ON THE PHONETIC SYSTEM EVOLUTION
IN SOME ARCHAIC RUSSIAN DIALECTS

S.Knyazev and S.Pojaritskaya

Institute of Ruaslan
Hoscow State Unive
M¥oascow, USSR

ABSTRACT

The paper deals with the
problem of the evolution orf
gome archaic Russian dia-
.lects. The development of
their phonetic system tends
to the elimination of the
sound oppositions which are
phonolo% cally unsupported
and not connected ¢ osely
with the properties of their
basis of articulation.

1. INTRODUCTION
Russian dialects display si-
ificant differences 1in
helr "basis of articula-
tion" (BA). They are manife-
sted 1in articulatory and
acoustical qualities of par-
ticular sounds (i.e the fype

of vowels labializatlon, -

thelr localization in more
front or more back part of
the oral cavity, and the mo-
uth opening; “the location
and the type of consonantal
articulation,etc.).This To-
Eerties determine the abili-
y of segments to participa-
te 1n certain phonological
o;tngositions. Different re-
ctions of the evolution of
]ghonological systems and
heir stability in face of
the active integrative pro-
cesses comnected with ~ the
deep sociological  trans—
formations during the last
decades are also determi-
ned by the differences in
the BA’s.

%8 have chosen for our inve-
8tigation a §roup of Archan-
gelsk dialects from the Ver-
chnyala Toima region since
they were examined more then
Sixty years ago by PSXKuz-
netsov [4]). We worked there
in 1937 and 1990. A brier
survey of these dialegts’
'-h$net1c system i3 presented
elow.
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Language,
ralty;

%ﬁ VOWELS

e vowel system of t
dialect 1is bay;;ed on threrelf
level triangle of 5 phonemes
<u,3,8,0,y> which 13 found
in a stressed syllable befo-
re a "hard" consonant and a
tendency may be observed for
this triangle to be used in
the same consonantal con-
text of unstressed syllableg

(R’u4 - n'wad, p’ex - p’exd,
p’am - p’add, woc - W’ocy,
4’yn - #’yodf). However, the

system 1s reduced in some
other contexts. Thus, in the

° position between "Soft" con-

Sonants the system of phone-
mes (R.I.Avanesov’s "weak
honemes") 1f not distorted
y any lexical or morpholo-
glecal fvarallels may be de-
Tived from two-level tri. ~
le of 3 phonemes /u,s,y/, In
which /s/ 1S a result Of all
the non-high vowels neutra-
lization (n’ox-n’ev’, D’ ex-
D'€E’u, np’as4-np’és’u). The
same set Is found in unstre-
ssed syllables (n’er’td, p’e-
®'4, np’ed’d). The signifi-
cance of g8tress factor In
such a system (this kind of
vocalic structure which 1s
typical for the Northern Ru-~
ss3lan Dialects (NRD) is cal-
led "okanyle") 1s weakened
as compared with the South-
ern "akanyle", whlle the ra-
cter of conscnantal context
(1.2. the 1nfluence oI the
"s0r't" consonant on the vo-
wel of the preceeding syl-
lable) becomes the decisive
one.

¥hile the gprescrvation orf
the uniform scund shape of a
mcrpheme 1s the most strik-
ing manirestation or "oka-
nyie" (8’04, 8’04-3, 88-8'04)
the influence ¢r the follow-

ing consonant (whicn raises
the tonal features of a vo-
wel and provokes the o/e,
a/e alternations within a
morpheme: n’ox/n’evw’, n’oKy/
nex’t and n'dmojf/n’em’,
n’ambér/n’em’ ) has the oppo-
gite directlon. This contra-
diction bel inherent to
the NRD phonetic system cau-
sed the distortion of the
earlier relations within the
gystem; namely the appearen-
ce of 0 and @ in the positi-
on between "sofi" consonants
as a result of lexicallzati-
on and morphologization:
o' ep’ 63a-0’ ep’ 63’ e, Qomdm’ u-
On’dm’u. A weak phonological
contrast of some vowels on
the basis of tilmbre ?a.rame—
ters makes possible the o-e
and g-¢ variabllity 1in a
stressed position Dbetween
"goft" consonants (8’ed’om/
8’ed’éy’e - 8’ed’ou’e,
cmofda / cmojéa’u~ cmofia’u,
xmbf / clem’ jéf —c’em'_]of]).
It 18 esfecia l{ typical for
unstressed syllables where
‘only the high vowels are op-
osed as the lablalized and
he non-labialized ones. The
range of timbral variabi-
11ty 1s however restricted
by the sound types which are
tﬁe result of the regular
phonetic changes before a
"goft" consonant  (n'ocy-
n'ecy, m'ang-m’eny) and the
gsystem contalns some inter-
mediate sli tl? c,labia.lized
sounds of the (e”] type as
well as non-lablallzed ones
of the [ee] type. In a posi-
tion before the syllable
containing [u]l the vowel
harmony is possible (r’uc’d,
rug’d, ea’ud’d) and the
realizations of <o> and <a>
may vary within rather wide
limits ({e-m] -and [a-e-ul
respectively).
The narrow mouth ogening and
passive lablal articulation
result in a weakening of vo-
wel distinctions and in cen-
tralization of vowels and
cause the vowel variabllity.
PSXKuznetsov (5] had point-
ed out in his analysis as a
matter of fact the same ma-
nifestations of the variabl-
1ity in the vowel system, 80
we cannot reveal any essen-
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tlal change in this point of
the phonological system
under consideration.

