980: -385),

A second act of cempensation was te put aside from the resf the percentages
of cognatioﬂ between dialects and languages which are neighbors of very clese
to being neighbers or for which identifiable borrowings indicated former
histories of contact, The remaining percentages then proved to offer a
generally consistent picture of underlying relationships,

Shared innevatiens provided the strongest evidence for classification,
however, Lexical, morphological, semantic, and phonological innovations
were 2all looked at. A consistent standard sample of two hundred words,
collected for all the dialects and languages, was used to identify the first
three kinds of innovation, which we will scmetimes refer to under the blanket
designation of "lexical" ipnovatioﬁ. (For argunents on the importance of
such an approach in dialect classification, see Hnret and Kinsman 1981.)
Phonological innqvations were of ten supported by a wider sampling of data,
Innovations, it éhould be emphasized, were identified as such only if the
ear;icr items they supplanted or éupplencntcd in use could be identified,

In several instances, for exanple, we found for particular meanings lexemes
known so far only from our Soomaali_iaqguage group, but not presently includable
in our proto-Soomaali innovation set beéause we couid not.yet reconstruct

proto-Omo-Tana or proto-Lowland HaStern Cushitic roots with which to cone

trast them,
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A certain number of arcglly distributed features attributable to con-
tacts of the past millennium turn up in southern Somalia, but their distri=
bution through solid blocks of territory, without regard to the underlying
linguistic relationship of the tongues in which fhcy occur, give their non-
genetic origins away. For e#ample, Garre of southern Somalia uses giiﬂ for
""stone” as do all its immediate néighbors, but in the cherl dialects of
Garre spoken outside the southern Somalia contact zone the original root
*13;1? continues in use, iIn phonology the most notable areal feature is
the wide southern Somalian shift of non-initial, non-geminate *q to /t/;
it has no diagnostic value for classification. A few older areal tendencies,
such as toward palatalization of velars and falling together of non-initial
voiced and voiceless stops, which arose in much earlier times when the Somali
speech areas were less extensive, can also be discerned

and discounted in the

identification of diagnostic inmovations.

From a social point of view the various tongues we dealt with all

have to be considered dialects of Soomaali. But from a purely linguistic

perspective both language and dialect differences were involved--up to seven

or more "languages" idcntifiablc_in a linguistic sense, Pointing up the
social nature of thc.commoq perceptiongis the case of Jiiddu, accepted by
everyone as Soomaali, yet more distantly related to the rest than is Rendille,
which has zenerally been thought of as é §ister language of Soomaali,

Most surprising is the necessity of including Bayso in our widened
and diversified Soomaali group. Bayso's closest relationship,within Hastern
Cushitic, attested solidly both by cognation counts and by small but compelw
ling sets of lexical and phonological innovations, is apparently to Jiiddu!
Bayso also shares in a considerable set of Soomaali lexical innovations—-
that means, it shares vocabulary which is unicue to the breoad Soomaali group

and for which the earlier Omo-Tana and Lowland pgastern Cushitic eguivalents
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displaced from use in proto-Soomaali can be determined.

Our classification still needs nares for a number of higher-level
divisions (names translatable.into sfandard Soomaalii), and we would appre-
ciate any suggestions other participants in the conference might wish to
give us. For sociological reasons we have favofed names with geographical
implication, With its interim namcs-included, marked with asterisks, the

classification is as follows:

SOOMAALI (I)
A. Bayso-Jiiddu
1. Bayso
2. Jiiddu
B, *Soomaali IX
1. Rendille
2., *Soomaali IIT
a. Garre-Aweer
i, Garre
ii, Aweer dialects
b, “Jubba
i, Tunni
ii,’ Baardheere
C.  *Soomaali IV
i, Maay
(dialects: rLuuq, Dhiinsoor, Daafeed, Afgoye,
Bay, Baydhaba, Eyle, etc,)
ii., Banaadir-Northern
(a) Baraawe
(b) Banaadir
(1) Xamar

-

(2) Southern Banaadir (Jamaame, Merka)



