CHAPTER |

| NTRODUCTI| ON

1.0 The Cree-Montagnai s- Naskapi | anguage, a member of the
Al gonkian famly, is the |largest Canadian Indian | anguage.
It claims at |east sixty thousand speakers, from the Rocky

Mountains in the west to the Labrador coast in the east.

1.1 Aim and Scope

This study will identify and describe some of the
variation which exists within this |Ianguage. An attempt
will be made to establish to what extent the traditional
di al ect groupings can be mai ntained and to what extent the
dialects forma continuum The very name Cree-Montagnai s-
Naskapi indicates that subdivisions of the |l anguage exi st.
In fact, the nature of the relationship between the sets
of dialects referred to by the three terms Cree,

Mont agnai s and Naskapi has been a point of debate for many
years. The majority of scholars favour a distinct break
bet ween Cree on the one hand and Montagnai s- Naskapi on the
ot her. Controversy arises, however, over which sub-groups
are to be identified as Cree or Montagnais or Naskapi. In
particular, it is the dialects of Quebec - Labrador, where

vel ar pal atalization takes place (k > c, 2.32), whose

affiliation is in dispute. Throughout this study these
dialects will be referred to as 'palatalized dialects'.
Al'l other dialects will be referred to as 'non-

pal atalized'.
The focus of this study is the description of

vari ati on



within the palatalized dialects in the areas of
phonol ogy, morphol ogy and | exicon. Field work was carried

out in most of the nineteen palatalized communities in

Quebec - Labrador and detailed information collected for
i ndi vidual villages. The variants within the non-
pal atalized dialects will also be noted, whenever they

are available from published sources. A very few years ago
Wol fart observed that "the dialects of the Cree (excluding

Mont agnai s- Naskapi) are yet to be descri bed adequately" (1973).
Today, the work of Wolfart hinmself, Béland (1978) and Pentl and
(1979) have provided several such descriptions for the non-

pal atali zed varieties; to date none exist for the palatalized
varieties. The areas where pal atalized and non-pal atalized

di al ects are spoken are outlined on Map 1-1.

Map 1-1 Pal atalized and Non-Pal atalized Dial ects




The linguistic variation within Cree-Mntagnais-Naskapi is
described in terms of a traditional dialect-geography nodel. The
smal | est geographical unit under consideration is the village.
Systematic differences in speech fromone village, or cluster of
vill ages, to the next are the object of study. Differences in
phonol ogy, morphol ogy and | exicon are identified and their
geogr aphical distribution is illustrated by means of isoglosses

on maps.

In recent years dialect geography has come under criticism
for narrowness of scope and outdated met hodol ogy. In a critique
of mai nstream American dial ectol ogy as exenmplified by work on the

Li nguistic Atlas of the United States and Canada, Underwood

poi nted out that "of primary inportance... are regional

vari abl es, of secondary inportance are social variables, and of
no i nportance are stylistic variables." (1974:28-29). If

di al ectology is to give an accurate description of |anguage

vari ation, he contended, the methodol ogy nmust include refined

i nterview and sanpling techniques of informants, the recording of
speech in a variety of styles, as well as tests of receptive and
comruni cative conpetence. Variation within the speech community

is no less significant than variation between comunities.

W thin the Cree-Mintagnai s- Naskapi communities interna
variation certainly exists and nmust eventually be described and
accounted for. Correlation nmust be nmade between |inguistic and
non-1linguistic variables. Sonme of the latter used in soci al

di al ect ol ogy, such as social class, nmay not be appropriate.



Cree society, unlike Euro-Anmerican society, is relatively
egalitarian. Although there are econom c disparities between

i ndi vidual famlies within villages, these famlies cannot be
seen as belonging to | arger groups based on social inequality.
It will be necessary, then, to find the social variables

el sewhere than in distinctions of class or caste. One such
variable which is noted throughout this study is the age of the
speaker. Age may also correlate with the degree of bilingualism
in French or English. Although the sex of the speaker has not
yet been found to correlate with specific differences, it

remai ns a potential variable.

A second clear correlate of intra-community differences, in
addition to age, is the famly origin of the speaker. Most
fam |lies are associated with a hunting territory in a particular
| ocation. The intra-community divisions described in 1.41 are
reflected in speech patterns. It should be noted, however, that
al t hough the villages began as artificial constructs, they have,
in the past twenty years, becone established communities. As
such, they can be expected to take on some of the
characteristics of such an institution. As political power
becomes nmore inmportant, affiliations may shift away from
geographically-based famly groups to ones which contain

political and econom c features as a significant conmponent.

It is expected then, that patterns of variation which are
found between conmmunities will also exist within communities.

