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ABSTRACT 
The paper deals with the 
problem o f  the evolution o f  
some archaic Russian dia— 

_ l e c t s .  The develo ment of  
their phonetic s 3 em tends 

_ t o  the eliminat on o f  the 
sound o p  ositions which are 
phonolog cally unsup orted 
and no connected c o se l y  
with the pro ert ies o f  their 
basis o f  art culation. 

i . INTRODUCTION 
Russian dialects display si— 

i f icant  di f ferences  in 
heir "basis o f  articula— 

tion" ( B A ) .  They are manife— 
sted in articulatory and 
acoustical qualities o f  ar— 
ticuler sounds (:Le the ype 
o f  vowels labialization.- 
their localization in more 
front or more back part o f  
the oral cavity, and the tuo—'- 
uth opening; the location 
and the type o f  consonantal _ 
articulation,etc.).This ro— 
er t ies  determine the ab 11— 
y o f  segnents t o  participa—- 

t e  in certain honolo ical 
oppositions. D i f  erent re- 
c ons o f  the evolution o f  
phonological systems and 
heir stability in face o f  

the active inte ative pro— 
cesses connecte with the 
deep sociological trans— 
formations during the last 

decades are also determi— 
ned by the di f ferences -in 
the BA's .  

W e  have chosen for  our inve- 
st igation a group o f  Archan— 
gelsk dialec s from the Ver— 
clmyaia Tcima re ion since 
they were examine more then 
sixty years ago by P.S.Kuz.- 
netsov [ 4 } .  W e  wormed. there 
i n  1987 and 1990. A brie f  
survey o f  these dialects '  
ohonetic sys tem i s  presented 

9.50“. 
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Êñ VOWEIS . 
e vowel s s tem o f  t 

dialect i s  bagged on threate-IE 
level triangle of  5 phonemes 
<u,s,a.o,y> which i s  found 
in a stressed syllable befo— 
re a "hard" consonant and a 
tendency ma be observed for  
this triang e t o  be 'used in 
the same consonantal con— 
text  o f  unstressed syllables 
(n'as - n’wtâ, p’ezc — p’ezcâ, 
p’am — p’aôbî, n’oc — u'ocÿ, 
.t’yn - .t’ycôj). However, the 
system i s  reduced in some 
other contexts. Thus. in the 

' position between " s o f t "  con— 
sonants the system o f  phone-— 
mes (E.LAvanesov's "weak 

honemes") i f  not distorted 
{ any lexical or morpholo— 

g cal arallels me be de- 
rived rom two—leve tri —— 
le  o f  3 phonemes /H.9 ,y / .  n 
which / s /  le  a result o f  all 
the none-high vowels neutra— 
lisation (n’on—n'ett’, p’ezc— 
p’ex’u, n ’cu—n 'é'u’u). The 
same set 1% mung. in unstre— 

ssed syllables (n’es’vî, p'e— 
Ic'ti, np’eô’û). The signifi— 
cance o f  s t ress  factor  in 
such a system ( th is  kind o f  
vocalic structure which i s  
t‘ ical for  the Northern Ru— 
s s  an Dialects  (NRD) i s  cal- 
led "okanyie") i s  weakened 
as com ared W i t h  the South- 
ern " a  anyie". while the f a -  
ctor o f  consonantal context 
( L e .  the influence o f  the 
" s o f t "  consonant on the vo- 
wel o f  the preceeding sy l -  
l ab l e )  becomes the decisive 
one. 
W h i l e  the preservation o f  
the uniform sound shape o f  a 
morpheme i s  the most s tr ik— 
ing manifestation of  "oka- 
n‘ 19"(6’04. B'OJ—fî, Gait-8’04) 
t e influence o f  the fol low- 

ing consonant twnicn raises 
the tonal features o f  a vo— 
wel and provokes the 0 / 9 ,  
0/9 alternations within & 

morpheme: n’on/n’ew’, n’ozcy/ 

n’es'û and n’âmoJ/n’em’, 

n'amôzc/n’em’û.) has the 0 po— 
s i te  direction. This con ra- 
diction bei inherent t o  
the NRD phone ic system cau— 
sed the distortion o f  the 
earlier relations within the 
system; namely the appearan— 
ce  o f  0 and a in the posit i— 
on between “ s o f t ”  consonants 

as a result o f  lexicalizati— 
on and morphologization: 

d’ep'ôsc—o'ep’ôs'e, dame./n'u- 
ôu’a'm'u. A weak phonological 
contrast o f  some vowels on 
the basis o f  timbre arame— 
tsrs makes possible he o—e 
and a-e variability in & 
stressed position between 

”soft” consonants (ô’ ed ’ ôm/ 
ô’eô’éû’e — ô’eô’ou’e, 

cmojäa / cmcjéa’ u— cmojc’u’u, 

xsao' / c’em' é j  -c’em’_jô ). 
I t  1g especiaflï t ical flor- 

unstressed syl ab es  where 
_only the high vowels are op— 

osed as the labialized and 
he non—labialized ones. The 

range o f  timbral variabi— 
l i t y  i s  however restricted 
b the sound 1: e s  which are 
the result o the regular 
phonetic changes be fore  a 