All this show that the vowel
varliability should not Dbe
consldered as a result of
the primary system destruc-
tion under the unfluence of
some other system (the Rus-
sian Literary one, for exa-
mple; this varlability 1s
determined, first and Zfore-
most, by the BA properties
and by the particular type
of word prosodical organiza-
tion in" the NRD, where the
word integrity 1s based on a
consistent coordination of
the sound chain units (of a
vowel and a followlng conso-
nant or of vowels from adja-
cent syllables) rather then
on word stress.

3. CONSONANTS

3.1. Place and manner of
articulation

The realization of the labi-
al phonemes varles within
rather wide 1limits. Lablo-
dental phonemes may be rea-
lized 1in (8], [f], [M] (be-
fore nasals), sometimes ([w]
(chiefly before lablalized

vowels) and (), [®): na 4d-

m'e, gc"o, 38a, pay", Po3-
4’e, mpapd, ¢ u"ép’rod’, 20-
06¢, cpojé and cmojb(=cBoED,
WOM, CAGMMO, NDIMHYYU"EQ, M

}Tigge'voécgg%w;el&ar phoneme 1is
plosive <r>: zom, yw'oed,

ozopom (but: d6yy, O0YemA]).
The ajective ending
Masc.Sg.Gen. -oro may - be
realized as [oro] or ([oo]:

Opyzbeo, n"uxarbeo, 8oc’mbo,
wnbo, u"0b.
The palatal phoneme <> may

be not pronounced in the
word initlal position before

<> W'edm, of6, $3"0"um,
ac™m", 3ca’u and sometimes
in the intervocalic positi-

on: nodza4a. Epenthetic [g]
may be inserted before ini-

tial <m>: Jur, Junéd. Any
congonant (but especlally
{T]l) may assimilate the

following [J]: 4"4"y (=Jpw0),
c"m"uzomBop’ én"n"a,  pyxxd,
nudm™mtom, Ha mp’ém"m"om.

Sibilants <m>, <%> are not



palatalized before front
vowels and in the word final
position: nomamd,  ud"du,
guap’c'm"é (=B mepcTH). The
only exception 1s the
position after palatal
consonants, where the
palatal sibilant 1s found:
w'ute, ' éntu'e, OdA"u"e.
he long1 sibllants are
almost always non-palata-
1ized and may be reallzed as
(me), (wrwl, (%], (xax]:
sumb,  uwmuy, —nojfexxds’u,
yJjexdxdjy. It 1s worth
noticing that the
conscnantal clusters [(mT],
[¥1] may be represented Dy
[wTw], [®3:0 3] as well:

20xGA" U, nownd-mo, 00"EXDM.
The only affricate phoneme
in the dialect 1s reallzed
by a number of sounds such
as f(u}, (ul, [(u"l, (e,
{c’], Lc"}, (4], [¥], [4"].
The lateral phoneme <> 1s
almost always pronounced as
the "dark" {an] The excep-
tions are very few: yudw,
mowA’ &, poam’Gw, ddweo, EKj-
waw, cnaw, EOwom’um.

The phonemes <>, <&, <H>,
<p> may be presented by dor-
sal dentals or by alveolar
aplcals. In the latter case
a vowel after such a con-
sonant becomes a front one:

mda"ko, mjm, mim, wW"émy,
040y, Opyxdy, Bpau", yndc.

