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ON THE PHONOLOGY OF THE CAKAVIAN DIALECT
OF CUNSKI ON THE ISLAND OF LOSINJ

This article deals with the phonology of a Central Cakavian dialect, both
from a synchronic and diachronic perspective, and is based on the author’s
fieldwork material. First the author presents a synchronic analysis of the
vowel system (including accentuation), then he proposes a reconstruction in
the form of a series of rules which led from late dialectal Proto-Slavic to the
present-day state of affairs. Special attention is given to the reflexes of jat.
The article concludes with observations on the development of the con-
sonants.

1. Introductory remarks

The material presented in this article was collected more than fourteen years ago,
during two weeks of field-work in Cunski in the summer of 1989. In that same year I
made a preliminary analysis of the data, but until now I did not find the time to pub-
lish the results.

It was a lucky thing that T did not decide to visit Cunski much later, because al-
ready in 1989 the number of potential informants was very small. Most houses in
Cunski were either uninhabited or owned by people from other parts of Croatia and
used as weekend and holiday residences. For many decades, the “original’ popula-
tion of Cunski had been leaving the village for good, chiefly to the United States. As
far as I could make out, only four families who had been living in Cunski for at least
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a couple of generations were still living there. Most members of these families were
relatively young and not in full command of the local Cakavian dialect, but I was
able to find five older dialect speakers (all over eighty years of age), four of whom
were willing to spend a few hours with me, answer questions about their dialect and
have themselves recorded. My material consists of nine hours of recorded speech.
The dialect possesses a combination of two traits which characterizes it as ‘Cen-
tral Cakavian’ (see Vermeer 1982:289-290):12
1. an i/e-kavian reflex of Proto-Slavic *¢ according to Jakubinskij's law
(see Jakubinskij 1925), e.g. délo ‘work’, vrime ‘time’;
2. absence of neocircumflex in the present of verbs with e-conjugation
and fixed stem-stress, e.g. place PR3sg ‘cry’, potéze PR3sg ‘pull’, rizete
PR2pl ‘cut’, bitbne PR3sg ‘bump’.34°

2. Accentuation and vowel inventory

The dialect shows no phonemic tone opposition (‘rising’ vs. ‘falling’), but there is
a length distinction on stressed vowels. As we shall see in 2.5 below, the feature
‘long’ is in some cases optional.

! As 1 have tried to show in an earlier publication, Cunski is the northemmost village
on Cres-Losinj where Central Cakavian is spoken. The dialect of Nerezine (the second vil-
lage north of Cunski and the northermost village on Losinj) is Northwest Cakavian, as are
all dialects on Cres. The dialect of Sveti Jakov, the first village north of Cunski, is transi-
tional between Central and Northwest Cakavian (1984-85:885).

2 In the following, I shall often compare the data from Cunski with those from other
Cakavian dialects spoken on Cres-Losinj, especially from the dialect of Orlec, on which [
wrote a monograph. When reference is made to material from Orlec without any biblio-
graphical information, the forms in question can be found in the lexicon of Houtzagers
1985 (pages 204-407).

3 Abbreviations: ‘N’, ‘G, ‘D’, A’, /I’ and ‘L’ mean ‘nominative’, ‘genitive’, ‘dative’, ‘accusa-
tive, “instrumental’” and ‘locative’; ‘sg” and ‘pl’ mean ‘singular’ and ‘plural’; ‘m’, ‘f and ‘n’
mean ‘masculine’, ‘feminine’ and ‘neuter’; ‘TNF/, ‘PR, ‘TMP”, ‘LP’ and ‘PP’ mean ’infinitive’,
‘present’, ‘imperative’, ‘l-participle’ and ‘passive participle’; 1’3" mean ‘first person’~third
person’; ‘DiM’, ‘P-A” and “TOP’ mean 'diminulive’, ‘pejorative-augmentative’ and ‘toponym’.

“Long 4 and é reflect originally short (not neo-circumflexed) vowels (see 2.1 below).

5 Strictly speaking, neocircumflex should also be absent in adjectives. If this criterion is
applied, such Cunski forms as modli Nsg m ‘small’ and stodri Nsg m ‘old” (with neo-
circumflex) present a problem, but so does the absence of neocircumflex in stdri in the
(otherwise Northwest éakavian) dialect of Orlec on Cres. Presence or absence of neo-
circumflex in adjectives does not seem to be a useful criterion for the distinction between
Central and Northwest Cakavian on Cres-Loginj.
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2.1. Stressed final syllables; lengthening before tautosyllabic resonants

In stressed word-final syllables (including monosyllables) we have a five
vowel system with a length opposition. All long non-high vowels but one are
diphthongs. The only non-high long monophthong (4) has a limited distribution.

long short

1 i 1

ié ué e 0
od (4) a

Diagram 1: stressed word-final syllables

Examples: april ‘April, umrit 'die’, Zil Gpl 'root’, famiéj Gpl ‘family’, ziéc "hare’,
SeZdesiét '60’, jenodr ‘January’, $podh ‘rope’, znoan PRlsg ‘know’, Budh ‘God’, mudre
‘sea’, nuoh Gpl ‘'leg’, poberil PR3pl ‘gather’, kljiic 'key’, kii¢ Gpl "house’, sufit ‘attic/, tel-
¢ic ‘calf’ DIM, Zivit ‘live’, deSpét "damage’, zét ‘son-in-law’, Zereé PR3sg ‘eat (of animal),
stola Gsg ‘table’, fermat ‘stop’, svendc ‘louse’, pop 'priest’, dobro adverb ‘good’, bop
‘broad beans’, krih "bread’, parsut "ha’, toh Lsg “floor’.