Speakers whose hunting ground is on the periphery of the



comunity territory may well have linguistic features associ ated
with the neighbouring community. A difference which represents a
regi onal variant anong ol der speakers may spread to mark age
groups within a single community. For this reason, a detail ed
descri ption of regional linguistic differences is a necessary

starting point for any study of intra-comunity variation.

1.1 Outline of Chapters

Chapter 1 gives an introduction to the controversy over
classification of Cree-Montagnais-Naskapi dialects (1.2) as well
as background informati on about the Indians of Quebec-Labrador
who speak these dialects. The geographical setting is described
in terms of relief, drainage basins, vegetation and fauna (1.3).
Aspects of traditional and nodern lifestyle are briefly
di scussed (1.4). The renmai nder of the Introduction outlines the

met hod of investigation (1.5) and lists abbreviations (1.6).

In chapter |I, the variation in consonants is described.
The palatalization of k to ¢ before front vowels and subsequent
depal atalization of ¢ tot or s account for a |arge nunber of
phonol ogi cal differences between the palatalized and non-
pal atal i zed di al ects. The evolution of PA *1 as y, n or | occurs
in both these groups, as does the loss or fricativization of
pre-aspirated stops. Proto-Algonkian *s and *s are retained in
bot h pal atalized and non-pal atalized dialects around Janmes Bay

but merge in the dialects to the east and west.

Di fferences in vowels are discussed in chapter 111.



It becones clear that the processes of assimlation,

| engt heni ng, | oss, rounding and neutralization occur in both

pal atalized and non-pal atalized dialects. In the non-pal atalized
varieties these changes are restricted to a few segnments and a
smal | number of environnments. In the palatalized dialects of
Quebec- Labrador these sanme processes have been generalized to a
much | arger number of |exical itemns.

Sel ected aspects of verb morphol ogy and vocabul ary have
been treated in chapter V. Sections 4.1 through 4.4 descri be
variation in the inflectional morphology of intransitive verbs.
The | ess frequently used paradi gns have been conpletely reshaped
in the palatalized dialects. The formation of the negative of
I ndependent order verbs is an innovation in the n-and 1-
pal atal i zed di al ects; palatalized y-dialect speakers use the
same pattern as non-pal atalized speakers (4.5). Simlarly, the
y- speakers share nost lexical items with the non-pal atalized
speakers to the west; n- and 1- palatalized speakers use related
but different vocabulary (4.6).

Chapter V contains a sunmary of the dialect groupings which
can be made on the basis of the information discussed in the
precedi ng chapters (5.1-5.2) Linguistic innovations and the
direction of change are identified (5.3). Innovation has
generally occurred in those areas where there has been | ongest
contact with popul ati ons which speak a different |anguage:
French, English, Inuktitut or Algonquin (5.4). Finally,
correlation is shown between the patterning of |inguistic and

non-1linguistic (geographic, social, cultural) features (5.5).



1.2 Previous classification of Cree-Montagnai s- Naskapi dial ects

The first serious linguistic classification of Cree-
Mont agnai s- Naskapi was attenpted by M chelson in 1912.

Previ ously, the Handbook of American |Indian Languages had st ated

that Cree and Montagnais were related, but the nature of the

rel ationship was unspecified. In his 1912 paper M chel son stated
t hat Montagnais was "practically the same | anguage as Cree"
(247). He further pointed out that the dialects spoken on the
east coast of Janmes Bay were nore closely related to Montagnais
than to Cree and should be considered as such. In 1924 he
proposed that the dialects of Eastmain and Rupert House be
classified with those of M stassini and Montagnais, while his
1933 note placed Téte de Boule (Ati kamekw) with Cree proper. Wth
the 1936 reports of his trip to James and Hudson Bays he began
his insistence on a dividing |line between Cree and Mont agnai s-
Naskapi. Although it was at this point that he first used the
hyphenated term Montagnai s- Naskapi, M chel son never made an
attempt to distinguish Montagnais from Naskapi as did some

subsequent writers.

1939 saw the publication of Mchelson's |ast major paper
"Linguistic Classification of Cree and Montagnai s- Naskapi
Di al ects". While never stating that they are separate | anguages,
he enmphasi zed as strongly as possible the sharp boundary which
he saw as existing between them He viewed them as being derived
froma common ancestor, rather than one from the other

Moreover, he asserted that the reflexes |, n and y of PA*l which



exi st both in the palatalized and non-pal atalized dial ects

devel oped i ndependently.

