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FROM THE OBSERVATION ON DYNAMICS OF THE EASTERN DIALECTS:
PHONETICS

Based on the analyses of “Ukrainian Language Atlas” materials and own field recordings, which
was made during 2010-2016 years according to the same programme and in the same localities
after a relatively long period of time (60-70 years), author has defined stable language expres-
sions and highlighted general trends of East-Polessian dialect phonetics development.

The observation on the East-Polessian dialects remote in time 60-70 years has shown a greater
conservatism of consonant above the vocalism.

The leading trend of vowel phonemes system is its replacement through simplification of
diphthongs in monophthongs. This process creates the preconditions for neglecting of relevant
for such dialects feature as distinguishing of stressed and unaccented vowel. The most of chang-
es occurred in the southern dialect areas that fall under the pressure of southeastern dialect and
resemble them in phonetic terms.

The most of consonants tend to normalization of pronunciation according to literature
language.

The lack of constancy in the realization of consonant and vowel phonemes is the result of
dialect self-development, action of general phonetic trends and predetermined by interdialect
contacts and interaction with other linguistic and territorial entities of literary languages (Uk-
rainian and Russian).

Despite the varying intensity of the current changes in vowel and consonant phonemes,
some trends for them are common: those phonetic variants of words that are used sporadically
and have no support either in related dialects or in literary practice have been reduced or disap-
peared. Phonetic variants of language units that does not have equivalents in East-Polessian dialect
continue to exist and increase the frequency of use, broad areas, become exposed to regular
phonetic processes, and are recorded by the written and oral tradition.
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/ MosHa mo3aika 4\

HEPCOHA I'PATA

Ha cycniibHOMY pazio 3’siBUjiacsi HOBa Mporpama, Ky XypHaJIicTU Ha3uBaloTh «[lepcona
epama», 60 3aTPOIIYIOTh Ha Hel OaxaHux yofeil. Lls HazBa — 3amo3udyeHnii TOTOBUI BU-
CJIiB, HE TIPUCTOCOBAHMIA 10 YKPaiHCbKOI MOBM, HE OCBOEHUM y Hili. Taki 3amo3uyeHi cioBa
Ta BUCJIOBM Ha3WBalOTh BapBapu3MaMu. Y CIOBHUKAX PaAsSHCHKOIO yacy 1Lieil BUCHIB MO-
JlaBaJiv 3 JIiTePOIo T, TOOTO nepcona epama (auB.: CIOBHUK YKpaiHCbKOi MOBH, T. VI, c. 331).
OCKiJIbKM BiH HE OCBOEHUI B YKPATHCHKiif MOBi, TO MOBUHEH OYTU O(OPMIEHUI TakK, K
Yy MOBi-IxXepei, TOOTo 3 Jiitepoto I. Came TOMY B HOBUX TJAyMayHUX Ta opdorpadiuHux
CJIOBHUKAX TIOJIAHO NepcoHa rpama, nepcona Hou rpama (OvB.: Benvkuii TIymMayHuUii cioB-
HUK CyJacHOI yKpaiHCbKoi MoBM / Ykian. i ronos. pen.. B.T. bycen. — K., 2005. — C. 939;
YkpaiHcbkuii opdorpadiunuii cioBHuk. — Bun. ge’are. — K., 2009. — C. 591).

3Baxkalouy Ha L0 KOPeKIlilo, MporpamMy Ha CYCIiJIbLHOMY pajio NMpaBUJIbHO Ha3BaTU
«Ilepcona rpama».

K Kamepuna It opoéena;y
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