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5.

Vowels & vocoids

5.1. As far as the vocalic elements are concerned, let us recall that from a phonetic
point of view it is more convenient to use the term vocoids, while reserving the more
traditional term vowels for phonemes and graphemes (or more generally).

fig 5.1 will help to ‘reconstruct’ the typical modalities for the production and
identification of vocoids, which have three fundamental components that — con-
cisely— are: the fronting and raising of the dorsum (or central part of the tongue),
with different degrees of jaw opening, and different /ip positions (since adding lip
rounding doubles the number of all possible vocoids).

5.2. Let us notice that our vocogram is different from the currently official trape-
zoid, which we decided to abandon because of its partially unsatisfactory shape and
conception (for more details and general information, f & 8 of our NPT —Natural
Phonetics & Tonetics— also on the ¢?]PA website).

In addition, the vocogram is subdivided into a considerable number of boxes,
30, which renders it more precise a tool than the overly vague official one (which
can be seen at the end of this book).

Furthermore, the two low vocoids are —more realistically— [, «], not ‘[a, a]’,
corresponding to ““?JPA [a, a] (as acoustic phonetics can also easily prove).

fig 5.1. Orograms of the four extreme points for vocoid articulations (with corresponding labio-
grams) and the vocogram. Note that rounded vocoids (such as [u]) have round markers, instead
of square ones.




54 Russian Pronunciation & Accents

5.3. In addition, fig 5.2-5 will complete our general view, by providing all pos-
sible vocoids (both unrounded and rounded), again in orograms containing a min-
iature vocogram, representing differences and subtle nuances better.

fig 5.2. All vocoids and their palatograms.
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The Germanic languages have quite complex vowel inventories, due to the
large number of elements and mainly because vowel length is phonemic. This is
true especially in comparison with the vowel inventories of Romance languages —
and even more so with a few (relatively) exotic ones, like Arabic or Japanese).

Therefore, it is not useless to have a more general outlook of how vocoids are
produced, which is going to prove particularly useful when dealing with peculiar,
marginal, or local pronunciations.

5.4. For vocoids, voice is the normal type, so much so because voicelessness is
considered to be a ‘marked’ rare characteristic for vowels.

Some of all the vocoids shown are much more used than some others. However,
it is better to show all of them.

5.5. In order to facilitate the necessary comparisons, which are an essential part
of the Natural Phonetics & Tonetics Method, fig 5.6 shows the monophthongs and
diphthongs of the neutral accents of British and American English.

They are presented in a simplified way, without their taxophones (but one can find
all of them in our English Pronunciation & Accents). Note that the three white mark-
ers (in fig 5.6) stand for unstressed vocoids.

fig 5.3. Orograms of unrounded (or spread, or normal) vocoids.
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fig 5.5. Comparisons between vocoid lip positions (including different kinds of rounding).

fig 5.4. Orograms of rounded vocoids.
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fig 5.6. The fundamental realizations of the neutral accents of British and American English.
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5.6. Just to get a more general view of the use of vocograms, fig 5.7 shows the
vocogram of a language with a remarkably simpler vowel inventory, such as
Spanish, with only five monophthongs in stressed syllables — and diphthongs, com-
bining some of the vowels with /-, -u/. Of course, sequences as [ja, wa/ are no ‘diph-
thongs’ at all, being just the simple combination of a consonant with a vowel (not
unlike /na, pa, sa, la/)! After all, repetita invant...
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The vowels & diphthongs of international Russian

5.7. International Russian pronunciation features six (not just five) vowel
phonemes (as shown in fig 5.8.1-3): [i, E, a, 0, u, i/ realized as the following eight
vocoids: [i], [e, E], [a, ©], [o], [u], [i]. Let us notice that [e] occurs only unstressed,
while [o] is mostly stressed.

Russian also has a number of diphthongs, which are formed by adding [i] to
the other elements: [ii], [ei, Ei], [ai, ®i], [oi], [ui], [ii], as shown in the second voco-
gram in fig 5.8.3. Thus, this is no real problem, while the diphthongs of English (or
German) are not biphonemic (by joining two existing vowels), but monophonemic.

fig 5.8.1. International Russian vowels: orograms & labiograms.
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fig 5.8.3. International Russian vowels & diphthongs.

[i, i, Vijil, [i] [u] [ii], [3] [ui]
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International English has: /ii, e, ak, ac, o€, 00, uu/, realized exactly as [ii, Et, aE,
ao, OE, 00, uu], but neutral American (here given first when different) and British
English have [1i, 1, a9, a0, 09, 00/30, vu/pu]. They have to be considered monopho-
nemic because they vary incredibly in different (native) accents (o LC’s English Pro-
nunciation & Accents). Just to give a few examples, let us consider some typical En-
glish regional accents (choosing only one possibility for each) for /ii, et, ag, ao, ok,
00, uu/: London [ay, a3, pa, 3, 0o, ot, a1], Scotland [ii, ee, aafei, as, o1, 00, 4.

5.8. We will, now, see some examples for all (international) Russian vowel pho-
nemes. When native-like realizations are actually different, they will be added, es-
pecially for some taxophones.

For [i, g, a, 0, u, i/, including two important taxophones: ngu [itti], aens ['den],
et ['nEt], paro [rane], ropoaa [gereda], som [dom], 6yay [budul], kpsresr [Krisi].

Examples for the diphthongs: xwit ['cii], curmi ['si-pii], 3! ['ei], xonernxa [ke'pei-
ke], mait ['mai], yait ['tfai], Boina [Veina], asponaan [eireptan], aeaarire ['deteiti],
6o [boil, zapéit [ze'foi], sxyi! [Zuil, atorm ['duim], yirmn [uiti], sboaoirre! [Vip-
luiti], suormu [Viiti], 6easmn [hetii].

Russian can also have some diphthongs caused by juxtaposition, especially in loans,
as in: xayuyx [keutfuk], paayuo [radie, 1-io], kakao [kekae, 1-ac], woy ['sou] (also LLloy
[sou], for Shaw), Hoy-xay [nou'yau].
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The vowels & diphthongs of native-like international Russian

5.9. In addition, fig 5.8.4 shows the native-like version of Russian (while neu-
tral, traditional, and mediatic pronunciations are fully described in & 10-15).

The use of (good) transcriptions is fundamental for the natural phonetics
method. Once people succeed in overcoming initial perplexity (and, perhaps, mis-
trust), it is obvious that it is not an additional useless toil. On the contrary, it al-
lows to free oneself from the noxious dependence on spelling, and to clearly sepa-
rate and distinguish the two levels.

Obviously, the fundamental (and truly linguistic) reality is the phonic one, al-
though a misleading feeling is still prevailing that the genuine language is the one
ambiguously indicated by (artificial) spelling. After all, do not illiterate people
speak, or do not they?

It is also appropriate to clearly indicate the length of Russian vowels, not to inad-
equately assign them foreign peculiarities. In fact, for simple vowels, in stressed free
syllable, either internal or final, we have half-long vocoids, as some examples have al-
ready shown: aa ['da’], snoxa [ipoHel, e ['sin], ssbix [jizik], kpacHbot [Krasnii].

Consonant clusters can also have different divisions from other European lan-
guages, as, for instance, [dc] (shown below, and further combinations, either ini-
tial or internal, as [Cl/ [C1]).

fig 5.8.4. International native-like Russian vowels (first shown all together) & diphthongs.
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It is fundamental to keep well in mind this fact, because Russian also has
different length rules, as shown by the following examples: aamna [tampe], ropoa
[goret], ayna [funal, apyr [d'ruk], nesunit aposa [peftliid rost].

5.10. Looking again at fig 5.8.4, let us consider the criteria we used to assign
vowel taxophones: the first depends on the ‘interpalatal’ phonic context, repre-
sentable as [CVC, CVi] (the second concerns unstressed syllables: [.$]).

For the ‘interpalatal’ context, we do not have only /CeC, -i/ [CeC, -i], but also
IGaG, 3] [GAC, i1, [CoG, i [GoG, 1, JGuG, -if [CuC, ] (including (GG, 4] [GIC,
CGii], which will be clearer after having also seen another case that we are about to
deal with).

But, first, let us observe that the phoneme /i/ forms an ‘interpalatal’ context
only with official diphthongs: [CVi]. In other cases, there is a different situation,
as loanwords illustrate well: muanmcr [pre‘pist], muaanonep [milre'nec].

Going back to taxophones, to have a precise idea of how they behave, it is sufhi-
cient to consider the examples, which will follow. Let us notice that [g/ [g] is ar-
ticulated fronter and higher in the vocogram, ie [e].

The same also happens for [a/ [a], [o] [o], [u/ [p], [i] [i] (look at the five grey
markers). In the last case, we find a fronter and higher articulation, but only slight-
ly: [iv] (the diacritic [»] indicates the direction of this movement: ‘northwest’).

In the case of [u/ [p], there is an almost inexistent movement, but its advance-
ment is clear. Let us attentively observe that the phoneme [i/ does not occur in
this context, since it is never preceded by [C], although there is the diphthong /ii/.

Here are the examples (with [tsV] for [tV]): xuit ['cii], cunmit ['sivnii], 1! ['Ei],
xorneitka [ke'peike], man ['mai], van ['tfjai], Boitna [vei'na], asponaan [eiceptan],
aeaairre ['deteitst], 601 [boil, sapéint [ze'foil, sxyit! [Zuil, soim ['dpim], yirry [ui-
'tsi], Boiratoirre! [Vip-lpitst], Bburru [Viitst], 6eanoit [Heta].

5.11. The second case of additional taxophones for native-like international’
Russian pronunciation concerns, as already said, unstressed syllables. In fact, look-
ing at the first vocogram in fig 5.8.4, we can see three white markers, while in fig
5.8.3 there was only one: [a/ [e].

Thus, [i/ [1] and /i/ [z] have to be added. They are always in unstressed syllables,
with only one exception for [CiC/, even without stress, [CiC], because of the ‘inter-
-palatal’ context: cunuit ['sinii], aeaainre ['deteitsi], yirru [uitsi], Bimatoirre! [Vip-
lpitst], Bourry [Viits], 6easn [heti]. Two more, from other sections: nrronayms
[1ate'natsije], xporebr [Kiist].



62 Russian Pronunciation & Accents
For phonemic and phonetic transcriptions of Russian

5.12. A Russian phonemic system, which may not be completely abstract and
uselessly mentalist, necessarily has six vocalic phonemes: /i, &, a, 0, u, i/ (not only
five, with a quick-change artist ‘/i/’). An even more useful transcription would al-
so use (at least) three additional vowel symbols, [1, %, €], to be used in unstressed
syllables.

Furthermore, it should be essential to also accurately avoid using phonemic
sequences like /Cj/, replaced by [C] (of course with specific symbols). Inevitably,
sequences like /Ci/ would become [Ci], and [C1], when unstressed phonemes are
accepted, including /1/. All this gives a far less enigmatic aspect in comparison with
former more abstract transcriptions.

However, considering examples like gems, 3aecs, caeaars, Teaesnaerne, o ec-
Tectse, in “?[PA transcription of the modern neutral accent, we have: ['dzep,
7dzes, 7dze-tsts, tsiliyirdziniyy, ejistsistyer] [-tsists'yer]. In a trascription that indi-
cates international pronunciation, we have: ['dep, z'des, Zde-tet, tiliyi-diniji, ejis-
tist'ye] (or, if ‘native-like’, with only one difference: [-j1], in the fourth case).

