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ABSTRACT

In reconstructing phonological systems of Common
Slavic dialects two types must be posited: one
with the DF of palatalization, the other with
the enriched palatal series. Eastern Slavic dia-
lects belonged to the second type. The correla-
tion of palatalized and non-palatalized conso-
nants emerged there as a result of the secondary
palatalization of consonants. This development
characterized the system on which the Rostov-
Suzdal’ dialect was based and constituted the
starting point of later phonetic processes. An
archaic system was preserved in the 0ld Novgo-
rodian dialect and its descendants. Relative

and absolute chronology of these changes and of
connected processes is discussed and some gene-
ral assumptions conserning the reconstruction

of phonological systems and the evaluation of
its results are tested in this framework.

“In reconstructing... the basic linguistic
patterns that must, in principle, correspond to
the system of the initial common language there
arise certain methodological problems: the pro-
bability of these reconstructions, the degree to
to which they conform to the system that actually
existed in time and space and was the ancestor
of a certain group of related diatects" (1). To
r?so]ve this methodological problem comparative
linguistics must rely on linguistic typology and

the study of language universals. The approach to °

.more concrete questions of this kind depends on a
number of details: on the level of linguistic

structure to which the reconstructed and evaluated

patterns belong; on how minutely this level is
analyzed in synch
dialects under consideration;
which the historical sources a
worked out, etc.
evaluate verious

on the extent to

In this paper | shall try to
reconstructions of the Common

Slavic phonological system in its dialectal vari-

ants (particularly, East Slavic) and to reconsi-
der the course of it

the historical and d
Russian language.
There has been a con
study of the phonol
rary Russian dialec
other Slavic langua
Russian written sou
gical structures of

tal language in relation to
ges, in the analysis of 014

ronic descriptions of the related

s development on the basis of freely &7
velo . es freelY
escriptive dialectology of the e honaures of different P etons

c siderable progress in the
ogical system of the contempo~

rces that reveals the phonoto-
the oral language, in constru-

cting models of the Common Slavic phonological sys
tem. Nevertheless, the following observation made
by R.l.Avanesov retains its significance: "Our his
torical phonology, even in considering the whole,
deals essentially with a mere sum of individual
phonetic phenomena. On the contrary, it is necess
ry to consider individual linguistic phenomena as
parts of the whole, of the entire phonetic systen
-~ even in studying them individually. An adequate
knouledge of an object may be obtained only by
means of establishing correlation between genera
and particular' (2).

The evaluation of reconstructions --genanY
accepted or resulting from recent studies :'ISOf
particular importance in nfeparing univerthCW"
ses in comparative and historical linguistics. The
character of proto-level recpnstructions pwd#e"
mines our account of dynamic processes underlying
historical changes of the phonologicalsystem-In
Slavistics, these considerations influenc§cows§
on the 01d Church Slavonic language, Slavic comi
rative grammar, and historical grammar oflndW|u
al Slavic languages. It is particularly important
to discuss general outlines of these coursesaf-
the present time because the results of sufhd‘5
cussion will define the standards of the highef
philological education in the near future. |

In examining phonological reconstructions .
proceed from the general assumption that thwm;
as units of the phonological system are represé
ted by sets of distinctive (DF) and int?gfauve
(redundant, IF) features which are realize L
constitutive features of phonetic units (soun A
speech). At the same time, sounds of sPeeChCPLS
tain additional positionally-conditioned feaﬁ
that are imposed in their realization upont
phonemic features.
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Phonemic features combine in different S

. . s ecs ns 0
- A —~—— according to universally significant patter
re researched and—

¥ ides
compatibitity == ia-“vertical" order {1). Bzit”'

this™'vertical' order of features_that are

.
buted between two main types of feature.comhind”

. - ists
tions -- "marked' and '"unmarked'. there exIs

L tures’
evidently a "horizontal' compatibility of feabme

other features

: . . : : of €
in phonemic systems; combinations {nations

are greatly restricted; still other c?m? of pho”
are impossible. "Horizontal' compatibility atical
neme-forming features is subject to synFa?rlnitYis
regularities, whereas 'vertical" °°Tpat'b; gemf“
subject to paradigmatical regularitles..T e“
type of a linguistic system depends on the
between paradigmatic regularities ©

£ sound alte”
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nations and syntagmatic regulariries of sound com-
pinations (3). o

To assess the reconstructed phonological sys-
tem of the later Common Slavic which is the basis.
of all historical Slavic languages one has to con-
sider in the first place the results of Slavic pa-

Jatalizations of consonants. lThe importance of

palatalization in Slavic is based on the tendency

to raise the tongue in the palatal region. This is

one of the main features of the Slavic basis of
articulation" (4).