The long vowels in diagram 1 reflect not only ‘originally’ long vowels, but also
the results of lenghtening before tautosyllabic resonants, e.g. Zenil LPm "marry’ (cf.
Zenili LPplm), usnill ‘fall asleep” LPm (cf. usniila LPf), tovodr ‘donkey’ (cf. tovdra Gsg),
studl "table’ (cf. stold Gsg).6

There are three sets of instances of long monophthongal 4 in stressed final syl-
lables: (1) the lexeme vrdh 'devil’; (2) the Lpl ending -dh, e.g. nogdh ‘foot’, rukdh "hand’;
(3) forms ending in -4RC# (where R is r or [, C is one or more consonants and { is a
word-boundary), e.g. pdrst ‘finger’, darf Gpl ‘firewood’, vdrh "top’, kdrf ‘blood’, Térst
"Trieste’, sdrp ‘sickle’, pilt ‘complexion’, pdls ‘snail’, balh Gpl ‘flea’.”

¢ Lengthening before tautosyllabic resonants has taken place over a very wide area, includ-
ing all dialects of Cres-Losinj (cf. Houtzagers 1984-85:886).

7 The phonological status of 4 in the instances under (3) is not clear, since I have not at-
tested any forms in -aRC# or -0iRC#. The monophthong 4 in the instances under (1) and (2)
is phonemically distinct from o4, cf. $podh ‘string’; [ have no instances with -2h#. It is very
well possible that the monophthongal quality of the vowel in wrih is distinctive, as it is in
the same word in many Cakavian dialects that usually diphthongize (or round) originally
long a, cf. Hamm-Hraste-Guberina 1956:104, Houtzagers 1987:68, Budovskaja-Houtzagers
1994:95, Jurisi¢ 1973:233, Steinhauer 1973:288, Vermeer 1975:141.
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2.2. Stressed non-final syllables; the Lengthening Rule

In stressed non-final syllables the number of phonemic oppositions is greater
than in stressed final ones. As can be seen in diagram 2, long non-high vowels
cannot only be diphthongal, but also monophthongal:

long short
diphthongal monophthongal
1 i i U
ié ud é 0 4 0
od a a

Diagram 2: stressed non-final syllables

As in many other dialects in the area, we must assume that there has been a
lengthening of originally short e, @ and o in stressed non-final syllables. In the fol-
lowing I shall refer to this lenghtening as the ‘Lengthening Rule’.! Monophthongal ¢,
4 and ¢ in diagram 1 reflect the results of the Lengthening Rule. Examples: poglédat
‘look’, suséda Gsg ‘neighbour’, véli ‘big’, rame ‘shoulder’, slime Gsg ‘straw’, znali
LPplm "know’, débar ‘good’, konji Npl ‘horse’, noge Npl ‘leg’.

The Lengthening Rule has caused length alternations in such paradigms as Crés
TOP, Gsg Crésa; bogat 'rich’, Nsgf bogata; kamizot 'skirt’, Npl kamizoti.

The long monophthongs é and 6 show a tendency to maximize the phonetic
difference between themselves and the diphthongs ié and u6: they are often realized
as closing diphthongs ([e!], [0]). The degree of diphthongization varies.

Short ¢, a and 0 in diagram 2 represent vowels on which the expected length is not
found.® Examples: déset ‘ten’, zovermo PR1pl ‘call’, ndj- (superlative prefix), svaki ‘each’,
doma ’(at) home’ (but pud déme ‘on the way home’), dosta ‘enough’, $oldi ‘money’.

The monophthongs 7 and 7 and the diphthongs i, 04 and 16 reflect vowels that
were already long before the operation of the Lengthening Rule. Examples: butiga
‘shop’, pitas PR2sg “ask’, zida Gsg ‘wall’, piistimo PR1pl let, ritku Asg ‘hand’, Ziitu
Asgft ‘yellow’, biélo Nsgn ‘white’, riétko Nsgn ‘rare’, viézete PR2pl ‘tie’, mloddi Nsgm

& The Lengthening Rule has also operated in Sveti Jakov and Nerezine on Losinj and in
all dialects spoken on Cres (see Houtzagers 1984-85) and on Susak (see Vermeer 1975: 175~
176). One can also argue that it operated in Kali on the island of Ugljan (see Budovskaja—
Houtzagers 1994:95-96).

% About the question of the exceptions to (or restoration after) the Lengthening Rule see 2.6.
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‘young/, strodha Gsg 'fear’, vrodta Gsg 'neck’, muobre ‘sea’, uzguora'from above’, gruozje
‘grapes’.1°

Short i and # reflect originally short i and u. Examples: dimi PR3sg ‘smoke’, dicina
‘children (P-A)’, koliko "how much’, driigi Nsgm ‘second’, Citla LPf 'hear’, kithat ‘cook’.
Short i and 1 (both in final and nonfinal syllables) are sometimes realized lower than
their long counterparts. The frequency of these lower realizations is different for each
speaker and the degree of lowering varies as well.!!