3.2. Palatalisation

The so cold "soft"™ and
"hard" consonants ma be
opposed in two different
ways. The first one 1s
identical with the Russian
Literary Language (RLL): the
consonants are contrasted on
the basis of palatalisation.
In this case almost every
consonant may be non-palata-
lized or palatalized, l.es
M’ am’ /mam, me’om/rom, 3'am’/
nasam, etc. The other type
of the opposition 1s e
lace correlation (which 1s
he characteristic for the
eldest and the non-educated
gpeakers). In this case the
labial consonants are phono-
logically always "hard" but
they recieve a slight pala-
talization before froni vo-
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wels: n"e8-scma, @ u"ép’kod,
abcmo, O0°3p'er, aan’vumdim,
pécem, non*5f. In this case
the"soft" linguals are pala-
tal: H"ea"3"d, m"écmo,
00"éxdny, p"éu"ra, etc.
while the velars may be
included (ayr/4"sx") or not
included into the place op-
position. In the latter case
they receive a sligi}g ala-
tallzation before I ng vo-
wels and after palatal con-
sonants: Ha m"ea"6e"3, B
pyodr a, wa Cux'3, O0"éQk w,
8 W"Gn"k'ar, O4u"r‘a. It is
worth mentioning that such a
system 1s usually found in
the pronunciation of the
speakers whose (T,1,H]’S are
apleal ' (since the apical
articulation hinders the

i'??ess or palatalisation

3.3. Voiced-Voiceless
Distinction

There are some Indicatlons
that the "volceless" and
"volced" consconants  were
earlier opposed on the basis
of the (+/- tense} Teature
{11,{21,(3].

The volceless plosives are
aspirated: nmyn,  &'om®,
nh‘dp"eH".

The sonorants are devoiced
after volceless plosives and

fricatives: n™ jym, ®'n"ej,
n:.gonw'c, n"pdo, cgofd, wa
n“w"é, na 0'tmgy, m*pap”.

In a position after a vowel
or a sonorant before a vowel
the volced consonantis may be

pronounced instead of the
voiceless and vice versa:

m*64"k0, unm"ep"écro, H"Ux3,
mon"5p“a (=Temepb), pdn"w"e.
The plosives in the word
final position may have no
release: on'3p", ypok, n"op.
The fricatives become long
in the position before ano-

ther consonant: .u°3Cmo, moui-

HO.

Voiced plosives may bhe
realized as spirants: ufém
(=un8t) or may be
eliminated: ndo.

Sometimes a 1}(Jrogre.‘ssive
agssimilation takes place:

pé,H nmne ) H-au"H ny ) nat "m"O )
5w (=yngm), 2'e"e(=rIe).
%gféoe (emental studies of
the voiced/voiceless distin-
ction (21,21 1in such dia-
lects show that this type of
correlation i3 entlirely
parallel with the tense/lax
contrast in some German di-
alects and differs signifl-
cantly from the coOrres on-
ding opposition in the Flnno
Ugric dialects that are ne-
{ghbours of the Russian dia-
Jects in question (cf. (1.

3.4, Kuznetsov's description
When our data presented abo-
ve 1s compared with the des-
cription of the same dlalect
made in 1930 it 1s easy to
see the points which changes
most obviously: the vo:gcs;::
less lablals <§> and <>
are established; the alter-

nation [a1/({§] dlsappears;
the sibilants [ml, (X lose
the palatallzation; a tende-
ncy may be observed to use
mors than one affricate pho-
neme; the palatalized. labi-
als substifute the non- ala-
1ized ones in the word Tinal
position; the volceless con-
sonants substitute the vol-
ced ones in the ogition be-
fore another voiceless con-
gonant or before a pause.
The {+/- tense} aI the
place correlations turn Into

the (+/- voice} and (+/- pa-
latalization} oppositions.
Nevertheless, some phonetic
manifestations of the former
correlations remaine: pala-
tal articulation of the
ngcft® consonants, the pro-
gressive direction of the
assimilative processes, the
aspirated ploslves, etc.

4 .CONCLUSIONS N

The phonetic system of the
dialect evolves 1n a way of
covergence with the RLL 8ys-
tem, but the vowel structure
remaines more stable then
tne consonantal one because
of its less importance in a
pystem. The most stable
points of the consonantal
structure are those which
are determined by the BA
roperties and may be inclu-
ded into the other fonologl-
cal system. The NRD system
loses ‘the most evident sound
contrasts with the RLL but
preserves such latent pecu-
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1iarities as the apical ana
mlatal articulations, aspl-
ration and progreasive assi-
milation. :
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