Phoretically, the results of the three palata-
lizations and of the palatalization through jota-
tion are generally treated as a replenishment by
new sounds of the palatal series represented be-
fore the palatalizations only by [j ] (5). On the
wntrary, phonological inter pretations of
these results greatly vary. A critical survey of

. different solutions that may be found in the lite-

fature is not the purpose of this paper.

One is justified, | think, in rejecting solu-
tions based on the introduction of an additional
(besides the phoneme) phonemic unit such as syl-
labeme, groupophoneme, etc. Theories that intro-
duce these units deal with Proto-Slavic syllabic
structure, they reflect the existence of intra-
syllabic harmony but they have nothing to do with
tharacteristics of the Proto-Slavic phonological
system which is constituted (irrespective of con-
trete period) solely by means of phonemes as sets
of relevant features. These theories are not in
acord with the idea of the 1imited autonomy of
the phonological system and its hierarchically
Structured relations with the morphological sys-
tem, with the idea of interdependance of phonemes
amqwmhmws. The morphemic structure of Proto-
Slavic word-forms points to one phonemic unit on-
v, the phoneme. ,
10.ln]considering Fhe Later Common Slavic phono-
ﬂﬁzﬁlinFem and its various developments it is
c@méi Y Important to determine the phonological
DFume$?°f pal?tal consonants, to reéllze wh§t
meCmmowZ thglr ph?netlc.manifestatlon. During
logica] n Slavic period thls-domain of the phono-
n”aﬁ°§Y5teT Presented considerable dialectal
labials iPr[marlly'Ln respect. of the quality of

aﬂcw§;5 Jod ref!exes. Tbe dialects of Common
SMtof'oze ?alat?luzed !abnals emerged as a re-
iMO[bi at:on (i.e. ®pj, #pj, #mj, *vj changed
Lolp’], [w], (v’])-couid form a timbre
tarl sy F the tyPe /t,.' t/ already in the
Possible period; in those dialects DF

frontneg -
pn'EssbaCkness of the vocalic system lost its
EMic character

Wited g ¢,

e
Zations, Phone
those Commo
Ot palatali,

me /i/ as its positional reali-

n Slavic dialects where lablals
®re Supplieg ed as a result of jotation but
{i.e. *b.e* ?Y an additional palatal element
o], ity P2 S0 %) changed into Pbi’],
s““tsbeCm;[VI 1) the newly arised palatal con-
e, hsmre the "ePresentatives of palatal pho-
Mdgmup Tn Slavic dialects belong to this se-
hnem “;v.hus! during this earljer period
telop 5 “'; dialects of Common Slavic did not
Mmpﬂatarm 'e correlation of palatalized and ,
tﬂseﬁes;zed consonants /t’ - t/ but the pala-
one of the serjes of .consonants dif-
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and the sounds [i] and [y] were

ferentiated by the place of articulation DF) was
greatly enriched. Differences between Northern and
Southern East Slavic diatects concerned only the
choice of palatal phonemes: in the northern areas
where the dialect of ancient Novgorod and Pskov
would later emerge [K], (3], [X] belonged to the
palatal series because %k, *g, %x had not changed
into *c’, #z’, *s’ pefore #&, *i of diphthongatl
origin. :

An additional argument in favor of this solu-
tion may be seen in the syntagmatical properties
of these phonemes. Palatal phonemes cannot combine
with mid labialized vowels, and indeed combinations
such as /to/, /te/, /tz/, /tv/, /t&/, /t&/ but only
/t’e/, /t’s/, and (on morpheme boundaries) /t’&/
may occur. At the same time, the syntagmatical be-
haviour of vowels suggests that in the phonological
system under consideration oppositions between /e/
and /o/, /u/ and /a/, as well as between /i/ and
/y/ were based on the DF frontness-backness. The
phonetic feature of labialization had no phonemic
value, it functioned as a concomitant feature of
frontness-backness DF. A vocalic system with this
DF could not combine with a consonantal system in-
cluding the DF of palatalization; on the other
hand, it did not preclude the DF of the palatal
place of articulation.