5.13. Should we want to systematically use a phonemic transcription, instead of
a more useful phonetic one, it would be preferable to use: ['den, ZdEs, Zdetat, tiliyi-
diniji, jistist'ye/ rather than: ‘/'djenj, z'djesj, zdjelatj, tili'vidiniji, ajistist'vje/"

Of course, it is more useful and realistic, but it almost doubles the number of
the phonemic symbols. The other one shown is not ‘scandalous’, and decisedly bet-
ter than ‘official things’ lik ?fIPA ‘/dieni, zidiesi, zidielot), titlirviidimniijr, ajisitirsiti-
wig[’, which become impossible to read without problems. In fact, it seems quite
obvious that an excess of [/] complicates readability (not little, indeed, and risking
psychic health).

‘Simple’ transcriptions like ‘[den, zdes, zd¥élat, tilividiniji]’ should decidedly
be avoided —even with the so much boasted ‘[-ije]’ (more mediatic than neutral) in
the Kovalev’s dictionary, with ‘transcription’ in its newer editions— and ‘[ajis'tis'tv¢€].

Clearly —since no good ‘phonexorcists’ can be found— we are more than ever
against even possible ‘Soviet-like’” things (from which the preceding ‘gem’) has aris-
en), like: A’é1’, 3°a°éC’, 3’4’ éavr’, T A MB NA v witn, avme T uc’ 1B’ é. Certainly no-
body will miss the ‘circus show’ of smaller superscript characters in some other ex-
amples.

Some remarks on ‘AvaneSoviet’ Russian vowels

5.14. These preliminary remarks are meant to be of help to those who ought to
undergo certain readings by Avanesov (particularly 1972°, or others derived from
his own ones) in order not to believe the same old Soviet tales (in this specific case,
with no political, social, or humanitarian, reference), that still live on.

Concerning how to treat the vowels of Russian, let us carefully pass over cer-
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tain exaggerations, but without ignoring real characteristics, as we will see, in par-
ticular, about traditional and mediatic pronunciations.

However, those who are not burning with curiosity, or are not obliged to use
material from that ‘school of phonetics, may completely skip these remarks.
Anyway, we are here presenting something that might be useful to make the phon-
ic situation of Russian vowels clear.

For international pronunciation, we only need 8 vocoids: [i, e, E, a, e, 0, u, i
(fig 5.8.3). For native-like international pronunciation, we have to use 13 symbols:
[i,1,e,E 8,8 0;0,u, 1, i 1 (fig5.8.4).

For modern neutral pronunciation, we need 16 (or 18) of them: [i, 1; e, E, a; a,
a, B, 8; 0, 0, 9; L, U; i, 1] (adding the intermediate [i, 1], if desired (fig 10.1).

For traditional neutral pronunciation, 25 symbols are needed (or 26, including
an intermediate timbre, [a]): [i, 1,9, 9, €, E, 4,4, 2,8, 8,0, 0,9,6,U, I, & U, 0, &,
i, 1,9, 3] (fig 14.2).

For mediatic pronunciation (grounded on Moscow usage) we need 28 different
symbols (or 30, including intermediate [i', 1] (fig 15.3): [, 1, 1, 9, €, E, 4@, 4, A, a, A,
3,3,0,0,0, 0, L, &, U, W, W, £ 9, I, ¥, 3.

All this is indeed aimed at specifically showing the objective reality of our phon-
ic facts, as one can easily verify, just by listening to some good sound material.

5.15. Instead, the Soviet fancy tales —concerning Russian vowels in stressed sylla-
bles— use 6 fundamental symbols’ (although ‘pravdaly’ denying the very existence of
the phoneme [i/): 7, ¢, a, 0, y, v, corresponding to [i, E, a, 0, u, i/ [i, &, a, 0, u, i].
Besides, three more are used in unstressed syllables: », 3, 2 —ie [1, 2, ®].

Let us point out that, quite needlessly, » [1] has an absurd duplicate: 5! The IPA val-
ue of [5] is quite different from [1] (however, « is less improper, although too similar
to some Cyrillic z: IPA [a], our [e]). Some other authors, in fact, use 2, 3, respectively,
for [2, E], which are somewhat more faithful phonically.

But the use of Cyrillic graphemes as phonic symbols is even more misleading in
books written in Western languages, especially if we consider #, y (that we intention-
ally show using characters not different from the Latin ones, instead of #, #, or u, y,
for instance).

5.16. However, let us go back to the ‘original’ author (Asanecos [avan(j)esaf/),
who is ‘bizarrely peculiar’ indeed. However, he is not the only one, in the different
national traditions, pretending to use phonic symbols by resorting to ordinary
graphemes ‘disguised’ as phones and phonemes.

And, of course, several diacritics are added, which are quite prone to any kind of
criticism in every way, both typographically and mnemonically, in order to easily
recognize and use them.

Therefore, among the various symbols, we also find: 7 for /[i/ in [CiC, Cii], [i»)],
¢ for [g/ in [CeC, Ceil, 5 for [g/ in [CEC, C, Cki, Ei], with its transition (easily
heard, or seen on spectrograms, if someone can not actually hear them) from a vo-
coid to a contoid, with a palatal coloring, some other times rendered as su.
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But that is a clearly automatic and quite natural fact, which has no need at all to
be shown. In fact, the timbre of 3/5# is not at all closer. But just an auditive (or a-
coustic) transition is present, indeed. It would almost be like wanting to ‘transcribe’
in Spanish *['swgjpo], instead of ['sweo] for seio.

5.17. And now, we begin a sadly amusing trip to... the circus. As a matter of
fact, certain authors resort even to ‘exponential’ magic —be it noted expressly— in
‘scientific works’. Thus, we find so-called ‘symbols’ as: ue [i/ [1], w2 [#] [#], 2% [/
[z], ex ["i] [1] (for unstressed initial »-). However, given this scientifically incon-
sistent principle, other authors use »e¢ for w2 [#] [#], u> for ue [if [1], o4 for e [* ]
[1], and e for w2 [#] [£].

Arguably, superscripts spread in further cases of transition: to or from [C], and
to [i/. Thus, in addition, we find: a# [aC, ai] (also rendered as a- — as only true ma-
gicians can do), o# [0C, oi] (also as o), and y# [uC, ui], too (obviously, as y-, as
well). Somebody uses »- or wi# [iC, ii], too.

But that is not enough, yet: we also find (‘Hey, c’'mon in, folks!’): #a [Ca] (and
‘a), o [Co] (and -0), #y [Cu] (and y), including ja, j-0, j+y [ja, jo, jul!

All these —with their usual, and purely acoustic, transitions— have no real tim-
bre change, except a little in traditional and mediatic pronunciations. Thus, some
authors, cum grano salis, at least unify ‘pre- and post-dotted symbols’, using 4, 6, y.

In addition, we also find 4, , j (rendered as “au, uou, uyu, too), for ‘[CaC, CoC,
GuC, Cai, Coi, Cui/. In fact, these have slightly different timbres in modern neu-
tral pronunciation, too: [CAC, CoC, CuC, Cai, Coi, Cpi] (and a little more differ-
ent in traditional neutral, and mediatic, pronunciations).

Occasionally, we can find some instances of #e [jg, jeC], Yo ‘[wo]’, which —in re-
ality— is [wo] (with a semiapproximant [w], that occurs in y [wu] as well, in stressed

syllables).

5.18. On the other hand, even though our authors do not mention it at all, we
have a prevelar semiapproximant [g], too. Still in stressed syllables, it occurs before
[E, a, i[: [iE, fa, §i]. Seeing that, sometimes —as very able professional circus peo-
ple— they use “e?, for [Ce(a”)], at least to be consistent, they should also use e? (or
97), and a®, o7, even before [C, #/. In fact, by emphasis, in neutral pronunciation,
we regularly have: ['eq, "ae, "oo]. Therefore, they might perhaps use ve (or, better,
®3), *a, *vi for [iE, 1a, §t] [E, a, i/, too.

519. Those authors who are brave enough to free themselves from Soviet fake
phonic symbols, and at least use %IPA symbols (rather imprecise and insufficient),
can resort to ‘[i; e, €; &, a; ©, 23 #, u; i), in stressed syllables. Or to ‘[1, %, o], in un-
stressed syllables; while they oscillate between ‘[e, a; 1, i; , i]’, in pre-stressed syllables.

These are pretonic, in the true sense of the word as stressed syllables, which —ob-
viously— occur right in front of tonic and protonic syllables, ie stressed syllables in
tunes and protunes).

Arguably, those authors may use some or all of the official symbols just seen, in
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spite of their obvious limitations. But, at least, people are not obliged to look for
some expert medium, in order to find solutions that... do not solve anything.

Some other authors use hybrid symbols, among which ‘[y]” for [i/ stands certain-
ly out (due to an unduly clear influence by transliteration; and they do so for some
consonants, as well).

5.20. Even within 9ffIPA, transcriptions as ‘[€9; a%; 52, 0°]” and “[ef; &i; al; 5i, oi]’
are unsuitable, for two good reasons. First of all, because a notation as ‘[Vo, Vi]’ is
clearly excessive, since it indicates mere acoustic transitions to following phones.
It is decidedly misleading, although the superscript is there just to suggest a ten-
dency or coloring, rather than a real vocoid. However, it is decidedly misleading.

Secondly, such transcriptions are not suitable because, as we have already seen,
their phonic reality is not ‘[V?, Vi]’ (and, least of all, ‘[Va, Vi]’). Rather, it is: [z,
iE, 18, WO, wu] (and, in case, something more like ‘[, 2E, °a, vo, vu]’, where [3, u]
are consonantal —ie the semiapproximants [§, w], to be true— and stress is on the
real vocoids there.

Thus, we actually have [4, 3£, 33, wo, wu] (as just shown), ie [CV], not [VV], nor
[VV]. As we have already seen above, in modern neutral pronunciation, only by
emphasis, do we have ['tea, "tae, "woo], but ['jii, "§#, "wuu], and ["CerC, "CaaC,
"Coe(C]).

Equally unsuitable (and, frankly, horrible for the eyes) are transcriptions like:
gain because the second superscripts, [V°], simply indicates the acoustic transition
to [C] or [C], which is perfectly automatic and natural.

The first superscript, [V], on the other hand, just hints at the transition from
[C] (inluding [j]) to a following vocoid. That transition is clear and audible (and,
of course, visible on the spectrograms), both for [j] and the other (palatalized) con-
toids, [C]. Thus, it must be explicitly indicated, as [jV] and [CV].

5.21. However, within “”]PA symbols, instead, some use of superscripts does
have a good reason, since it can conveniently show some peculiarities of the me-
diatic Russian accent (cf fig 15.4), where they actually stand for very short vocoids,
not as mere automatic —and inevitable— acoustic transitions.

Further considerations on phonemic and phonetic symbols for Russian

5.22. It is easy, and simple, and natural, to (convincingly) demonstrate that
Russian has six vowel phonemes, /i, i, u; E, 03 a/, not just five, [i, E, a, 0, u/. This
language is famous for its numerous vowel taxophones, either in the neutral ac-
cent, or in the traditional or mediatic ones, with even more entities (as we will see
below). So the actual Russian vowel inventory has two obvious groups /(j)i, jE, ja,
jo, jul u, e, s, &, 10, and [i, E, a, 0, u/ b1, 3, a, 0, y. (Of course, [jV/ are not ‘diph-
thongs’, which would be /VV/, but normal /CV/ sequences.)
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Native Russian speakers are naturally able to utter, even in isolation, and with
no effort, these two phonemes, and the correspondent verbs, uxars ['ikatj/, inter-
national [i'ket], neutral [Tksts], and bixars [ikatj/ international ['iket], neutral
[tikats], meaning ‘to produce the phoneme..."