2.3. First pretonic syllable

In unstressed syllables the length distinction was lost. In the first pretonic syl
lable originally long e, 4 and o are reflected as diphthongs, their originally short
counterparts as monophthongs. This suggests that the loss of the length distinction in
the first pretonic syllable took place after the diphthongization of originally long e, a
and o:

diphthongal monophthongal

Diagram 3: first pretonic syllable

Examples of diphthongs: cvietki Npl ‘certain variety of fig', pieta ‘heel’, stiegno
‘hind-quarter’, striesé PR3sg ‘shake’, viezat ‘tie’, Zietac ‘cask in which cheese is made’,
zoabila LPf "forget’, broada 'chin’, buhoacd Gsg ‘Dalmatian pyrethrum’, pokoazat ‘show’,
ploatit ‘pay’, proasca Gsg 'pig/, douorit (also dvorit) Lsg ‘yard’, guospit (also gospit) Asg
"Assumption of the Virgin Mary’, kuogot ‘anyone’, muorit (also morit) Lsg ‘sea’. As
one can expect on historical grounds, pretonic oa is quite common and ie and uo are
relatively rare (resp. 10 and 4 different lexemes). The fact that in three out of four at-

10 Of course the lengthening before tautosyllabic resonants discussed in the preceding
section has taken place in nonfinal syllables as well, e.g. luoncic, DM of lonac ‘pan’;
studiéncu ‘well” Lsg, Studiénci¢ TOP (cf. studénac ‘well’ Nsg); modréa ‘March’ Gsg (cf. Nsg
midrac); rilciée, DIM of rilo ‘snout’.

I Vermeer reports about Susak that ‘/i/ and /u/ are not only shorter, but very often
considerably lower than their short counterparts’ (1975:143). 1 have also had the
opportunity of hearing the dialect of Susak and I think that both dialects show the same
tendency towards lowering of i and , but in Susak the lowering seems stronger and less
sporadic.
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tested paradigms with pretonic #o monophthongs occurs along with diphthongs
suggests that pretonic 1o is gradually disappearing.

Examples of monophthongs in the first pretonic syllable: imit *have’, letila kaminje
‘stones (collective)’, hodit “walk’, umiraju PR3pl ‘die’.

2.4. Other unstressed syllables

In other unstressed syllables than the first pretonic no trace of vowel length is left:

1 U
e 0
a

Diagram 4: other unstressed syllables

Examples: (pretonic) cimitudrij ‘churchyard’, oceperili LPplm ‘remove sheep-
ticks from’, zaSkurilo se 'become dark’ LPn, gsusilo LPn ‘dry’, ucinit ‘make’; (post-
tonic) zikvi Lsg ‘cradle’, time ‘crown (of heady, vartila LPf “turn’, gorilo LPn ‘burn’,
dicu Asg ‘children (collective)'.

2.5. Problems with the length distinction on non-high vowels

The opposition between ‘short’ and ‘long and monophthongal’ on non-high
vowels (i.e. é — ¢ 4 — 4, 0 — 0) in stressed nonfinal syllables (see 2.2) is not unpro-
blematic. Numerous forms have been attested with doublet length and the number
of forms that have been attested only short is very small. One could wonder if it
would not be realistic to give up the idea of an opposition and assume not more than
three non-high non-diphthongal vowels with free (or positionally motivated)
variation in phonetic length.!? However, of the few forms that consistently have short
¢, 4 and o (in spite of the Lengthening Rule) some have been attested relatively often
and some agree with forms with unexpected shortness found in other dialects. I
thought that this could hardly be a coincidence and therefore I chose to maintain the
opposition in question in my description. I assume that the phonemes é, @ and 6 show
variation in phonetic length (and can be realized long, half-long and even short) and
that ¢, 4 and ¢ are realized only short. In phonological terms one can say that on ¢, 4
and 0 the feature ‘long’ is optional or that there exists a ‘one way opposition’
(jednosmjerna opozicija, see Brozovi¢ 1968:27-33) between é, 4 and 0 vs. ¢, @ and o.

12 This is in fact what Budovskaja and I proposed for Kali on Ugljan (1994:94).
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2.6. Forms that do not show the results of the Lengthening Rule

Forms with ¢, 4 and ¢ in nonfinal syllables (see 2.2 and 2.5) do not show the ex-
pected results of the Lengthening Rule. We must assume that either the forms in
question were exceptions to the Lengthening Rule, or shortness in these forms was
restored after the operation of the Lengthening Rule. There is no proof in favour of
either alternative (exceptions or restoration). In 3 below I arbitrarily chose the second
alternative (restoration of shortness after the Lengthening Rule). It is not clear why
exactly these forms do not show the expected length while almost all others do. Here
is a list of forms in which the expected length is not found:!?

(1) (forms of) svaki ‘eacly’, svakakove Nplf ‘all kinds of ;14

(2) the superlative prefix naj-;'°

(3) zabadjka ‘certain garment’;

(4) the numerals ‘seven’ to "ten”: sédan, osan, dévet, deset;'

(5) the present endings -éno, -éte, -éju;"

(6) the words mesto "place’, zémlja ‘earth’, tésko ‘difficult’, meétla "broony’,
pulétkovat ‘pick the grapes that were left during harvest’;

(7) present and LP forms of pocnen ‘start’ PR1sg, pocelo LPn; the words doma ‘at
home’, posli “after’, dosta ‘enough’, $oldi Npl ‘money” and the IMP forms
homo 1pl and hote 2pl ‘go’ .18

3. Historical development of the vowels

As a point of departure for the reconstruction I assume the following earlier
vowel system:

3 The list contains only forms that were attested at least three times, each time without
doubt as to the shortness of the stressed vowel.