M chel son did however distinguish sub-groups within
Mont agnai s- Naskapi al though he did not attenmpt to identify them
by any terms except linguistic ones. He stated that among the
di al ects al ong the North Shore of the St. Lawrence, Bersims to
M ngan is one unit and all communities east of those a second
unit. These are all n or m xed n-1 dialects. His first sub-
division is made according to the reflexes of PA*1 which divide
Mont agnai s into four groups: one iny, one in |, one in n and a
fourth m xed n-1 group. His y-dialects contain all the present-
day y-dialects except Fort Chinmo, which Mchelson classified as
n, and among these, Fort George and Great Whale River form a
sub-group. The pure 1-group consists of Lake St. John (Pointe
Bl eue) and Bersim s (Betsiamtes) but this grouping crosscuts
the one in which he stated that Bersims to Mngan is a

l'inguistic unit. The problems of classification without a well -

t hought - out basis become cl ear.

M chel son clearly intended his classification to be a
wor ki ng one, as he states when proposing the reflexes of PA*1l as
a basis of division. He hoped that it would "serve as a
st eppi ng-stone to an exhaustive classification of Cree and
Mont agnai s- Naskapi dialects"” (85). While the present study

cannot claimto be at all exhaustive, it will perhaps



carry the work of establishing a basis for classification of

di al ects somewhat further.

Voegel in and Voegelin (1946) stated unequivocally that
Cree- Mont agnai s- Naskapi should be considered "as a single,
separate | anguage" (182) by an appeal to the criterion of mutual
intelligibility. And indeed, inasmuch as speakers of
nei ghbouring di alects can understand each other, then there is
sufficient justification for such a position. They also pointed
out that linguists had chosen to consider Cree-Montagnais-
Naskapi as a single | anguage while ethnographers preferred a
two-way division. As will be evident fromthe follow ng

di scussion, the situation is not so clear-cut.

Since M chelson's pronouncement that Cree and Montagnais
were two separate entities it has been unclear just what in fact
was the nature of the relationship among Cree, Montagnais and
Naskapi. There is general agreement that the relationship is
very close, certainly closer than that between Cree and Qi bwa,
as is evident fromthe use of the hyphenated term Cree-

Mont agnai s- Naskapi. Most classifications of Algonkian | anguages
use this convention to refer to what Wbl fart termed a "l anguage
compl ex whose territory stretches fromthe Labrador coast to the

Rocky nountai ns" (1973:7).

However, |inguists who work with the non-palatalized

di al ects have al ways been reluctant to include Montagnai s-
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Naskapi in their descriptions of Cree. Whlfart (1973:7) stated
that "until |ess ambi guous and more detail ed evidence becomes
avail able, the term'Cree' should be used in its narrow sense"
Pentland, in his recent thesis on the historical phonol ogy of

Al gonki an, restricted his discussion of the Cree | anguage to the
non-pal atalized dialects (1979). The palatalized dialects then
are referred to either as Montagnai s- Naskapi (Wl fart and

M chel son) or sinmply as Montagnais (Pentland).

This has certainly not been the case for |inguists who work
on the palatalized dialects. They have tended to refer to the y-
dialects from M stassini to James Bay as Cree or Naskapi and the

ot her dialects as Montagnais or Montagnai s- Naskapi .

G lles Lefebvre, in his 1953 M A. thesis on the Al gonkian
| anguage famly, followed M chelson in referring to Montagnhai s-
Naskapi and distinguishing dialects iny, n, | and m xed |-n.
Hi s exanples from notes made by J.P. Vinay at Pointe Bleue in
the [ate 1940's include some M stassini words as well. The
di scussi on of norphol ogy focuses on the 1-varieties which he
consistently referred to as Montagnais and which he contrasted
with the norphol ogy of Plains Cree. In his comparative chart of
Al gonki an | anguages, he distingui shed Montagnais from Naskapi
Whil e the Montagnais words are clearly froman 1-dialect, it is
| ess clear what the source of the Naskapi words could be. The
presence of y and both e: and a: vowels would indicate that the

words are from a southern y-dialect. However,
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1 n 1

the forms "sipo" (si:pu:) 'river' and "assi (assi:) 'moss' do

not occur in the y-dialects, only the n and 1 varieties; instead
si:pi and asci: are used. As well, the termfor "it snows',
given as "piwon" (pi:wan}, does occur in the northern y-dialects
of Great Whale River and Fort Chimo. Unfortunately, these are
just the dialects where e: and a: have fallen together as a:.
The most |ikely source for Lefebvre's Naskapi word list, then,
is a Mstassini person who has strong fam |y connections with
Poi nte Bl eue and who woul d be bi-dialectal. These are in fact

t he people interviewed by Vinay at Pointe Bl eue.

Confirmation that Lefebvre regarded the y-dialects as
Naskapi comes fromthe citation of "n'to:t" (nitu:t) as Naskapi
and "n'to:s" (nitu:ss) as Montagnais (1953:45). But no attenpt
was ever made clearly and systematically to distinguish the two

subgroups.