Other Slavic languages also have a sixth vowel phonemes (in a central or cen-
tralized position in the vocogram), too: /i [t] (Ukrainian, Belorussian, Polish), /3/
[¥] (Bulgarian, Macedonian), and two Romance languages, spoken in close areas,
as well: [if [i] (together with a seventh vowel, [/ [2], Romanian, Moldavian).

As far as the Russian consonant phonemes and taxophones are concerned, it is al-
so natural and easy to demonstrate that /Cj/ and /C/ (+ [i/) become [C] by perfectly
normal assimilation, in all possible positions (initial, internal, or final). This is obvi-
ous, for a language like Russian, with many consonantal clusters, but it is no real
problem at all.

5.23. The Soviet fairy tale (actually, almost a joke) —as someone might put it—
that Russian has two series of consonant phonemes, ‘hard’ and ‘soft), is phonically
ungrounded. And the very limit of all this is when students are ‘taught’ that the ‘soft’
consonants change a subsequent vowel into a ‘palatalized’ one.

This is patently against the Russian alphabet, with the graphemes which we saw
above. For once that spelling is not fully absurd, ‘science’ would overturn rather
clear things, just for ‘fun’, one could say.

On the other hand, for communicative purposes, ‘practical’ (native) teachers
‘explain’ that only the apical consonants are normally changed into ‘soft’ sounds,
when followed by wu, e, s, &, 10 (presented as a ‘typical Russian peculiarity’).
Although this might somehow be sufficient to make a foreigner understood by na-
tive speakers, they are not even aware that what they actually utter are [C] taxo-
phones (not ‘/C/” phonemes), also with front or back consonants.

However, in a phonetic transcription, of course, accurate phonetic symbols are
used, [C], even if, from a phonemic point of view, we certainly have /Cj/. In fact,
it would not be much convenient nor economical to use almost twice as many con-
sonant phonemes than really necessary. The situation is clear and simple with 6
vowels and 19 consonants (and, of course, a number of /Cj/ and [jV/ sequences, in
addition to more universal /CC/ clusters).

On the other hand, having whole correlations of /C/ and ‘/C/’ for almost all
Russian consonants would also entail an excessive effort on the part of children
learning the language, with inevitable delays. But, happily, it is not so. Instead, it
is more than logical (and phono-logical, too) that the basic consonants are /C/, with
all their possible realizations, [€, C], including [C], in the appropriate contexts.

If not trained in phonetics (and phonemics), native speakers may find it rather
difficult and complicated to utter in isolation a ‘soft’ consonant, unless they suc-
ceed in imagining an adequate context as /Cj, Ci/ (with /Cj/ + [V], or + [C/, or + [*]).

5.24. However, native speakers certainly have instinctive awareness of their
consonants in sequences with [j/ (as well as with a number of other /C/’s), rather
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than a whole new series of ‘/C/’, for their actual [C]. This is a very useful device.

In fact, those speakers are even able to conceive and use /dz/ [dz], in loans such
as axxas [d'zas] ‘jazz, or mxun [dzip] ‘jeep’. Otherwise, without such an adapta-
tion, any loan fully uttered in the Russian way (ie with /dj/’) would be considered
uneducated and popular, as ['dzip]. Such a result depends on wrong and outdated
graphemic ideas.

The seeming ‘nuisance’ of using vowel graphemes like 1, e, &, 10 [ja, jE, jo, ju/
(instead of ‘ba, b3, b0, bY), of, a little more seriously, ‘ia, i, 10, ity’) allows us to
clearly understand that the true (ie phonemic) Russian consonants are simply the
non-palatalized ones. In fact, the whole series of [C] consonants naturally derives
from phonemic /Cj/ sequences. On the other hand, in practical transcriptions, we
certainly use [C] symbols to show actual pronunciation in a more useful way (as
we have already said).

Should the Russian palatalized (or ‘soft’) taxophones really be phonemes, Rus-
sian speakers would —happily— have no difficulty at all either in using them in iso-
lation, or —above all- in not using them when speaking foreign languages, with
plain /C/ followed by /j/ or front vowels. As a matter of fact, in this way, Russian
people could succesfully avoid being laughed at for things like visibility [vizobu-
ofi, -1i], uttered as [yyizibhilitst].

5.25. The kind of transcription we use for international Russian is an excellent
compromise solution between a very accurate phonetic transcription and a ‘pure’
phonemic transcription, rather abstract, though realistic, but much less suitable
for teaching/learning purposes. Of course, we are talking about actual neutral pro-
nunciation, or also traditional, or mediatic pronunciations, respectively, (3 10-15,
as we will soon see below.

However, for the sake of real science, we will now show the exact phonemic
structure of Russian. Some people (and authors) think that its phonemic structure
should use ‘clear’ symbols for all phones (and perhaps all taxophones), as if those
were the real Russian phonemes. But such people mistake phonemics for phonet-
ics (although they do not, generally, use fully satisfactory symbols).

In addition, as we said, it is highly surprising that most of those authors are not
able to accept that Russian has six vowel phonemes (not only five). But, positing
only five vowels with many useless ‘consonant phonemes), as they do, means verg-
ing on the ridiculous either as fanaticism or even as incompetence. What they offer
and suggest is something merely phonetic (though not sufficient), but with seri-
ous phonemic defectiveness.

5.26. Thus, a true essential phonemic inventory only has the following 19 pho-
nemes: /m, n; p, b, t,d, k, g5 ts; £, v, 8,2, 8,2 j, x50, 1/ [m, n; p, b, t, d, k, g5 ts5 1,
Vv, S, Z, § % j» Hs ¢, 1. Its most frequent /Cj/ sequences are: [mj, nj; pj, bj, tj, dj, kj,
9js 4> vi» sj 25 xjs £, i/ [m, ps s b tfts, dfdes 3. £, Yo 5 % 15 4, 1], including the
somehow questionable (as more abstract, though real) following two: [tsj, stsj/ [,
{D]. A sequence like /tjj/ [tsj], can also be used xenophonemically as [tsj, Its, ttsj]:
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Lropux ['tsjurriy, V'tsu-, t'tsju-] ['tsjuris]/.
An example like cuactve [{{astji], ie [[§astsyi] [stsjastjji/ clearly shows the differ-
ence between [(s)tsj/ and [(s)tjj/.

5.27. For traditional Russian pronunciation, we also have to consider the phone
[3(3)], which derives from a number of partially different sequences: [zz, sz, 7zj,
zdj/ (with occasional [zdz, 3dz] variants for the last). Clearly, all this in addition to
six vowels [i, E, a, 0, u, i/.

Of course, a more interlinguistic phonemic system (rather than the more than
sufficient intralinguistic one, just seen) prefers having /t, {{/, instead of ‘[tsj, stsj/,
and /g, 2/, instead of ‘[s, 7/’.

Our compromise transcription, for international Russian pronunciation, gets
over the ‘abstractness’ of the pure phonemic structure. In fact, we —rightly— use
the following symbols (38): [m, m, n, p; p, p, b, b, t, t, d, &, k, ¢, g, s ts, dz, ], g,
:ttvivsszeenhnmnphll

As for the vowels, we have to use at least (8): [i; E, €; a, ®; 03 u; i] (fig 5.8.3, in-
cluding the diphthongs, which are mere combinations of plain vowels with /-i/ [-];
while fig 5.8.4 shows the native-like situation).

Some finer taxophones will certainly complete the inventory, which is necessa-
ry for a fully accurate description, as we did in various other chapters.

5.28. As we said above, to adequately transcribe neutral Russian pronunciation,
we need many more accurate symbols — f ) 10-13.

The same is true of traditional pronunciation, with further different symbols;
f & 14, including the three following consonant symbols: [{, 3, #] (or the variant
shape [1], for the last), and [ts, dz], more frequently than [¢, {J.

The symbols of mediatic Russian pronunciation are shown and used in & 15.
Instead of /C/ [Cg], more commonly, we find: [m, a; p, b; ¢, &; k, g5 £, %5 5, 25 53
ts; £ 15 §] (with normal [k, g, g]); and, rather than /C/ [Cw], we have: [, f; p, b;
t.dsk, §;f, 958, 2; 6 §; &5 1 §. In unstressed syllables, or before consonants, or in
word-final position, for /C/ [C], we find: [m, m), n, 1; p, bs t, ds k, g5 £, vs 5, 25 ts,
dz; g5 05 15 1.

On the other hand, in both stressed or unstressed syllables, for [Cj/ [C], we
have: [m,p,sp. bsto ds o 5§, v 0 2 15 3 |, A] (with plain [t, d], even if they pos-
sibly alternate with [ts, dz]) and [{{, {t]; t, dz; j, J].



7.
The consonants
of international Russian

Nasals (fig 7.1)

7.1.1. When the velum is lowered, the passage to the nasal cavity is opened, thus
allowing expiratory air to escape from the nose. The result is the nasal manner of
articulation, which is combined with a closure produced somewhere in the mouth
(for the English nasal phonemes, /m, n, 5/, the places are: bilabial, alveolar, and ve-
lar, as in man, king [men, khuy]).

However, these articulations should certainly not be called ‘stops” (which is the
manner covered in next section), since nasal sounds are continuous, nhot momen-
tary. In fact, notwithstanding the closure in the oral channel, air can continuous-
ly escape through the nose, and the sound can be prolonged as long as expiratory
air remains available.

7.1.2. Russian has only two nasal phonemes, /m, n/: mats ['mat], Tom [‘tom],
Hoc ['nos], con ['son]. But it has a number of taxophones, due to contextual as-
similation, like in English. In addition, it has the corresponding palatalized vari-
ants, which are typical of Russian. Besides, the nasal phonemes are coarticulated
to a following contoid, as the examples will show (in spite of the fact that they are
still described —and even prescribed— without assimilation, which sounds as pedan-
tic, or at least very formal, although not foreign).

fig 7.1. International Russian: nasal phonemes & taxophones.
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Consider the following examples for the taxophones: puwm ['fitm], on maaver
[omptartfit], mma [mgta], ampopa ['amfere], xansa [kem'va’], on Beuraer [omyisa-
jit], xonyepr [kea'tsect], crpannbii [strannii], npas [n'raf], on aomaer [ortemaiit],
oH »xeaaer [orzxtajit], wnokan [cig'zat], marro ['mange], xorxperro [kenkeetne].

Here are examples of the palatalized variants (either taxophonic or phonemic for
[mj, nj/): umbups [imbig], merst [mina], cems ['sem], cembs [simja], xonsepr [kepy-
Wert], sxerguna [zealine], wars [pane], xons [kon], necus [pesn], panvure [rap-
si], vrumubm [iptimnii], xananzar [kendidat], Tornxwit [topcii].

7.1.3. We know that /nC/ assimilation is quite natural (in Russian and other Slav-
ic languages, too, in spite of different groundless opinions), although, especially in
traditional pronunciation, there is a forced tendency to keep /n/ [n], mostly when
the following consonants are very different articulatorily.

This can happen in words like xansa [ken'va’], on maauer [onptatit], manro
[mange]. Most probably it depends on a kind of schooling more oriented towards
spelling than real pronunciation, like in clusters of stops, instead, where assimilation
would be quite inappropriate in Slavic languages.

Something quite different happens in Romance languages, which readily assimi-
late, except French, where [VnC/ sequences are marked in comparison with more typ-
ical [VC/ ones. Such assimilations are normal even in Portuguese, where phonemic
[VNC/ sequences are [VNC], not ‘[VC]’ (nor ‘[VC/)!

This is quite natural because in French /n/ is the non-marked nasal phoneme,
while /m/ is the marked one. Thus, when /m/ is followed by (even very) different
contoids, it remains unchanged, as some examples have shown — except if followed
by /f, v/: [mf, mv].