" s o f t ”  consonant (u’ocy— 

H’ecÿ, m’auÿ—m’euÿ) and the 
system contains some inter- 
mediate s l i  tl?! c’labialized 
sounds of t e 9 ]  type as 
well as non—labialized ones 
o f , t h e  [se] type. I n  a osi— 
tion before  the syl  able 
containing [a] the vowel 

hamony i s  possible (n’uc’u,  

’us’û, ex’uô'û) and the 
realizations o f  <0) and <a) 
may vary within rather wide 

limits ([e—n] «and [a—e—n] 
respectively). 
The narrow mouth o ening and 
passive labial ar iculation 
result in a weakening o f  vo- 
wel distinctions and in cen— 
tralisation o f  vowels and 
cause the vowel variability. 
P.S.Kuznetsov [ 5 ]  had point— 
ed out in his analysis as & 
matter o f  fact  the same ma— 
nifestations o f  the variabi— 
l i t y  in the vowel system. so 
we cannot reveal any essen- 

tial change in this point o f  
the phonological system 
under consideration. 
All this show that the vowel 
variability should not be 
considered as a result o f  
the primary system destruc— 
tion under the unfluence o f  
some other sys tem ( the  Rus— 
sian Literary one, f o r  exa— 
mple; this variability is  
determined. f i rs t  and fore- 
most. by the BA properties 
and by the particular type 
of  word prosodical organiza— 
tion in the HRD, where the 
word inte i t y  i s  based on & 
consisten coordination o f  
the sound chain units ( o f  & 
vowel and a following conso— 
nant or o f  vowels from adja- 
cent s _ l l a b 1 e s )  rather then 
on wor stress.  

3 .  CONSONANTS 
3 .1 .  Place and marmer oi 
articulation 
The realization o f  the labi- 
al phonemes varies within 
rather wide l imits.  Labic— 
dental phonemes may be rea- 
lized in [ s ] .  [5 ] .  [M] (be-— 
fore nasa l e ) .  sometimes [w] 
(chiefly be fore  labialized 

vowels) and [LP]. [1t]: ua sci- 
vtzc'e, (pow, doc, ôpcu". fics- 
A’e, mpoficî, cp d"ép’ztoqb’, eo— 
ôôæ. cpojô and cwojô(=cs \ , ,  
wom, mcimno, npmmyu"m, m' 

tgge voâccuäimîeuîar phoneme i s  

plosive <r>: som, yu’oeô, 
oaopom (but: oôyy ,  607' j ) .  
The a jec t ive  ending 
Masc.Gen. -—oro may . b e  
realized as [cro] or [00]: 

dpyeôec, H. "uzcaxéeo , 60c ’ môo , 
uuôo, u"oô. 
The palatal phoneme ( J )  may 
be not ronounced in the 
word init al position before  

<a): n’eâm, s jô .  âs"ô”um, 

sc”m", âca’u and sometimes 
in the intervocalic posit i— 

on: noâxwa. Epenthetic [ 91 
may be inserted before in - 

tial (n): jux, Juuôa. Any 
consonant (but especially 
[ T ] )  may assimilate the 

following [ J ] :  J.".t"y (=Jlb10), 

c"m"uxomôop’és"u"a, pynä, 
mâm"m”om, sa mp’ém"m"om. 
Sibilants <ul>. (a)  are not 



palatalized before front 
vowels and in the word final 

position: nomad, uô"ôw, 

qbwsp’c"m"é (:s mepc'm). %s 
only exception le e 
position after palatal 
consonants, where the 
palatal sibilant is found: 

pds "We , m ’ és "We , 66.x "w"e. 
he lonä sibilants are 
almost & ways non- alata— 
lized and may be real sed as 
[mm]. [mm]. [aux]. [aux]: 

suauô, tummy , nojexxdx’ u., 

yjexôxcîjy. It is worth 
noticing that the 
consonantal clusters [m'r] , 
[nul] may be represented by 
[mm], [mm] as well: 

xômîa'u, nouMÔ—mo, 06"éx0m. 
The only affricate phoneme 
in the dialect is realized 
by a number of sounds such 
as [u]. [u ’ ] .  …"]. [o ] .  
[c’]. {0 " } .  [a], [‘1']. W]. 
The lateral phoneme (J1) is 
almost always ronounced as 
the "dark" [J1 The excep— 

tions are very few: ywôw, 
mowm’û, poam’cîw, ôôweo, Hg- 

wow, cnaw, zcowôm’um. 
The phonemes (T'), (10, {H}, 
<p> may be presented by dor—- 
sal dentals or by alveolar 
apicals. In the latter case 
a vowel after such a con— 
sonant becomes a front one: 

m6.4"zco, mÿm. ind-M. H"ém§. 