1 Shortness in the same words is found in Orlec.

v Shortness in this prefix is generally found in the dialects on Cres-Lo$inj north of
Cunski (see Houtzagers 1984-85:892).

16 The dialect of Susak also has shortness in sédan and déset (see Vermeer 1975:141).

7 Shortess in these endings is generally found in the dialects on Cres-Losinj north of
Clnski (see Houtzagers 1984-85:892). The dialect of Susak has shortness in émo ‘we shall’
(see Vermeer 1975:141).

18 The dialect of Susak also has shortness in pocnen, doma, posli (see Vermeer 1975:141).
The dialects on Cres-Losinj north of Clinski also have shortness in the verb posnet (see
Houtzagers 1984-85:892). Orlec has shortness in homo and hote.
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*u:

b *0, *o: +*vl, *br

Diagram 5: earlier vowel system

Origin of the vowels in diagram 5: long and short *i < *jb, *i, *&'° long and short *u
<*u, *o, vocalic I;® long and short *e < *e, *¢, *¢; short *v < short jer; long and short *o <
*0; short *vl < vocalic [;* short *or < vocalic 7,2 long and short *a < *g and long jer.

The present-day situation can be reconstructed from the system in diagram 5
when we assume five major changes: '

I Lengthening of vowels (except *v) before tautosyllabic resonants;*

II. Diphthongization of long *e, *a, and *o;

HI. Loss of distinctive length in the first pretonic syllable;

IV. *p > g%

V. The Lengthening Rule: lengthening of short *¢, *a and *o in stressed nonfi-
nal syllables;

VL. Restoration of shortness on part of the results of the Lengthening Rule (see
2.6);

VII. Rise of the freedom with respect to phonetic length of the long mo-
nophthongs é, 6 and 4, leading to the somewhat blurred opposition be-
tween ¢, 4, 0 on the one hand and é, 6 and 4 on the other in the present dia-
lect (see 2.5).

19%¢ > *j or *e according to Jakubinskij’s law, cf. 1; see also 4 below.

20 The reflexes of vocalic I show some complications (see next note and 5 below).

2 As far as we can judge from the present reflexes, long vocalic [, if not reflected as
long u, merged with short vocalic I into short *vl (see 5 below).

2 The reflexes of vocalic ¥ show some complications. As far as we can judge from the pre-
sent reflexes, long vocalic ¥ merged with short vocalic 7 into short *6r (see 6 below).

2 Like in other Cakavian dialects there are also cases of lengthening in other closed sylla-
bles than before tautosyllabic resonants: bosak “wood’, Gsg budska, fratar ‘friar’, Nipl frodtri, lican
‘hungry’, Nplm lodcni, vétar ‘wind’, Npl viétri; ponésal ‘bring’ LPm, parniésli LPpl m; rékal ‘say’
LPm, riékla LPf. The lengthenings do not present a coherent picture. See also Houtzagers 1987:
69 and the references given there.

2 Short *v is reflected e (not a) in ¢¢'what', éegot'something/.
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The ordering of these rules is relevant in the following cases:

— I before II and II before V: the results of I are diphthongized according to II
while the results of V are not;

— I before III: we have diphthongs in the first pretonic syllable;

— Il before IV: a from short jer is never reflected as a diphthong;

— IV before V: g from v is subject to V in the same way as any other g;

— V before VI: this needs no explanation;

— V before VII: an explanation for VII could be the small functional load of the
opposition ¢, 4, 0 vs. ¢, 6, 4 after V and VI (if VI operated before VII), or the
absence of that opposition after V (if VI operated after VII).

There are no traces of length in other unstressed syllables than the first pretonic,
so that we can assume that there the loss of the length distinction took place before II.
The loss of the tonal distinction can have taken place at any stage.

There have been no stress shifts, so that the place of the stress — as one can expect
in a Cakavian dialect — is in principle the ‘old’ one, e.g. gloava ‘head’, ruka ‘hand'.
Two exceptions that I found in my material are ddska ‘board’ and dérZal "hold” LPm
(cf. PR3pl darziju).

4. Reflexes of jat

In 1 above it was already said that the dialect has an i/e-kavian reflex of jat
according to Jakubinskij's law (see 1925: 381-382). This means that, in principle, the
reflex is a mid front vowel (e, ¢, é or i¢) before a ‘hard dental’ (4, ¢, z, s, n, v, [ not
followed by j or a front vowel) and a high front vowel (i, 7 or i) in other en-
vironments.?

Within inflexional paradigms we usually do not find alternating reflexes of jat,
but the reflex we expect in part of the forms is generalized throughout the paradigm,
e.g. rizat ‘cut’ after PR3sg rize, Npl beséde ‘word” after beséda Nsg, biéle Apl after non-
-attested *biél (short form masculine).?