For sequences with (more) similar places of articulation, instead, assimilation is
certainly current, because speakers (and teachers) are not generally aware of the
differences, as with /mf, mv/. So, they are not even tempted to violate the nature of
their language.

In Italian, assimilation is generally stronger, so that, for instance, from Latin /pt,
kt/, as in septem, octo ['septE, 'Dkto], we had [tt/ sette, otto [sctite, dtito] (and also set-
tanta, ottanta [set'tamta, ot'tar:ta]). In Russian, stop assimilation is not allowed, in
fact even in orua [et'tsa’], we do not have [tsts], as we will see better in the discus-
sion in § 7.8.

Stops (fig 7.2)

7.2.1. For the stop manner of articulation, the velum is raised (as in all of the man-
ners which will follow, of course, except for the nasals, just seen), while a firm clo-
sure occurs.

International Russian has three phonemically contrasting pairs: [p, b; t, d; k,
g/- Unlike in English, the voiceless elements [p, t, k/ have no ‘aspiration’ at the be-
ginning of stressed syllables, and the voiced ones remain fully voiced.
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Examples: nap ['parc], noaun [pelip], 6arr [bant], Ton [ton], ayx ['duy], xor
[kot], ayx [tuk], ron ['gon]. In addition, here are examples for the palatalized vari-
ants: iets ['pet], mvérT [pYot], Geaxa [Hetke], Tok ['tuk], 6atvka [batke], by [¢fu],
s [tla], Toma [fmal, sens ['den], ams [d'ina], xur [cit], Txér [tcot], rmbxwit ['fipcii],
voru [noji] feet’ (and [nefi] ‘of the foot).

And: mur ['mik], cnyrHux [sputpik], Pura [fi'ge], anexaor [enigdot]. Notice that
[k, g] (occurring in tautosyllabic sequences [ik*, ik”, ig#C/) are articulated in an in-
termediate (prevelar) position between [k, g] and [c, §], which in English occur be-
fore front vowels or [j/, as in cap, get [khep, 'gEf].

As can be seen, to ‘palatalize’ [p, b; t, d/ the dorsum is raised towards the palate
—almost as for [j]— during the production of the normal articulation of the basic
phones. Instead, for the ‘palatalized’ segments, the palatal stops are used, [c, 3l;
thus, changing place of articulation, which is fronter.

fig 7.2. International Russian: stop phonemes & taxophones.
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Stop-strictives (or ‘affricates’ — fig 7.3)

P

7.3.1. English has just one (diphonic) pair of stopstrictive phonemes, /tf, &/ [tf,
ds] (British English): church [§hstf], judge ['dge-dz]. Stopstrictives have a stop-like first
half and a constrictive-like second half. And, of course, these two parts are homorganic
— otherwise, one could not really speak of stopstrictives.

Consider, for instance, the sequences [ts, dz; t{, d3] (or, more accurately for French,
[1§, d41), such as, for example, cats, heads [kheets, he-dz], and French patchouli, adjec-
tif [pafipli, adgektif], in comparison with (British) English patchouli ['pheet{-oli, phs-
‘hpuli] and adjective ['edz-tktuy].

Stopstrictives are unitary phones, or ‘sounds’. In fact, they have a total duration
which is comparable to that of any other single phones, like [p, t, 1, k] or [f, s, §, x],
not like the sum of two of them (as in [ts, ps, ks, kx]).

fig 7.3. International Russian: stop-strictive phonemes (and possible variants).
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Notice that, for segments, or phones, articulatory terms are preferable over au-
ditory ones (and, of course, over acoustic ones, too), because they are much more
adequate and clearer; as a matter of fact, generally, they are quite self-explanatory,
if only they are accurate.

For this reason, we are happy to avoid the term ‘affricate’, in favor of a more de-
scriptive and tangible (even verifiable) term, such as ‘prestopped constrictive’, which
we will presently reduce to stop-strictive.

7.3.2. Russian has two stopstrictive phonemes, [ts, t{] (dental, and postalveo-
-palatal non-protruded, while in English the pair /tf, &/ is protruded). Even in
stressed syllables, they have no ‘aspiration’.

Examples: yaps ['tsag], anyo [litso], otusectu [pttsyisti], yac ['Has], xouy [Hetu],
ayu [tutf], Touxa [totfke], uren [f]en], oruero [ettfivo]. Both [ts/ and /t§/ are phonet-
ically voiced before voiced diphonic consonants (different from [v], which is almost an
approximant): maayaapm [ptedzidarm], aru6a [etdzba], My 3a noae ['madz zepoli].

Constrictives (or ‘fricatives’ — fig 7.4)

7.4.1. For the constrictive manner of articulation, the speaker brings the articulato-
ry organs sufficiently close together that a noise of air friction is clearly audible, which
however differs considerably in quality, depending upon the place of articulation.

For instance, English has four diphonic pairs of constrictives, ie [f, v; s, z; 0, 3; {, 3],
as in five, seize, this thing, ash, rouge [fasy, ‘sriz, disOuy, ‘ef, yuuz] (British English).

The term constrictive is clearer and more appropriate, since it is articulatory in na-
ture, and therefore easier to put into concrete relationship with the production of the
sounds in question. However, due to a sort of pernicious inertia, the term “fricative’
is still more common (the term is auditory, but semantically much less transparent).

7.4.2. The correct articulation of constrictives is also quite important in order to ap-
proach a genuine pronunciation of languages. English has /1, v; s, z; {, 3/. Let us also
notice that Russian /f, v/ are not full constrictives, but semi-constrictives, ie less noisy.

fig 7.4. International Russian: stop-strictives & taxophones (including English [f, v; {, 3], for

comparison).
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Examples: 3a ['za’], 3es [z&f], 3uma [zi'ma’], sHats [znat], 308 [zof], sonT [Zont],
speasiit [7Eti].

Let us compare: cagz ['sat], 324 [zat], co6op [sebor], 3a60p [zebor], coser [se-
'WEt], 3aser [ze'VEt], ces ['sEf], ses [zEf], cos ['sof], but 308 [zof], cyn ['sup], 3y6
[zup], cya ['sut], sya [zut]; Becao [yisto], (emy) Besao [yizto], xoca [ke'sa], kosza
[keza’], paca ['rase], (aBa) pasa [raze].

Certain Russian speakers have dentalveolar [s, z], which are indicated only here
(and fig 7.4), with possibile oscillations. Besides, there are the palatalized taxo-
phones: cers ['set], ocens ['o7sin], Bcé [f'so], Becs ['Yes], ssts [zat], ozepo ['ozire],
npocs6a [p'rozbe], caerars [7detet], nabsars [izjat].

Approximants (fig 7.5)

7.5. The approximant manner of articulation is distinguished from the constric-
tive manner in that the articulatory organs are less close together, and, as a result,
they produce a less apparent noise. In fact, this noise is mostly heard only in voice-
less approximants, while in voiced ones it is usually covered over by the voice pro-
duced by the vibration of the vocal folds.

English has three approximant phonemes [j, w, b/, as in yes ['jes], wet ['wEt], hat
[hef]. Instead, international Russian has only one approximant phoneme: [j],
(voiced) palatal, but it has a number of semi-approximants in native-like and neu-
tral pronunciations, as we will see, not only for [j/, but also in other cases with no
real correspondence to a true phoneme.

Here are some examples of [j/ [j]: s [ja’], yrorHo [ufjutne], TB0oé [tve]jo'], HoBas
['noveje], nau [peji], Bouna [Vojine], Boux [Vojin], B mae [Vmaiji], aeaenue [di-
le'niji], snanue [zZnanpiji].

fig 7.5. International Russian: approximant phonemes (and a native-like semi-approximant vari-
ant in unstressed syllables for [j/ [j]).

Rhotics (fig 7.6)

7.6. International Russian has one phoneme of the ‘trill’ type, actually a tap, [c],
which is similar to Spanish 7 ¢/ [¢], as in interpretar, caro [intecpre'tar, karo], not as
in carro, (la) radio [karr:o, (lar)r:a-djo]. A realization like [¢] is sufficient for a fairly
acceptable and easily comprehensible pronunciation of Russian. Of course, its palatal-
ized taxophone, [¢], must be added, including words in which we have [¢C], not [¢C],
in addition to words with [¢C], for /¢jC/.

Examples: por ['tot], mopa [pe'ra], xop ['Hor], pra [fta], poxu [e2i], 606p [bo-
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be], rearp [ti'ate], moprurs ['portit], mapas ['mar]z]. And: peus [fetf], xopenn
[korrin], caosaps [stevag], 60pn6a [berbal, soprka [zogke], kprox [kruk].

However, the English phoneme corresponding to 7 is quite different, and with
American and British differences ( fig 7.6): red ['1ip, 1ip], carry [khees, -1il, far [fau,
faz], smart ['smaif, 'smat]. It is very important not to use these English realizations,
and mostly not to reduce [r] to a zero phone, [@].

fig 7.6. International Russian: /r/ phoneme & taxophones (with possible trills, [r, ], mostly used in
emphatic speech), including English [1/ for comparison: British [], American [1].

Laterals (fig 7.6)

7.7. For the lateral manner of articulation, the tongue, while touching a point on
the palatal vault, also contracts laterally, thereby permitting air to flow out by the
sides of the tongue, for [l/ [1, 1] (alveolar and velarized alveolar), as in English i/t
[1i], or [1, £] (respectively, alveolar —again— and palatal), as in Castilian Spanish /a
calle [laka£e], or as in Italian figliola [{ik'k>:]a]. Some varieties of English have [1],
or a semi-velarized [1] alveolar, even before vowels; there can even be a velarized semi-
lateral [4], or the change into some (non-neutral) vocoids like [0], back-central
higher-mid rounded, before consonants or pauses: /ilt [T}, tyf, tof]. In English,
heterosyllabic /1j/ is [lj], as in million ['mu-jon].

International Russian has only one lateral phoneme, 1/ [1], with its palatalized
taxophone []]. Certain speakers can have a velarized dental articulation (¢ fig 7.7).

Examples: ayk [tuk], akyaa [ekute], moa [mot], corgar [setdat], Boaure6rniit
[vet'sebns]; and ok [luk], nyas ['pule], moas ['mol]; even before [t{] we have [1]:
moaua ['motte] (but f o6oavwars [ebelfat], for [1j/).

fig 7.7. International Russian: lateral phoneme & taxophones [& English variants [L, f]).
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Considerations on some articulatory differences

7.8.1. We have already seen examples of the taxophones of /m, r, 1/, and in par-
ticular those of /n/. Let us, now, consider some further peculiar sequences, with
interesting taxophones: orya [et'tsa], 3axoaus: [ze'Hottsi], vagusr [tlattsi], oT3bis
['odzif], xyaumi ['Husii], ot scenst [edzeni], omxurs [edizit], aérunx [lojdik];
orreneas ['ottipil], orceus [et'set{] (some speakers have [tt], instead of [tt]).

Notice that sequences phonemically formed by [t/ followed by grooved stop-
-strictives are realized as stop contoids, which are homorganic to the following con-
toids, but are not fully assimilated to them. In fact, these are slit stops, [t, d; #, 4;
i, 41, not grooved ones as, for instance, in Italian pozzo [)pots:tso], rozzo [rodz:dzo]
(or faccio [tatf:tfo], oggi ['>dsdsi]).

These first unreleased parts of the Italian geminates are grooved as their released
second parts are. Instead, in Italian rotto ['rotito], there is a slit for both [t]’s, but a
groove for both [ts]’s. And it is absurd to claim that [tsts, tftf] are absurd transcrip-
tions. In fact, they are [tsts, tf'tf], just like [¢t]], or [{{]], or [m'm] (with unreleased
first elements); certainly not anything like (truly absurdly) [ts,ts, tf.4, t.t, {.{, m m]
(with released first elements).

