Bashiic as a Macrogroup of Philippine Languages
Overview for 16-ICAL (Manila, June 2024)
R David Zorc

The Bashiic/Batanic subgroup is comprised of up to eight lects spoken on the islands bordering the Philippines and Taiwan (Figure 1).

· Yami (an exonym) or Tao (the endonym), spoken on Orchid Island (Lanyu) as part of Taiwan. The language is comprised of several dialects, such as Imorod, Iraralay, Ivalino, Iranumilek;

· Itbayaten, spoken on Itbayat Island, Batanes, Philippines;

· Ivatan, spoken on Batan and Sabtang Islands, Batanes, Philippines. The language is comprised of two distinct dialects, Ivasay and Isamorong; and

· Ibatan or Babuyan, spoken on Babuyan Claro, Cagayan, Philippines.

Philippine scholars have been blessed with quite a few excellent comparative studies on the Bashiic/Batanic languages. Chronologically, they are: Scheerer (1908), Dempwolff (1926), Moriguchi (1983), Tsuchida, Yamada & Moriguchi(1987), Tsuchida, Constantino, Yamada and Moriguchi (1989), Li (2000), Yang (2002), Ross (2005), Himes (2012), Lobel (2013), Gallego (2014), Blench (2015), Blust (2017), and Pick (2018).

Several labels have been given to this subgroup: Dyen (p.c. 1974) apparently coined the term “Bashiic” based on the Bashi Channel in order not to give preference to any individual language names
, which Reid (p.c.), Blust (1991), and Blench (2015) also adopted. Moriguchi (1983) used “Vasayic” for the entire group. Virtually all other authors (Gallego, Li, Lobel, Moriguchi, Pick, Ross, Tsuchida, Yang, and Blust (2017)) used the term “Batanic”. This survey will demonstrate that all of these labels (plus one more - “Yamic”) will provide useful identifiers for this subgroup and its various branches. Herein, Bashiic will be used for the macrogroup comprising all of these lects, Vasayic encompasses Itbayaten plus Batanic (Ivasay, Isamorong, and Babuyan), whereas Yamic includes Imorod, Iraralay and any other Tao lects spoken on Lanyu.

Figure 1: The Bashiic/Batanic lects
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Zorc Excel database
1,531 entries
6-PBashiic
  585
Primary evidence for way over 500 innovations
1-PAN
  183
Definitely descended from PAN
7b-PVasayic
  182
The Itbayaten – Batanic connection is strongly supported
7a-PYamic
  125
Yamic is well-established as a divergent subgroup
2-PMP
  085
Reasonable evidence of PMP membership
4-PPH
  080
Reasonable evidence for PPH membership
7c-PBatanic
  059
Reasonable evidence for a Batanic subgroup
3-PWMP
  044
Some evidence for membership in PWMP
Spanish
  033
Reasonable amount of Spanish influence
5-PNP
  023
Minimal evidence for memebership in PNP
8-Bash&Ilk-axis
  020
Reasonable developments shared with Ilokano
AN OVERVIEW OF BASHIIC PHONOLOGY
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2. LEXICAL CLASSIFICATON #1 (Swadesh 100)
TABLE 1. BASHIIC SCORES FOR THE SWADESH 100


Imr
Ira
Itb
Ivs
Ism
Bab
Imorod
X
94
82
75
79
76
Iraralay
94
X
80
74
79
77
Itbayaten
83
81
X
85
83
83
Ivasay
75
74
86
X
93
89
Isamorong
81
79
84
91
X
91
Babuyan
79
78
84
90
91
X

For all that has been said against lexicostatistics, the results of the Swadesh list are reasonably instructive and revealing with regard to Bashiic. Note that Itbayaten here appears to be equidistant from both Yamic and Batanic lects. From the 100 items obtained for these lects, the a microcosm of a subgrouping theory is readily obtained.

