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ABSTRACT

The influence of social
factory (education and pro-
fession) on urban speech in
twenty cities of Russia is
discussed.

One of the important
research area in modern
Linguistics is the study of
the standard variant of a
national language and the
factors which. influence
modification of a speech
sound.

This' problem 1is closely
connected whith the study of
the development of standard
pronunciation, geografical
variability and social fac-
tors of language phenomena.
All those questions may be
answered in the best way by
the research of urban lan-
guage. This paper is done in
the 1line of macrosociolin-
guistics, using P. Bell's
definition and it is a part
of sociolinguistic research
fulfil led in the USSR,
Poland, Chechoslovacia,
Germany and the USA by the
linguists of different
countries. The main atten-
tion is devoted to the fac-
tors of edu cation and pro-
fession and their correla-
tion with non-standard dia-
lectal and low-standard
language ophenomena in the
urban speech. e

The 3 following problems

are being solved 1in the
paper:
1.fixing correlation between
the regional speech features
and educational level
2.finding out the influence
of the "“specialty” factor on
persons speech
3.comparison of the speech
features of representatives
of different dialect zones
(North-, Middle- and
South-Russian, of the Ural
and Siberia). The research
provides additional material
for the description of the
socio- linguistical inf-
luence both on the standard
and regional variants and
helps to re-examin the
functioning and the deve-
lopment of the orphoepic
norm. The analysis of the
oral urban speech shows the
factors of democratization
of the Russian standard
pronunciation, which is put
to life mainly through urban
speech in the proccess of
contacting between standard
language and other forms of
national language (local
dialects, popular speech).
The towns and cities
observed are situated within
(territories of disse-
mination) of the dialects
which have different cha-
racter and different time of
origin. Archangelsk and
Vologda are within the zone
of functioning of the Nort-
hern Russian dialects.
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Krasnodar. Kursk, Rostov-
-on-Don., Ryazan, Simfero pol
- South-Russian dialects,
Volgograd, Nizhny Novgorod
(Gorky), Samara (Kuibishev),
Pscov, Yaroslavl - Central
Russian dialects. Nizhny
Tagil. Novo sibirsk, Omsk,
Tomsk, Sverdlovsk, Chelya-
binsk, Perm are included
into the Ural-Siberian
group. Leningrad, as it is
known, doesn’t belong to the
zone of functioning of any
local dialects.

Analising the speech of
people living in these
cities we have an oppor
tunity to observe the effect
of local dialects and popu-
lar speech on the standard
language, as well as to find
out the correlation between
their fre quency and the
level of education (secon-
dary in complete higher) and
also the profession (philo-
logist - or not). The spea-
kers were chosen from the
natives of the city, from 18
to 60 years of age, which
had secondary or higher
education or who were stu-
dents. The speech of 2@-3@
people was recorded in each
town. In Leningrad 150
people of social and other
professions were recor ded
21% (126 people) of the
total quantity of the sub-
jects had higher educati on,
14% (81 people) - secondary
education., 6€5% (381 people)
- were students; 232 philo-
logists and 204 - of other
professions.

The experimental text was
phonetically representative,
compiled of 3902 phonemes
with regard to the most
frequent combinations and
rositions. The texts were
read by the subjects and
tape-recorded. then analized
mainly by ear. The results
has showed that in the
Leningrad speech there is
significant difference bet-

ween the phonetic units
caused by the level of edu-
cation. But the speech of
the people with higher edu-
cation is slightly closer to
the ideal standard, than
that of the people with
secondary education.

We may speak about the
more stable and more fre-
quent character of the re-
productions of popular fea-
tures only as about a ten-
dency: that is the lack of
occlusion during the pro-
nunciation of the affricate
/c/, the lack of dissimi
lation in the consonant
cluster in the word /1" ixko/
read as /1"ikko/ 1in the
speech of secondary educated
subjects. The frequency of
mistake in each case gains
20%.