7.8.2. Let us add that the transitions from a preceding vocoid to even unreleased
[€, s, tf'] are perceptibly different, if one listens to them carefully. Thus, there is
no real reason for having to mark those contoids in a particular way (either with
a diacritic, or with special symbols).

fig 7.8 shows the difference between the hold stage of [t, d] and [ts, dz]. The lat-
ter are clearly grooved, even during their stop stage. This is quite a natural fact,
which is fairly easily perceived during the transition from a preceding vocoid to
the contoid in question.

In fact, the groove is certainly not a kind of open pipe, as the orogram shows,
since the curved line does not reach the apex. Besides, the actual contact by the
apex is not exactly the same for [t] and [ts], as shown.

In earlier books we (ie Lc) did not think it necessary to explain this quite natu-
ral fact. But, seeing how difficult it is to make people realize this obvious fact, fig
7.8 was drawn on purpose.

fig 7.8. Comparison between dental (slit) stops [t, d] and (grooved) stop-strictives [ts, dz]. Let
us notice that the orogram of the latter pair shows that the sides of the tongue are raised, be-
cause of the groove.
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The realization of [ts, dz/ as [ts, dz] (ie [t.s, d.z]) is a typical regional pronuncia-
tion of practically almost all Northern Italian native speakers. In fact, even if they
either also speak their local dialect or only the deriving regional form of Italian,
they do not realize the difference with true [ts, dz/ [ts, dz]. Also phoneticians seem
not to be able to do so.

A similar thing happens to English native speakers (including phoneticians), when
they confuse alveolar flaps, [1], as in Bet#y [beai], and taps, [¢], as in old-fashioned Ber-
ry [bert] (or Spanish caro [karo], or Italian caro [ka:ro]).

The same is true, when they confuse (and, practically, exchange) a postalveolar
British-like [{] and a prevelar American-like [1], as in Berry [beyi] and [beii], re-
spectively (f fig 7.6).

7.8.3. Even in Russian, we also find sequences similar to (neutral) Italian ones, ie
with grooved first parts, when they correpond to u [tf/ (which is grooved even when
homorganically assimilated to a following contoid, and clearly different from the slit
ones, as in orya [et'tsa’], seen above): ayuwe [tutssi], He maaun, XKens! [pep'tady
'‘zEnE].

In fact, when Russian speakers utter Italian words like pazzo, pazzia, which are
[patsitso, pats'tsia], they actually produce ['pzattse, pet'tsie].

Should someone use ner-c, we would hear ['ngts], which is different from both
[tts] and [ts]! Let us also consider a case of marked non-assimilation, as in a word like
noavess [pedjest], in which /d/ is not influenced by the following /j/, as even
spelling successfully shows. In fact, we have [d-j/ [dj], not /dj/ [d].

‘Native-like international’ Russian consonants

7.9.1. Of course, a transcription of normal international Russian (ie not its
native-like variant) could use fewer symbols, as it does for the vowels, which have
only two additional taxophones (as in the table of fig 6.1).

This could be done especially for similar contoids (as it already does for [j/ [j, j1),
such as [a, n; g, n; k, ks g, g; [, s 1, 1], which are quite logically rather similar. But,
exactly for this reason, they can certainly be of help, instead of creating problems.

Therefore, notice that all the taxophones included in the table of fig 7.9 might
seem to be a complication, especially for foreigners. However, they certainly con-
tribute to render pronunciation simpler and more natural.

7.9.2. Briefly, let us see the most important differences between the consonants
of ‘international” pronunciation, seen up to now, and those of ‘native-like interna-
tional’ pronunciation. This presents fewer simplification and, of course, is closer to
neutral pronunciation, given in ¢ 10-13.

In fact, in the table of fig 7.9, there are more contoids than those sufficient for
simple international Russian (¢ fig 6.1).

Let us start with [ts, dz], which occur before vowels, or finally, while [t, d] occur



7. The consonants of international Russian 81

before consonants: getu ['dze-tsi]. Besides, we indicate the important semi-approxi-
mants, [§, w], which, both in neutral and native-like international Russian, occur
before stressed vowels: axo [tE'Hz], aa ['dza], Boa [Vwot], nyrs [puuts].

Besides, [j], which occurs between vowels in unstressed syllables (instead of sim-
ple international [j]): HoBas ['nwovsjz], aeraio ['dzetsju], uzsecrue [1z'yestsif].

fig 7.9. International Russian: native-like contoids.

2 3 & 8= £ 289 o =8 o9 g = ¢ =
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ts [dz] tf [dg] [ts dg]| [ts ]
fv [ty [ ] g [y]
s z {3l §7 | [s7l J
O [ [w]
r [£]
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10.
Neutral pronunciation:
vowels

10.1. In & 6-9 (modern) neutral Russian pronunciation will be described ac-
curately, in order to refine one’s own pronunciation of Russian, so that it may co-
incide with that of neutral native speakers.

Unfortunately, Russian spelling is clearly based on morphonological principles,
which decisely prefer lexical and grammatical structures (even diachronic!), instead
of phonic ones. These last are considered in a more abstract way, more phonemi-
cally, but with a prevailing morphologic aspect.

However, Russian spelling presents rather ‘spontaneously’ vocalic and conso-
nantal phonemics, right as ‘naive’ speakers can perceive it. Not as ‘sofisticated” lin-
guists often do, with unfruitful complications.

In fact, Russian spelling basically uses six vowel graphemes, which correspond
exactly to the real number of vowel phonemes: u, s, a, o, y, bt /i, E, a, 0, u, /.
Obviously, e, 51, &, 10 do not indicate ‘vowels’, but sequences of [j/ + [k, a, 0, u/, re-
alized as [j] or [C] + [E, a, 0, u] — or with ‘interpalatal’ vocoids, [e, a, 0, p], which
occur between [j, C, i], including diphthongs, [Vi].

These six vowel phonemes (obviously, displayed in a phonic order), 22 consonan-
tal phonemes would be sufficient (possibly including traditional [3], nowadays re-
placed by [2, z]), against more than 30 —from 33 till 39— phonemes of other analy-
ses. Thus, persisting in using only five vowels, both the whole phonemic inventory
and the relation between pronunciation and spelling are uselessly complicated.

By comparing our phonemic system with all others, the choice is simple and
even obvious. In fact, it seems to be more logical and natural to conclude by say-
ing that Russian consonants have ‘palatalized’ taxophones. These are caused by /i,
j/, rather than having to imagine some ‘soft’ consonants, which would make
Russian speakers —automatically— produce some ‘soft’ vowels, while ‘hard’ conso-
nants would make the speakers produce ‘hard’ vowels. All this, under the false pre-
text that ‘Russian speakers are unable to produce a clear 7 [i] after £ [k] (such a mis-
belief has been proven wrong so many times).

However, by this time, it is better to avoid using purely phonemic transcrip-
tions. On the contrary, it is far better to use anything that can help to definitive-
ly seize the Russian phonic system. Therefore, it is always better to use more sym-
bols rather than fewer. Obviously, this is even more important in more meticulous
chapters.
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10.2. Modern neutral Russian pronunciation has lost the weird oddity of -xuit
traditionally pronounced as ‘[kii”]’, which nowadays is —quite naturally— [cii’].
Thus, by definitely reversing the ‘problem’, things become simpler. In fact, Russian
speakers say [ci] and [ki] (in stressed syllable ['ci], [kzi]), because phonemically
they are [ki, kif not ‘/ci, ki/’. The same for [ b1, bi; bz, bzi] /bi; bi/ (not ‘[bi; bi/’),
&c. But, often, people do not know exactly what they utter, as when they persist in
claiming that for Oasra, Ol’ga, ‘we do not say [wolgz], we say... [wolgs]’!

Furthermore, for /C*, CC/, spelling itself indicates /C/, using Cs, except cases in
which pronunciation has changed, long ago, but spelling remains the same, keep-
ing graphic sequences like b, >xb, for [§, 2], international [, z]. In addition, there
are certain more or less incomplete assimilations, with [CC], or [CC], depending on
the kind of pronunciation (more) modern or (more) traditional, as we will see (¢

(& 14).

fig 10.1. (Modern) Neutral Russian: vowels. First, all together; afterwards, by couples.

[ﬁ./ i/(;[li) OI’CF’ C\;/IGVCI)C ]] L gl e o /u/ [wu,.u, ®CuC]
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[e/ [iE, "teq, 'CeC, "CerC] “\"“n o] [wo, "woe, 0, 'CoC, "Coe(]
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fi 14, 1, 1, 'GiG, GiCl, ['pC, %iCl, |y o @ /u/ [wu, u, ©CuC]
Vi, Vi, [V.iiCl, VJVVJV] k'k \ \ \ \
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[E] [E, "jEq, 'CeC, "CerC] - P [o] [wo, "woe, 0, 'CoC, "Coe(]

[a] [fa, ¥, &, "e$, "tae, 'CaC, "CaaC]
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fig 11.2. (Modern) Neutral Russian: vowels (by prosodic sets).
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Jif (G FZ'HF\_@\% Juf T, GG
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| # \_\_\_\_Q\_O_\ o/ Ly CuC] unstressed
fil Ls, "G, Vgl | O [ L]

10.3. In stressed syllables, the six vowel phonemes are realized as indicated by the
black markers in fig 10.1 (obviously, the black ones with a white center also corre-
spond to unstressed contexts, which we will see afterwards): Tpu [t¢i], opa ['ferz],
xax [kiak], Tor [twot], ym [wum], 6brr [biit]. We also have: yex ['tszey], war [§zak],
»xyk [Zwuk].

While /if [i, 1] remains unchanged (except in [ji/ [ji, ji], which also represents
e in unstressed syllables), the most important element, instead, is the insertion of
the prevelar semiapproximant [z] before stressed [k, a, i], and of the velar round-
ed semiapproximant [w] before stressed [o, u]. All of them are preceded by a con-
sonant different from [j, t, {{], and possible traditional [z3].

Thus, in stressed syllables, the vowels that are different from /[if are realized as
sequences of [z] + [E, a, i], or of [u] + [0, u].

Obviously, the semiapproximants [, w] are less ‘evident’ than (full) approxi-
mants, such as the prevelar [j] (not included in fig 10.2, because it does not occur
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in Russian), and the velar rounded approximant [w]. In English, [w] occurs in wet
['wef], quit [khwi], but [§, w] are quite another thing, also in comparison with a
phonic zero, [#] (although ‘linguistically naive’ Russian speakers may be con-
vinced to hear exactly [#]).

In Russian, we have: spa ['ter2] (already seen), xanr [kzaat], Tor [twot], yru-
xyM [wupikum]. However, in unstressed syllables, the semiapproximant [3, w] do
not occur, as we will see in examples to come.

It is important to also explain, from the start, the palatalizing function that the
phonemes /i, j/ have on the consonants which precede them.

But we have to anticipate, here, the triple division of Russian consonants. In
fact, there are ‘normal’ consonants, which can be palatalized: [m, m; n, n; ¢, ¢; 1,
ILppsb.bsttsd, disk, s g, 51, [, 5V, ¥3 80 85 2, 25 s H].

Besides, there are true palatal consonants (with an actual palatal element): [j,
75 8> dg; {0, §ps z3]. In addition, there are non-palatal consonants: [ts; §, 2], which
are never palatalized (in spite of spelling sequences like (yn, ure, >xb): [§fu’] wbio).