3. LEXICAL CLASSIFICATION #2 – The Zorc (2022) 100 Word List

TABLE 2. BASHIIC LEXICAL COMPARISON [Zorc 100 (2022)]


Imr
Ira
Itb
Ivs
Ism
Bab
Imorod
X
98
85
79
83
80
Iraralay
97
X
83
78
82
80
Itbayaten
83
84
X
90
93
89
Ivasay
79
78
89
X
94
89
Isamorong
83
82
92
93
X
92
Babuyan
79
81
89
89
92
X
Ilokano

51
48
52
50
52
54
Aklanon

50
48
51
50
50
47
Tagalog

47
45
45
45
45
44

This list tends to separate the lects a bit more while the closest scores are consistently 90% or higher.
4. FUNCTOR CLASSIFICATION

Following upon Charles F. Hockett (the chairman of Zorc’s committee at Cornell 1969-1975), the lexicon of any given language is broken up into <contentives> and <functors>. In his dissertation, Zorc (1975) developed a 100-functor list for Bisayan. (See Zorc 1977:223-234, later, Zorc 1978. [In 1979 he also did so for Yolngu-Matha in Australia.] Coincidentally, McFarland (1974) at Yale had developed “morphemic differentiae analysis” which compared all the functors against paradigms in each Bikol lect. TYM(1987) have a frontmatter with 80 “Restricted-Class Morphemes” so we selected an additional 20 functor-like lexemes from their lexical study in order to make an even 100.

Most of the functors (pronouns, case-marking particles, grammatical affixation, and verb inflections) reveal that Bashiic is rather conservative, i.e. retaining earlier etymologies.

TABLE. PROTO-BASHIIC PRONOUNS


TOPIC1
TOPIC2
POSS1
POSS2
LOCATIVE

1
*yakən
*aku
*niakən
*ku
*diakən
2
*imu
*ka
*nimu
*mu
*dimu
3
*siya
*iya
*niya
*na
*diya
1
*yamən
*kami
*niamən
*namən
*diamən
1&2
*yatən
*ta
*niatən
*ta
*diatən
2
*imiyu
*kamu
*nimiyu
*miyu
*dimiyu
3
*sida
*sa
*nida
*da
*dida
PBsh tends to use the *i- nominative marker for first and second person with resyllabification to y- (thus i-akən, i-mu, i-amən, i-atən. i-miyu)
, but *si- for third person *si-ya, *si-da, with the exception of the doublet *i-ya. Note that the inclusive full form PAN *kita has been lost in favor of the simple root *ta. Lobel (2013:127) included his Table 4.21. Proto-Batanic Pronoun Reconstructions. Although his dissertation was far more concerned with Central and Southern Philippine and Bornean languages, the Bashiic *di- locative (his oblique) set is rarely encountered in the Philippines, so the Batanic evidence became crucial.

PROTO-BASHIIC CASE-MARKERS


TOPIC
POSS/ERG
OBJECT
LOC


*u

*nu
*su
*du

*i


*ni

Itb only si
*di

All Bashiic lects support the *u-based etyma as Proto-Bashiic, otherwise agreeing in having the alternate locative *di. It is clear that Itbayaten has preserved something of an original *u - *i alternation in case markers. Note in the ACD PWMP *u ‘genitive particle’, PAN *nu ‘genitive case marker for common nouns’, PAN *su ‘nominative case marker for common nouns’, PWMP *du ‘locative case marker for common nouns’.

THE BASHIIC DEICTIC SYSTEMS
However, it is the deictic system that reflects the greatest amount of differentiation distinguishing these lects from each other. These Bashiic lects in particular, and Philippine lects in general, form what are also known as “demonstrative pronouns” from a root (such as *ya, *wa, *di, *tu, *ni) with various case-marking prefixes, (such as *u-or *i- [nominative or topic]
 , *s- [object]
,*di- [locative]), and, when pragmatics dictate, with a referential suffix (such as -ya or -ri in Babuyan – Maree 2007:60). It should be noted that of all functors, deictics tend to be the least conservative and most innovative, not just in Bashiic, but in most Philippine languages. The differences that obtain even among close dialects are mind-boggling. It is virtually impossible to develop a comprehensive table of all deictics in a brief survey of any language. It generally take years of study and analysis to fully comprehend the intricacies of all possible case relationships and especially the pragmatic strategies that almost any speaker has available with each language’s deictic system.

