
varieties. Often left unaddressed or viewed as <irregularities=, these cases might in fact 



some kind of <ethnic= 
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In the theoretical literature on language change, the meaning of the term <teleological change= 
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the region9s cultures were instead characterized by a pressure towards <linguistic 
ngularity= (Fowler & Zeitlyn 1996:

have its own <language=). From this 

processes parallel Fowler & Zeitlyn9s (1996:
characterization of Grassfields9 culture more generally as being built out of <the 

common core of cultural forms and practices,= and it is this ki

99s discussion of the role of linguistic 
esoterogeny (see Thurston 1989) in the history of some of Lower Fungom9s languages 



assumed to be relatively small compared to the overall structure of the community9s 

namely creoles, and we build on Mufwene9s (2001) work on creole formation here. 





language features or linguistic items, i.e., <any piece of structure that can be 

nguage to another= (Nettle 1999:

sly considered in this context since it <allows us to capture 
all types of linguistic change in a single framework= (Nettle 1999:
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in the study of <tribal= African languages. However, as we will see in the next section, 
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4a phenomenon called <doppel avoidance=, where <doppel= is any item that is close in both 
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acquirable in the context of community members9 existing linguistic knowledge. 
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4i.e. a <sacred chief=.

community headed by a <royal= kin group (indicated by the crown symbol). In each 
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languages that are known also by members of the <mother= community4

4. Sociolinguistic group formation in <frontier= settings



<the African internal frontier= by Kopytoff (1987). This model of community 

4
4

y other group and grows by <attracting to itself the 
us produced by the routine workings of other societies= 

what can be reconstructed with respect to a group9s attitudes towards its community 

1) writes: <Each 



constitute a man9s very identity as belonging to a certain chiefdom (or tribe). 

the side of the competing village.= Di Carlo & Good (2014) reviewed evidence 



linguistic sources such as Lovegren9s (2013) grammar of the language.
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This echoes Warnier9s (1980) speculation that, in the Grassfields, lexical items were borrowed to the 
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marker. While Hyman9s proposal works in the context of the 

Lovegren9s (2013) own proposal is comparable to Hombert9s (1980) proposal in 

4
) defines as the <unilinear monogenetic model of 

language history=. The proposals of Lovegren (2013) and Hombert (1980) emphasize 
sound change and analogy as primary explanatory factors. Hyman9s (2005) analysis 



information on the ethnographic features of Lower Fungom9s communities, as well as 

4). Nearly all of today9s village 

able 7 we have generalized the use of the term <language= to refer to 
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area Di Carlo (2011) proposed the adoption of a heuristic Lower Fungom <canon= 
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that <at some time in the p

=

(2013), as well as Hyman9s (2005) hypothesis of 

that Munken9s founders had important relations with groups settled to the south of 
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kind of linguistic <micro engineering=

as a general pattern in the Grassfields where <des chefferies crées par scission d9une 

telles qu9elles permettent d9identifier immédiatement un locuteur [the chiefdoms 

the authors]=.
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postverbal markers. Relevant examples, drawn from Voll9s (2017) description of 

ʃǔ ɒ́ wū ɔ́ ŋgɔ̀

8 9
ɔ̋ aß 甃Ā ʃ椃Ā 愃Ѐ ɔ�

8 9

otne9s (2021:







appears to transparently derive from a verb meaning 8go9 (Lovegren 
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broadly, Botne9s (2021) re

less interested in critiquing the details of Botne9s (2021) analysis than in recognizing 
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