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=aJRYarja Ve teza, Ga je SRGaljãanje naJlaãeniK nekRnčniK VamRJlaVnikRY �SRGaljãanje tiSa 
bráta� SRYzrRčilR Sri rezijanVkem naJlaãenem nekRnčnem SRlJlaVnikX enak razYRj kRt Sri 
nekRnčniK 
Č, *e in *o, kar je pripeljalo do sovpada njihovih samoglasniških kakovosti z 
RGJRYarjajRčimi kratkimi VamRJlaVniki� 5azlRJ za takãen razYRj je treEa iVkati Y SRVeE-
nem zaSRreGjX GYeK VSrememE, namreč �� zniåanje in VSreGnjenje GRlJeJa SRlJlaVnika� �� 
SRGaljãanje naJlaãeniK nekRnčniK VamRJlaVnikRY�

(V ZirG Gie 7KeVe Yertreten, GaVV Gie 9erllnJerXnJ akzentXierter 9Rkale in niFKt�letzter 
SilEe �9erllnJerXnJ GeV 7\SV bráta) beim akzentuierten Schwa im Resianischen die gleiche 
Entwicklung bewirkte wie bei 
Č, *e und *o in nicht-letzter Silbe, was zum Zusammenfall 
iKrer 9RkalTXalitlten mit Gen entVSreFKenGen kXrzen 9Rkalen I�Krte� 'er *rXnG I�r eine 
solche Entwicklung muss in einer speziellen Abfolge von zwei Änderungen gesucht wer-
Gen, nlmliFK �� Gem $EVenken XnG )rRntieren GeV lanJen SFKZa XnG �� Ger 9erllnJerXnJ 
akzentuierter Vokale in nicht-letzter Silbe.

Ključne besede� rezijanãčina, zJRGRYinVkR JlaVRVlRYje, VamRJlaVniãki VeVtaY, naJlaV, 
polglasnik

Schlüsselwörter: Resianisch, historische Phonetik, Vokalbestand, Akzent, Schwa

Introduction

:KereaV tKe 5eVian reIle[eV IRr SlRYene RriJinall\ lRnJ VFKZa �*), con-
IineG tR mRnRV\llaEleV, anG IRr SlRYene VKRrt�VtreVVeG VFKZa in Iinal V\llaEleV  
(*-� KaYe Eeen Flearl\ iGentiIieG, tKere iV VRme XnFertaint\ Rn tKe RXtFRme RI 
Slovene stressed non-final schwa (*-). This has proven to be a drawback in 
GiVFXVViRnV Rn 5eVian KiVtRriFal SKRnRlRJ\, nRtaEl\ tKe reFRnVtrXFtiRn RI tKe 
KiVtRriFal GeYelRSment RI itV YRZel V\Vtem�V� �9ermeer ����a, �����, anG Rn 
tKe VtatXV RI tKe SrRJreVViYe FirFXmIle[ in 5eVian �âekli ����� 3rRnk ������ :e 
Zill tKereIRre aGGreVV tKiV TXeVtiRn in RrGer tR remRYe tKe e[iVtinJ XnFertaint\ 
as far as possible.1

 1 0\ tKankV JR tR 0arkR SnRj IRr YalXaEle remarkV Rn matterV et\mRlRJiFal anG :illem 9er-
meer IRr a FritiFal aVVeVVment RI a SreYiRXV YerViRn RI tKe IRllRZinJ te[t� $n\ VKRrtFRminJV 
are tKe VRle reVSRnViEilit\ RI tKe aXtKRr�
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(aFK RI tKeVe YRZel t\SeV Fan Ee FRnViGereG aV EelRnJinJ tR a VSeFiIiF KiVtRriFal 
la\er in tKe SlRYene GeYelRSment RI SKRnemiF lenJtK�2

1. *
$n RlGer la\er, FRnViVtinJ RI lenJtK tKat GeYelRSeG in IRrmV tKat EeFame mRnR-
V\llaEleV ZitK tKe Iall RI Zeak jerV, FaXVinJ lenJKteninJ RI tKe SreFeGinJ VtrRnJ 
jer with falling stress, eg.

csl. *tVtɶ ĺ VlY� tИVt, res. ˈt́Vt;3  
csl. *dnɶ ĺ VlY� GИn; res. SG ˈǴn, elsewhere ˈdin.

The Resian reflex i iV FaXVeG E\ a SreFeGinJ Rr IRllRZinJ naVal FRnVRnant, EXt 
in San *iRrJiR, Rnl\ a IRllRZinJ FRnVRnant GReV Jenerall\ KaYe nR VXFK eIIeFt� 
Resian ́ is a development shared with koroško, East štajersko and prekmursko.

2. *-
$ \RXnJer la\er, FRnViVtinJ RI VtreVVeG nRn�Iinal VFKZa tKat ZaV lenJtKeneG 
tRJetKer ZitK tKe RriJinall\ aFXte�VtreVVeG YRZelV, tKat SreYiRXVl\ KaG Eeen 
VKRrteneG E\ tKe enG RI tKe &RmmRn SlaYiF SeriRG,4 eg.

csl. *tVĢa ĺ VlY� tiãča; res. ˈt́ãüa; 
pre3sg csl. 
Yɴzme ĺ VlY� vzáme; res. SG ˈźms, elsewhere ˈzims.

These reflexes are in line with the one shown above for *. However, another 
VerieV RI reIle[eV iV e[emSliIieG E\

csl. *pVɴjɶjɶ ĺ VlY� pásji; res. SG ˈSϷVji, G ˈpasji, O ˈSϷVje, S ˈSϷVji�ˈpesji; 
pre3sg csl. *låe ĺ VlY� liåe; res. SG ˈlϷås, G ˈlaås, O ˈlϷås, S ˈleås.

SXFK YRZel FRrreVSRnGenFeV in tKe 5eVian lRFal GialeFtV FlRVel\ IRllRZ ZKat Rne 
XVXall\ IinGV IRr VKRrt�VtreVVeG VFKZa in Iinal V\llaEleV, IRr ZKiFK Vee immeGi-
atel\ EelRZ� $lVR nRte tKe nRn�XniIRrm reIle[ in StRlYizza, ˈSϷVji�ˈpesji and ˈleås.

 2 7Ke la\er metaSKRr iV aGaSteG IrRm 9ermeer �����a��
 3 'ialeFt material iV tranVFriEeG aFFRrGinJ tR .enGa�-eå ������, e[FeSt ZKen FiteG IrRm RtKer 

sources.
 4 Because of the fusion of the accentuation of Common Slavic short-stressed vowels with Com-

mon Slavic acute-stressed vowels, in Slovene the terms novoakutirani or akutirani polglasnik 
are often used to refer to stressed non-final schwa.
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3. *-
$ la\er FRnViVtinJ RI VKRrt�VtreVVeG VFKZa in Iinal V\llaEleV tKat ZaV nRt VXEjeFt 
tR lenJtKeninJ, EeFaXVe tKe RriJinall\ aFXte�VtreVVeG YRZelV Zere nRt lenJtKeneG 
in VXFK V\llaEleV eitKer,5 eg. 

csl. *dåćɶ ĺ VlY� då, res. SG ˈGϷã, G ˈdaš, O ˈGϷã, S ˈdeš 
csl. *pVɴ ĺ VlY� ps, res. SG ˈSϷV, G ˈpas, O ˈSϷV, S ˈpes

Here the reflex is uniform in Stolvizza.
)XrtKer la\erV neeG nRt Ee aVVXmeG IRr 5eVian, aV retraFtiRn RI tKe t\Se FVl� 


mɶJl ĺ VlY� mgla as a general phonetical development is absent. There do, 
however, exist cases of analogical retraction.

7Ke SrRElem ma\ Ee Flear E\ nRZ� IRllRZinJ tKe GeVFriStiYe VFKeme mRVtl\ aS-
SlieG in SlRYene KiVtRriFal SKRnRlRJ\, KRZ iV tKe RXtFRme in la\er � tR Ee Veen, 
aV EeinJ iGentiFal ZitK la\er � Rr ZitK la\er �" In StanGarG SlRYene ³la\er �   
la\er �´ REtainV anG tKe Vame JReV IRr mRVt SlRYene GialeFtV� In tKat FaVe 5eVian 
outcomes like those for *pVɴjɶjɶ, *låe would be exceptions that need to be ex-
SlaineG aZa\� IneYitaEl\, XnFertaint\ KaV ariVen IrRm tKiV Vtate RI aIIairV� )RrFeG 
tR make a FKRiFe in tKe IaFe RI FRntraGiFtRr\ eYiGenFe, 9ermeer �����a� ���� 
aVVXmeV la\er � tR Ee iGentiFal tR la\er �, ZKen Ke treatV tKe IXViRn RI  and Ċթ :

2EičajnR Ve Y VlRYenãčini GRlJi SRlJlaVnik izJXEi SR SRGaljãanjX tiSa bráta, kRt tR kaåe 
GejVtYR, Ga kratki SRlJlaVnik SR tem SRGaljãanjX teåi k iVtemX RGrazX kRt Srejãnji VlRYenVki 
dolgi � « =a zGaj GRmneYam, Ga je RGraz reJXlaren Y >VRlEaãkiK, +S@ SrimeriK kRt ˈV́ne 
in ˈzimem in Ga ima rezijanãčina SRtemtakem nRrmalnR VlRYenVkR zaSRreGje�

In (Vermeer 1993: 127), however, he gives a list of reconstructed examples 
VXEVeTXent tR tKe aERYe GeYelRSmentV tR illXVtrate KiV YRZel V\Vtem &, in ZKiFK 
la\er � iV SreVenteG aV iGentiFal tR la\er ��

Ɲ (< ѓթ ): ћrƝ ‘lui/lei va’, ˈћlƝGam ‘guardo’, tƝVt ‘suocero’. 
… 
Ϸ (< Ϸ): GϷå ‘pioggia’, zlˈnϷF ‘lucertola’, ˈlϷå ‘lui/lei mente’.