The Bashiic first person system is based on a root *ya, yielding a Proto-Bashiic *uya [deic-1-nom1] reflected by Yami, Iraralay, Babuyan oya. There is also a doublet, Proto-Vasayic *iya [deic-1-nom2] reflected by Itbayaten, Ivasay, Babuyan iya, Isamorong ya. This latter form can be reconstructed for PPH *ʔí|ya based on Aklanon ʔíya ‘here’, and is itself a homonym of PAN *ia ‘3sg. personal pronoun: he, she; him, her, it’ [ACD]. This root combines with various case-forming consonants to indicate the grammatical role, hence, *di|ya ‘locative’ is reconstructed for Proto-Vasayic, realized as Itbayaten diya, Isamorong and Babuyan jiya; Ivasay diaya reflects morphological reanalysis as if the full root was *aya with the *di- locative prefix.
The second person deictic root is Bashiic *di, reflected in the nominative of most lects as Imorod, Iraralay, Itbayaten, Ivasay, Isamorong ori
 < PBsh *udi.

The third person deictic forms tend to be lect specific, i.e., unique.

Departing from our otherwise thorough analysis of TYM, let us take a look at the deictic system as described in the respective grammars for three of these lects..

YAMI DEICTICS (Rau & Dong. 2006:119)


NOM1
NOM2
POSS
OBJECT
LOCATIVE

1
ya
oya
nonia
sosia
doja
2
əri
ori
nonaŋ
sosaŋ
dodaŋ
3
əito
oito
nonito
sosito
dojito
Distal




dokwaŋ
The Yami system reflects PBsh *ya throughout the first person paradigm, but the case-marking involves *CuC- (where *C stands for the thematic case-marking consonant). The second person nominative alone reflects PBsh *di; in all the other cases a suppletive *Caŋ has been innovated. The third person is derived from PAN *-Cu, specifically *iCu [ACD], but has an innovated move in distance from 2nd to 3rd person. The distal *dukwaŋ is clearly a Yamic innovation.
ITBAYATEN DEICTICS [Yamada. 2002:11]


New info
Old info
Plural
Locative

1
iya
niya
saya
diya
2
ori
nawi
sawi
dawi
Distal
oorihay
noorihay
soorihay
doorihay
The Itbayaten system differs from the other lects in that what were originally case-determined forms have adapted to a pragmatic function (i.e., new vs old information), or to mark plurality. It is only the locative that matches the case system. PBsh *ya is stable for the first person. In the second person, *di is retained in the nominative, but has become *wi in the other cases. The third person or distal forms have identical roots to that of the second person, but with vowel lengthening and an innovated suffix *-hay.

BABUYAN DEICTICS [Maree 2007:60]


NOM1
NOM2
POSS
OBJECT
LOCATIVE

1
iya
oya {arch}
nya
sya
dya
2
wa

nwa
swa
dwa
1&2
yaw

naw
saw
daw
3
iyaw
wanaw
nwanaw
swanaw
dwadaw
The Babuyan system also retains the first person root *ya and uses just the thematic case-marker. The second person has an innovative *wa plus thematic case-marking in the non-nominative forms. Babuyan has an innovated “not so distant” series based on *aw, with thematic case marking. It should be noted that this *aw is shared with the Cagayan Valley deictic system (see ZDS *aw), but is a first person root therein. The distal or third person system is based on an innovative *Cwanaw, but the locative has the shape *dwadaw.