If words show a derivational relationship the picture is less clear. Sometimes the
reflex of jat in a derived form is adopted from the word from which it is derived
(preméstit after mésto, vresing ‘certain shrub” P-A after vriés), sometimes not (from the

3 An entirely different reflex is found in *gnézd- and *nédr- (see below).
% For an exception, see under *dé- below.
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root *véd- we have povidat ‘tell’ imperfective after “povi perfective PR3sg, but also

neviésta ‘bride’).?

Even if we leave aside cases of analogy like those discussed in the last two para-
graphs, the reflexes of jat in i/e-kavian dialects never fully agree with Jakubinskij's
law. The picture is different for each dialect. Below I shall give a list of forms attested
in Cunski in which reflexes of jat are present, alphabetically ordered according to the
root, prefix or suffix in which they were attested.

*bég-
*bel-

*belég-
*besed-
*brég-
*brek-
*bremen-
*ced-
*cel-
*cén-

* Ci ép_
*cest-
*creky-
*cvét-
*Covek-
* dé‘_
*-de

*del- (1)

bizat ‘run’, bizi PR3sg, bizalo LPn;

biélo Nsgn ‘white’, biéla Nsgf, biéle Nplf; beljica ‘certain variety
of figs’; Beliéj TOP (I have assumed here that this toponym is
derived from *bel-);

beleh 'earmark on sheep’;

beséda 'word’;

brih® ‘boundary between parcels of land’, brizi Npl;

brika ‘certain kind of grass’; brisnjak ‘certain burry shrub’;?
brince 'load’;

cidila ‘stream’ LPf, scidi PR3sg;

ciéli ‘'whole’;

ciénu 'cheap’ (uninflected);

cipat "graft’, PR3sg cipa;

Ceste Gsg ‘road’ (with initial ¢-, as in Orlec);

crikva 'churclt, crikvica DIM;

cvietki Npl ‘flower’;

Covik "human being/;

nadit ‘put (a thread into a needle)’, nadéne PR3sg;®

drugder ‘elsewhere’, kade ‘where’, kadegot ‘wherever’, nigder
‘somewhere; nowhere’, onde ‘there’, ondéka ‘there’ (also unde,
undéka), ovdé ’from here’ (also uvdg), etc.;

diljnjica ‘small piece of land’; diéli "divide” PR3sg, razdilili
LPplm:*

¥ For more information on and more examples of reflexes of jat in i/fe-kavian dialects see
Beli¢ 1909:184-187, Jaki¢-Cestari¢ 1957 and Vermeer 1984:278-279.
% This form has been attested only once. One would expect the root-vowel to be long

(see also mih and snih).

# I have assumed here that these lexemes are related to brekinja (see Skok 1971-74-1:206),
which is not necessarily true.

% Here we find different reflexes of jat within one paradigm.

31 Here the simplex and the compound verb show different reflexes of jat.
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“&- (2)
*dgt-

*dév-
*dvé
(1)

*6d- (1)

*éd- (2)
*edr-
*_é]’_
*enézd-
*kiest-
*kolén-
*koser-
*kudelj-

*-J¢

*leh-
*lek-
*len-
“Iep- (1)
“ep- (2)
*18t-
*lev-
*meh-

déla 'work’ PR3sg, délala LPf; délo “work’; nedilju Asg'Sunday’;
dite ‘child’, ditéta Gsg; dica ‘children’, dicina P-a, dicicina
(diminutive-pejorative); décko ‘'young man’;

divubjka ‘girl’;

dvi “two (fem)’, dvih GL; dvist6 '200';

(in lexicalized case forms) gore, goreka ‘above’, dile ‘below’,
lodni ‘last year’, niitri ‘in, inside’, posli ‘afterwards’, sometimes
posle;

(productive case ending): crikvi ‘church’ Dsg, Zivini ‘livestock’
Dsg, butigi ‘shop’ Lsg, gloavi ‘head’ Lsg, v Iéti/leti ‘in summer’,
meni 'l D;

bolilo “hurt’ LPn; gorila ‘burn’ LPf; imit ‘have’, imili LPply; letit
‘fly’, letila LPf; ofil ‘'want’” LPm, ofili LPplmy; sedili ‘sit’ LPplm;
umin ‘be able’ PR1sg, umila LPf; vartil ‘turn’ LPm, vartila LPf;
vit 'see’, vidili LPplm, vidilo LPn; Zivit ‘live’, Zivilo LPn;

jis(t) ‘eat’, ji PR3sg, jimo PR1pl, jil LPm, jili LPplm, pojida
PR3sg;

jedila se "‘become angry’; jidan ‘angry’;

jidro 'sail’;

bogatiji ‘rich’; siromasniji ‘poor” (both comparative Nsgm);
njoazlo;*?

kliséa Npl ‘tongs’;

koléno 'knee’;

koseric 'kind of sickle”; koserdca ‘kind of chopping-knife’;
kudilja (spinning term);

dokle® "until’, doklegot ‘until’, zdokle ‘from where’, pokle ‘after
(conjunction)’;

liha ‘strip of land’; Liski TOP;

likodr ‘doctor’;

liéncina ‘lazy person’;

lipo ‘beautiful” Nsgn;

prilipci Npl ‘limpet’;

léto ‘summer’, lefi 'in summer’;

liva ‘left’ Nsgf;

mih* ‘bag made of sheepskin’;

3 The reflex of jat in this word is often a in i/e-kavian dialects (see Milceti¢ 1895:103,
Jaki¢-Cestari¢ 1957:414, Houtzagers 1984-85:885 note 2, Budovskaja-Houtzagers 1994:
103). See also *njédr- below.

