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,‘JEmlf 3.;"* e, LE the nopolinsusl besins o use e Jugn
s An ﬂ,ﬁ oun spasch, there w.z.lﬂ,."é. then o a case for
guass inflvence. I do nob feel that olaime sbout language mi‘?w-s 3]
ﬁ“ soield on the speseh of bilinsuals can be effechlvely ravelabory
P lemguage intlusnce. : S
n onder foxr one %o elain that one langunge how been influvensed
by another, csviain eritoria must be met. Contact beltvesn the two
lansuagzes mast be shown for if thers is no @cm%@ there aan be no
Infinence (@m@pk in cases involving the lexicon zm@m Ty *@‘vﬁm‘ is
SOme @L,jc»;s:» made through inbermediary ..ﬂmmma-s) If o loms of o feabure
Cin ong languege is olaimed, one must show that the }.é?.srir"u%a had the
feature in guestion Lo b@{jm with apd then lost 1%, while the other
Yanmuase 430 not have it as well., I% is also necessary to follow the
development of both languages to ses 1f the feature (lost or acquired)
may have been internally developed. Pivthetmore, one must state Iin
whatk bypes of words tho borrowsed phonemes were usedy i.e. elther
vorraved or native stocks and whether a bid Lingual or m@rm&ﬁngm&l uses it
In his dissertation, The Phonclogical History of Yegllate,
Hadlich makes no reforence to the types of words the ahmmm@a were usel
m,,, vor does he stabe whether they wers used by billnswal or nono-
Lingual speskers. Using modern structural technigues 4o trace the
‘r..a,mw“’lcapmem, of this E,anmmym lladlich posite $his Serbo-Creatisn influe
ange which I will trace point by wmtn S S

The latin of Verlis ~ - o
: The vowel sysbem of mm Vulgar Tatin wes similar to the
Yula anz Latin vowel system of memv mher axeas. It was composed of

ﬂw@ﬁ wouela /1 e ¢ a9 ounf and two semi-vowels, ,j uf. By the time
of the Slavic migrations, all vowels in this system h:u‘l a long variant
in free syliable and a short variant in checked syllable, /ca/ and fo/
had, the t:»f‘i‘wfvlides / / and fu/, respectively and /¢/ srd f2/ hed the
oa-glides [3/ and fu vospectively, in both free and checked position.
 The consonants in this systemwere /p tkbdg f srlnn/

It is probable that the system alse contained the naﬁ.a:tali*avﬂ vhonenos
/ %" n" %3 and dz/ which had developed out of the fusion of /ink g/
with a folloving /3/. (/k&/ and fo/ naintained their stop articwlation
hofore the front vowels /3/, /o/ and fe/.) The coasanent system
festured phonenic consanan‘t lemg"th :m *Lhat them Were gamimtes of the
e‘*mqaﬁam;so ‘