$laV, tKiV neZ aSSraiVal RI tKe VtatXV RI la\er � iV nRt elaERrateG XSRn in tKe 
aFFRmSan\inJ te[t, aSart IrRm tKe remark tKat in nRn�Iinal VtreVVeG V\llaEleV ³lR 

 5 7Ke FVl� IRrmV VKRZn Kere are EiV\llaEiF, tKe Iinal Zeak jerV alreaG\ KaYinJ FeGeG tKe iFtXV 
tR tKe SreFeGinJ V\llaEle, ie� 
SɶV ĺ FVl� *pVɴ, which resulted in the Common Slavic 
neoacute.
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sloveno (incluso il resiano comune) ha unicamente vocali lunghe (e Ϸ�´ �9ermeer 
1993: 133).6

The dispute between Šekli (2006) and Pronk (2011), a contribution to the 
ongoing discussion on the status of the progressive circumflex in Resian, centers 
Rn tKe interSretatiRn RI FRntemSRrar\ VtreVVeG nRn�Iinal Ϸ in examples from San 
*iRrJiR� /ike 9ermeer �����a�, âekli ������ ���� RSerateV E\ tKe aVVXmStiRn 
tKat la\er �   la\er ��

2Graz SVl� VtFirk� SRlJlaVnikRY Y Vln� GYRzlRåniFaK Y YVaj rez� ni enak RGrazX SVl� nRYRakX-
tiraniK SRlJlaVnikRY �in SVl� VtFirk� SRlJlaVnikRY Y Vln� enRzlRåniFaK�� Vln� GϷVk, rez. ˈGϷVkR 
tRå� eG� ĸ SVl� *dVkІ; …

The examples adv ˈlϷKkX, NApl ˈYϷVi, Asg ˈGϷVkR are tKereIRre interSreteG E\ 
Kim aV VKRZinJ a VtreVVeG YRZel TXalit\ in nRn�Iinal SRVitiRn tKat Fan Rnl\ Ee 
accounted for when one assumes that during a certain historical period these 
V\llaEleV Zere XnVtreVVeG, ie� ZKen VtreVV ZaV Rn tKe Iinal V\llaEle aV a FRnVe-
TXenFe RI tKe SrRJreVViYe FirFXmIle[�

2n tKe FRntrar\, 3rRnk ������ ��� nRteV tKat an Ϸ like in ˈlϷKkX “je … v tem 
SRlRåajX YerjetnR laKkR tXGi RGraz kratkeJa naJlaãeneJa SraVlRYanVkeJa SRl-
glasnika (prim. … SϷ̗sji� ,́ tKXV raiVinJ VeriRXV GRXEtV aERXt tKe ZeiJKt RI tKe 
e[amSleV FiteG E\ âekli in RrGer tR SrRYe tKe SreYiRXV SreVenFe RI tKe SrRJreV-
ViYe FirFXmIle[ in 5eVian� 3rRnk¶V remark imSlieV tKat la\er � ZRXlG Ee iGenti-
Fal tR la\er �, EXt like 9ermeer ������ Ke GReV nRt e[Slain KRZ tKe &RmmRn 
Slavic short-stressed non-final schwa survived unchanged as regards length in 
SreVent�Ga\ 5eVian� $Iter all, 5eVian iV aVVXmeG tR Ee a Sart RI tKe JrRXS RI 
SlRYene GialeFtV ZKere tKe RriJinal aFXte ZaV lenJKteneG in nRn�Iinal V\llaEleV, 
Ee it later tKan in tKe majRrit\ RI SlRYene GialeFtV, anG at SreVent nR Rne iV RS-
eratinJ E\ tKe aVVXmStiRn tKat, jXVt like in prekmursko, this lengthening never 
took place in Resian.

2ne ma\ ZRnGer ZKat mRtiYateG tKeVe eitKer�Rr aSSrRaFKeV, aV alreaG\ 
5amRYã �����±����� ���� Flearl\ VtateV tKat tKere are GiIIerent VetV RI RXtFRmeV 
for stressed non-final schwa:

V Reziji se je vokalizacija Ϸ razvijala v raznih smereh: a) tínki, ۤvãa, ZVakiGvĔi: b) se unámja 
>ViF@, niãĔi, prákne; ljåate: c) tpãüa, léhka, …

where the examples under b) originate from Gniva and Oseacco, cfr. Baudouin 
Ge &RXrtena\ ������ ���, anG SRint tR la\er � reIle[eV, ZKereaV tKe e[amSleV 
XnGer a� anG F� KaYe la\er � reIle[eV�

 6 3rREaEl\ tKiV FKanJe RI Keart ZaV FRntinJent XSRn neZ reVXltV IrRm IielGZRrk E\ tKe aXtKRr 
of the present contribution, cfr. Vermeer (1993: 119–120).
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In Ramovš (1928: 110) the examples under b) are in fact cited together with 
la\er � FaVeV�

ɴ in ɶ sta se zlila najprej v äֈ , iz čeVar je SRzneje naVtal takR Y 5eziji kRt na .RrRãkem Y 
dolgih zlogih ; nadaljnji rez. razvoj tega  je isti kot pri  < Ċ� �� Y GRlJiK zlRJiK zRåenje� 
tst; 2. v kratkih zlogih pa preide äֈ  > a preko samostojno razvitega rez. ä < äֈ : ptЖkne, 
lЖåate, GЖå, RYЖV, SИlaF.

tKeir FRmmRn GenRminatRr EeinJ tKat tKe\ RFFXr in VKRrt V\llaEleV �VtreVVeG 
non-final and final and non-stressed final).7 

7Ke e[amSleV FiteG XnGer a� are nRZ treateG VeSaratel\, tRJetKer ZitK a VerieV 
of long vowels (Ramovš 1928: 117):

rez. ǀ in Ɲ (< І, o, e, Ċ, ɴ, ɶ) se neposredno za nosnim konzonantom preko ǀ ,̙  zRåita Y ǌ, Ư: 
mój > múj, mФå > mЬå, YɴnІtrɶ > nutar, �eGɶ�nІ�åe ‘enkrat’ > nur, mɴnRjІ > *mn > mlú; 
ۤtVX < mĊVR, ۤtta < mĊta; mɶãa > *mäša, *mša > ۤtãa; tudi pred nazalom najdemo ta pojav: 
Gɶnɶ > GРn, ZVakiGtĔi, ttĔki itd.

SR aFFRrGinJ tR 5amRYã tKe GiIIerent RXtFRmeV in la\er � are tieG XS ZitK a 
differentiated development of length in stressed non-final schwa. From (Ramovš 
1923–1924: 227–229) it emerges that he regarded cases like ۤtãa aV a VeFRnGar\ 
development:

mlaGR, ãele naVtRSajRče SRGaljãanje RElike ErЖta > ErИta v navedenih dialektih slov. severa …,

tKe EaViF reIle[ EeinJ reSreVenteG E\ FaVeV like * ljåate. This is because late 
lengthening of the non-final acute in the Northern dialects of Slovene gave rise 
to a similar development of non-final *o and 
Č, eg. res. nsy, strœճ ha, likewise 
KaYinJ tKe Vame reIle[ aV la\er � *o and 
Č. The cases tpãüa, léhka cited above 
under c) are left unaccounted for, however.

7Ke FRnFiVe VtatementV in /RJar ������ �� SXt tKe emSKaViV Rn la\er � anG 
la\er �� 

« razYRj SRGaljãaneJa SRlJlaVnika � ɶ �, � ɴ � Y � e � �lɶnɴ ĺ lԥn ĺ len�8…; 
« razYRj SRlJlaVnika Y kratkiK VlRYenVkiK zlRJiK Y � a � �� ԥ � Y � a �� «,

a IRrmXlatiRn tKat VeemV tR VXJJeVt tKat la\er �   la\er ��

 7 )Rr tKe Vake RI Flarit\ VRme e[amSleV in XnVtreVVeG SretRniF SRVitiRn, ZKere tKiV Vtatement 
also holds: res. maˈnji ‘less’, SG wsaˈnüt, G, O, S wsaˈnot ‘to fall asleep’).

 8 7KiV iV SrREaEl\ TXRteG E\ Za\ RI e[amSle ratKer tKan aV a FRnFrete atteVtatiRn, Vee EelRZ 
section 2.1.
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7KiV alternatiYe tR 5amRYã¶ anal\ViV iV laiG RXt mRre e[SliFitl\ in /RJar 
(1981). In his description of Stolvizza for OLA he gives the following examples:

1. *

ˈdin, ˈmi Gsg ˈma; ˈt́Vt, ˈÝV9

2. *-

ˈzimen; ˈt́ãüa, ˈŚVjϷ,10 ˈÝVkϷ,11 ˈV́ne,12 teˈĺ[kϷ

3. *-

ˈpes, ˈnes, ˈdeš, zalaˈnec, ˈbes;13 koˈtol, taˈrok, oˈRĔ�RˈĔ

ZKiFK tRJetKer VKRZ SerIeFt iGentit\ EetZeen StRlYizza¶V la\er � anG la\er � 
FlRVeG reIle[eV aV RSSRVeG tR StRlYizza¶V la\er � RSen reIle[eV�

2n tKe FRntrar\, âekli ������ ���, IRRtnRte ��� aliJnV ZitK 5amRYã¶ anal\ViV 
in aFknRZleGJinJ tZR EaViF reIle[eV IRr la\er ��

9 SriG 5iJlerjeYi tezi >R RGVRtnRVti SRzneJa Galjãanja Y SreGSrezaGnem zlRJX, +S@ Ei JRYRrili 
rezijanski primeri kot Bila ˈlϷåš ˈlϷåat < psl. *låeãɶ 
låete brez podaljšave (: Bila ˈt́ãüa 
< psl. *tãča podaljšavo).