We must always keep in mind, therefore, that ‘[tsi; §i, 2i]” do nor occur any
longer in contemporary Russian. They are substituted by ['tsgi, ,tst; Sii, 8% ‘2h, 2],
in spite of historical spellings with y, ur, >« followed by u, e, 1, &, 10, b.

10.4. Let us look at fig 10.3-5 to well understand the role of the (semi)approxi-
mants they show, inspecting accurately fig 10.3.

fig 10.3. (Modern) Neutral Russian: vowels (preceded by approximant & semi-approximants).
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fig 10.4 shows first two approximants, [j, w] (respectively, palatal and velar round-
ed): English yet ['jef], win ['wun:], and Russian sshbii [javnsi].

The double arrows on the dorsum indicate that, tendentially, these are mobile con-
toids during their production, not static ones, like vocoids. In fact, the contoids are
distinguished from [i, u] mostly because of this characteristic, in addition to a short-
er emission. They could be indicated by means of [i, u] (but it is not worthwhile).

The bottom row gives three semi-approximants [, §, w] (respectively, palatal,
prevelar, and velar rounded). Continuing the parallel between [j, w] and [i, u], also
[J, £, w] correspond to [e, 2, 0] (again, it is not worthwhile to use vowels with a dia-
critical sign).

Instead, fig 10.5 shows the five vocoids [, E, a, 0, u] which, in stressed syllables,
are preceded by [x, w]: i, ‘i, 1al, ['wo, 'wu]. In the corresponding orograms, we
have superimposed the dotted line which refers to the dorsum during the pro-
duction of [3] o [w], as a starting point at the beginning of the production of the
sequences ['f#, &, 'fa], [wo, wul.

fig 10.4. (Modern) Neutral Russian: (semi)approximants occurring before vowels — f fig 10.3.
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fig 10.5. (Modern) Neutral Russian: sequences of (semi)approximants and stressed vowels.
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As can easily be seen, for ['fi], passing from the contoid to the vocoid, the
mandible and dorsum are raised: cuir ['sgin], ynpx ['tsgick]. For ['t], instead, there
is a slight forward lowering (but certainly also the tongue-lamina position is im-
portant, since it distinguishes clearly the two phones, perceptively different): >xecr
[ZgEst], opa [ec2]. On the other hand, for [fa], there is a considerable general ver-
tical lowering: aa ['dza], az [zat].

Passing to the two back vocoids, for [wo], we have a slight lowering of the man-
dible, dorsum and lower lip: xor [kwot], ocs ['wos]. Instead, for ['wu], the mandi-
ble and dorsum are raised, in addition to the backing of the dorsum and a stronger
lip rounding: tyr [twut], yxo [‘wuHz].

10.5. Let see, now, fig 10.6, which shows, on the left, the stressed syllables [jeC,
je(C)]. As can be seen, the first one occurs in ‘interpalatal’ contexts, and, passing
to the vocoid, it has some lowering of the dorsum and mandible, slightly more
considerable for [je(C)]: ects [jests], ect [jEst].

On the right, instead, we see the corresponding unstressed situation again for e
(and also s1): [JiC, Ji(C)] (but [%jiC, *ji(C)]). For both sequences, the mandible, dor-
sum and lower lip are raised, obviously more strongly for [i], which is higher: e-
avnbin [jidzinsi], ecrectso [jistsistvwor], stues [jitfijac], ssbix [jrzzik], crapas [sta-
c8j1], 6enoe [betsyi], xpacussie [kee'sivii], nssectne [12'Vestsif].

10.6. Here are some examples, also for other contexts and combinations: mup
['mic], Bocems [Vworsim], He6o ['ne'bs], xonsku [kef'ci], puc ['is], sopbxa [zwof-
ks], xops [kwofi], aec [les], 6oaburoin [bei'@uoi], COAb ['suoi], nea ['pet], Tomn
[twop], 610ct [Hust], Teao [tsertz], mats ['mzats], as [{la], aetn [dzetst], ase
[dyE, dz'yE'], aanna [dlrnga], xur [cit], manuxiop [msapi'cug], Horm [nwop] (‘legs,
feet’, or [ne'ji-] ‘of the leg/foot’), purux [finik], xposs [k'rwof], Becs ['Ves], Bce
[f'ser] (also Bcé [f'so7]) rycs ['guusg], suma [zrmgac], T ['tsivgii].

Obviously, also [, 'tjV, d&z] /d/, [{&] /{d)/ count as [C]: (and traditional [53] [33/,
as well): uex ['tljek], xouy [ge'tlyu-], uaen [tflen], aruba [etdgbza], wper [{it], wuy
[1{fju-], ToBapmuy [teviagild)].

The phoneme [33] [33/ is less important, and typical of an outdated and tradi-
tional kind of pronunciation: Bosioxu [Vwoza], esxy [jezsu]. More modern and
more recommendable pronunciation has [2%] 22/, in almost all words: [Vwo%Z,
EZRU].

Let us observe that initial [j], or after a vowel, corresponds to [(] par excellence
(keeping well in mind that e, 11, &, 10 count as [jl+[E, €], [jI+[a, al, [jl+[o, o], [jl+[u,
pl. In fact, they are simply [jV] sequences, certaily not ‘diphthongs’, since the only
possible diphthongs, in natural phonetics, can just be [VV] — not even [VIV] or [VV]):
ssbix [jrzzik], ea [fed], s [fal, éx [jo§], or [juk], mos [meja], colos [sejus], asoe
[dVwoT], Hosas ['nwovayr], cunee [sinip].

10.7. Five vowels, [i, E, a, 0, u/, can occur between palatal(ized) contoids, [C].
They are realized as closer % fronter, as shown by the grey markers, [i», e, 4, 0, p]
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(fig 10.1): 6urs [bits], eas ['jei], s ['pats], Térs [tsotsz], Tiodsx [tspfak].

Instead, i/ does not occur either in this context, nor in word-initial position.
But we find » ["1]: saemenr [1]li'mEeat] (or, in mediatic pronunciation, [*5, *]:
[o]i'm-]). Such a phenomenon originated the myth of the complementarity of [i,
i], thus gathered into a single phoneme ‘/i/’, with the false delusion about a ‘bet-
ter’ phonemic system — when the opposite is true.

It is not easy to correct ‘diverted’ schooling, especially when official spelling is
concerned (with all its problems, either well known or not) and ‘para-spelling’, used
both in schools and in ‘scientific’ books, with phonemic ambitions (almost alchemic,
with complex formulae and esoteric iconograms (which we will be careful not to re-
port).

The first vocogram of fig 10.1 also gives three ‘potential’ phonetic diphthongs,
[q, ae, 09], which can replace [, a, 0'] (with their ‘interpalatal’ variants, [er, aq,
oe], for [e, A", ]), mostly in tunes, in free syllables, either final or internal: sce
[fse", f'seal, Bcé [fso, fsose], axo [fEH, tEays], aa [dza, 'dfae], arom [fatam, ‘tae-
tam], aetn ['dzetst, 'dzertsi], angn ['dzadzs, 'dzaadzs], ano [d'nwor, d'nwos], roaoc
[quotss, 'quostss], Téta [tsotss, 'tsoetss].

These diphthongs also occur for emphasis, then becoming even longer. So, in
free syllables, we find [ea, e'1; ae, aa; 09, 0'6]: Bee [f'seral, Bcé [f'so o], axo0 ['fEa-
Ha], aa ['dgae], atom ["taetam], seru [dzentst], asan ['"dzaadzs], ano [d'nwors], ro-
aoc ['guorelss], Téa [tsoretss]. In checked syllables, [ea, er; ae, Ag; 09, 0e]: Her!
['neat], aens ['"dzerni], morrs! ["paats], zom! ['dwoem], Eas [joel].

10.8. Russian also has some ‘official” diphthongs (f fig 10.7), with a high front sec-
ond element /Vi/ [Vi]. Here are some examples in stressed syllables: xui ['cii], neirre
[peits], mait ['mgai], vait ['jail], 6oit [bwoi], sapéit [zeoi], ayirre [dwuitsi], aonm
['dzpim], sbutay [Viiidu]. As can be seen, their spelling uses -1, for the diphthongs
that grammar recognizes. We always have [Vi], even in unstressed syllables: yaeit [‘wu-
lii], Yankoscxwit [tlitkwofscii, tfit], Tanra [tei'gza], seranre ['dze-tzitsi], yiay [ui-
'dwu], monmosxka [dzpi'mwofks], 6eavnt [Heti].

However, especially in loans, we find further diphthongs, as in: pagno [radyis,
tio], Qayer [fzaust], xayuyx [kewtfjuk], kaxao [kekas, t-ac], Hoy-xay [nou'gau], woy
[Sou] (also Loy [Soul, for Shaw).

Surely, such purely graphic ill-defined ‘diphthongs’ as un, ns, en, ee, ae, as, ao,
oe, bie do not correspond to phono-diphthongs. In fact, they are true bisyllabic se-
quences [©V]V], with an unstressed last syllable and the preceding one either
stressed or not): 8 Uraanu [yrtgalipt] (in traditional pronunciation [vi-]), B Poccun
[veessiqr], amans [1ilifo], mysen/-ee [muzeqr] (f mysen [mu'zei]), ocennee [e'sen-
nift], B mae [Vimarji], Hepywmmas [[preu§zimejr], sxato [Zngaju], HoBoe ['nwovaji],
10okHbIe [juZnir].

In quick pronunciation, when at least one of the two [V] is [i/ [i, 1], rather regu-
larly, [j] can be dropped, independently from the kind of structure it may have.
However, normally, a possible semichrone [] remains: [yr'tgalir, veegsit, Jiliz, mu-
ze1] (of myseit [mu'zei]) and [e'senrir, vima1, 'nwovar, juzns].
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fig 10.7. (Modern) Neutral Russian: diphthongs (first, all together; afterwards, by couples).

[iif [, i, i, tii"]

(-, -Caint, -Con) = [Cil, Cii]

—oa if [il, 4, 4, 13i']

b fi
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[Ei/ ['Cei, 'Cei, "Ei]

[ai] ['Cai, 'Czai, Cei!, xi]

[ei] ['Cei, 'Csei, *jEi] [oi] ['Coi, 'Cuoi]

[i] [l &, 4, 4]

[aif ['Cai, 'Czai, Cei, xi] \

As these last transcriptions show, also [-17] remains, without becoming [-i*], as
if they were true phonemic diphthongs (unless [-1] is followed, in a sentence, by
[C] or [i, 1], thus, becoming, [-i*], by assimilation): crieaoe s6.a0x0 [spEtsji ljab-
tzks] ‘ripe apple’.

Obviously, also examples like the following are bisyllabic: mou [meji], nayx [pe-
'wuk], noar [peEt], aysas [du iEl] They would be bisyllabic even if uttered with
no [j] (in quick pronunciation), or without [, ] (in international pronunciation).

Let us add, instead, that the unstressed endings [ii] -wit/-eit and [#i] -bit (and
-nit/-en), in quick speech, in protunes (but not in tunes), tend to become monoph-
thongs with [, -], respectively: cunwit [simii], curmit maarox ['si-pip te'twok] ‘blue
handkerchief’; cunen ['si-nii], cunent ckarepry ['sinis kzatsictsi] ‘of the blue table-
cloth’s maabiit [mzalsi], Maabit Teatp ['mzati tsr'ate, tsratf] ‘Small Theater’.



10. Neutral pronunciation: vowels 111

10.9. As for vowels in unstressed syllables, in addition to what some examples have
already shown, in modern pronunciation we have (for ‘traditional” and ‘mediatic’
pronunciations f ¢ 10-11): [1, 1, .iC] /i/ (including [.Cii] — thus, i/ is [i], when
followed by [C] or /i, even in sentences, with no pause), [e, "¢, 2] [a/, [u] [u/, [#,
il [if.

