Diachrony of select linguistic features in New Indo-Aryan

The main objective of the present paper is to give a historical account of areal trends with respect to
3 typological features in a few early as well as modern varieties of New Indo-Aryan (NIA).

According to Peterson (2017) the distribution of 28 features in 29 languages belonging to Indo-
Aryan (IA), Dravidian and Munda gives us a solid basis for assuming the division of eastern and
western [A into two distinct structural groups. Despite its clear synchronic bias such approach is
now also being applied to historical aspects of SA languages (Ivani et al. 2021) not resorting to the
notion of a linguistic area (e.g. Emeneau 1956; Masica 1976; Masica 2001). This however brings
further implications to verify features attested in contemporary tongues in older varieties spoken
once in the region for which we have reliable written records (cf. Masica 2001; Peterson 2017).

In the pilot study we have focused on a few early NIA varieties from India and Nepal which include
Rajasthani, Awadhi, Braj and Dakkhini and Kumaoni (a sample of 10000 words for each)
supplemented by the data from early Nepali as well as Maithili and modern varieties of all these
languages and recent data from Kalderash Romani. The data have been partly annotated (cf.
Jaworski 2015) and features primarily analyzed in the Peterson’s sample have been verified and
their diachronic development and distributional patterns have been checked.

Here we present only three features that have been selected and analyzed diachronically: differential
object marking (DOM), gender and classifiers. Preliminary results show that:

a) DOM which in NIA operates along the parameters of animacy and definiteness (e.g. Aissen
2003) shows significant dialectal variation in this respect (cf. Author 2014; Montaut 2018); these
two parameters underwent different developments in the languages investigated. E.g., DOM first
operated along the lines of animacy and definiteness in Rajasthani (15/16th c.), Braj and Dakkhini
(ca. 17th c.), Awadhi (cf. Saksena 1971 [1937]) and Pahari (presumably ca. 18th c.; cf. Wallace
1981). The spreading of marked O’s into the perfective domain is attested in Rajasthani (beginning
of 17th/18th c.; Khokhlova 1992; 1995; cf. also Khokhlova 2006), in Braj (ca. 16/17th ¢.) and
Dakkhini (17th c.), and only very recently in Pahari.

b) gender appears to be quite stable, although we do see certain fluctuations e.g. in Pahari, where in
contemporary Nepali we find a feminine/non-feminine (F/NF) distinction but an M/F-distinction in
Kumaoni and Garhwali. Similarly, in Awadhi it is still preserved today (Saksena 1971 [1937])
while in Bengali gender has virtually disappeared entirely.

¢) classifiers is an assumed contact induced phenomenon, now restricted in IA to Magadhan
languages (cf. Barz 1985) but they are also found in Awadhi and Nepali. In early Awadhi no
classifiers are found. They are attested in early Nepali inscriptions (14th century) but not present in
the adjacent Kumaoni (cf. Chalise 2015). Presumably there are traces of classifiers’ system in
modern Kalderash Romani (Oslon 2018) which still requires further research.
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