7Kat iV tR Va\ tKat tKe la\er � reIle[ in triV\llaEiF YerE IRrmV like ˈlϷåat would 
Ee SKRnetiFall\ reJXlar anG analRJiFall\ FaXVeG EiV\llaEiF IRrmV like ˈlϷåš to 
aFTXire a la\er � reIle[ aV Zell, aV RSSRVeG tR la\er � reIle[eV in IRrmV like ˈt́ãüa, 
tKat Zere nRt VXEjeFt tR tKiV kinG RI analRJ\� +RZeYer, e[aFtl\ EeFaXVe RI tKe 
assumed analogical origin of ˈlϷåš tKiV leaYeV nR SRVViEilit\ tR SrRYe tKat ˈlϷåat 
iV SKRnetiFall\ reJXlar aV a reVXlt RI tKe SrRFeVV GeVFriEeG E\ 5iJler� IGeall\, 
rather than the cancellation of a morphophonemic alternation, its presence as the 
FRnVeTXenFe RI an aVVXmeG SKRnetiFal FKanJe FRnVtitXteV FRnYinFinJ eYiGenFe�

 9 7KiV e[amSle iV aFtXall\ FiteG IrRm material FRlleFteG IRr S/$ in ����� tKe 2/$ material 
has an open e in tKiV le[eme� BRtK FRlleFtiRnV Zere kinGl\ SXt at m\ GiVSRVal E\ 7ine /RJar�

 10 See the previous footnote.
 11 Unknown in the dialect, according to present speakers.
 12 7KeVe tZR e[amSleV Rnl\ RFFXr in tKe S/$ material�
 13 3rREaEl\ a tranVFriStiRn errRr� 7Ke VXEVFriSt GRt iV KarGl\ reaGiEle in tKe 2/$ nRteERRk�
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The material

It ma\ Ee XVeIXl at tKiV SRint tR JiYe a FRmSlete inYentRr\ RI tKe material FRl-
leFteG RYer tKe \earV, inFlXGinJ all lRFal 5eVian YariantV inVteaG RI FRnFentrat-
inJ Rn jXVt Rne� 7KiV iV all tKe mRre neFeVVar\ aV FRnFiVe JeneraliVatiRnV Rn tKe 
GiVtriEXtiRn RI tKe YariRXV reIle[eV are nRt VR eaVil\ arriYeG at, Xnlike ZKat ma\ 
KaYe Eeen VXJJeVteG E\ tKe aERYe RYerYieZ RI e[iVtinJ literatXre�14

*, slv. ȃ

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *dnɶ
µGa\¶, VlY� GИn ˈǴn ˈdin ˈdin ˈdin

csl. *mKɴ
‘moss’, slv. mИK ˈmih ˈmih ˈmih ˈmi

csl. *tVtɶ
‘father-in-law’, slv. tИVt ˈt́Vt ˈt́Vt ˈt́Vt ˈt́Vt

csl. *bzɴ
µelGer¶, čak� EИzG. (n.a.) (n.a.) ˈÉV ˈÉV

Also cfr. O NApl Bpza (top.) (Dapit I: 41).
csl. *svtɴ ‘blossom’ (n.a.) (n.a.) ˈVÝt ˈVÝt
O, S ˈVÝt KaV nR knRZn mRGern SlaYiF SarallelV� It ma\ KaYe ariVen E\ GiVtant 
dissimilation, ie. csl. *cvtɴ >tV�@ ĺ *svtɴ.

7KeVe IiYe le[emeV teVtiI\ tR tKe reJXlar FKanJe * ĺ ́ �ĺ i), the first three 
demonstrating that * ĺ ́ �ĺ i) was a common Resian development. The 
lexeme res. ˈmih has Gsg msKa, a FRnVeTXenFe RI interSaraGiJmatiF analRJ\ tR 
substantives like ˈlis Gsg ˈlsVa ‘wood’, ˈlid Gsg ˈlsGa µiFe¶� 2EYiRXVl\ tKiV analRJ\ 
FRXlG Rnl\ RSerate aIter tKe FKanJe *ˈḿK ĺ ˈmih had been carried through.

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *i- + *t
‘that’, slv. tИ ‘this’ jˈt́ iˈti iˈti iˈti

 14 In order to get a better grasp of the phonetic characteristics of Ϸ in the local dialects where it 
RFFXrV, tKeVe I3$ tranVFiStiRnV RI tKeir ranJe ma\ KelS� San *iRrJiR >଎ࡇ  ie� Flearl\ KiJKer ,@ۑ࡛ ± 
tKan >ۑ@ anG XnrRXnGeG, 2VeaFFR >࡜ۑ ࡞ࡇܣ ±  @, ie� Flearl\ lRZer tKan >ۑ@ anG VRmeZKat retraFteG, 
anG StRlYizza >ࡇܭ @, ie� ratKer FlRVe tR >7 �@ܭKiV ma\ alVR KelS in e[SlaininJ VRme RI tKe YaJar-
ieV in tKe e[amSleV FiteG IrRm BaXGRXin Ge &RXrtena\ ������ ��±��� aERYe, FIr� S* pìs, O 
pˈrtákne, S šèl.



82

Akademik Fran Ramovš | Razprave 29

7KiV GeYelRSment ma\ alVR Ee reJXlar, iI Rne aVVXmeV a IRrm 
tɴnɴ or 
itɴnɴ. 
However, elsewhere in Slovene forms in 
�nɴ are unknown, which makes this 
assumption difficult to back up.15 The demonstrative that developed out of 
Vɶ 
‘this’ has parallel forms: SG jˈV́, elsewhere iˈsi. 

+RZeYer, VRme le[emeV Xne[SeFteGl\ FRntain la\er � YRZelV tKat reIleFt a VKRrt�
stressed 
Ϸ:

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *cvtɴ
‘blossom’, hrv. FYИt ˈFYϷt ˈcvat (n.a.) (n.a.)

Cfr. also csl. *cvtɴ, slv. cvt.
csl. *lnɴ
‘flax’, slv. lИn ˈlϷn ˈlen ˈlϷn (n.a.)

This is not a loan from fur. lin, aV tKat ZRXlG KaYe \ielGeG reV� **lïn, cfr. fur. camarlìn = 
SG, G komarlïn, O, S kamarlïn µFXSERarG¶� +RZeYer, it iV a Yer\ rare le[eme, inGiFatinJ 
Rnl\ tKe Slant anG nRt tKe SrRGXFt�
csl. *vVɶ
‘village’, slv. YИV ˈYϷV ˈvas ˈYϷV ˈves

Unlike the former two lexemes the latter lexeme, which is still rather common alongside 
paˈjïs = fur. paîs, iV SreVent in all RI 5eVian� ItV YRZel TXalit\ iV SreVXmaEl\ GXe tR 
intraSaraGiJmatiF analRJ\, FIr� 1$Sl ˈYϷVi cited above.16

*-, slv. á

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *mn¶ɶãi
‘minor’, slv. mИnjãi ˈmiši ˈmiši ˈmiše ˈmiši

csl. *mša
‘mass’, slv. máša, lat. missa ˈmiša ˈmiša ˈmiãϷ ˈmiša

csl. *oknɶFe
‘window (dim.)’, slv. ykϷnFe (n.a.) uˈkinFs oˈkinFs oˈkinFs

csl. *tVĢa
‘mother-in-law’, slv. tiãča ˈt́ãüa ˈt́ãüa ˈt́ãüϷ ˈt́ãüa

 15 Forms in 
�nɴ are Jeneral in :eVt SlaYiF �FeV�, FVE�, GVE�, SRl�, Vlk� ten, hsb. tón, pox. tІ) 
but in the oldest stages of Polish and Czech tet also occurred (Schuster-Šewc V: 1515). The 
extension of 
tɴ ZitK YariRXV meanV ZaV SrRYRkeG E\ tKe jRr YRFaliVatiRn, ZKiFK SXtV tKiV 
GeYelRSment Zell aIter tKe GiVVRlXtiRn RI &RmmRn SlaYiF� In RrGer tR reFRJnize a :eVt SlaYiF 

�nɴ in Resian, one would have to assume that contact with that language area was not lost 
E\ tKen�

 16 7KiV RI FRXrVe EeJV tKe TXeVtiRn aV tR tKe SKRnetiFal SrRFeVV E\ ZKiFK ˈϷ originated in the 
NApl.
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csl. *tnɴkɴ
‘thin’, slv. tinϷk�tnϷk�tϷnИk ˈt́nak ˈtinak ˈtinϷk ˈtinek

7Ke aFFenteG YRZel SrREaEl\ reIleFtV *- from the definite form csl. *tnɴkɴjɶ, like in slv. 
tinϷk.
pre3sg csl. 
Yɴzme
‘to take’, slv. vzáme ˈźms ˈzims ˈzims ˈzims

These six lexemes show the change *- ĺ ́ �ĺ i� tR Ee reJXlarl\ SreVent in 
all of Resian.

7Ke IRllRZinJ le[eme, KRZeYer, VKRZV tKiV reIle[ Rnl\ in tZR lRFal GialeFtV�

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *lJɴkɴ
‘light’, slv. liKϷk�laKИk ˈlϷKak ˈlehak ˈĺKϷk ˈĺek

O ̍ ĺKϷk, S ̍ ĺek FRXlG aJain KaYe Eeen inIlXenFeG E\ tKe GeIinite IRrm *lJɴkɴjɶ. 
:Kere S* ˈlϷKak Fan Ee FRmSareG tR tKe reJXlar la\er � reIle[, tKe RSen e in 
G ˈlehak iV FRmSletel\ Xne[SeFteG�

$ll RtKer atteVteG le[emeV FRnViVtentl\ FRntain la\er � reIle[eV, ZitK *niYa 
*a ĺ e in a nasal environment:

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. 
Eɴzti
‘to run about’ ˈEϷzat ˈbazat ˈEϷzϷt ˈEΩzet�ˈbezet

SaiG RI FKilGren Rr \RXnJ animalV, VlY� EΩziti EϷzИ ‘to cause nuisance’. In Resian the verb 
belongs to another conjugation, cfr. pre3sg SG, O, S ˈEϷås, G ˈEaås.
csl. *bzɶje
‘elder’, slv. EΩzjq ˈEϷzjs ˈEazjs (n.a.) (n.a.)