Palatalized labials [b’], [p’], [m’], [v’], as
well as palatalized dentals [t’], [d’] might have
originated in the phonetical system of Eastern
Slavic dialects in the process of secondary palata-

. lization of consonants, i.e. the palatalization of

semipalatalized consonants before front vowels.Re-
cent studies in Eastern Slavic dialectology sup-
port the view that the secondary palatalization of
consonants was not a process common to all Eastern
Slavic dialects. This process was consistently re-
‘presented in those Eastern Slavic dialects that
later formed part of the Rostov-Suzdal’ dialect of
01d Russian. The emergence of. palatalized labials
{b’1, [p’], [m’], [v’] in Eastern Slavic dialects
that underwent the secondary palatalization made
possible the subsequent phonologization of these
sounds which resulted in the establishment of
timbre correlation between /p/ - /p’/, /b/ - /b’/,
/m/ - /m’/, /v/ - /v’/. The outcome of these chan-

. gés was-a system with /t - t’/ correlation that
-could not preserve DF of 'palatality'. The conson~

ants [s’], [2°], [17], [n’], [r’) and [t’], [d’]

.found new places in binary oppositions with [s],

(z1, [1]1, [n], [r], [t), [d] forming correlativ?
series of phonemes differentiated by DF palatali-
zed '-- non-palatalized: /s’/ - /s/, /2°/ - /2/,
AN AV RN LY Lo N L 3 A T
'/ = /d/. .

7 /The/t{mbre correlation of palatalized and non-
palatalized consonants began before the fal! of.
jers. The fall of jers revealed new tendencies in
the development of the phonological §y§tem and at
the same time created new strong POS!tIO?S and new
weak positions (positions of neutrallzetlon). .
Among the strong positions were_word-flnal posi=
tion (/kon/ - /kon’/) and position before conson=
ants (/banka/ - /ban’ka/), among the weak positi-
ons were positions of assimilative palatalization
or dispalatalization of consonants. ]

At the same time, evaluation of feconstru?ted
phonemic systems involves considerations of dia-
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chronic character since reconstructed elements
take part in the sequence of phonetic changes and
phonological transformations.

From this point of view, it is important to de-
cide on the relative chronology of the secondary
palatalization of consonants and the loss of the
nasal vowels (i.e. the change o »%y and *e + %3)
The secondary palatalization of’consonants testify
to an active intrasyllabic harmony, whereas the
loss of nasal vowels demonstrates the considerable
autonomy of vowels and consonants within the syl-
lable; it is reasonable, therefore, to date secon-
dary palatalization of consonants before the loss
of nasal vowels.

This sequence of phonetic changes promoted the
development of a phonological system with /t’ - ¢t/
since the change t'e > t’e + t’a created a strong
position for /t’ - t/ (position before /a/) and
transformed the [a] - [a] opposition into a positi-
onal variation. During approximately the same pe-
riod, there emerged a strong position for labialsg
and dentals /t/ - /t’/, /d/ - /d’/, namely, the po-
sition before /u/; this was the result of histo-
rical changes in #*T-stem noun declension.