Vinay (1964) in his outline of the linguistic situation in
Nouveau- Québec descri bed Montagnais as consisting of three sub-
categories: "Montagnais" - the dialect in 1, "North Shore" - the
dialect in n, and "Naskapi" - the dialect in y. This grouping is
regrettably not as neat as it first appears since Davis Inlet,

clearly an n-dialect, is included with Naskapi.

Rogers (1960), describing the M stassini dialect, did not
address the question of classification at all but referred only

to the name M stassini. MacKenzie (1971) describing the
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same dialect, referred to it as East Cree rather than

Mont agnai s.

Dr apeau et al (1975), in their paper on phonol ogi cal
aspects of Montagnais dialectology, included the y-dialect of
M stassini and postul ated an old split between Cree and
Mont aghais. I n her thesis Drapeau confirmed that Montagnais
included all the dialects which have undergone vel ar

pal atalization (1979).

McNulty in the preface to his grammar of M ngan dial ect
di stingui shed all the y-dialects as "Cris-des-Marai s" (Swanpy
Cree) and included the Fort Chino (Schefferville) Naskapi as
part of this group. He stated "I have avoided using the term
Naskapi because | think it has much nmore bearing on Anthropol ogy
and History than on Linguistics since the | anguage of the
Schefferville Naskapi is the same as that of the Swanmpy Cree at

Great VWhale River" (1971:vii).

Et hnographic term nology is at |east as varied as
i nguistic usage and does not overlap in any significant way.
Honi gmann (1964) provided a synopsis of nomenclature as applied
by ant hropol ogi sts. There is, undoubtedly, anong ethnographers,
as anong |inguists, general accord that the people from Pointe
Bl eue and the North Shore of the St. Lawrence are to be called
Mont agnai s. Controversy arises only over which groups are to be

cal |l ed Naskapi and which Cree.



The foll owi ng maps show two et hnographic classifications:

- Ealiirne habitat st the prosent time

e Bpundarios of the natives habitats

According o V. Tanner: " Cruslines of the Geography: 1ife and oustoms of Newfoundland-
n

; Lahrad . (cta G Ios, §04d, v i1, d3T-851}. |
Lahrador (Acta Geographica, i v I |

Map 1-2 From Honi gmann 1964.

55 HIBGIH

= “'-:"
by ||rl,
E 3

vanéron

! fa anfaris
|

]
|

1 % . e
L L Aickingeg IROQUOIS ]

|' e Indlan srea of Boastern Canada meseanon Prosrlncial and Daminicn Doundarics

" Tribal " boundarie= — = Slates bourdarics

|
! According o G. P, Murdeck: "Ethrographic Bitliography of Hocth America " Jrd éd,
i News=Havern, 1960

|

Map | -3 From Honi gmann 1964.

13.



14.

What seens clear fromthe above is that many writers
di stingui shed at | east three groups: a southern group al ways
referred to as Montagnais, a northern group often referred to as
Naskapi and a western group associated with the Cree of western

James Bay.

Al t hough scholars differ with respect to which popul ations
they refer to by the terms Cree, Montagnais or Naskapi, the
I ndi ans themsel ves seem to have settled on which termthey wish
to be referred to by. When Indians speak their own | anguage, of
course, the problem does not arise since the phonetic variants
of PA* iliniwa 'man, person, Indian' plus a geographic adjective
are used. Thus the people on the east coast of James Bay woul d

say cisa:si:pi:w-iyiyiwac, 'great river people', to refer to the

people who |ive at Fort George, or wi:nipe:kw-iyiyiwac, 'salt

wat er people', to refer to all the coastal villages as opposed

to the inland ones (nu:hcim:w-iyiyiwac, 'bush people'). But

when an I ndian speaks English, the term'Cree' refers to the
speakers of all palatalized y-dialects except that of Fort

Chi mo. ' Naskapi' refers to the people of Fort Chinm and Davis

Inlet, and ' Montagnais' refers to those in all other villages.

The terms Montagnais and Naskapi as well as Téte de Boule
(Ati kamekw) are an historical |egacy which has unfortunately
obscured the fact that these are all dialects of one |anguage
and form a dialect continuum The fact that there is a great
variation in the application of these terns enphasi zes the need

for a clarification of the actual
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['inguistic relationship between the palatalized and non-

pal atali zed di al ects.

Al t hough this thesis will focus on a description of the
pal atalized di al ects of Quebec-Labrador, their relationship to
t he non-pal atalized dialects will also be discussed (5.1). It is
clear that the dialects of Ati kamekw have much in common with
t he pal atalized dialects and that the palatalized and non-
pal atali zed di alects spoken around James Bay al so share many
features. This thesis will attempt to demonstrate that the
"sharp boundaries" between Cree and Montagnai s- Naskapi (k- and
c-dialects respectively) are in fact rather blurred. The
validity of a sub-division into three groups which corresponds
with the nations of Cree, Montagnais and Naskapi will also be

considered in light of the linguistic evidence.