Also cfr. Brzje (top., Kranjska Gora). The local dialect of Kranjska Gora also has vês 
for slv. YИV �.liner 	 âkRIiF ������ BRtK tKeVe e[amSleV FRntain >ܭ�@ �âkRIiF, SerVRnal 
communication).
csl. *dnVnɴjɶ
µtRGa\¶V¶, VlY� danášnji ˈnϷãnji ˈnešnji ˈnϷãnje ˈnešnji

csl. *ednɴ nЖ GeVĊte
‘eleven’, slv. enájst ˈGϷnijVt ˈdenajst ˈGϷneVt ˈdenest

pre3sg csl. *låe
‘to lie’, slv. liåe ˈlϷås ˈlaås ˈlϷås ˈleås

pre3sg csl. *phne
‘to kick’, slv. páhne ‘to 
shove’

ˈSϷKns ˈSaKns ˈSϷKns ˈSens

7KiV YRFaliVm KaV Eeen analRJiFall\ FarrieG RYer in tKe iI� IRrmV, FIr� Sre�VJ FVl� 
SɶKetɶ, 
slv. SϷKИ�SKИ, but SG ˈSϷKa, G ˈpaha, O ˈSϷKϷ, S ˈpea.
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San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *pVɴjɶjɶ
‘canine’, slv. pásji ˈSϷVji ˈpasji ˈSϷVje ˈSΩVji�ˈpesji

csl. 
VɴmaVtÕկ ti
µtR VTXaVK, tR maVK¶, VlY� 
zmaVtƯti µtR VTXaVK Rr JrinG, 
eVSeFiall\ JraSeV¶

zˈmΩVtit zˈmestit zˈmΩVtet zˈmestit

Derived from csl. 
mɴVtɴ, a loan from lat. mustu(m) ‘must’ (Bezlaj II: 170).
csl. 
tɴknĘ֋ ti
‘marked’ ˈtϷknsn ˈtaknsn ˈtϷknϷn ˈteknsn

SaiG RI VRmeRne ZKR KaV a VSRt in tKe IaFe, FIr� VlY� �GRtiknjen�
FVl� 
XVɴ[nĘࡥ ti
‘to settle’ (n.a.) oˈsahnut (n.a.) ˈsenano

SaiG RI ZRRG Rr Ka\, FIr� VlY� usahníti/usáhniti µtR Gr\ RXt¶

The Stolvizza variant ˈϷ iV rare anG alZa\V aFFRmSanieG E\ a GRXElet ZitK ˈe: 
ˈEΩzet�ˈbezet, ˈSΩVji�ˈpesji.

SRme le[emeV SreVent et\mRlRJiFal GiIIiFXltieV, KRZeYer�

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. 
Sɴtti
‘to suffer’ ˈSϷtst ˈSatst ˈSϷtst ˈSetst

7entatiYel\ I SrRSRVe a K\EriG RI FVl� 
tɶrSti ‘to suffer’ and fur. patî id., cfr. pre3sg res. 
pat ˈï.
csl. 
YɴzSRmɶnˈti
‘to remind’ spoˈmϷnjat spoˈmenjat spoˈmϷnjϷt spoˈmenjet

7Ke FVl� IRrm Vet XS in tKiV FaVe ZRXlG Ee a K\EriG RI 
YɴzSRmɶnti and 
YɴzSRminˈti.
csl. 
SrČmɴknĘ֋ ti
‘soaking wet’ (n.a.) (n.a.) praˈmϷknϷn (n.a.)

Cfr. slv. premáknjen µVKiIteG¶� 7KiV le[eme, Rnl\ SreVent in 2VeaFFR,17 iV SrREaEl\ a K\EriG 
resulting from contact with 
SrČmRknen.

7KeVe tKen are ten Rr ma\Ee eYen tKirteen le[emeV tKat FRntraGiFt tKe aVVertiRn 
that ́ �ĺ i) is the basic reflex for *-.

 17 &KineVe ������ FRntainV tKe entr\ ³Sr\mlknsn inzXSSatR, IraGiFiR ,́ KRZeYer�
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$ TXite XnFlear FaVe iV�

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. 
XSaKnĘ֋ ti
‘to wither’ ˈSڦKnXt se ˈpahnut se ˈSϷKnXt se ˈpenot

Said of flowers, cfr. rus. pachnut ˈ ‘emit a pleasant odour’.

I Rnl\ SrRSRVe tKiV et\mRlRJ\ in RrGer tR VXEmit it IRr IXrtKer VFrXtin\� II tKe 
aFFenteG YRZel reall\ reIleFtV aFFenteG *a, it would not even belong in this 
overview, cfr. also *nnČ below.

*-, slv. 

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *dåćɶ
‘rain’, slv. då ˈGϷã ˈdaš ˈGϷã ˈdeš

csl. *ovVɴ
‘oats’, slv. yYϷV (n.a.) (n.a.) (n.a.) oˈves

csl. *pčɶ
‘well’, lat. puteu(m) ˈSϷč ˈSač ˈSϷč ˈSeč

I assume this to be a loan from Latin rather than from fur. pòz (Bezlaj III: 66), which 
ZRXlG KaYe \ielGeG S* **ˈS|č Gsg **poˈčڦ, cfr. fur. tròp = SG t ˈröp Gsg troˈSڦ ‘herd’.
csl. *pVɴ
‘dog’, slv. ps ˈSϷV ˈpas ˈSϷV ˈpes

csl. *vVɴ
‘all’, slv. vs ˈYϷV ˈvas ˈYϷV ˈves

csl. 
YɶGRYFɶ
‘widower’, slv. YGyYϷF odoˈYϷF odoˈvac vodoˈYϷF udoˈvec

InGiYiGXal GeYelRSmentV in tKe lRFal GialeFtV, ZKiFK are tR Ee IRXnG eVSeFiall\ 
in RriJinall\ VKRrt V\llaEleV, reVXlteG in tKe reJXlar FRrreVSRnGenFe RI reIle[eV 
SG Ϸ :: G a :: O Ϸ :: S e shown above.

As in Gniva ˈa ĺ ˈe obtains in the presence of a nasal consonant, eg. csl. 
*mti ĺ ˈmeti, tKe reJXlar FRrreVSRnGenFe ma\ EeFRme S* Ϸ :: G e :: O Ϸ :: S e:

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. 
GɶnVɶ
µtRGa\¶, VlY� GinΩV/(arc.) 
GϷns

ˈnϷV ˈnes ˈnϷV ˈnes

csl. *ednɴ
‘one’, slv. pGϷn ˈGϷn ˈden ˈGϷn ˈden
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San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *mnɶ
‘gudgeon’, slv. mϷnk ˈmϷnj ˈmenj ˈmϷnj ˈmenj

csl. *konFɶ
‘edge; end’, slv. kynϷF koˈnϷF koˈnec koˈnϷF koˈnec

csl. *lonFɶ
‘little pan’, slv. lynϷF loˈnϷF loˈnec loˈnϷF loˈnec

csl. *ovnɴ
‘ram’, slv. yYϷn (n.a.) (n.a.) oˈYϷn oˈven

The SLA material also has G ovè։ n, FiteG IrRm 2VeaFFR aV tKe eTXiYalent RI * ˈwübac.
csl. *pletenFɶ
‘basket’, slv. (reg.) SletpnϷF plataˈnϷF plataˈnec plataˈnϷF plataˈnec

csl. *snɴ
‘dream’, slv. sn ‘sleep’ ˈVϷn ˈsen ˈVϷn ˈsen

csl. 
YɴzSRmnɴ
‘souvenir’ spoˈmϷnj (n.a.) spoˈmϷnj spoˈmenj

$nRtKer VXEVtantiYe ZitKRXt knRZn mRGern SlaYiF SarallelV� It iV SrREaEl\ a GeYerEatiYe 
from csl. 
YɴzSRmɶnˈti above.
csl. *zelenFɶ
‘green lizard’, slv. zelpnϷF zaloˈnϷF zalaˈnec zalanˈnϷF zalaˈnec

In a few lexemes in several or all local dialects the reflex is ˈo:

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *kotlɴ
‘kettle’, slv. kytϷl koˈtϷl koˈtol koˈto koˈtol

csl. *ognˈɶ
‘fire’, slv. yJϷnj oˈginj oˈhonj oˈћRnj oˈonj

csl. *orlɴ
‘eagle’, slv. yrϷl oˈrϷl oˈrol oˈro oˈrel

csl. 
YɴtRrkɴ
µ7XeVGa\¶, VlY� tyrϷk taˈrok taˈrok taˈrok taˈrok

0RVtl\ FRnIineG tR tKe lRFal GialeFtV eaVt RI San *iRrJiR, tKe e[aFt FRnGitiRnV 
XnGer ZKiFK tKiV reIle[ aSSearV are \et tR Ee GeIineG� $Sart IrRm S* oˈginj, 
also aˈginj, these items will be ignored in the discussion.
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An unexpected reflex in San Giorgio and Stolvizza is found in:

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *nnČ  
‘now’ ˈnjڦn iˈnjen iˈnjϷn iˈnjΩn

Cfr. slv. (dial.) njan (Bezlaj II: 224 s.v. *ninje). SG ˈnjڦn VXJJeVtV an et\mRlRJiFal *-à here. 
That the Stolvizza reflex also goes back to *-à, when between nasal consonants, can be 
seen from pre1sg ˈmϷn ‘to have’, D ˈnϷn ‘we’ as opposed to spoˈmenj.