3 This form was attested only unstressed.

¥ This form was attested several times. One would expect the root-vowel to be long

(see also brih and snih).
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*men-

*mér-
*mésec-
*mesi-
*mést-
*mesa-
*mle-
*mlek-
*mre-
*mréz-

N

ne-

*njédr-
*oreh-
*p é’_
*plév-
*pré-
*préd-

*prék-
*réd-
* rép—

*réz-
*sé-
*sed-
*sek-
*semen-
*sémo
*seén-
*serk-
*slép-
*sme-
*smeh-
*smrek-
*snég-
*sréd-
*srét-

preminit ‘change clothes’;

méru ‘weight’ Asg;

misec’'month’;

umisit 'knead’;

mesto 'place’, preméstit 'move’, premescivat;

misat ‘'mix’;

miit ‘grind’, melje PR3sg, mlil LPm;

mliko ‘millk’; miist ‘milk’, pomlis;

umrit 'die’;

mriZe Npl ‘net’;

with indefinite meaning: nigdir/nigder ‘somewhere’, nic/nis
‘something’, nikat 'sometimes’, niki ‘somebody’;

v njoddra Apl '(put) under one’s coat’ (cf. *gnézd- above);
orth 'walnut’;

péteh ‘cock’;

pléve Npl 'chaff’, plévine P-A;

previse "too much’;

nodpret/nodpreda ‘forward’ (also nodprit), sprit®/sprida 'in front
(of), spride 'in front’; prijaearlier (than)’;

priko ‘over (prep./adv.);

riétko “thin (not dense) Nsgn;

riépa; Podripiséa TOP (assuming that this toponym is derived
from *rép-);

rizat ‘cut’, rize PR3sg;

sijat 'sow’, sije PR3sg;

posiés se 'sit down’; sedili ‘sit’ LPplmy; susédi ‘neighbour’ Npl;
si¢ ‘cut’, sice PR3sg, sikli LPplmy; sikira "axe’;

sime ‘seed’;

simo "hither’;

pocin 'shadow’;

sirak 'sorghum’;

slip ‘blind’;

smilo se LPn “be allowed’;

smijat se’laugh’, smijali se LPplm;

smrika 'juniper; smriska 'juniper-berry’;

snih® ‘snow’;

nasret 'in the middle (of)’;

sricno Nsgn "happy’;

% This form was attested only unstressed.
% This form was attested twice. One would expect the root-vowel to be long (see also

brih and mih).
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*stén- stién ‘cliff’ Gpl, stenina P-A;

*svet-  svit ‘world’, svetinu Lsg P-A; svitlo Nsg ‘light’;
*svétj-  svicé ‘candle’” Npl, svicica DIM, svicine Npl P-a;
*témen-  Hme'crown’;

*ter- stirat ‘chase away’;

*test- tiésto ‘dough’;

*tréb- potriba Nsg ‘lack’; trébala LPf ‘need’;
*ved- povit "tell’; povidat "tell’; neviésta ‘bride’;
*véj- vijat ‘winnow’;

*vek- vavik ‘always’, odvavik from times immemorial’;
*ver- véra ‘faith’; véruje PR3sg "believe’;

*vés- obisit ‘hang’;

*vet- zoavet ‘testament’;

*vetr- vétar ‘'wind’;

*vréé-  vricu Asg ‘bag’;

*vréd-  vriédi PR3sg 'be worth’;
*vrémen- vrimelvrime ‘time’, vrimena Gsg;

*vres- vriés ‘certain tree or shrub’, vresina;
*vréten-  vreteno ‘spindle’;

*zrél- zrijat ‘ripen’;

*zvér-  zvirje 'animals (collective)’;

*zvézd-  zvezda ‘star’, zviezdi Lsg, zviézde Npl;
*Zeléz-  zelézo ‘iron’ (with initial z-, see also 7 below).

The dialect form that corresponds with the standard Croatian verb liti is polit
‘pour’, PR3sg polije, imperfective polivat (cf. Orlec polét, polejé, polevat). Standard
Croatian obuci ‘dress’ is obli¢ (cf. Orlec obléc). The frequentative suffix is -iva-: veZivat
‘tie’, brustulivat ‘roast’, sekiva PR3sg ‘bother’, pariciva PR3sg ‘prepare’ (cf. Orlec
vezevat, etc.).

As in many other Cakavian dialects *e is reflected i in vicerds "this evening, vicéru
Asg ‘dinner’, vicéramo PR1pl "have dinner’. The word for ‘bed’ is postilja, Asg pustilju,
cf. pustéja in Orlec. Original *e is reflected i/e in kaminje/kaménje (cf. Orlec kaménje)
‘stones (collective)’; the latter Cunski variant is less frequent.

The form for ‘quickly’ presented by Skok under “list” (1971-74 11: 308) is lésto (cf.
Orleclisto(n)).