oÿôÿ. ôpÿmy. Bpäu". wie- 
3 .2 .  Palatalisation 
The so cold "soft" and 
“hard" consonants ma be 
opposed in two dif erent 
ways. The first one is 
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. i.e.: 
WoW/mam, ma’om/zcom, s’om'/ 

madm, etc. The other t 9 
of the opposition is t e 
lace correlation (which is 
he characteristic for the 
eldest and the non—educated 
speakers). In this case the 
labial consonants are phono— 
logically always “hard" but 
they reoieve a sli ht ala— 
talization before ron vo— 
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wels: u"e6'âcma, @) d"ép’zcoç, 
m'âcmo, d‘âp'es, san'uumîm, 
pose./n, non'âj. In this case 
the"soft" linguals are pala— 
tal: H."9.Æ"3"CÎ, m"écmo, 

oô "éxôxy . p "éu"zco, etc. 
while the velars may be 
included (.c Wren") or not 
included in 0 the place op- 
position. In the latter case 
they receive & sli 1t ala— 
talization before Iron vo- 
wels and after palatal con- 

sonants: sa m"e.)c"ôe's, 6 

pyoâx‘s, sa duré, d"étpzc‘u, 
6 u“âu"s°a.r, admiral. It is 
worth mentioni that such a 
s stem is usua ly found in 
tie pronunciation of the 
speakerswhose [T.,II,H]’E) are 
apical '(since the apical 
articulation hinders the 
îcîcess of palatalisation 

3.3.  Voiced—Voiceless 
Distinction 
There are some indications 
that the "voiceless" and 
"voiced" consonants were 
earlier opposed on the basis 
of the [+/- tense} feature 
[1] . [2] . [3] .  
The voiceless plosives are 

aspirated: mhym", renom", 
nhâp'eu". 
The sonorants are devoiced 
after voiceless plosives and 

fricatives: nh’iym, Rhys}. 
nh4om’t, nhpc'zeo, c¢ojé, Ha 
nhtg,"é, na O'Ûmæy, mhcpap". 

In a position after a vowel 
or a sonorant before a vowel 
the voiced consonants may be 
pronounced instead of the 
voiceless and vice versa: 

mhéflzgo, uu"rg"ep"écno, Mags 
mon‘âp'fi (:'renepb), pân"zg"e. 
The plosives in the word 
final position may have no 

release: on'âm", ypôgg, nues. 
The fricatives become long 
in the position before ano- 

ther consonant: m'âômo, méfi- 
no. 
Voiced plosives may be 

realized as spirants: ujém 
(:nnë'r) or may be 

eliminated: néo. 
Sometimes & rogressive 
assimilation t es place: 

{finnwue , HOU,"H. Ny , W "mere ’ 

'w = en), a"a"e(=r11e). 

gig-Ge (emental s
tudies of 

the vo ced/voiceless d
istin- 

ction [21.[3] in such dia— 

lects show that this t
 e of 

correlation is ent rely 

parallel with the tense/
lax 

contrast in some German di— 

alects and differs sig
nifi— 

cantly from the corres on— 

ding opposition in the F nno 

-—U ic dialecte that are ne
— 

1 ours of the Russian dia
- 

lecte in question (of. [11). 

3.4. Kuznetsov's description 

When our data presented 
abo- 

ve la compared with the de
s— 

cription of the same dialec
t 

made in 1930 it is easy to 

see the points which changes
 

most obviously: the voice:- 

less labials {@ and @ ) 

are established; the alte
r— 

nation [JII / [y]  dise pears; 

the sibilants [m], [m lose 

the palatalization; a t
ende— 

ncy may be observed to u
se 

more than one affricate 
pho— 

neme; the palatalized labi— 

als substituts the non— a
la— 

lized ones in the word ina}. 

position; the voiceless 
con— 

sonants substitute the voi— 

ced ones in the osition be— 

fore another vo celess con— 

sonant or before a ause. 

The {+/— tense} an the 

place correlations turn i
nto 

the (+/— voice} and (+/— pa- 

latalization} oppositions. 

Nevertheless, some phonetic 

manifestations of the f
ormer 

correlations remains: pala— 

tal articulation of the 

"soft" consonants, the pro
- 

essive direction of the 

assimilative processes. the 

aspirated plosives, etc
. 

4 . CONCLUSIONS 

The phonetic system of the 

dialect evolves in a way 
of 

covergence with the RLL sy
s— 

tem, but the vowel structure 

romaines more stable then 

the consonantal one because 

of its less importance 
in a 

system. The most stable 

points of the consonantal 

structure are those which 

are determined by the BA 

roperties and may be in
clu— 

1(jled into the other fono
lo i— 

cal system. The NRD sys em 

loses the most evident sou
nd 

contraste with the RLL b
u 

preserves such latent pecu—_ 
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liarities as the apicai and 

palatal articulations, aspi— 

ration and progressive assi— 

milation. - 
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