Discussion

$ltKRXJK a neat, Flear�FXt GiVtriEXtiRn rXle IRr tKe GiIIerent reIle[eV ZitKin la\er 
2 does not emerge, I think the best criterium is the nasal consonant environment. 
)iYe RXt RI VeYen itemV ZitK la\er � reIle[eV KaYe VXFK an enYirRnment �ˈmiši, 
ˈmiša, uˈkinFs, ˈtinak, ˈzims�, aJainVt IiYe RXt RI tKirteen itemV ZitK la\er � re-
flexes (ˈnϷãnji, ˈGϷnijVt, zˈmΩVtit, spoˈmϷnjat, praˈmϷknϷn). The nasal environment 
iV Flearl\ RYer�reSreVenteG in tKe la\er � JrRXS ZKile FRnVtitXtinJ a minRrit\ 
ZitKin tKe la\er � JrRXS�

3RVViEl\, analRJieV ma\ KaYe GilXteG tKe RriJinal GiVtriEXtiRn aFFRrGinJ tR tKiV 
criterium. For ˈt́ãüa, tKe FaVe IRr analRJ\ ZitK ˈt́Vt Fan eaVil\ Ee maGe,18 but 
for O ˈĺKϷk, S ˈĺek things become rather more complicated. Consider the triad:

San Giorgio Gniva Oseacco Stolvizza
csl. *lJɴkɴ ˈlϷKak ˈlehak ˈĺKϷk ˈĺek

csl. *tåɶkɴ ˈteåak ˈteåak ˈt́åϷk ˈt́åek
csl. *mkɴkɴ ˈmihak ˈmehak ˈmiKϷk ˈmiek

$V tKeVe aGjeFtiYeV are knRZn tR GiVSla\ aFFentXal GRXEletV in SlRYene, it iV 
KarG tR GraZ an\ Iirm FRnFlXViRn aERXt reJXlar SKRnetiFal GeYelRSmentV Kere� 
However, that apart from intraparadigmatic leveling of intonations also some 
kinG RI interSaraGiJmatiF leYelinJ aV tR YRZel TXalit\ mXVt KaYe taken SlaFe iV 
maGe eVSeFiall\ Flear E\ tKe IRrmV ZitK RSen e, G ˈlehak, SG, G ˈteåak and G 
ˈmehak, a YRZel TXalit\ IRr ZKiFK at SreVent nR SKRnetiFal e[SlanatiRn iV knRZn 
for Resian.19 :itKin tKiV ZeE RI relatiRnVKiSV, tKe YRFaliVm in 2 ˈĺKϷk, S ˈĺek 

 18 Thus also Pronk (2011: 13).
 19 3RVViEl\ 5iJler ������ ��� KaG * ˈteåak, ˈmehak in mind when he remarked that 
Ċ resulted in 

e ZKen ³VR Sriãli SRG akFent Sri SremikX FirkXmIlekVa SrRti začetkX ,́ an iGea tKe RtKer lRFal 
dialects do not confirm. An unexpected open e is also found in G ˈleZči ‘more beautiful’ and 
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neeGV nRt neFeVVaril\ Ee RI SKRnetiFal RriJin, EXt FRXlG jXVt aV Zell Ee GXe tR 
O ˈt́åϷk, S ˈt́åek.

7XrninJ tR IRrmV ZitK an Xne[SeFteG, EeFaXVe in a naVal enYirRnment, la\er 
3 reflex, ˈnϷãnji and ˈGϷnijVt are REYiRXV FanGiGateV IRr tKe analRJ\ aSSrRaFK, FIr� 
ˈnϷV and ˈGϷn. This would leave zˈmΩVtit, spoˈmϷnjat and praˈmϷknϷn aV annR\-
ing counterexamples, but it should be noted that there is not a single thematic 
YerE ZitK la\er � YRFaliVm, ZKereaV tKere are VeYeral ZitK la\er � YRFaliVm tKat 
must be of phonetical origin (ˈEϷås, ˈlϷås, ˈSϷKns, ˈtϷknsn, ˈsenano), so zˈmΩVtit, 
spoˈmϷnjat and praˈmϷknϷn ma\ KaYe Eeen analRJiFall\ inIlXenFeG E\ tKem�

:Ken Ze nRZ FRnFentrate Rn tKRVe itemV tKat GR nRt Iall XnGer tKe VXVSiFiRn 
RI EeinJ GXe tR analRJ\ tKe SiFtXre EeFRmeV Flear� a la\er � YRZel VKRXlG Ee 
regarded as the regular reflex of *-, ZKereaV a la\er � YRZel iV FRnGitiRnal 
XSRn a naVal enYirRnment� 7KiV raiVeV tKe TXeVtiRn RI KRZ tR interSret tKe IaFt 
tKat in 5eVian, la\er � anG la\er � KaYe tKe Vame EaViF SKRnetiFal reIle[� 7Ke 
two possibilities are:
a� la\er � VFKZa eVFaSeG lenJtKeninJ, aV imSlieG E\ 5amRYã ������, 9ermeer 

������, âekli ����� �triV\llaEiF IRrmV�� anG 3rRnk �������
E� la\er � VFKZa ZaV lenJtKeneG, like in tKe YieZ RI /RJar ������, 9ermeer 

�����a� anG âekli ������ ���� �EiV\llaEiF IRrmV��, EXt ZitKRXt IXVinJ ZitK 
la\er � VFKZa�

7R eYalXate SRVViEilit\ a�, FRnViGer tKe la\er � itemV ZitK a naVal FRnVRnant 
environment: ˈnϷV, ˈGϷn, koˈnϷF etc., ˈmϷnj, oˈYϷn and ˈVϷn. There is no sign of 
raising here, so this environment had no effect on short-stressed schwa in final 
V\llaEleV� S* oˈginj/ aˈginj iV tKe Rnl\ lRFall\ reVtriFteG FRXntere[amSle aJainVt 
this assertion and therefore I assume this development to be of a later date. 
BeViGeV, a IRllRZinJ naVal FRnVRnant Jenerall\ GReV nRt triJJer raiVinJ in San 
Giorgio, so a different process must have been at work here. Raising also affected 

Ċ and 
І ĺ e and o, anG, JRinJ E\ tKe FRntraVt EetZeen $ mˈle ĸ 
mnĊճ  and I 
ˈmlu ĸ 
mnІյ  ‘I’, cfr. also ˈnji ĸ 
njĊ̗ µKer¶, Rnl\ aIIeFteG lRnJ�VtreVVeG YRZelV� 
Furthermore, loans from Friulian and German show the alternation that one 
e[SeFtV tR Ee triJJereG E\ tKe GiIIerent treatment RI lRnJ YV� VKRrt 
Ċ and 
І: G 
taˈrenj Gsg taˈrinja ‘meadow’ = fur. tarein, G šˈtont Gsg šˈtunta ‘market-stall’ = 

in VRme YerEV RI tKe t\Se S*, * ˈkleknut ‘to kneel’, SG, G, O ˈpoknut ‘to explode’. How-
eYer, aV tKiV iV nRt a Jeneral 5eVian SKenRmenRn, it FannRt Ee Yer\ KelSIXl in FlariI\inJ tKe 
regular development of stressed non-final schwa. In verbs ending in -nut, the presence of 
YRZel TXalitieV t\SiFall\ IRXnG in Iinal SreYiRXVl\ VKRrt�VtreVVeG V\llaEleV, eJ� S* ˈSϷknXt 
‘to sting’, SG, G sˈtopnut ‘to step’, SG ˈkڦSnXt ‘to drip’, resulting in alternations with the 
root vowels in SG ˈpïkat, sˈt͕Sat, ˈkapat, ma\ aFtXall\ Ee GXe tR interSaraGiJmatiF analRJ\ 
to SG ˈSϷKns, ˈtϷknsn etc.
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bar. štont. Therefore, the raising in ˈmiši, ˈmiša, uˈkinFs, ˈtinak, ˈzims must have 
KaSSeneG XnGer lenJtK anG SrRYeV tKat la\er � VFKZa ZaV lenJtKeneG, jXVt like 
all other non-final vowels.

$V tR SRVViEilit\ E�, tKiV KaV tKeRretiFall\ Eeen IRreVeen E\ 5iJler ������ ����

BlizX čaVa VSlRãneJa Galjãanja nezaGnjiK kratkR SRXGarjeniK zlRJRY na VeYerX je treEa VtaYiti 
tudi razvoj dolgega Ϸ v a ali e. Ker imajo tudi v severnih dialektih za v nezadnjih zlogih 
pozneje podaljšani kratko poudarjeni Ϸ iVti reIlekV kRt za åe Srej GRlJi �FirkXmIlektirani�, je 
treEa ta razYRj VtaYiti najErå ãele Y čaV SR SRGaljãanjX nezaGnjiK kratkR SRXGarjeniK zlRJRY 
na VeYerX� 7XGi če Ei Ve  ĺ e։  razvil še pred podaljšanjem akuta in bi ga potem akutirani Ϸ 
Y razYRjX Xjel, Ei Ve tR ne mRJlR zJRGiti GRVti Srej, ker Ei ViFer JRtRYR GREili kje GrXJačnR 
kvaliteto za enega in drugega.

7KiV iV tR Va\ tKat in SlRYene Jenerall\ la\er � VFKZa KaV tKe Vame reIle[ aV la\er 
� VFKZa EeFaXVe la\er � KaG alreaG\ Eeen lenJtKeneG ZKen tKe lRZerinJ RI lRnJ 

Ϸ in a or e occurred. An inverse order, first lowering and then lengthening, 
ZRXlG KaYe reVXlteG in GiIIerent YRZel TXalitieV IRr la\er � anG la\er � VFKZa� 
$FtXall\, tKat iV tKe VitXatiRn Ze KaYe at KanG in 5eVia�20 This conclusion has 
VeYeral imSliFatiRnV IRr VXFK TXeVtiRnV aV tKe reFRnVtrXFtiRn RI tKe KiVtRriFal 
GeYelRSment RI tKe 5eVian YRZel V\Vtem, itV relatiRn tR ziljsko and the status of 
the progressive circumflex.