As stated above, the hypothesis that the secon-
dary palatalization of consonants gave rise to a
special phonemic unit -- a syllabeme (together
with the phoneme) -~ is ungrounded. The morphemic
structure of word-forms such as “*plod-3, *kon’ =y,
*gos’t’-» makes it impossible to posit syllabemes
/da/, /n’w/, /s’t’w/ as units of phonemic order in
these cases. ’

The formation of the consonant system with DF
Ypatatalized -- non-palatalized' precluded the
existence of the opposition of front and back
vowels in the same phonological system. Vowels
differentiated by frontness became allophones of
one and the same phoneme. At first, allophonic re~
lations took shape for /u/ ([ul//[u)) and for /a/
([a]//[a]), then for /i/ ([?117/1y1) and for o/
([*e)//{0]).. In this system, reduced vowels [p]
and [2] do not merge but are vocaljzed in differ- '
ent ways: ’b + ’e, 3> o. : -

The phonetic change t’et + t’6t and the analo-
gical formation of syllables of the type t’o and
t’ot’ created the possibility of a new phonemic
structure: a new vocalic subsystem (/e/ - /o/)
with-a new DF "labialized -- non-labialized" arose.
This DF is easily combined with a consonantal DF
“"palatalized -- non-palatalized". .

The emergence of the binary opposition of pa--
latalized and non-palatalized consonants and of
the vocalic system /i/ .- /u/, /e/ - /o/ with DF
"labialized == non-labialezed" prepared the ground °
for the development of /&/ into /e/ and of /5
into /o/, i.e. for the transformation of a seven-
member vocalic system into a five-member one. This
development characterized the Rostov-Suzdal’ dja-
lect which was the main component of the Center
dialectal zone and later the source of the Stand-
ard Russian pronunciation norm (based on the cent-
ral Moscow dialect) (7).

The phonological. system of the dialects of an-
cient Novgorod and Pskov developed in another
direction. The 01d Novgorodian dialect has been
studied in detail by A.A.Zaliznjak (8). In retrac-
ing its historical development it is important to
take into account modern Northern Russian and par~
ticularly North-Eastern Russian peripheral dia-
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lects which still retain archaic phonetic featy-
res. The validity of the opposition of central an
peripheral dialects has been clearly demonstrated
by the study of the Russian linguistic landscape
(9) Initially, no linguistic significance has bee
attached to the notion of "peripheral dialects",
Later historical and dialectological research (l()
provided evidence that phonological systems of the
Peripheral dialects are of the vocalic type and
differ in this respect from the central dialect
which is consonantal. The system of the peripheral
dialects is characterized by a seven-member vowe!
set, by the possibility of the vocalic DF .Mfront-
ness - backness", by the presence of palatal conso-
nants, by the opposition (in certain dialects) of
tense and lax consonants that makes the voiced =-
voiceless distinction a redundant phonetic feature,
by vocalicity of sonorants, by the predominance of
vocalic elements in phonetic sequences (11, 12).

Studies of the historijcal development of phono-
logical systems demonstrate their relative stabili-
ty. Apart from the fact that constant elements pre
vail over changing ones at every stage of develop-
ment of a phonological system, it should be noted
that a single phonological system can serve as a
means of expression for semantic units for many ge
nerations of people that use the respective langua
ge or dialect in their communication. One may assu
me that important changes in phonological systems
occur as a result of the interaction between dia-
lects or languages.

History of phonological systems as well as
their reconstructions deals with the notion of re*
lative chronology (linguistic time proper). A lan-
guage historian can raise the problem of absolute
chronology only after establishing a relative one.
This transition from relative to absolute clrrono-
logy requires special methods and in some cases
cannot be carried out. At the same time, rearrange
ments of relative chronology necessitate respective
rearrangements of absolute one. Thus, if one dates
the loss of nasal vowels before the secondary pala
talization of consonants the latter process may be
dated from the 10th or 11th century; if, however,
the relative chronology of these two processes 1§
reversed the secondary palatalization of consonants
Must be posited before the 9th century.

In the Rostov-Suzdal’ dialect, the change of &
into o ceased to Operate at the turn of the 16th
century. This event may be dated on the basis of
depalatalization of the affricate [c’] since &
does not change into o before this phoneme; at the
same time, the depalatalization of [e’] is cleaﬂy_
reflected in datable written sources. The tfa"§f°r
mation of a seven-member vowel system into a five
member one Presupposes as a necessary condition the
suspension of the e » o change and the subsequent

sonable therefore to attribute this transformation
to the late 16th or the early 17th century. The ﬁ
construction of dialectal phonological systems anc
corresponding chrono-topoisoglosses as well as

their evaluation applies both to the pre-literate
and later perjods. )
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