TABLE 3. BASHIIC SCORES FOR THE FUNCTOR 100


Imor
Irar
Itb
Ivas
Isam
Bab
Imorod
X
88
55
55
51
53
Iraralay
89
X
57
58
53
55
Itbayaten
59
60
X
74
71
66
Ivasay
56
58
74
X
80
74
Isamorong
51
53
69
78
X
80
Babuyan
53
54
67
75
77
X

These scores show a significant difference among lects establishing them more linguistically distant from one another (with a low just above a 50% percentile). The Yami lects are the closest to each other (well above 80%), while the Batanic lects approach 80%. Itbayaten is clearly distinguished from all other lects, but shares at least 59% (i.e., more than half) of its functors with Yamic and Batanic.
SEVERAL OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT INNOVATIONS.

BODY PARTS
6-PBsh
*tawur
heart  [n]  {body}
PMP *pusuq ~ *pusuŋ₂, PAN-F *ajem
6-PBsh
*ragaw
neck  [n]  {body}
PAN *liqeR
6-PBsh
*muhdan
nose  [n]  {body}
PAN *ujuŋ, PMP *qijuŋ
6-PBsh
*bulək
belly  [n]  {body}
PAN *tiaN
6-PBsh
*ɣabuh
fat, grease  [n]  {body}
PAN *SimaR, PMP *meñak ~ miñak, PWMP *tabeq

NATURAL PHENOMENA
6-PBsh
*tukun
mountain  [n]  {nature}
PAN *bukij ~ *buled₁ PMP *quzuŋ, PWMP *bulud₂
6-PBsh|sem
*ninih
earthquake  [n]  {nature}
PAN *linuR, PMP *linduR, PWMP *lindur
6-PBsh
*timuy
rain  [n ~ v]  {nature}
PAN *quzaN
6-PBsh
*aʔɣəp
night  [n]  {nature}
PAN *Rabiʔi ‘evening, late afternoon’, PMP *beRŋi ‘night’
6-PBsh
*aʔɣub
smoke  [n]  {nature}
PAN *qaseb, *qebel, PMP *qasu, PWMP *qasep
6-PBsh
*adə́y | ROOT *-dəR
thunder  [n]  {nature}
PAN *deRdeR
6-PBsh
*ahnaɣa
ginger  [n]  {plant}
PAN *dukduk, PMP *laqia
6-PBsh
*agagay
job’s tears  [n]  {plant}
PMP *zəlay ‘cereal grass with edible seeds that are also used as beads, Job’s tears: Coix lachryma-jobi L.

BASIC VERBS
6-PBsh
*tiib + *-an
see  [v]
PAN *kita[ʔ]
6-PBsh
*taʔnək
stand  [v]
PAN *diRi, PMP *ti(n)zeg, *tuquD, PWMP *ta(n)zeg
6-PBsh
*sayap | *<um>
fly  [v] | Cf: PWMP *sayap ‘wing’
PAN *layap, PMP *Rebek, PPH *lepad
6-PBsh
*hikəɣ + *maka-
sleep  [v]
PAN *qinep, *tuduR, PMP *tiduR, PPH *helek
6-PBsh
*hayam
walk  [v]
PAN *lakat ~ *rakat, *paNaw, PMP *lampaq
6-PBsh
*awat + *ma-
swim  [v]
PAN *Naŋuy, PWMP *daŋuy, *laŋuy, *taŋuy

BASIC VOCABULARY
6-PBsh|sem
*amuŋ |  INV
fish [n]  {food}
PAN *Sikan, PPH *sedaʔ
6-PBsh
*hilak
white  [adj]  {color}
PAN-F *puNi, PMP *putiq, PPH *quRis
6-PBsh
*abat
oar ~ paddle  [n]  {sea}
PAN *aluja, PMP *beRsay, PPH *
6-PBsh
*abkas | INV
wave  [n]  {sea}
PAN *Nabek, PMP *qalun, PWMP *humbak, PPH *paluŋ₂