7R Vtart ZitK tKe &RmmRn =iljVkR�5ezijanVkR YRZel V\Vtem, tKe lRZerinJ RI 
long Ϸ ĺ e was still carried out in common, with the difference that the items 
containing a long Ϸ in 5eVian Rnl\ FRmSriVeG tKRVe ZitK *, because the items 
with *- Zere Vtill VKRrt at tKat SRint� /enJKteninJ KaG alreaG\ RSerateG in ziljsko 
ZKen lRZerinJ RFFXrreG, EXt IaileG tR SrRSaJate in timel\ IaVKiRn tR 5eVian, 
i.e. the lowering isogloss preceded the lengthening isogloss in its expansion to 
Resian. Hence the contrast:

�la\er �� zilj� GМn, mМK;21 res. 
GМn, 
mМK ĺ ˈdin, ˈmih 
�la\er �� zilj� *péhniti, *pésji ĺ pèhnti, pèsji; res. *ˈSϷKnXt, *ˈSϷVji ĺ * ˈpahnut, ˈpasji

7Ke TXeVtiRn nRZ ariVeV KRZ tKiV GiVFreSanF\ in tKe timinJ RI tKe tZR FKanJeV 
came about. In contrast to the lowering change the focal point of the lengthening 
FKanJe la\ RXtViGe tKe 1RrtKern SlRYene GialeFtV� 7Ke :eVtern anG SRXtKern 
SlRYene GialeFtV FarrieG it RXt relatiYel\ earl\ anG IrRm tKere it VSreaG tR tKe 
1RrtKern GialeFtV, in tKe FaVe RI tKe 1RrtK�:eVt SrREaEl\ E\ Za\ RI tKe .ranjVka 
*Rra�5ateče FRntaFt zRne EetZeen gorenjsko and koroško. From there it fanned 

 20 Šekli (2018: 310) does not seem to accept this line of reasoning, as he sees lowering of * in 
the North as a separate event preceding lowering of lengthened *- E\ aERXt tZR FentXrieV, 
although the two vowels still fused in e.

 21 The source for all ziljsko examples is Pronk (2009).
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out to ziljsko in 9al &anale anG tKe *ail Yalle\ anG Iinall\ tR 5eVia� :itKin tKiV 
VFenariR, lenJtKeninJ RI nRn�Iinal V\llaEleV Fan Vtill tR Ee Veen aV a GeYelRSment 
falling within the Common Ziljsko-Rezijansko period (Vermeer 1987a: 252) that 
mXVt KaYe FRme tR an enG GXrinJ tKe ��tK FentXr\ �SteenZijk ����� ��, IRRtnRte 
28). As in a nasal environment *- still managed to fuse with *, lengthening 
reaFKeG 5eVian at a relatiYel\ VKRrt temSRral GiVtanFe aIter lRZerinJ�22 Although 
a Common Ziljsko-Rezijansko change then, the different outcomes in the case 
of *- alVR mark tKe GemiVe RI tKat FRmmRn YRZel V\Vtem� 

7Ke relatiYel\ late lenJtKeninJ in tKe 1RrtK iV Jenerall\ GeGXFeG IrRm tKe 
IaFt tKat la\er � 
Č, *e and *o GiG nRt IXVe ZitK la\er � 
Č, *e and *o, eg.:

�la\er �� zilj� lРϷV, lРϷG, EЬϷJ :: res. 
lРϷV, 
lРϷG, 
EЬϷJ ĺ S* ˈlis, ˈlit, ˈbuk 
�la\er �� zilj� lto, sdn, sn :: res. *ˈlto, *sGϷn, *VϷn ĺ ˈlstX, ˈVsGan, ˈösan

InVteaG, in 5eVian la\er � 
Č, *e and *o IXVeG ZitK la\er � 
Č, *e and *o:

�la\er �� reV� ˈGst, zaˈlsn, ˈkönj

7R tKiV VerieV RI reIle[eV teVtiI\inJ tR relatiYel\ late lenJtKeninJ in tKe 1RrtK, 
in 5eVia la\er � anG � VFKZa Fan nRZ Ee aGGeG� 2r ratKer, ³aJain Ee aGGeG ,́ 
EeFaXVe 5amRYã ������ ���� KaG alreaG\ maGe tKiV eTXatiRn, FIr�

« ker tX SRjaY VXE 9� >ie� earl\ lenJtKeninJ in nRn�Iinal V\llaEleV@ ni naVtRSil� zatR tXGi� 
lЖåate, nsy kakor strœճ ha…

5eVian tXrnV RXt tR KaYe Eeen tKe laVt GialeFt ZitKin tKe 1RrtKern JrRXS tR Farr\ 
out this change. Seen in this context the fusion of *- and *- is a natural state 
of affairs.

The phonetic characteristics of the vowel resulting from this fusion were 
low, because in an environment with a nasal consonant fusion with 
Ċ, * 
ĺ e occurred,23 unrounded, because the  ĺ v FKanJe FRnGitiRneG E\ a 
following unrounded vowel was carried out also before this vowel, eg. G 

 22 7KiV aVVXmStiRn EXilGV XSRn 5iJler¶V ������ ��� ³Ve tR ne mRJlR zJRGiti GRVti Srej ,́ IrRm tKe 
FRmSlete TXRte aERYe�

 23 $nG nRt in eYer\ enYirRnment, aV 5amRYã ������ ��� imSlieV, FIr� in VKRrt�VtreVVeG Iinal 
V\llaEleV S*, *, 2, S ˈzet ‘son-in-law’, SG ˈået µtR reaS¶� In SretRniF V\llaEleV tKe reIle[ RI 

Ċ iV VXEjeFt tR reJreVViYe YRZel aVVimilatiRn �³9RkalKarmRnie´�, ZKereaV tKe reIle[ RI 
Ϸ 
is not, eg. SG zgliˈdüat, G zliˈdüat ‘to count’ vs. SG, G zaˈmüat µtR take¶� 2nl\ in FlRVeG 
XnVtreVVeG Iinal V\llaEleV IXViRn RFFXrreG, eJ� S*, * ˈGsYat, O ˈGsYϷt, S ˈGsYet ‘nine’ and SG 
ˈdelavac, G ˈGslRYaF, O ˈGslaYϷF, S ˈGslaYeF ‘worker’.
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ˈvas, odoˈvac,24 and of course central, because it fused with *- in all other 
enYirRnmentV� 7Ke raiVinJ tR ma[imall\ KiJK i of the product of the condi-
tional fusion of 
Ċ,  and *- ĺ e, eg. res. ˈnit ‘to light’, ˈdin, ˈmiši, is of a 
later Gate, aV in San *iRrJiR it KaV Eeen FarrieG RXt XnGer VliJKtl\ GiIIerent 
conditions, cfr. SG ˈǴn.25

In IPA terms the product of the fusion of *- and *- is best represented as 
ࡇܭ< �@ in nRn�Iinal anG aV >ࡇܭ @ in Iinal V\llaEleV, a FentraliVeG YRZel ZitK reVSeFt tR 
the open e that resulted from denasalized 
Ċ� In SreVent�Ga\ 5eVian tKe StRlYizza 
lRFal GialeFt VeemV tR KaYe SreVerYeG tKiV SKRne, aV it iV tKe SKRnetiF realit\ 
EeKinG tKe SKRneme ۑ�� in tKe IRrmV ˈEϷzet, ˈSϷVji; ˈmϷra, ˈSϷrYi; ˈmϷã, ˈnϷt. In 
tKe IirVt VXEJrRXS �XnVSeFiIiF nRn�Iinal V\llaEleV� Ϸ KaV Eeen almRVt FRmSletel\ 
VXEVtitXteG E\ e, hence the occasional doublets ˈEϷzet�ˈbezet, ˈSϷVji�ˈpesji� :itK 
innRYatinJ VSeakerV, tKiV SrRFeVV nRZ alVR Fan Ee REVerYeG in tKe VeFRnG �V\l-
laEleV ZitK taXtRV\llaEiF r, eg. ˈpertine� anG tKirG VXEJrRXS �FlRVeG Iinal V\llaEleV 
with *-ì, eg. banaˈden).

:itK tKiV SKRneme ࡇܭ� �, a VliJKtl\ mRGiIieG reFRnVtrXFtiRn RI tKe KiVtRriFal 
GeYelRSment RI tKe 5eVian YRZel V\Vtem aV SrRSRVeG E\ 9ermeer �����a� ����� 
Fan Ee maGe� $Iter it KaG mRYeG IrRm itV Fentral tR a lRZ SRVitiRn, ࡇܭ� / was at first 
tKe Rnl\ FentraliVeG YRZel in tKe V\Vtem�26 7Ken it ZaV jRineG E\ FentraliVeG �w� 
anG ���, aV tKe\ aVVXmeG tKe Vame GiVtinFtiYe trait tKat GiVtinJXiVKeG ࡇܭ� � IrRm ܭ��, 
ie. centralisation, in order to avoid fusion with the new /i/ and /u/ arising from 
the monophtongization in 
liϷV, 
EXϷJ etc. Because the fusion of *- and 
Ċ, * 
in naVal enYirRnment iV a Jeneral 5eVian SKenRmenRn, tKe reVXltinJ VXEV\Vtem 
FRmSriVinJ tKree FentraliVeG YRZelV ma[imall\ eTXiGiVtant IrRm eaFK RtKer ZaV 
likewise a general Resian trait:

�� &RmmRn 5eVian $, FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem

w ü

ࡇܭ

 24 In contrast to ziljsko, ZKere tKe Vimilarl\ FRnGitiRneG  ĺ ΰ change did not operate on zilj. 
ws µall� eYer\tKinJ¶, anRtKer ViJn RI tKe GiVinteJratiRn RI tKe &RmmRn =iljVkR�5ezijanVkR 
dialect unit.