In the speech of other
citizens there is a clear
correlation between the
frequency of subnormal fea-
tures of pronunciation and
the level of education: the
higher the frequency of the
popular and dialectal ele-
ments is - the loiser is the
level of education. It° s re
markable that in the speech
of the South Russian towns
citizens not only the popu-
lar features are stable,
(the same as in the speech
of other towns” citizens),
but also the dialectal,
features, for example the
pronunciation of the frica-
tive [y ] 4instead of the
normally occlusive (g]. In
the speech of the subjects
from all the towns, exept
Southern, popular features
are 2-3 times more frequent
than dialectal ones. The
simplification of the final
consonant groups such as
/s’t"/ - /s'/, /z'n)/ -
/s"/. /pav’'erxnas’/, /zi8 /
is widely spread every-
where.

In all the cities, exept
Leningrad, the pronunciation

415



of students is to a larger
extent more orphoepic than
the speech of the subjects
with secondary and even
higher education. It seems
to be explainable, by the
fact that the students of
regional high schools have a
stronger desire to speak
correctly. Heuce, Being the
soclially progressive group
of population, the students
of different profession were
chosen as the subject of the
further research.

The data on the tipical
deviations from norm are
presented in Table. The
percentage of philologists
and subjects of other pro-
fessions grouped ac cording
to the regions is the fol-
lowing: in the North-Russian
cities the philologists
comprise 5% from the total
quantity of the students,
students of other profes-
sions - 6%, in Uralo-Sibe-
rian cities: 11 and 23%
correspondingly, in Midd-
le-Russian cities - 12 and
16%, in South-Russian cities
- 12 and 17%.

Deviations of pronunciation

data the following conclu-
sives can be made:

1. The deviation from norm
in the students’” speech is
the result of the in fluence
of the dialect, in which
region the city is situated,
and also of popular speech,
which is locally not limi-
ted. Thereby the frequency
of the dialectal features,as
a rule, is lower ' than popu-
lar ones,exept the case with
the South-Russian cities
where fricative ([§] is pro-
nounced instead of occlu
sive [g] and [x] 1instead of
[k] in the absolute final
position.

2. The reproduction of
vowels 1in all the cities is
closer to standard than of
the consonants.

3. Popular features, caused
in general by casuality and
passivness of articu lation,
are more frequent in the
speech of non-philogists. In
North-Russian cities the
students wuse popular ele-
ments more frequently than
in other regions.

4. Dialectal features of

el (o] /&/-/87 /st/-18] L§1 /k/-/x/

Uralo- philologists 3 3

Middle- philologists 9 -

Russian -----------c-cc-eoo

South- philologists 5 -

Russian -~--------vcr-rocouno

On the basis of the given

/c/-/s/ /Zn/-[8]

22 58 - -
26 o2 - -
s a1 - -
12 25 - -
20 5 - -
Pt 8 - -
11 sz 1z 45
EC 23 26 52

pronunsiation are to a lar-
ger extent peculiar to the

k16

speech of non-philologists.
5. The percetage ot the
appearance of /e/ in the
unstressed position is rela
tively small inspite its
territory wide-spread cha-
racter, wich proves the gra
dual establishment of
national - wide choice of
/i/ in this position. Thus
we suggest that the further
development of the orphoepic
standard will draw nearer
with the popular elements
and will come to the sprea-
ding of the pronunciation of
affricates, especially /5/
without the occlusive phase
and to the sim plification
of the final combination
/s’t"/ into /s /. A gradual
penetration of the super-f-
requent South~Russian dia-
lectal features to the urban
speech is also possible.

- The wvariability of pro-
nunciation standard is sup-
ported by the dissemina-
tion of the popular featu-
res,

Summery. The speech of 588
people 1living in 20 cities
of Russia is analized
according to the weight of
popular speech and dialectal
factors. The cities comprise
4 groups with one and the
same dialect in each group.

Popular speech elements
prevail in all the cities
exept the South-Russian

ones. Sociolinguistic fac-
tors are also discussed: the
level of education and the
profession. It turned to be
that the speech of the stu-
dents in all the cities
exept Leningrad is closer to
the standard, than that of
the people with higher edu-
cation. Philologists show a
more correct speech than the
students of other profes-
sions.
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