Tha Wmel .:V's"hem of Pmmmarba»\,mmiam {PSJ }

The vowel oystem of: PS > a3 it was spoken oy the Slavie.
invaders flowm{r into Dalmatis in the seventh century and thereafter,
wag an eight vowel system. It had the contras‘cs of nip’h/lmm, fmn%/
bmkj and 1@1‘1@/ short.
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L fepture in this svs sben, althwuzh the
X 835 f‘: ,mja}ﬁi s ‘ ; .
ihgkwnl, ,dtur@ of the consonant ygﬁ mood xn*mww ab hers
ia the lack of phowenie consonant lenghth, in which Pily @Qﬂtf&wi@ﬁ
i Veeliote Vulga 1 Tatin,
It is ol this point that: ﬁmﬁiipu posits the fired Sarbes
sbion inTlnence on Verlliote Latin. lie states thal the merrer of
Ja ard f5f was due to an uﬁdarodiffar@ntiaﬁiaw on the part of Pl
speskers, ladlich statesy '
& vsmwariswn of the Vﬁw@l 2ys t@ns of Vep1£ Iat,
and PSIy during the early pericd of contact reveals ,
that the native speakerw of PSiy hed but two phonenes
with which %o interpret the thres Verl. Laﬁe vhonenes
fals faf and fof. As a resuﬁtm when attempting to.
speal latin, native speakers of Pllr would have
S difficuity maaing the distinction between the thres
Vegi. Lat. vhonemes, After gensxations. of biliﬂ”&&l
contact, the result was the transfer of thiz Jack of
distinetion 4o Vegl. lat. and the narger of fa/ and f@f 3
. Wy first gounterarpunent against this claim is one that I
wiii reo ranaaﬁﬂﬁiy throughout ihis paper. It is a basic element in ;
langusge. }mfiuenat claims that I feel Tadlich has over-lonked, It TURS Y
: The loss of g feature, oppesition or catspory
which ie non-otcurvent in the caﬂtuﬁk language
is neither nece¢ssary nor suff;ri@%u resson for
: hypmﬁha sizing a subsﬁratum clain, : e
ensien, ws oon substitute °influencs elain® ins nwaﬁ of Suhgﬁratum
ml& J'g as Hadlich makes no reference to whether the influanau is sube,
Gy OF super-siratun, = The point in. quotation underliew ny mmsiﬁion of

the imaﬂemuacy of thi and all future claims of 1nfﬁueme@ nosited by
H&ﬂlxﬁhu
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Ammﬁh@r p@mnt tha& Hadligh Fails to m@nﬁioﬁ is thaﬁ Veg?ioie
Latin had two other phonenes which were non-occurvent in Pqurg These
wers f@f and fef. He does not give any veason why nelﬁhar of these
_merged with something or moved towards eithexr of the Pir fa/or faf. ©
1f one mamiis an . influ@n»ﬁ in one feature of the lanﬁuageo hw must a190~
atate why thers was no influence im anouher feature. - -
The third couﬂtexarrunent ‘deals directly with' the two PSTr .
_phonenes fa/ and /5%. The latisr of these is long. Lenﬁth@ninw of
a vowel invariably lowers it and therefore one c¢on vosit an [&7 allo-
phone '0f the /97 in some enviromments. Jut ladlich does not give the
nonvirmnments of any of thesé phonemes so that the hyﬁnthesi Cof Po.r
influence 1s not completely convineing. ‘
¥y fourth voint is that nhonem*c similarity is not as |
inportant in selwction ag. are sinljar conditioning factors. ~An example
 of %his cccurs when Frensh Janadlan borrows the word feanm /t17/ into
"their Yanﬁnagenv One- uould imagine ﬁhat it uould be hearﬂ asg: tim/
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whog snw?r&ﬁ
' am,izflﬂMﬂc@ ol
laflaen w mL. aim that imﬁiﬁ,ie::h
ant lempgth ; in, 1
; PS5l iam&@d whowgmi mamunaﬁ?
native spsakers of PSIr would find it 41 f_mzj e
) ﬁlﬁilﬁﬁh.hﬂ Verl. lat. long consonanis Fron
4 sponddng short consonants, 3y a stouct

1 '“'r it f ay, ldentical o the cne Just deseriberd

Veapl, lat. suffered a loss of phonenic consonant

Lencth, kong Q@nnﬁm?nw nevging wi%h'th@ COTTese.
| ponding shorh ones.” ‘
'@lmﬁv& keapine in mind the origndl counteravgument, i.w.
E a feature, opposition or category....” I would il&@,ﬁ&
g %hah Hadlich does not specify in what type of word thig
tlon seourrel. T4 s possidle that the Vegliote Latin
have shown no ganination in words of Glavie origin bud 1t
different matter o believe that hé would lose 4% simply
im the lack of this feature in P, Lorasvar, 1% may be noted
that nany of the other lomance languases, 1.6, Frﬁnch‘mwd Spanish,
lost thely phovenic consopant length with no ald or abetment Trom
derbo-creatisn,  Is il necessaxy to posit en external 1nf1wamﬂe whent the
ture In guestion eould have developed intewnally?
‘ ‘The next clain that ladlich makes is in reforence e VO al
A1y w‘*mt Lablon.