1.3 Geographical Setting

The Quebec-Labrador peninsula is assumed herein to
constitute that |land mass north and east of a line drawn from
the bottom of James Bay (Ontario-Quebec border) to the southern
shore at Lac St. Jean to the nouth of the Saguenay River
(Tadoussac). This area includes all the comunities which speak
vel ar pal atalized dialects of Cree-Montagnai s-Naskapi and
excludes those communities where the Ati kamekw di al ects are.
These latter are the only representatives of the non-pal atalized

di al ects in Quebec and are | ocated
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directly south of Waswani pi. Neighbouring Al gonkian |Ianguages
i nclude Al gonquin (a dialect of O ibwa) in the region west of
the Ati kamekw vill ages, Abenaki to the east of the Ati kamekw and

M cmac across the St. Lawrence on the Gaspé peninsul a.

1.31 Relief
The peninsula, a sloping plateau, extends

approxi mately 600 mles from east to west and 500 miles from
north to south. The major portion has been inhabited by the
speakers of Cree-Montagnai s- Naskapi. The coastal and inland
areas north of Latitude 55 N, are occupied by Inuit people. A
central height of |and divides the plateau, with rivers flow ng
either north-west to Janes, Hudson and Ungava Bays, or south-
east to the St. Lawrence and Sea of Labrador. Map 1-4a shows the
drai nage basins of the major rivers in the peninsula. Map 1-4b
shows the maj or watershed areas. Such geographic features as
wat er ways and heights of |and are well-known correl ates of
di alect differentiation. As is evident from Map 1-7, the hunting
territories of nost conmunities center around a single river or
drai nage basin. As well, all the palatalized y- comunities lie
north-west of the height of land while all the and 1-
comunities |lie south-east of it. It would be m sl eading,
however, to give undue inportance to a single geographic
feature. While the height of land is indeed difficult to travel

across in the northern area, it is relatively easy



to do so in the southern area west of the Saguenay drai nage

basi n.
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1. 32 Vegetation

From the south, beginning at the northern Iimt of the
tenmperate climatic zone the peninsula extends north through a
sub-arctic to an arctic zone which starts about the 55th
parallel. The vegetation zones range from the boreal forests of
the taiga in the south to the treeless barrens of the tundra in
the north. VWhile the northern-nmost area inhabited by the Indians
is primarily barren ground, forest vegetation can be found in

steep river valleys.

The boreal forest of the sub-artic consists mainly of
coni ferous trees (black and white spruce, balsam fir, tamarack
Banksi an pine), as well as white birch, common and bal sam popl ar.
Bushy shrubs including alder and several kinds of willow and
many types of berry bushes are also found there. The forest
floor is covered thickly with moss. Toward the northern extent
of the taiga the trees thin out considerably and all vegetation
is smaller and closer to the ground. The ground tends to be
covered with reindeer moss, a type of lichen. The southern
reaches of Indian territory then are thickly forested with
cl osed-crown boreal vegetation which increasingly becones open-
crown in the northern regions. At the peninsula' s extreme
northern limt, arctic tundra is everywhere present except in

the river valleys (Map 1-5).
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C:j Tundra
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'E] Boreal Forest

Map 1-5 Vegetation

1. 33 Fauna

The same fauna are found from south to north,
al though beaver and moose are |less common toward the north
whil e caribou and ptarmi gan become more numerous. Large
game animals including moose, caribou and bear, are the
preferred hunting of Indians. North and east of Lake
Mi st assini, caribou, rather than moose, are the focus of
hunting. In addition some of the fur-bearers which are
trapped, such as beaver, provide a reliable source of
meat, as do porcupine and to a lesser extent, hare. Fox,
marten, otter, mink, muskrat, erm ne, lynx and wolf are

also trapped. Waterfowl are an important seasonal
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resource, particularly on the Janmes Bay coast which constitutes
part of a major flyway for m grating geese. Fish are a principal
alternate food source whenever hunting and trappi ng does not
provi de enough meat. | nmportant species include trout, pike,

whi tefi sh, burbot and sturgeon. Salmon provide a significant
seasonal source of food for the Indians on the North Shore of

the St. Lawrence and in Ham lton Inlet (North West River).

1.4 Social Setting

The Indians traditionally have lived in small groups of
fam |l ies which during the winter spread out over the peninsul a
to hunt and trap. In summer they returned in |larger groups to
certain coastal areas in order to take advantage of the seasonal
resources such as migratory birds and sal mon as well as to renew
social contacts with menbers of other hunting groups. The
majority of the famlies in the southern areas have hunting
territories to which they return on a regular basis in the

wi nter. They usually spent six to ten months in the bush.