In the first vocogram of fig 10.1, the markers corresponding to [1, #] (pretonic,
or prestressed, that is immediately followed by a stressed syllable) have a small dot
in their center and the corresponding symbols have adequate diacritics: in fact,
they are higher than other [1, 1], because they are intermediate between [1, ] and
L1, ]

Here are some examples: vacsr [tirsgi], e [pitsi], ssbixa [jjizekia], o6bruan
[ebzi-tfii], epanawr [jiretzas], nepemean [pigimili], saexrpuuecrso [alik'teitfist-
v&], moae [‘pworli]; roaosa [gsatevial, asanraps [even'giact, -8'qg-], xpacHas [Kizas-
ngjx]; ypoxk [urwok], somy [[dwormu], croaa [su'dza], crocioxars [sp'suksats]; yusy-
amzauus [tsyyilizzatsyyr], sxena [Zenga’], avipor ['dgir].

For s in unstressed syllable (also for a preceded by [C]), it is important to explain
that neutral pronunciation has only /i/. In addition, there is a transversal use of [3,
o], which is definitely non-neutral (or even [, €] [a/), occurring either in tradition-
al or mediatic pronunciation (also for neutral speakers, one way or another!).

This can happen either within lexemes or in inflected forms with consonantal
ending grammemes (s1+C, Ca+C, due to undue influence by forms with the ending
grammeme -7, with [ja/ [Cg, J]). Let us reassert that the pronoun s never reduces
to }i/, differently from aas (preposition), which can even become [dlr, dli*C].

Thus, we have: rwrtHo [pitnwor, Ipst-, Ipet-], sa3bix [jrzzik, 1j3-, 1j&-], ssbixm [jizs
‘i, 1j3-, Lja-], mormszen [pagliidzet, I-lo-, I-le-], navar ['nzatlit, 1-tfst, 1-tfat], o6bruain
[ebzitlii, -t{3i, -tfzi], kopmar [kwormit, |-mst, |-mst], seram ['dzetsim, I-tsam,
I-tsam], zamsa [zzanit, 1-3t, 1-21], 6es vt s [bispi'tsi 'pats, Lbsspe'tsi 'pats, I-po-
'tsi]. Let us also notice the variants for -ux: cnyrnux [spwutnik, -nsk, |-n=k].

‘Normal’ traditional pronunciation, for e, s, Ca' (pretonic or prestressed), has
‘e[’ [a, 9C], which corresponds to modern pronunciation (or, simply, neutral pro-
nunciation) with [i/ [1, iC]: 6e3 wary mars f[bispa'tsi 'pats], as it also happens in:
6epésa [bigozs] ¢[bs-]. Such a phenomenon is called exarnve [jeksny] (traditional:
t[-nya]).

For vowel sequences that include [a/, generally, the use of [e] is extended: so-
o6parxars [Veeb-reZzats], Hayrag [neu'gzat], mo oanomy [peedne'muu], Ha ocrpo-
Bax [neestreviay], y oaroro [uednevwo], coyuactsosan [seu'tfjas(tyivaval], coor-
BETCTBOBATDH [SBRLYELS(H)VRVAtS].



11.
Neutral pronunciation:
consonants

11.1. Let us notice that diphonic consonants do not occur before pauses or un-
voiced consonants. In fact, they necessarily become unvoiced: 606 [bwop], mosr
[muwosk], Tpy6xu [trwupct], B caay [fse'dwu].

In addition, unvoiced consonants can not occur before diphonic voiced con-
sonants (/V/ is somehow particular, as it functions almost as an approximant, thus
non-diphonic, f § 12.8-13): ¢6brrs [zbiits], ¢ ropst [zge'cii].

The only articulations that can occur in devoiced contexts, without losing their
voiceness, are sonants (or sonorants). In general, they are partially devoiced before
unvoiced consonants or before a pause.

However, they usually become unvoiced phones, between unvoiced consonants
and pauses, unless they become intense (‘syllabic’). In this case, they are voiced or
half-voiced (always depending on phonic contexts): »xup [Zzic], pra [ftia], kapTa
[kiactz], 606p [bwobr, buobe], Anenp [dnepe, dneps].

The table of fig 11.1 gives the consonant articulations of Russian. They are neces-
sary for an adequate pronunciation of that language. Instead, fig 11.2-8 show the oro-
grams, gathered by articulation manners. They provide all necessary contoids for the
(modern) neutral pronunciation of Russian. They are also present in the table of fig
11.1.

fig 11.1. (Modern) Neutral Russian: consonants.
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The same figures also contain the orograms of the English articulations that
differ from the Russian ones, only for some nuances (to be carefully checked), in
particular: [k, g] (prevelar) before front vowels or [j], instead of [c, 3] (palatal); [,
&; {, 3], all with lip protrusion, rather than without or with different articulations;
[f, v] constrictive, instead of semi-constrictive.

Nasals (fig 11.2)

11.2. By rights, Russian has only two nasal phonemes, /m, n/, with a numner
of taxophones, mostly for the second one, including palatalized variants. Thus:
/m/ [m, m, m), m] and /n/ [m, m, oy, m, a4, n, /, &1, 0, p, gl. In addition, we can
use [r, 1, &; Tr, [f], for a less assimilated kind of coarticulation, which keeps a
front tongue contact —alveolar/prepalatal— while adding secondary articulations,
with no full contacts: bilabial, labiodental, velar).

For /m/: mama ['mgams], aamna [fgampzs], Hopm ['nworm], purm ['fith, 'gitm],
pudm [ifm, 'fi-fm], mron [mnuoi], mxa [m'yza], mra [mgtza], mur ['mik], mars
['mats], cemsb ['sem], um6ups [1m'bif], amson [emVwon], ampopa [famfarcs].

Besides, /m/ can occur before heterorganic consonants: mraa [m'gtza], muon
[m'nwoi], mxa [m'yza]. However, for ‘/mj/” and ‘/m+i/’, we regularly have [m]: mup
['mic], cems ['sem] (already seen).

For [n/: on 6epér [lombigot, opr-], xansa [kemvia, -iv-], angac [erfzas, ed-],
Hoc [nwos], xonropa [keg'twore], Hpas [n'rzaf], xomange [ke'mgandzi], Hurs
['nits], xons [kwon], 6ensun [binzin], 6apabangux [barebganlik], xmrokaa [c1y-
2gal], parbure ['gagss], Tonxmi ['twofcii, -nc-; -fksi, -aksi], 6anx ['bgank, -ak], necrs
[pesh, ‘pe'shl.

Thus, /nC, n’C/ are regularly assimilated. Also ‘/nj/’ become [n], which keeps

fig 11.2. (Modern) Neutral Russian: nasal consonants.
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its phonetic autonomy (belonging to a phonemic sequence, with distinctive va-
lidity), without becoming neutralized before other consonants.

But we have to state, as some examples have shown, that —mainly for graphic
reasons (especially in less colloquial and more traditional pronunciation)—a com-
plex coarticulated pronunciation is widespread, with partial assimilation. Thus,
we have [1rb, i1V, fic, gk] &c, as an attempt to keep ‘[nb, nv, nc, nk]” &c.

Speakers oscillate very much, in such cases. However, should someone want to
emphasize a kind of pronunciation with heterorganic [nC], spelling might make use
of b, at least inside words (in spite of etymology). But, it is difficult to convince
people to accept useful and practical things.

Stops (fig 11.3)

11.3. There are three diphonic pairs, whose elements do not oppose distinc-
tively before a pause or a (voiced or voiceless) consonant: [p, b; t, d; k, g/ [p, p, b,
b;t, ¢, ts, d, d, dzs k, ¢, g, 7]. The normal articulation of ‘palatalized’ /t, d is prepal-
atal and stop-strictive, but stop before homorganic consonants (or alike; some-
times, [t] can also occur before pauses).

Examples: nor [‘puot], 206 [twop], neus [petf], Toms [twop], roay6s ['guo-
tupl, 6bir [biit], 06 rom [ebzetam], 6urs [bits]; Tpyr [trwut], oTya [eStsia], Tky
[tkwu], Bug [Vit], Toma [ts'mza], Tody! [ts'fww], netas [pitla, pit-, 'pet-ls], pabor-
mnx [rebuotnik], otuér [ettfjot], ay6 [dwup], Tor >xe [twodZi], aens ['dzen], ams
[d'na’], moare [pwodl], aseps [dyef, dz-], xax [kzak], maxr [prakt], aér [lok], x oro-
my [kietamu], knockép [cres’cjoc], rubxwit [yipcii], roa ['guot], rnyts [g'nwuts],

Horu [ne'fi-].

fig 11.3. (Modern) Neutral Russian: stop consonants.
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Stop-strictives (or ‘affricates, fig 11.4)

11.4. Russian has two stop-strictive phonemes, which are voiceless, /ts, tf/. But
there are four realizations, by voice assimilation (in addition to the palatalized vari-
ants of [t, d/, [ts, dz], already seen in § 11.3). |

Besides, before stressed vowels, other than [i/, [t/ is [tlj]: unxa ['tszikt, 'tsoii'kﬂ,
orey [e'tsets], 6parua [b'rattsz], maayzapm [ptedzdgarm]; yunreas [utlitsil], vac
['tijas], maeuo [plitho], ayu [twutl], wren []en], Hauans [neds'dzif].



116 Russian Pronunciation & Accents

fig 11.4. (Modern) Neutral Russian: stop-strictive consonants.

Constrictives (or ‘fricatives’) & semi-constrictives (fig 11.5)

d/d

11.5. For the time being, let us introduce the five diphonic pairs of constric-
tives and semi-constrictives, [f, {; V, V], [s, $; 2, 2], [§, 2], and the voiceless [y, u].

Among these, the first and last (actually, the slit ones, or ‘ungrooved’): [f, {; v,
vl —& [§, H], respectively, velar and palatal, voiceless— are semi-constrictive, rather
than fully constrictive. Thus, they are less strong and less noisy: goxn [fwon], pos
[rwof], apromar [eftemgat], B puabme [{filmi], Bepds ['VELf], Boak [Vwolk], xyoxe
[HwuZz], mox [mwoy], xwrpsi ['Hit-rx] .

Let us observe that, in ropox >xe [ge'twoyzz], by assimilation to a following
voiced consonant, we have [y], (voiced) velar semi-constrictive, instead of []
(voiceless). This phone, [y], is different from the non-phonemic element [z]. This
last is a semi-approximant: less evident and less obtrusive, which is automatically
inserted before /', 'a, i/ in natural and typical pronunciation. The same happens
with [u], before ['o, 'u/, ' § 6.3).

Instead, grooved phones, [s, §; z, 7] and [§, 2], are fully constrictive: con ['swon],
poca [re'sga], crer [snek], ocs [wos], 3y6 [zwup], saoin [2tuoi], ¢ Geabim [2hE-
him], usiom [r'zum], 6es aeren [bizdzitsei]; wects [SzEsts], aooxn [twob], wxad >xe
[§kiavzz], »xect [Zzest], sxaars [Zdzats], xoxy [HeZwu].

Lastly, we have another voiceless constrictive, quite particular, [{)] /{{)/, which
is lengthened before [V/. It also has a traditional phono-variant, formed by the con-
strictive followed by the corresponding stop-strictive, sometimes very weak, [{4]. It
is more complicated and not needed in modern pronunciation.