upeaPevs of P3Cr could diqtinguxsh betvaen Veﬂl
_ Lat, */atta/ and */ata/ but they would hear them
ﬁnmﬂem?ﬂdily as fatal and [a*ta/. Pecause fhi%
would be the form taken by the prodvction of such
- & mininal palr by a native spesker of P50y, it was
possible 11 was possibvle for the phoneric iaa%u§@
, of wowel length to be transferred 4o Vegl, Lat.-
The lmmadliaste result of the loss of phon@mie consonant . Ken?kh in
Vezliote Latin was vowel differentiation. Since Vegli@te Lakin
long consonants Vlecked 2 preceding vowel and conditioned a short
allophone, (short consonants c@ndntimniny a. long allophone, when
teng consopants merged with short, the previous long and short allio-
phones eecnrred in contrastive position and thersfore atiained the
status of separate vhonienas, This can b@ shown in the f@limwihm
dlagrans S T
Vi ) ].0‘?‘3 lﬁif V“&

Ve Pamination Ve :
~Ons umpartmmt feature of this new stﬁam of phonemim vowel
iﬁﬂﬁﬁu is that the previous allophones with respect to onw and 8ff-

3 ?iideﬂ mc%ﬁ}nu@ in the ¢ovrespunding positlons in the new systen.
o and Jof are ranifested as fesy/ and Jowufs /¢ and /jg by Es
and /"ja:/ ,a’:mf and fof by fw'»x and],’xm a[ e / & / e
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Tahs, ﬁl*?%*%‘ Lem beeones a distinellive Mw mm in this
. &y &:’i’{"am« ‘ ‘
Fe Tha simplification of the 41 ph‘fmam, fw'j’ brings 8 new
- phenems fu/ inte the systen. ‘
9.  The formey phoneme ,/’”t., is fronted to an fu/
B o Toxmew U/ and fi/ are lost in certain pmmmn and
mexze into faf in others. .
5.  Phonenis length iz lost fronm the sysﬁ am, vowel fg;mﬂ,iw‘
replaning the previous pmmmic quantity, : .
Hadliich seems to belleve that since a jod and a van appear
in the Serbe-Crostian :3ysi;@m at this time that it 1% can be gtated that
the /3/ and fuf in 014 Vapliote became phonemes. With the loss of
phenenic vowsl .Lemmh, which I shall turn 4o 18:2;@1‘9 therve coourred
2 norger of vousls sueh as %@/ and Jfe/. But in this perger /o was =
monifested as fe:J/ amd Je/ was manifested simply as f@/ov These
: uumms wers now distinguished minimlly by the off-glide. The only -
penblen ig that I feel it noit to be possible to ‘separate the olonents
of a giphthong which is exactly what the fetj/ is. It is not the f3if
whiah has becone a pheneme but rather it is the diphthong fesi/.
© This sume arpument can be used in association with the /3/ in the ST
' diphthong /3j€s/ and alse with the /u/ in the diphthongs fussfamd fosuw/.
' 'The pext featvre change that Iladlich attribu &aa 4o Serboe
xmatim inflvencs i the loss of phonemic vowel lengih in 0ld: Vegliote,
- Yany lanpuagss around the world which at one point hed phcmmic vorel,

lemth, have lost this feature, {including most of the Romsnce languages) -

so why must one claim a Serbo~Croatian inﬂuenea in thm in.»t&mse‘?
(Remembsy the f1 rat argunent of this papew.)
. Hadiieh then goes on teo. explain the fmnﬁnp" cf ’c.he V@g‘lio‘ae
%m /’u/e, Porming the 0id Vegliote /ii/. le statess
‘ Jflodem Yegliote shows at some time in ite history
. Vegliote latin /uf had a palatal articulation. The
. svidence for this articulation is that the ifodern Vesl.
equivalent of latin fu/ is foj/ which shews the
palatel consonant [/ rather than /u/, and that
Vegl, Lat. /k/ has the same palatal vesult ¥/ in
n«m Vegl, before both former fuf and /1/ i

e.8. Vepliote Latin = = viedern V@glia"ba'
, fralkinal ; ﬁ'altza,jna/
foskuza/ /s?o;;r/