When fur-trading posts were first established by the French
and English there was fierce conpetition to attract Indians to
particul ar posts. Attenpts were made to oblige trappers to
return to the same post all the time but the post managers'

accounts from that period denmonstrate the difficulty
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of establishing this kind of loyalty. Famlies often took their
fur to a post which was |ess convenient if they felt that a
better bargain in trade items could be negotiated. The debt
system whereby I ndians were advanced foods and equi pment in the
fall and the cost of these was deducted fromthe val ue of the
fur at the end of the winter, was the main strategy used by

traders to keep trappers attached to their own post.

In the more northerly areas, many resources were, as they
are now, sparse and trappers were not able to obtain fur as
readily as in the southern regions. The culture was, as today,
centered around the caribou hunt with the result that the people
were nmuch nmore nomadi ¢ than | ndians further south. Records from
the last century kept by Hudson Bay managers confirmthe |ack of
interest on the part of the northern people in the nore settled

and regulated life of a fur trapper (Cooke 1976).

The I ndian communities referred toin this thesis are not
necessarily coterm nous with pre-contact groups. Instead, they
usually are the result of the placement of fur trading posts in
the 18th and 19th century. Previous to that era, a number of
fam |lies gathered at coastal sites during spring, summer and
fall in order to exploit the seasonal or migratory resources
such as sal mon or geese. During the winter they would return
inland in small groups of famlies in order to hunt big game and

trap fur. As religious and educationa
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services were provided in increasing numbers, the famlies
did indeed return consistently to the same posts and
eventually settled there. The communities which grew up
around the trading posts became the set of bands in

exi stence today.

l1.41 Intra-community Divisions

However, historical records make it clear that
there were once more bands than there are now villages. Some
bands had undoubtedly amal gamated with nei ghbouring ones
(Speck 1931:565. Thus within each village, subgroups are
still distinguished by the Indians themselve. The basis of
the classification may be the name of the river which the
group ascended on their way to their interior hunting
grounds or the name of the | argest body of water in the area
where they used to spend the winter (Tanner 1978, Mail hot

personal communication).
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Speck's map (1-6) shows the former situation. The Nichikun
band now constitutes part of the M stassini band while
menmbers of the Kani api skau band reside now at Fort George. The
Ungava, Petitsikapau, Barren Ground and Davis Inlet bands have
probably become the present-day Fort Chim and Davis Inlet

groups.

Wthin the conmunity of M stassini, a nunber of smaller
groups can be identified: the Nichikun, the Neoskweskaw and
those with Pointe Bleue Iinks. In 1970 the post at Meni scau was
cl osed and part of this community relocated at M stassini. The

remai nder moved to Rupert House on Janmes Bay.

When the post of O d Factory, between Fort George and
East mai n, was closed a nunmber of people noved to Eastmain,

rather than the new village of Paint Hills.

Tanner (1977) has proposed five separate groups within the
present-day community of North West River. Each group is
associated with a caribou herd which winters in a particular
area traditionally frequented by that group. As well, there has
been in-mgration through marriage from Davis Inlet, Sept-Iles

and St. Augustin.

The St. Marguerite and Moisie groups are now resident at

Sept-11es/ Maliotenam

Wthin nost of the James Bay communities a distinction is

made between 'coaster' and 'inlander' groups (Preston, in
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press). Tanner (1978) has described m grations of coasters

i nl and, of inlanders farther inland and changes in band
affiliation at Fort George. The coaster-inlander distinction
has its basis in material culture and social patterns. The
coasters, who were much more involved in the exploitation of the
coastal food resources such as seal and wal rus, adopted sonme
aspects of Inuit technology (Rogers 1964). They had easier
access to the common settlements during winter than did the

i nl anders, whose hunting territories were up to 200 m |l es

di stant. The inlanders only visited the post in the sumer.

Mor eover, they eschewed the use of seal for food, although they
did trade with the coasters for seal skin boots. It is not
conmpletely clear whether this coaster -in- lander division is

paralled by a linguistic division.

Since it is clear that all present-day communities contain
geographically affiliated sub-groups, it is probable that within
each community, these divisions will be reflected in linguistic
vari ati on. For purposes of this thesis, the assunption of
relatively hompgeneous speech communities will be maintained.
Nevert hel ess, the fact of internal variation will be
acknow edged and noted whenever information permts. Ethno-
hi storical work such as that presently being undertaken by
Morantz (1978) on the east coast of James Bay and by Mail hot and
Vincent (in progress) on the North Shore of the St. Lawrence may

wel | provide directions for more detailed
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i ngui stic studies.