(c) Jowhar

(d) Shebeelle-Northern

% cadale

(.-C(/L"i

M

s 1) Rueulo 5«’-"}‘ @99” Q"S‘”)PQN

2) Digoe

Most stages of this classification seem tous solidly based. The
justification of the Bayso-Jiiddu and general Soomagli linkages was touched
on previously. The Soomaali I1I, Soomaali 3If, Soomaali Iv; and Banaadir-
Northern stégcs are established by phonological as well as semantic, morpho=-
logical, and lexical innovations. The Northern subgroup within Shebeelle-
Northern is composed of all the dialects of the northern half of the Soomaali
speech area, the dialects south of the Jubba (except for Aweer), and the
dialects of several communities around the fringes of the intervening region.
We have as yet no distinctive phonological innovations for this subgroup,
but the percentages of cognation and a significant set of other kinds of
innova tions attest its validaty. The Maay brancﬁ of Soomaali IV, czalled
Central Somali by John Saeed, has at least eight major dialects, possibly
more, as distinct from each other as the most distantly related dialects of
the Shebeelle-Northern subgroup of Banaadir-Northern, Some of these dialects
in turn have subdialects, but we did not carry our study down to this level
of detail,

We have divided Soomaali {11 into three coordinatg branches for now.
The inclusion of Baardheere with Tunni is quite tentative,however, Baardheere
has been deeply influenced in recent centuries by Maay speech, But outside
of its use of *dimo for "to die," a distinctive innovation of Soomaali IV
otherwise entirely restricted to Soomaali [V dialects and languages, its

patterns of innovation show it to be a pre=-Soomaali IV but post-Soomaali III
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split-of f. What links it provisionally tc Tunni are a couple soundshif ts,
though of rather limited genemlity, and a couple lexical innovations which
seem difficult to explain away as borrowings., Since there are, however, some
probable Tunni borrowings in Baardheere, we are reluctant to put more than
a tentative reliance on this meager evidence,
Another point of uﬁccrtainty is the fit of Cadale in Shebeelle-Northern, 5
cadale lacks the uniocue phonological shift of medial *mm to /b/,'found in all
the rest of the Shebeelle-Northern dialeéts;. On the other hand, it shares
in the great majority of the lexical innovations characteristic of the Shebeelle-
Northern subgroup. We have thus treated the *mm>b shift as an early areal
feature affecting the proto-Buuloburti and proto—Nbrthern facies of early
Shebeelle-Northern speech but not spreading as far as proto-Cadale. A plausible
alternative classification of the subgroup could have the following shape,
however:
(d) Shebeelle-Northern
(1) Cadale
(2) Buuloburti-Northern

Buuloburti

(1)
(ﬁ) Northern

It is also not clear that Garre-Aweer should be broken into Garre
and Aweer divisions, Dialect differences of some note are knmown to exist
among Aweer speakers, and it is cuite possible, for instance, that some of
the northern Aweer dialects might be closer to Garre or that the group has
a three- or four-way split. (It should be pointed out that the people who

teday
call themselves Garre in northern Kenya speakAE1ther an Qromo or & Northern

Soomaali dialect; frequently their pfesent-day lanzuages contain Garre loan-

words, thoughy indicative of the language some of their ancestors once spoke.)
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Wnat the classification reveals is that Soomaali is a rather more
diverzent group than even Heine. (1978) recognized., The minimal cognation,
between Bayso-Jiiddu and Soomaali If, centers on the low forty percents;
within each of the two primary branches—~between Bayso and Jiiddu and between-
Rendille and Soomaali III--the percentages of cognation fit in the fifties,
The Soomaali II1 split is matched by a'féﬂge fror the ﬁigh‘fifty'percents
into the low sixties between non-proximate. tongues, while the minimum range
between the two subgroups of Soomaali IV lies in the mid-sixties. Banaﬁdit-
Northern Cognation ranges from the high sixties upward, In other words,
the beginnings of Soomaali divergence fall far back in the first millennium

B.C., and a complicated history of social divergence and culture change awaits

our unravelling of it,

REEERNCES

Bhret, C. 1971. Southern Nilotic listory. Evanston: Northwestern University

Press,

1980. The !listorical Reconstruction of Southern Cushitic Pnonology

and Vocabulary.
1981
ghret, C., and M, Kinsman./ Shona dialect classification and its significance

for Iron Age histor%in southern Africa. Interm tional

Journal of African Historical Studies, l4.

Heine, B, 1978. The Sam Languages. Afroasiatic Linguistics, 6, 2, 3-93.

Saeed, J. 1982 Comtral Sowal; . A Grammatical Outlue.

Afroasiatic Linguistics, .