There are a number of Italian loanwords which have an i-like vowel in Cunski
and an e-like vowel in Orlec: bandira ‘flag’, butiga ‘shop’, diciémbar ‘December’,
diferiénto 'different’ Nsgn, dizgrdciju Asg ‘handicap’, mulita ‘grill’ (cf. Orlec bandéricu
Asg, butéga, decémber/dicémber, deferéncaldiferénca, dezgricija, muléta). Compare also
Cunski tarilj ‘plate’ and Orlec taréj.
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5. Reflexes of vocalic ¥/

Vocalic */ is mostly reflected as u/u/ii: diiga ‘debt’ Gsg, mucat ‘be silent’, piin “full’,
napunit ‘fill’, stilp "tre€’, siize ‘tear’ Npl, silnce ‘sur’, tilsto ‘fat’ Nsgn, Zic ‘bile’, Ziiti
‘yellow’.

In a minority of the cases vocalic */first changed into *vl and is reflected in the
present-day dialect as al: balha ‘flea’, galboka ‘deep’ Nsgf (cf. Skok 1971-74 I: 451),
Halmac TOP, jabalka "apple’. In all attested instances where the relevant vowel is
stressed, it is long (4l), either because of the Lengthening Rule or because of its
position before -C# (where C stands for one or more consonants and # is the word-
boundary, see the last paragraph of 2.1 above): dalgo 'far’, Kéalku Lsg TOP, obalkal
‘dress’ LPm, vdlna "wool’; palt ‘complexion’, pdls ‘snail’, balh Gpl ‘flea’.

One would perhaps expect originally long vocalic */ - when it is not reflected as 7
— to appear as *odl (reflex of long jer + I). However, such reflexes are not found. We
must assume that long vocalic /; if not reflected as long #, merged with short vocalic /
into short *»l.

6. Reflexes of vocalic *f

Vocalic *zis consistently reflected as ar. In all attested instances where the relevant
vowel is stressed, it is long (dr), either because of the Lengthening Rule or because of
its position before -C# (where C is a consonant and # is the word-boundary, see the
last paragraph of 2.1 above). Examples: darvo * piece of fire-wood’, tarbuh "belly’, darva
Npl, gdrlo ‘throat’, umarlo “die’ LPn, carf ‘'worm’, darf Gpl, parst ‘finger’.

The same that was said about vocalic / in 5 above can be said here: one would
expect long vocalic r to be reflected as *odr, but this is not the case. We must assume
that long vocalic r merged with short vocalic r into short *wr.

For the well-attested paradigm of pdrvi ‘first’ my material contains many oc-
currences with phonetically short [a], and there are also numerous attestions with a
schwa- or e-like vowel. I tentatively assume that what we hear in such attestions is an
interconsonantal 7, which in a restricted number of words can occur along with ar.

Comparison of markodldci Npl ‘malignant sorcerer’, parniés ‘bring’, siimpar 'sul-
phur’, Gsg Siimpara, with the corresponding words in the dialect of Orlec suggests
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that we must derive present-day ar from *vr. In Orlec short and unstressed *v > ¢; the
corresponding Orlec words are merkodlak, pernést, siinfer, Isg stinferon).’*

7. The consonants

The dialect has the following consonant phonemes: p, b, v, f, t, d, 2,5, ¢, ¢, €, Z, 5, k,
g hmmnjlm

The palatal stop ¢ is distinct from the sequence tj, which, in my material, is
present only in netjoak ‘nephew’ and netjakinja ‘niece’.

The dialect is not ‘Cakavian’, ie. there is no neutralization of the opposition
palatal — dental. There are some words, however, in which Cunski s and z
correspond to Orlec § and Z, respectively: ruzing ‘rust’, ruzavo ‘rusty’ Nsgn, skula
"school’, skrinjina ‘trunk’ P-A, skorup ‘skin (om milk)’, zmoérac ‘north’, zelézo (Orlec
rizina, rizinavo Nsgn, skitla, (r)iskrinja, $kérup, Zmérec TOP, ZeléZo (sic)).

In Orlec, s and z optionally become palatal when followed by a palatal fricative or
affricate within the same word and not separated from it by more than one vowel,
e.g. susa/siisa "drought’, znds/inds 'know’ PR2sg, secémolsecémo ‘cut’ PR1pl (see Hout-
zagers 1985:28). This is probably also the case in Cunski. My material contains the
following examples: Zasijeno ‘sew together’ PPNsgn, susit “dry’, doséZete ‘'reach” PR2pl
(. INF dosié¢), sicé ‘cut’ PR3sg (cf. PR3pl posikit), posiusaju/posinsaj ‘listen’
PR3pl/IMP2sg,  smriske/Smriske  ‘juniper berry” Npl,  strizé/ostrizeno  ‘cut’
PR3sg/PPNsgn, Sitféani/Siyfcani ‘inhabitant of Susak’ Npl.

Like in Orlec, s and z became palatal in segndjs ‘sixteen” and Sezdesiét “sixty’ (Orlec
Sesndjs, SeZdesét).

Distinctively voiced consonants are devoiced in word-final position, e.g. boba
‘broad bean” Gsg, bop Nsg; darvo piece of firewood’, dirf Gpl; griéde "beam’ Npl, griét
Gpl; obrdzu ‘face’” Lsg, obras Nsg; pdlzi ‘snail” Npl, pdls Nsg. The final dental of pod
‘under’” was attested voiceless before vowels in pot Itodliju ‘under Italy’ and pot
Austriju 'under Austria’ (i.e. in the days of Italian/Austrian rule). Word-internal v is

¥ The declined forms of $fimpar/sunfer are given in order to distinguish this word from
loans with a fleeting vowel like fritar friar’, Npl frodtri, Orlec friter, Npl fritri (in which the
fleeting vowel is always equal to the reflex of *»).