1. 42 Demography
Figure 1-1 is a chart indicating the popul ation and

second | anguage of the Cree-Montagnai s-Naskapi dialects within
t he Quebec-Labrador peninsul a, taken fromthe survey prepared
by the Governnment of Quebec (Marcil circa 1978). The term nol ogy
of Cree, Montagnais and Naskapi follows the usage of the groups
thensel ves. The approxi mate boundaries of the hunting
territories used by each conmmunity are out-lined on Map 1-7.
These territories usually centre around a single river or
dr ai nage basin (Map 1-4a & b). Note that no data has been
obt ai ned for the Lower North Shore community of St. Augustin.
Only the Ati kamekw communities contain speakers of non-

pal atal i zed di al ect s.

Al t hough the speakers of Cree-Montagnai s-Naskapi, within
t he Quebec-Labrador peninsula share a conmmon native | anguage,
they are divided by their second | anguages and the respective
cultures associated with them The Cree east of Janmes Bay and
inland to M stassini as well as the Fort Chi mo Naskapi speak
English as a second | anguage and profess Anglicanism as a
Christian religion. Until the recent upsurge of Québecois
nationalism and Quebec's discovery of its northern territory,
t he James Bay communities had strongest communicative |inks
with Ontario. Native people were sent there to be educated and

hospitalized. The Indian people of the Labrador coastal
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Map 1-7 Community Hunting Territories (Present-day)




Community

Great Whale River

Fort George
Wemi ndj i
(Paint Hills)
East mai n

Rupert House

Nemi scau
Waswani pi

M st assi ni
Poi nte Bl eue

Betsiamites

Sept-11les

Mal i ot enam
Schefferville,
Mi ngan

Nat ashquan

La Romai ne
St. "Augustin

North West River

Labr ador
Davi s I nl et

Labr ador
Fort Chi mo

(Schefferville)
At i kamekw (3

vill ages)

Popul ati onSecond Lang.

372 English "

1,611 Engli sh
713 Engli sh

335 Engli sh

1,112 English_/

104 English )
811 Engli sh

1,846 Engli sh
-
1,800 French —

2,000 French _
1,000 French ~

600 French
300 French

400 French

525 French
700 Engli sh,

French

700 English./

150 Engli sh
300 Engli sh

2,000 French

Gr oupi ng
Coast al
East
Cree
(Y)
I nl and
Mont agnai s
(L)
Nbisie\
Mont agnai s
(N)
Lower
Nort h
Shore
Naskapi
(N)
(Y)
Cree (R)

Figure 1-1 Popul ation and Second

Language Distribution
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villages also use English as a second | anguage even though they
were earlier converted to Catholicismby French M ssionaries.
The French clerics withdrew in the face of the Newfoundl and
English Catholic m ssion early in this century, so that only
traces of the former association with the French remain in
proper names and | oan-words. The villages from Poi nte Bl eue

to La Romai ne (including Schefferville) use French as a second

| anguage and are Roman Cat holic.

I ndi an political organizations have, within Quebec-
Labrador, tended to form al ong second-1| anguage |ines. The
provi nce-wi de | ndi ans of Quebec Association (1.Q A.) which was
formed in the 1960's, soon split along linguistic lines. Early
in the 1970's, the Cree broke fromthe I.Q A, and the Grand
Council of the Crees (of Quebec) was established to further and
protect the interests of the English speaking villages in the
James Bay area. This association is conmprised solely of the
pal atalized y- communities, excluding Fort Chim. Subsequently,
t he Conseil Ati kamekw-Montagnhais was created as these two groups
wi t hdrew from association with the Mohawks and Hurons. In
Labrador, the provincial boundary fostered the isolation of the
Davis Inlet and the North-Wst River people fromtheir Quebec
relatives, with the result that the Naskapi Montagnais I nnu

Associ ation (of Labrador) was fornmed.

New political affiliations can be expected to have an

effect on the | anguage of the individual conmmunities. Although,
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in the past, a regional standard |anguage has never been

i npl emented, it will be interesting to observe whether there
will be linguistic convergence among nenbers of any single
political association. This is a distinct possibility for the
East Cree villages since The Grand Council has requested a

| anguage conmission to create and legitim ze neol ogi sns.

1.5 Data and | nformants

The data for this thesis co-me fromtwo types of sources:
field notes and tapes gathered by the author and al so by
i ngui sts and ant hropol ogi sts who made them avail able to the
aut hor; published grammars and dictionaries of a few of the
di al ects. The author was able to visit all the palatalized
communi ti es except Pointe Bleue and those on the shore of the
St. Lawrence River (Betsiamites to St. Augustin). Tapes, notes
and transcriptions for n- and |- communities in Quebec-Labrador
were generously provided by José Miil hot who has worked in the
area as an ethno-1linguist for over ten years. As well, WIlIliam
Cowan al |l owed his tapes of the n- and |- dialects to be copied
The only community for which linguistic data were not obtained

is St. Augustin.