FUNCTORS

6-PBsh
*am
[inversion marker]
UNKNOWN | PCP *hay

SIGNIFICANT LOSSES

PAN *kita ‘we inclusive’ was completely lost and only the PAN reduction * ta survives in Proto-Bashiic.
PAN *quzaN ‘rain’ | No evidence for any cognates retained among any Bashiic lects | Replaced by PBsh *timuy < PAN *timuR ‘south or east wind’

My conclusions with regard to the Bashiic macrogroup are as follows:
These languages form a non-controversial subgroup. They have been spoken in this area for at least four millenia. However, what is present at this time is the result of an intrusion of speakers of Proto-Greater-Central-Luzon (a.k.a. “the Y Group”) about one millenium ago. Although these languages are not mutually intelligible, they are not far beyond the language limit from each other. The well over 500 innovations that they share identify this macrogroup as consisting of a substratum of Aboriginal Bashiic languages with a superstratum (overlay) of Proto-Greater-Central-Luzon. Itbayaten tends to be the most conservative and the central linkage between Yamic and Batanic. 
�  Dyen (p.c. 1974) regretted his term “Tagalic” for what is now known more simply as “Central-Philippine” because of the preference it gave to Tagalog (thereby ignoring the collectively more numerous Bisayan, Bikol, and Mansakan languages). Hence he sought a neutral geographic label for this group. Regrettably, Zorc  too (1979) coined the term “Pangasinic” for what is more appropriately “Southern Cordilleran”. It has come to our attention [Moriguchi (1983:212)] that Yamada (1972, 1974) used the term “Bashiic Language Group”, so it is not known if Dyen coined the term or had encountered it in his readings and research.


� Because of its importance as a trade language in the northern Philippines, Ilokano scores were computed. Most are approximately 50% (ranging from 48% to 54%), with a slight rise in favor of Babuyan, which has clearly borrowed heavily from Ilk.


� Since Aklanon is Zorc’s best-known Philippine language, the scores were computed to see how Bashiic fares with this Greater Central Philippine language in the West Bisayan subgroup. Note that the scores generally equal or parallel those of Ilokano (ranging from 47% to 51%), demonstrating that Bashiic as a Philippine macrogroup is relatively equidistant from all other Philippine languages.


� Since it is the basis for the national language, Tagalog scores were also computed. These range consistently from 44% through 47% with Bashiic lects. The Tagalog-Aklanon score was 74%, Tagalog-Cebuano 72%, and Tagalog-Ilokano score was 56%.


� Lobel (2013:127) included a table of “Proto-Batanic Pronoun Reconstructions” because of the “oblique” *di- set (herein “locative”) which is otherwise rare among Philippine languages, and better attested in Borneo.


� Based on the nominative pronouns with *y-, as well as the first person deictic *iya, (in contrast with *uya) this distinction can be reconstructed back to Proto-Bashiic.


� Based upon the genitive pronouns with *ni-, this can be reconstructed to Proto-Bashiic.


� Since this alternate occurs as the preferred form in Ivasay di, Isamorong and Babuyan ji, this doublet can be reconstructed to Proto-Vasayic. However, the locative pronouns support this at the Proto-Bashiic level.


� Also *a-, which is found mainly in Central Philippine languages, such as *aŋ, *naŋ, *saŋ (which tend to mark common nouns as either specific or definite whereas *iŋ, *niŋ, *siŋ mark non-specific or indefinite). This may be of considerably greater time depth if Malay yaŋ ‘which, that’ is considered in addition to Kamayo, Mansaka yaŋ ‘common-noun topic marker’ < PWMP *yaŋ.


� While *s- consistently marks objects in Bashiic and several Greater Central Philippine languages [ZDS], the marker *sa is a PAN locative marker [ACD] as well as a nominative for plural personal names [ACD], PAN *si for singular personal names, and *su marks a common noun as a specific nominative or topic in PAN (cf:, Pangasinan, Bikol, and Maranao) [ACD].


� Babuyan retains a cognate, but it is apparently used as a rhetorical marker.
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