. The point h.?. ‘%3 maxlk until he. gows on ﬁo say
: Since Vegl, Lat, /u/ and PSC0x f&./ muo,tn hawe Baer
- equated in bilingual spesch from the carliest coni;zmﬁ
onwaxd, {esach represents the high, back pheneme of

its vaspaetive system), the fronting of Vesl. lat,
/ must };;e assoaia'bad with tha f‘mn*%:inb of

| Cr /’é.° to /%/
A simmar type of fronting can be cﬂteﬂ in mamy other

‘ iauguﬁip'm such as the fronting of the ("allo-«%man Vulgar latin

R /”u/ to the lioderm French equivalenﬁ ﬁ'i’/. Both cases involve the ‘




Pranting of & high, buek rounded wowsl to a hisgh,

One argunend that can be raised against thils
“Hv: ””—‘X"ﬁﬁglu twe ditfervent types of fronding, The
s e frem a2 back, wmrovnded vowel o a nid

Cwhidle in 034 Yegliote, 5% 13 from a back mourdad %zm TN,
Clesriy 3% is ovident that these two did not front ln e sone naknes
an tealr resulits sre conpletely different,

Cne possible explanation I would like 4o I”&uﬁ.ﬁﬁ differs somge
what feom Hadlich®s chrenclogy of events In the developnent of the
Vegliote system. Hadlich eorvectly points out that the phoneme /of
{ pﬁf ongtically fwrif) changed to become fugf IT this change ooourred
at an earlier time than that which Hadlieh suspects, l.e. helfove the
fronting of Ju/ to /’W’ . this may have caused a low margin of tolerance
m:e bween the high, bask vowels fu/, fof and fug/e Thie low muczin of

bolerance would. ’damm favee the phonene fu/ to front thus allowing /fu %/’
4o take its place which it did,

Madlich then shows various phonemic mergers which can ba
seen on the charts at the end of this paper., He shows developments
in the $@mb@«»3maﬁian systen which he says have an influence on 01d
Verliote to produce Modern or New Vegliote.

- _ In these changes, Serbo-Croatian /=/ ( /33;7 ) disappears
theough a merger with [i/." He states that this mercer was m%ﬁrxﬁm
to the J-dialecis of Serbo-Crvatia and that these dialecss wers spoken
in the arves around the Isle of Veglia. Serbo-Creatian f&/ disappesrs
from the systen also through a nexger with /i/. Finally, Serbe-
Croatian fof and [of nexge into a new phoneme fa/,

There oeeurred ab this time several changms in. ‘feglim@ o

mmh ase
: 1. 014 Vegliote /ig-‘/ simvlifies o lodern Vegliote /3/
| but does not nerge with the 0ld Vesliote /i/.
2. 014 Vegliote fum/ simplifies %o MNodern Vegliots /u/
“and merges with Jo/ which alsc shifte %o fuf. (I have
posited that this chambe oscurrec earlier, probably
: not with the merger of it with Jo/ hm:eij o
9, 0ld Vesliote /e/ lowers to lModern Veglicte /z/.
b, 014 Vegliote /o/ lowers to Nedern Vegliote /af where
it merges with the 0ld Vegliote fa/. .
5, 014 Vegliote fii/ shifts to Modern Vegliote fo/.
, Vaﬁl&ch say*a i;ha% fuxther insightﬂ into these Vezliote changes @a.m T
 gedned by obsarving the close velation between them and the Serbu=
 Croadian shifts of the same nemﬁdg ‘I‘n@ first one to bo examined is
the Vegliote development of /& /> /> /if, This is paralleled by
the Serbo-Croatian change of /fn/ )»/1/., -Hadlich says, "It would
be very difficult to deny a vausa.l 'o':alationshin betwean the two changes.”
By looking al the @ham:t& of the devalopment of vowels in
the two systems, one can make Sone interesting conments cancerning
this claim. . "im*&:&yﬂ the two developmemts ave quits similay in that
they both result §n fi/, Dut their pathe in getting to this point
are diffevent., /fig/ in Vegliote does not merme with the /3/ in its.
systen nor with a neutral vowel as there is not one., This may he
dus ‘t-c an earlier shm of the /i/ to the Hodern Vegliote fe/.
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This may he eoincidental or it mEy well be o valid influence
agn »b this time Verlliots was on the verge of asxdincdion. ‘»m*"é:« CRE 1AV
hring up the point that if the Serbo-Crostian influence wiz sivong
531’?.@)‘2‘33@?’1 bt oanss 8 @%‘mgw in ona phonens along lis oun ,hrirv% why dif