 25 Cfr. the German loan SG koˈĺnGrin, G kuˈlindrin = deu. kolender, not older than the 15th 
FentXr\ �:eiJanG ����� �����

 26 9ermeer ������ ���� e[SliFitl\ mentiRnV tKe SRVViEilit\ tKat Ϸ “può esser stato un membro 
eIIettiYR Gel ViVtema Gelle YRFali VFXre, Ser eVemSiR, l¶eTXiYalente VFXrR Gi a�́  7Ke GiIIer-
ence in our approaches lies in the determination of the starting point of the formation of the 
FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem, ZKiFK Ke VeeV in tKe reGXnGant IrRnteGneVV RI *u (Vermeer 1993: 123).
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Then, when denasalized 
Ċ and 
І ĺ e and o aFTXireG a mRre FlRVeG realiVa-
tion, the closed reflexes of 
Č, *e, *o alVR reVRrteG tR FentraliVatiRn, anG, E\ 
RFFXS\inJ tKe RSen VSaFe leIt in tKe FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem, EeFame �s� anG �|�� 
Now a vowel triangle consisting of centralised vowels emerged, characterised 
E\ tKree GeJreeV RS RSenneVV, KiJK, miG anG lRZ, anG SairV RI IrRnteG YV� EaFk 
vowels in the more closed ranges:

�� &RmmRn 5eVian B, FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem

w ü
s ö

ࡇܭ

7Ke KiJK TXalit\ IRr tKe SreVent San *iRrJiR reIle[, >଎ࡇ  ie� Flearl\ KiJKer ,@ۑ࡛ ± 
tKan >ۑ@, iV RI a later Gate, aV e[amSleV like S* spoˈmϷnjat, plataˈnϷF VKRZ� :Ken 
reJreVViYe YRZel KarmRn\ Vet in, tKe San *iRrJiR reIle[ IRr *- and *- was 
Vtill SKRnetiFall\ lRZ, FIr� S* kuˈnjϷü µIRal¶ ĸ 
kRnjuü, SG plisˈtϷt µtR knit¶ĸ 
*plestì-t� $t leaVt at tKiV SRint ࡇܭ� � alVR FRmSriVeG tKe YRZel VeJment RI V\llaEiF 
*, cfr. SG čaˈtϷrtak µ7KXrVGa\¶ ĸ 
čettϷk.

7Ke VeFRnGar\ raiVinJ RI ࡇܭ� � tR �଎ࡇ / in San Giorgio must have occurred after 
tKe IRrmatiRn RI tKe &RmmRn 5eVian B VXEV\Vtem� 7KiV iV imSlieG E\ 9er-
meer¶V ������ ���� reFRnVtrXFtiRn RI �s� anG �|� in XnVtreVVeG V\llaEleV aV Zell, 
res. 
Ssčsˈna, 
zslsˈnϷF, which amounts to a phonological interpretation of the 
moderna vokalna redukcija that in Resian set off the regressive vowel assimila-
tiRn �5amRYã ����� ���±����� 7Ke VeFRnGar\ raiVinJ RI ࡇܭ� / in San Giorgio was 
SrREaEl\ SrRYRkeG E\ tKe earlier lRVV RI GiVtinFtiYe lenJtK in tKat YillaJe ZitK 
respect to the other localities (Vermeer 1993: 135), that out of *-à had produced 
a riYal IRr tKe SRVitiRn RI tKe lRZ FentraliVeG YRZel, �ঀ�� 3KRnetiFall\ �s� anG �|� 
Zere Vtill Flearl\ IrRnteG reVS� EaFk ZKen tKiV KaSSeneG�

�� San *iRrJiR 5eVian, FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem

w ଎ࡇ ü
s ö

ঀ

In tKiV YieZ, ࡇܭ� / was the nucleus that introduced the distinctive trait of centralisa-
tiRn in tKe YRZel V\Vtem, arRXnG ZKiFK a ZKRle VXEV\Vtem RI FentraliVeG YRZelV 
ZaV eYentXall\ FRnVtrXFteG� $nRtKer FKaraFteriVtiF RI tKiV VXEV\Vtem ZaV tKe 



93

Han Steenwijk, 7Ke 5eVian reÀe[ IRr SlRYene VtreVVeG nRn�¿nal VFKZa anG VRme relateG iVVXeV

reGXFeG GiVtinFtiYe lRaG RI YRZel lenJtK� �w� anG ��� Zere aXtRmatiFall\ lRnJ anG 
ZitK �s�, �|� anG ࡇܭ� � lenJtK ZaV in FRmSlementar\ GiVtriEXtiRn, lRnJ in nRn�Iinal 
anG VKRrt in Iinal V\llaEleV� :itKRXt SrRSRVinJ tR mRGiI\ tKe SrRFeVV E\ ZKiFK 
GiVtinFtiYe lenJtK ZaV eYentXall\ lRVt in 5eVian, I Vtill ZRXlG maintain tKat lenJtK 
KaG alreaG\ lRVt itV SKRnemiF ViJniIiFanFe in tKe FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem aV tKiV 
SrRFeVV VtarteG tR XnIRlG� $V alreaG\ nRteG E\ 5iJler ������ ���, SKRnetiFall\ 
the centralised vowels are shorter than the non-centralised ones.

$V tKe SairV �w� anG ��� �e[FeSt in San *iRrJiR� anG �s� anG �|� EeFame eYen 
more centralised, instead of fronted vs. back, unrounded vs. rounded became the 
GiVtinFtiYe trait IRr tKeVe SairV� 8nGer VXFK FirFXmVtanFeV ࡇܭ� / was left without a 
Sartner ZitK ZKiFK tR enter in tKiV kinG RI RSSRVitiRn anG tKat SrREaEl\ VtarteG 
RII tKe YariRXV IXViRnV ZitK YRZelV EelRnJinJ tR tKe nRn�FentraliVeG V\Vtem in 
tKe lRFal GialeFtV� /ike alreaG\ GiVFXVVeG aERYe, it IXVeG ZitK *-ì in San Giorgio, 
EXt eaVt RI tKat YillaJe it FRXlG nRZ Rnl\ IXVe ZitK a lRZ YRZel, aV tKe eVFaSe 
rRXte in EetZeen �s� anG �|� KaG E\ nRZ Eeen ElRFkeG, anG tKereIRre Ze Jet 
fusion with *-à� *niYa �ĺ a�, 2VeaFFR �ĺ Ϸ� anG StRlYizza �ĺ e). In the latter 
YillaJe, tKiV KaSSeneG Rnl\ in FlRVeG V\llaEleV� $ traFe RI tKe realiVatiRn RI ࡇܭ� / 
iV Kere SreVerYeG in tKe SRVitiRnall\ FRnGitiRneG RXtFRme RI tKiV IXViRn in tKe 
forms ˈmϷn ĸ 
imИm, ˈnϷn ĸ *nàm.27 

7Ke FentraliVeG VXEV\Vtem KaG nRZ EeFRme VTXare anG tKat iV Vtill tKe SreVent 
VitXatiRn ZitK tKe RlGer JeneratiRn RI VSeakerV, ERrn EeIRre ����� :itK \RXnJer 
speakers the two pairs are now merging in a single vowel each, opposed between 
tKemVelYeV aV KiJK YV� miG, aV Fan Ee Veen E\ Zritten IRrmV like 2 �zY�zGl!, 
�SRãl�ãlt! YV� �rsče!, �ZsGl! �&KineVe ������28

1RZ tKat ࡇܭ� � KaV Eeen Iirml\ eVtaEliVKeG aV a IaFtRr in tKe KiVtRriFal GeYelRSment 
RI tKe 5eVian YRZel V\Vtem, tKiV inViJKt Fan Ee SXt tR ZRrk ZKen interSretinJ itV 
non-final occurrence in the forms SG adv ˈlϷKkX, NApl ˈYϷVi, Asg ˈGϷVkR cited in 
the introduction.29 $V 3rRnk ������ ��� alreaG\ VXSSRVeG, tKeVe IRrmV Fan Ee e[-
SlaineG E\ aVVXminJ tKat tKe\ JR EaFk tR a VKRrt�VtreVVeG VFKZa �tKat ZaV VXEjeFt 
tR lenJtKeninJ in nRn�Iinal V\llaEleV, Ze Fan nRZ aGG�� In RtKer ZRrGV, tKeVe IRrmV 
do not constitute compelling evidence that the schwa must have been unstressed 
during a certain historical period as a result of stress having been shifted to the 
IRllRZinJ V\llaEle, tKe VR�FalleG SrRJreVViYe FirFXmIle[� InVteaG, tKeir VtreVVeG 

 27 Logar (1972: 6–7), treating the distribution of these reflexes in the various local dialects, 
e[SlainV Xne[SeFteG atteVtatiRnV aV tKe FRnVeTXenFe RI GialeFt mi[tXre� I FannRt FRnIirm tKeVe 
observations: in unmarked speech the informants do not mix their dialects. In interviews, 
ZKen XnGer SreVVXre, tKiV ma\ RFFaViRnall\ KaSSen�

 28 2I FRXrVe, in San *iRrJiR Rnl\ merJinJ RI �s� anG �|� RFFXrV�
 29 3erVRnall\, I ZRXlG leaYe RXt ˈlϷKkX for the reasons explained above.
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YRZel TXalit\ makeV tKem Vimilar tR e[amSleV like ̍ VsnX, Gsg ̍ lsVa, ̍böga in being 
indifferent as to the presence or absence of the progressive circumflex.