% The case of zermodni/zarmodni ‘relative’ Npl (not attested in Orlec) is less clear.
Perhaps there was a doublet *br/er. Even more mysterious are wodjer ‘up, into the air/,
kiscer ‘lizard’, Orlec vajar, kiséar/kiséer, where the situation is the reverse from what one
would expect. The form naprimar ‘for instance’ (one attestation) could be a slip of the
tongue.
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not always devoiced before voiceless obstruents: in lovci ‘hunter’, udovci ‘widower’
and duce ‘sheep’ (all Npl) it was attested voiced (the latter form was also attested with
voiceless f).

Palatalized ! (in my notation Ij) did not change into j: ljiidi ‘people” Npl, tarilj
‘plate’, tareljici ‘plate’ DIM Npl, skudlj ‘island’, skilja ‘hole’ (cf. Orlec jidi, taréj, tarejic,
$kdj, skuija). It is also present in the comparative/superlative forms baslje ‘low” Nsgn,
najvislja ‘high” Nsgf (cf. Orlec baséji Nsgn, najvise Nsgn), and in beljica ‘certain variety
of figs', barsljoan 'ivy’, barsljinci ‘certain kind of grass’, gljiste Npl ‘worny, dimljak
‘chimney’, slodmljicu ‘straw mattress’ Asg (cf. Orlec belica, bersjan, gjist (no parallels
for the last two words)).

Epenthetic -j- was attested in zimlje ‘take’ PR3sg, najimlju 'take over’ PR3pl,
blagoslovljenu "bless’ PP Asgf (cf. Orlec zimje, blagoslévjeni Nsg m).

Palatalized n (in my notation 7)) is present after initial g- in gnjilo ‘rotten” Nsgn
and gnjudj ‘dung’.

Original *dj is reflected j: rdjeno ‘born” Nsg n, zagrajivali LPplm ‘fence in’, sdjeno
‘plant’ PPNsgn, sajivat ‘plant’, hitje comparative Nsgn from hiidi ‘bad’.

Initial and word-internal g is realized either as a stop (the majority of cases) or as
a fricative. Word-internal g alternates with word-final #, e.g. vrdga ‘devil’ Gsg, vrdh
Nsg. In povdca ‘cake’ we find -v- instead of expected -g-. Prothetic g- was once
attested in godrija “air’ and once in guérgan ‘pulley (for tackling boats out of the
water)’, along with odrija, uérgan.

After g and k the realization of v can be bilabial. Such realizations were heard in
crikva ‘church’ and its diminutive crikvica, kvadri ‘square’, smokvina 'fig', zikvi Lsg
‘cradle’, smokve Npl 'fig/, gviéra ‘war’.

In fca Gsg from pas ‘dog/’, fci¢ DIM, fcina P-A and fti¢ ‘bird’ DIM, original *p became
fricative before a stop. In prilipci Npl ‘limpet’ it did not. In ¢éle ‘bee’ Npl it was
dropped altogether.

Before initial i- we very often hear prothetic j-, e.g. jigre ‘play’, Gsg jime ‘'name’,
Jjima "have’ PR3sg, jimil LPm, jiskat ‘look for’, jistina ‘truth’ (cf. without -, also from
Cunski: iglt 'needle’ Asg, irme, ima, imil, iskla LPf, isto ‘same’ Nsgn).

Initial sv- in svaka ‘each’ Nsgf, svakakove all kinds of’ Nplf and the declined forms
of *vas ‘all, whole’ (e.g. sva Nsgf, svi Nplm, Svi Sviéti ' All Saints’) is not simplified to
s- (as it optionally is in Orlec).

[ have not yet systematically studied the external sandhi phenomena of the dia-
lect, but the few notes that I took about the subject remind of the situation in Orlec:
drop of the occlusive element in otds taljodnski father-Italian Nsgm, o skitte ‘from skuta
(substance from which whey-butter is made)” and vej ne znodmo ‘we don’t remember’
(instead of otdc, of and vec) (see [Houtzagers 1985:37-39 under rules 1 and 9).
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The same applies to such internal sandhi phenomena as in sifCani/sufcani ‘inha-
bitant of Susak” Npl (instead of 5¢) and rosci¢i ‘horn’ DIM Npl (from g¢ > hc) (see
Houtzagers 1985:25-26).
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O fonologiji akavskoga dijalekta mjesta Cunski na otoku LoSinju

Sazetak

Clanak se bavi fonologijom sredi3njega ¢akavskoga dijalekta sa sinkronijskoga i
dijakronijskoga stanovista, a za temelj clanka posluzila je autorova grada s teren-
skoga istraZivanja. Prvo se prikazuje sinkronijska analiza samoglasnickoga sustava
(takoder s akcentuacijom), zatim se predlaze rekonstrukcija u obliku niza pravila
koja vode od mladega dijalekatnoga praslavenskoga do danasnjega stanja. Posebna
se paznja posvecuje odrazima jata. Clanak zavr$ava napomenama u vezi s razvojem
suglasnickoga sustava.

Kljucne rijeci: hrvatska dijalektologija, Cakavski, slavenska povijesna
dijalektologija, fonologija, akcentologija

Key words: Croatian dialectology, Cakavian, Slavic historical dialectology,
phonology, accentology
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