fluence the fo/ in ‘J’&gilmm ) %w;f,m ita qu aLity as 4 m e

& »“’f, ,;'E"“
Berbo-lunatian ’r:»f ?
‘ I has been shown that the sarly "‘r:ﬁlmbml
identifisation of Vegl. Lat. fuf and P3Gy S
caused Vezl. Lat. fu/ to front e /4 wien
- PsCr A%/ fronted %o [fi/. Consequently when this
S8r eorselate of Vegl. /U/ is removed from the
- system, the bilingual support for this phoneme
disappsars, permitting the shift of Al to fof.B
A we have sgen earlisr, I feel that the fronting of the Vegliocte
fm/’ to fii/ was ecaused by a low mazrgin of tolersnce in the hish, bask
vowsl arsa, As no other frondting vesulied frem this movement, 1%
seens logical to assume that this franted ph@neme world be losh to
paintain egunipollence within the vogel systen, 4s s,,he pmn@mm i’u %2;
and /fef nersed inke the new phonene fu/, the highemid back arve was
1aft open into vhich the /i moved, ‘
; The last Serbo-Croatian inﬂuenc:a upon' Veeld ote v*:ewa‘% Se
wla imcsﬁ by Hadlich, is the mexzger of />/snd /o/, both 1@%@:&3’@# to
- give lodern Vegliote /a/ He statesy
_¥hen SCx /o/f and [fa/ nerse, the cwiwimil. PSCx
‘contrast of back/front in the low area is desizr&;éﬂo
This baxzh/f’ront contrast wes considersd an imperdant
factor in the backward shift of Vegl. Let. /af and
its merger with /o[, Conmversely, the loss of this
- contrast and the shift of /3/ to fa/ in 5Cr causes |
a shift of /o/ %o faf in Vegl. The loss of the “baelll;/
| - front contrast also aids the merger of 01d Verl. /e
' with /2/ into lod. Vegl. faf. :
"1 do not feal that this bask/front distinetion was conpla'bely 1ok
as 1t was 2 merser of a back vowel with a neutral vowel, not a front
@n@ in ¢ erbcamumaéia.m Furthermore, it is not unconmon to find '
groat deal of novement between low vowels, be they back ox front.
.Thif“ is ovidant thmugh obsemﬁions of various diulects of ?‘mm:h
i umdiam demonstm‘&ed in ‘the following diagzamg ‘
, 8 g D
| R 0
In '{-,he foregoin paresg T have a‘btmptm to shaw vm:ious L
reasons why ladlieh's: elaims of Serbe~ Creatian influence on v@glicﬁ@ ;
Latin ray not be correct or at leas‘h that ?hay do. nui: suffieienﬂy
- answer all the q,uas‘i;ions %hat need be asked whent ons considers language
- influence claims, I commend Hadlich®s work in reconstrueting both -
the Vegliote and Serbé-Croatian systems but I feel that he had decided
‘a priori® that thers was indeed an mﬁuence fa.eter in *bna develon-»
msmt of the vmrels of Veglioﬁee ' ,

i
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The Developmeni of Vowels in Gerbvo-Croatian
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