$t tKiV SRint I GR nRt intenG tR JiYe a neZ tZiVt tR tKe FentXr\�RlG GiVFXVViRn 
on the status of the progressive circumflex in Resian, but I would like to draw 
attentiRn tR tKe IaFt tKat tKe TXeVtiRn iV in nR Za\ VettleG tKen�30

Conclusion

7KankV tR KiV e[FeStiRnal attentiRn IRr Getail, 5amRYã ZaV aEle tR FRrreFtl\ 
observe the state of affairs obtaining in Resian and propose a realistic phonetic 
reconstruction for the product of the fusion of *- and *-. After him, Rigler’s 
EalanFeG aSSliFatiRn RI tKe VtrXFtXraliVtiF IrameZRrk tR KiVtRriFal SKRnRlRJ\ 
enabled him to hit upon the explanation of this situation, without even realising 
tKat VXFK a VitXatiRn aFtXall\ e[iVteG� 7RJetKer tKe\ KaYe VKRZn tKat an inFlXViYe 
and unprejudiced approach is to be preferred if one intends to arrive at durable 
results. Although the development of Slovene stressed non-final schwa in Resian 
aV GelineateG aERYe iV ratKer XniTXe, it Vtill IitV in niFel\ ZitK tKe FRnFlXViRnV 
alreaG\ arriYeG at E\ internal reFRnVtrXFtiRn anG E\ SlRYene GialeFt JeRJraSK\�

Abbreviations

A = accusative
adv. = adverb
Asg = accusative singular
bar. = Bavarian
ces. = Czech
csb. = Kashubian
csl. = Common Slavic
čak�   ýakaYian
D = dative
deu. = German
dim. = diminutive
dsb. = Lower Sorbian
fur. = Friulian

 30 $V lRnJ aV tKe FaVeV RI tKe t\Se /S ˈna VS|Yst, S ˈpöwadenj GR nRt reFeiYe a VatiVI\inJ SKR-
netical explanation, the historical presence of the progressive circumflex is hard to prove, 
cfr. Rigler (1972: 122); Stankiewicz (1984–1985: 723); Vermeer (1987b: 291–292).
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G = Gniva/Njiva
Gpl = genitive plural
Gsg = genitive singular
hrv. = Croatian
hsb. = Upper Sorbian
I = instrumental
if. = imperfective
IPA = International Phonetic Alphabet
lat. = Latin
Lp = Lipovaz/Lipavac
n.a. = not attested
NApl = nominative/accusative plural
O = Oseacco/Osojane
OLA = 2EãčeVlaYjanVkij linJYiVtičeVkij atlaV
pol. = Polish
pox. = Polabian
pre1sg = present tense 1st person singular
pre3sg = present tense 3rd person singular
res. = Resian/rezijansko
S = Stolvizza/Solbica
SG = San Giorgio/V Bili
SLA = SlRYenVki linJYiVtični atlaV
slk. = Slovak
slv. = Slovene
tRS�   tRSRn\m
zilj. = ziljsko
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Zusammenfassung 
'(5 5()/(; '(S S/2:(1IS&+(1 $.=(178I(57(1 S&+:$ I1 1I&+7�
/(7=7(5 SI/B( I0 5(SI$1IS&+(1 81' (I1I*( 9(5:$1'7( )5$*(1

:lKrenG reJXllre reVianiVFKe 5eIle[e GeV VlRZeniVFKen XrVSr�nJliFK lanJen XnG aXI (inVilEer 
EeVFKrlnkten SFKZa �*) und des slowenischen kurzakzentuierten Schwa (*-) bisher eindeutig 
EeVtimmt ZXrGen, EeVteKt Eez�JliFK GeV reJXllren 5eIle[eV GeV VlRZeniVFKen akzentXierten 
Schwa in nicht-letzter Silbe (*-) weiterhin Unsicherheit. Dies hatte negative Auswirkungen 
auf die Diskussion über die historische Phonetik des Resianischen, insbesondere bezüglich 
der Rekonstruktion der historischen Entwicklung seines Vokalbestandes und der Position des 
progressiven Zirkumflexes in diesem Dialekt. Beispiele für Reflexe sind:
1. *: gsl. *tVtɶ ĺ VlY� tИVt, res. ˈt́Vt;
2a. *-: gsl. *tVĢa ĺ VlY� tiãča; res. ˈt́ãüa;
2b. *-: pre3sg gsl. *låe ĺ VlY� liåe; res. SG ˈlϷås, G ˈlaås, O ˈlϷås, S ˈleås;
3. *-: gsl. *pVɴ ĺ VlY� ps, res. SG ˈSϷV, G ˈpas, O ˈSϷV, S ˈpes.

:ie erViFKtliFK, VinG Gie 5eIle[e I�r *- in einiJen )lllen mit Gen 5eIle[en I�r * (2a. ˈt́ãüa, 
vgl. ˈt́Vt� iGentiVFK, ZlKrenG Vie in anGeren )lllen mit Gen 5eIle[en I�r *- (2b. SG ˈlϷås 
usw., vgl. SG ˈSϷV XVZ�� �EereinVtimmen� :ir VFKlaJen YRr, Gen letztJenannten 5eIle[ alV 
reJXllr zX EezeiFKnen, Ga er GXrFK Gie VSlte 9erllnJerXnJ YRn *- verursacht wurde. Dies 
stellt eine Parallele zu den resianischen Reflexen für 
Č̖ -, *è- und *ò- dar, welche mit 
�Č̖ , 
*-è, *-ò zusammenfielen und zu s, ö ZXrGen� 'ie /aXtentZiFklXnJ ZirG VRmit mit Ger VSlten 
9erllnJerXnJ IRlJenGer 9Rkale in 9erEinGXnJ JeVetzt�
1. 
Čթ , 
Ɲ, 
ǀ: ksl. *lVɴ, *lКGɴ, *EТJɴ ĺ VlY� ls, ld, bg, res. ˈlis, ˈlit, ˈbuk;
2. 
Č̖ -, *è-, *ò-: ksl. *lto, *VqGmɶ, *zVmɶ ĺ VlY� lto, sdem, sem, res. ˈlstX, ˈVsGan, ˈösan;
3. 
�Č̖ , *-è, *-ò: ksl. *dGɴ, *zelqnɴ, *kònˈɶ ĺ VlY� dèd, zelèn, kònj, res. ˈGst, zaˈlsn, ˈkönj

Obgleich diese Entwicklung eine Ausnahme unter den slowenischen Dialekten darstellt, 
fügt sie sich dennoch gut in die Ergebnisse der bisherigen internen Rekonstruktion und der 
geografischen Dialektologie ein. Zum Zeitpunkt des nordslowenischen Absenkens und Fron-
tierens von langem *Ϸ Zar eV im *ailtal EereitV zX einer 9erllnJerXnJ JekRmmen� )RlJliFK 
reflektierten sich die Absenkung und das Frontieren vom langen 
Ϸ in * und *- (Gailtal mМK, 
pèhnti�� In 5eVia erIRlJte Gie 9erllnJerXnJ jeGRFK erVt VSlter, XnG VRmit EetraI GaV $EVenken 
und Frontieren des langen 
Ϸ nXr Gie 9erlnGerXnJ YRn 
Ϸթ  (res. 
mМK ĺ ˈmih; G ˈpahnut).



98

Akademik Fran Ramovš | Razprave 29

Povzetek 
5(=I-$1S.I 2'5$= S/29(1S.(*$ 1$*/$â(1(*$ 1(.21ý1(*$ 
POLGLASNIKA IN NEKATERE S TEM POVEZANE ZADEVE

Medtem ko sta bila regularna rezijanska odraza slovenskega izvorno dolgega polglasnika (*), 
Rmejena na enRzlRånike, in VlRYenVkeJa kratkRnaJlaãeneJa SRlJlaVnika �*-), nedvoumno 
GRlRčena, REVtaja neJRtRYRVt JleGe reJXlarneJa RGraza VlRYenVkeJa naJlaãeneJa nekRnčneJa 
polglasnika (*-). Takšno stanje je imelo negativen vpliv na razprave o rezijanskem zgodo-
vinskem glasoslovju, predvsem o rekonstrukciji zgodovinskega razvoja njegovega samogla-
VniãkeJa VeVtaYa in R VtatXVX SrRJreViYneJa FirkXmIlekVa Y tem narečjX� =JleGi RGrazRY VR�
1. *: csl. *tVtɶ ĺ VlY� tИVt, res. ˈt́Vt; 
2a. *-: csl. *tVĢa ĺ VlY� tiãča; res. ˈt́ãüa;
2b. *-: pre3sg csl. *låe ĺ VlY� liåe; res. SG ˈlϷås, G ˈlaås, O ˈlϷås, S ˈleås;
3. *-: csl. *pVɴ ĺ VlY� ps, res. SG ˈSϷV, G ˈpas, O ˈSϷV, S ˈpes.

Kakor je razvidno, so odrazi za *- v nekaterih primerih enaki odrazom za * (2a. ˈt́ãüa, 
cfr. ˈt́Vt), medtem ko so v drugih primerih enaki odrazom za *- (2b. SG ˈlϷås etc., cfr. SG 
ˈSϷV, itG��� 3reGlaJa Ve GRlRčiteY zaGnjeJa RGraza kRt reJXlarneJa, SRYzrRčeneJa z zakaVne-
lim podalšanjem *-. To bi bilo vzporedno z rezijanskimi odrazi za 
Č̖ -, *è- in *ò-, ki so 
Ve izenačili z 
�Č̖ , *-è, *-ò in postali s, ö, razvoj, ki je postavljen v povezavi z zakasnelim 
podaljšanjem teh samoglasnikov:
1. 
Čթ , 
Ɲ, 
ǀ: csl. *lVɴ, *lКGɴ, *EТJɴ ĺ VlY� ls, ld, bg, res. ˈlis, ˈlit, ˈbuk;
2. 
Č̖ -, *è-, *ò-: csl. *lto, *VqGmɶ, *zVmɶ ĺ VlY� lto, sdem, sem, res. ˈlstX, ˈVsGan, ˈösan;
3. 
�Č̖ , *-è, *-ò: csl. *dGɴ, *zelqnɴ, *kònˈɶ ĺ VlY� dèd, zelèn, kònj, res. ˈGst, zaˈlsn, ˈkönj

ýeSraY takãen razYRj *- SreGVtaYlja izjemR meG VlRYenVkimi narečji, Ve YVeenR leSR YklXčXje 
Y XJRtRYitYe, ki VR åe Eile GRVeåene Y RkYirX nRtranje rekRnVtrXkFije in zemljeSiVne Giale-
kRlRJije� .R Ve je zJRGilR VeYernRVlRYenVkR zniåanje in VSreGnjenje GRlJeJa 
Ϸ, v Zilji se je 
åe XreVničilR SRGaljãanje in zaraGi teJa Vta zniåanje in VSreGnjenje GRlJeJa 
Ϸ zavzemala 
* tako kot *- (zilj. mМK, pèhnti�� 9 5eziji Sa Ve je SRGaljãanje XreVničilR kaVneje, ker Vta 
tam zniåanje in VSreGnjenje GRlJeJa 
Ϸ vplivala samo na * (res. 
mМK ĺ ˈmih; G ˈpahnut).