There are, to date, no published studies of any of the

pal atali zed dialects of the scope of Wl fart's Plains Cree

(1973). Most of the published works are in the form of |anguage
| earni ng courses and, as such, are often |less than exhaustive in

presentati on of phonol ogi cal and grammati cal
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i nformati on. Bél and's recent doctoral thesis, "Atikamekw
Mor phol ogy and Lexicon" (1978) is the most detail ed
account of a Quebec Cree dialect but describes, of

course, a non-palatalized variety.

Fi el dwork for this thesis was not originally carried
out by the traditional method of preparing a
guestionnaire to be admi nistered in all communities.
I nstead, the list of phenomena which display variation
was compil ed over a number of years of trying to
establish standard orthographies for the Cree and
Mont agnais communities. In the past ten years, there has
been a demand from native people within Quebec for
education in their own | anguage. In almost all cases this
has meant the teaching of reading and writing skills in

the | anguage of each community.

The Cree of Quebec and the Fort Chimo Naskapi have
used a syllabic orthography for the |ast century, while
the Montagnais (and Ati kamekw) use a roman orthography
introduced by the missionaries in the seventeenth
century. There has never been a regional standard for
either of these orthographies. Usually people teach
themsel ves how to read and write. Some use the biblica
model provided by religious literature. But often the
religious books which are available in the native
| anguage are written either for a different dialect or
for an earlier and more conservative form of the
| anguage. Consequently, many people use their own
pronunci ation as a guide to writing and the result is a

| arge variation in
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spelling of the same lexical itenms and norphemes.

The issue of a standard spelling system for either
syl l abics or roman has not yet been resolved. Nevertheless, the
exercise of trying to establish such a system stinul at ed
research into the dialect differences by Mail hot for n- and |-
di al ects of Montagnais (1975) and by the author for East Cree
and Fort Chimo Naskapi. An initial list of lexical items was
compiled as a result of this research. Itenms not already
recorded in existing notes and publications were then elicited
from speakers. As the analysis proceeded, new areas of
significant variation were discovered and this necessitated
further elicitation in as many |ocations as time and funding

permtted.

Many aspects of inter-community |anguage variation remain
to be explored. As well, the whole issue of internal variation
of each conmmunity has been merely touched on in this study. The
data presented in this thesis, however, should provide a

starting point for nore detailed investigations.

1.6 Transcription and Abbreviations

The transcription used in this thesis is consistent with

that in general use by Algonkianists. The vowels are e:, i:, a:,

u:, i, a, u. The colon (:) marks the 'long'" vowels. High rounded
back vowels are transcribed by u: and u, rather than o: and o,
whi ch are used by other Cree linguists: Ellis (1971), Wl fart

(1973), Béland (1978) and Pentland (1979)
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following Bloonfield (1946). The graphene <u> is the only one used by
t he Montagnais and is closer to phonetic reality for both East Cree
and Montagnais. For this reason it is used here. Al exanples from
publ i shed sources which use o: or o have been re-witten with u: or

u.

The consonants are p, t, ¢(wittenc) k, s, S, h, m n, |, r,

Yy, W. Phonenic forns are underlined, phonetic forns enclosed by
square brackets ([...]) and norpho-phonetic forms enclosed in slashes
(/...1). Forns in the original transcription of other authors are
encl osed by double quotation nmarks ("..."}. G osses are encl osed by
single quotation marks (' . . .").

Abbrevi ati ons are as foll ows:

TA Transitive Animate Verb
TI Transitive Inanimte Verb
Al Animate Intransitive Verb

I Inanimate I ntransitive Verb

1 First Person Singul ar

11 First Person Plural Exclusive
2 Second Person

12 First Person Plural Inclusive
22 Second Person Pl ural

3 Third Person Proximate Ani mate
33 Third Person Plura

3 Third Person Obviative Ani mate

Third Person | nani mat e

C Consonant



R H.
Em
P. H.
Ft. G
GWR
Ft. C
D.I.
Sch.
S.|.
L. R
Nat .
M n.
Bet s.
P. B.
M st .

Nem

Moi si e

LNS.

Ati k.

Vowel

Rupert House

East mai n
Paint Hlls
Fort Ceorge

Great \Wale River
Fort Chino
Davis |Inlet
Schefferville
Sept-1sles

La Romai ne
Nat asquan

M ngan
Betsianmites
Poi nt e Bl eue
M st assi ni
Waswani pi

Nem scau

Sept-1sles and Schefferville

Lower North Shore (includes Mngan to St.

North West River

At i kanmekw

33.

Augustin).