Before a stressed vowel, different from [i/, a [j] is inserted: wper 72[{lit] ¢[{dit], mo-

fig 11.5. (Modern) Neutral Russian: constrictive consonants.
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waza " [pelfjads] {[peld)], 60pw ”[buworl] f[-{d]. The possibile sequence [{t] is

different and normal, as in: ¢ vem [{§jem; (tfjem].

Approximants (fig 11.6)

11.6. Russian has the typical palatal approximant [j/, which is realized as a true
approximant before stressed vowels, [jV]. The same occurs in initial position in a
rhythm group before vowels, either stressed or unstressed, [*jV].

However, it is realized as a palatal semi-approximant, between (either stressed
or not) vowels and an unstressed one, [VjV]. After consonants, the sequence is trans-
formed into a ‘palatalized’” consonant, [C] (' § 6.3-4): mou [meji], s [fats], sBuTh
[jiyits], Masxosckwit [majrkwofscii], 6oabwas [bel'szays].

For emphasis, or for precision, we can have [j] - [j] (semi-constrictive) and, respec-
tively, [j] > [jl. However, it is more important to notice that, in non-slow speech,
normally, /ijV, Vji/ sequences are realized as [iV, Vi]: apmus ['farmijg, -mis], mon
[meljir, me'i].

It may happen that in [VjV/ [VJV] sequences (with no [if), it is not easy to per-
ceive [j] well, mainly when speaking quickly: 6oaburas [bel§zays, -a1z] (mostly in
protunes).

11.7. In Russian spelling, we also find uy, »x, 1 (due to outdated graphic situa-
tions) even followed by e, s, &, 10, u (and by », as well). But, in such cases, nowa-
days, those vowels correspond to [k, a, 0, u, i/ (generally, & is only used in dic-
tionaries and teaching books): yex ['tszey], wéax [§wolk], napaunor [parefuut],
unpk ['tszick], sxmrs [Zzits], aoxs [Huog].

However, those consonantal elements may be followed by [j] (and, in spelling,
also b occurs). [j] precedes vowels: wbér [§jot], weio [§ju], aoxbio [twoz-jul.

In addition, the palatal approximant can also occur after [C], and it may also
have distinctive power: coipné [sifjo’], nbo [pYur], abasoa [dzjaval], seioT [yjut],
Uabny [145itf]. [s], zj] can also be found, but indicated by » (although not sys-
tematically, as in cvé>xnrbes, put at the end of this section): crexars [sjEHats],
M3DBATH [1Z7]Ats].

The same happens for [Cjl: ubs [tlja] (f vaa ['jat] and vy [1{fju]. Let us al-
so observe that [f] is a different case, since it is inserted after [tf, (] in stressed syl-
lables. Its difference can also be noted because of its different syllabic structure).

fig 11.6. (Modern) Neutral Russian: (semi)approximant consonants.
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Normally, [lj, nj] sequences are realized as [4j, pj] (although they may also remain
[lj, njl, which are sufficiently different from plain [], n]): avér [Ajot] ‘he/she pores’
(d [Not] either for aéz ‘ice’, or aér ‘flight’), avio [Kju-], Bpansé [Veepjor], ceumbs
[syipja] (f xons [ke'pa]).

There are also cases where that [C] remains separated and unaffected by [j] that
follows: o6bexars [ebjEHats], créxuurbes [sjoZitse], aByxbapycHbit [dvugjarus-
nii], Tpamcbespomneitckuit [traasjiveepeiscii], mesxbspychbit [meZjarusnsi] (indi-
cated by b, which can also occur between [s, z] and [j], as shown by some examples
already seen). Notice that [] is intermediate between [] and [], mostly used in lex-
ical compounds.

In more general phonemic transcriptions, with /Cj/ instead of /C/, it would be
necessary and sufficient to add a hyphen in a phonemic transcription (as spelling
makes use of ), if a stress symbol is not present.

Lastly, in modern Russian, we also have [, y] for the ‘/h/” phonostyleme in excla-
mations (and onomatopoeias): ara! [e'hza:, e'yza] ‘/aha/’.

We have already seen the typical and characteristic semi-approximants [j, 1, w]
(although not phonemic, f § 10.4-6 and § 11.6).

Rhotics (fig 11.7)

11.8. For this articulation manner, in Russian, we find two taps: alveolar [c] and
prepalatal [¢] (with a single contact between the tongue and the alveoli or the
prepalate, respectively). For emphasis, or when speaking slowly and clearly, as in
teaching, it is possible to use #7ill variants, [r, ] (with two, or even three, quick
contacts).

Nevertheless, for a good pronunciation, they are not necessary. Instead, it is
more important to respect normal devoicing (f § 8.8-13): paa [rzat], mapx ['prack],
ITérp ['pote, '‘po-ti], puc [is], psaa ['at], ponaps [fe'nzaf], cenrabps [sip'tsaby, sip-
'‘tsabf], Buxps [Yige, 'yi'qg], 06pa3s [wob-rss], agpec [ad-fis].

fig 11.7. (Modern) Neutral Russian: consonants.

Laterals (fig 11.8)

11.9. Passing to the lateral articulation manner, we find the typical [1], velar-
ized alveolar, which is alveolar with velar coarticulation, produced by raising the
tongue postdorsum.

Furthermore, [1] becomes velarized dental, [1], by assimilation, in front of [t, d;
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ts; s, z]: coagar [set'diat], ABDKHI [11i22], caoso [stuovi], aya [[dwul], ura [igl,
'gt], cmbica [s'mzist, smgist].

Certain speakers may use, in all contexts, [1] the velarized dental or dentialveo-
lar phones, instead of an alveolar one), not only before dental articulations.

But we also have a prepalatal lateral, []], still independently from devoicing (¢f

] ]

§ 12.8-13): anya [Titsg], skaab ['@al]l, ToAbKO ['twolks], maabma ['pralms], py6as

['fuubi, '‘wubl], Mmbrcas ['miis], 'mgisl], moa-anrpa [puotlitcez] (here, lexical com-
position is stronger than phonemics, since a+a remain separated, [1]], instead of
amalgamating into []l]).

Furthermore, there is a palatal taxophone, [£], which occurs before heterosyl-

labic [j]: mouraavon [patedjon], avior [Ajut].
]

fig 11.8. (Modern) Neutral Russian: consonants.
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12.
Neutral pronunciation:
structures

12.1. In this section, we will mainly deal with differences between Russian
phonic structure and spelling. Inevitably, there are surprises, because pronuncia-
tion continually changes, while spelling remains unchanged, except for official re-
forms. In any case, reforms are always insufficient and partial, as those by Peter the
Great (1708-1710), the Academy of Sciences (1735, 1738, 1758), and Lenin (Aernn
[lenm] 1917).

We will also deal with some different distributions of various phonemes, in the
formation of Russian words.

12.2. Normal phonic syllabication, in Russian (although not absolute), considers
even sequences of one [C] + [M] (sonant, ie nasal, rhotic, or lateral) to be heterosyl-
labic, as we will certainly see. (Here, ‘W’ has nothing to do with cyrillic ‘T’: U. It is
only the general symbol of sonant contoids.)

Obviously, in [CH] Russian clusters, this also happens with ‘palatalized’ con-
sonants. Thus, with [r, ¢; 1, 1] (beside with [m, m; n, n]), when they are preceded
by [C, C] (either ‘normal’ or ‘palatalized’ consonants), provided they are simple:
naxas ['prak-ls], yrpo [wutrr], oxpa [woyrz], Toxmo [twok-me], Beuno [Yet|nz].

With sonants, this heterosyllabic division takes place all the same, even when the
two semiapproximant contoids [3, w] are present. We have to use them for native
kinds of pronunciation before stressed vowels (although we did not do so for inter-
national pronunciation): xsaapar [kved'zat], xavier [flist], xanayn [keptwun],
AaBpoBbit [Feviewova].

However, we find a more regular syllabication, if these sequences are preceded
by another consonant, as in asroctpasa [&f-tes'teza-ds], Anexcanapa [e-lik'szan-
drg]. With other consonantal clusters, it is not so: Mocksa [meskivar].

The palatalized sonant contoids [m, p, ¢, 1] followed by [j] are also heterosyl-
labic: cemps [simja], Bpansé [Veepjor, o], 6yavon [buljon, bukjon], sBepsé [zyis-
jo]. Otherwise, [j] and the other approximants, [j, t, w], are not separated from
the contoid that precedes them (except when » is present, as we saw).

This may not seem to be strange within words. But, perhaps, putting the stress
symbol between consonants, in word-initial position, at least, might seem strange: Tpu
[tei], ciiop [spwot], TBEpabut [tyords], crpax [s'tezay], craas [sptiaf] — or [st'rzay,
sp'tzaf], depending on actual contexts. However, if we consider carefully, not single
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words, but the sentences where they are, everything becomes logical (almost) spon-
taneously.

On the other hand, if we listen attentively, such syllabications are confirmed, gen-
erally, in the most real accents (in spite of opposite phonemic opinions). Therefore:
UBeTHOM craaB [tsyrtnwoisp Haf], n xparkoe [ik'czatksjr]. Regarding graphic and
phonic geminates, we have, for instance: An-na, phonically [fanns].

12.3. Russian has particular phoneme clusters, obviously, as for instance: Bogxa
[Vwotks], rae [g'dze’], caabba [sviadzbz], Tau [tkiatl], o6nauxars [epPratikats], -
ya [p'si-tss], mwrrHo [prtnwor], cnyrhuk [spwutnik], netas [pitlar, pit-, 'pet-l], moa-
mérka [ped'motks], crems [stsep], Tkryts [thk'nwuts], mxyr [dZwut], 6yaxa [buutks],
Toeps [tyef; ts'y-], T [tla], ase [dye; dzye], ama [d'na].

More examples: ksepxy [k'yEcqu], wxypa [fkwurr], kaacts [kizasts], Kaxra
['cjagts], TkéT [tcjot], scxope [fskworpi], Branyts [ftsrnuts], noprdean [,pegt'fei],
BBéA [YVo1], BéT [Vjot], x 101y ['cjurgu, kju-], xrura [k'inigs], sarsg [vzglat].

In traditional pronunciation, the palatalization of [k, g/ also includes examples
like the last two: xnura 7 [k'ni-gs] f[c'pi-], B3rasa [vz'glat] £[-lat].

Further examples: cpasy [s'tzazu], cnipasa [s')przavs], sasrpa [zzaftes], spavox
[zee'tfjok], B [fsacii], cvea [$jed], Baary [Vizats], santben [zlitst], caerars
[zdze-t2ts], apyses [druzja], wmio [§ju], omwarars [et§egzats], sxaars [2dzats], xaer
[2dzot], coxars [24gats].

More: TwerHo [ftfjetng], xaécrue [glostl], us wéaxa [1§%wotks], cmxu [stsi-
'wi'], xsocT [fVuwost], pacuser [cestsyet], uren [tlen], komuénbut [kep'tfjornsi], upes-
mepHo [tlgrzmernzg], orvero [ettfivisor], Toma [tymzar].

Still further examples: mraa [m'glza’], mHon [m'nwoi], maaaumt [mzatssi],
muenune [m'peniji], muenne [mijeniji], mpamop [m'rgamasr], muarses [m'tfjatstz],
peaansm [grelizm, grelizm], anagparm [dzrefczagm, -“cgargm], seabm [Yedzm, 'ye-
dzm], apaxm [drzagin, d'gaym], mecsay ['mesits], Bnpsms [fp'am].

And: xazns [kzazf, kiazn], mecis [pesh, 'pesil, A6a [tbiar], arars [Fgzats], ura
ligh, 'igt], prxa ['cigt, 'ciigt], 6aeanvut [blednii], uasma [§laps], pra [ftia], prxn
[2g], psenue [fYeniji], verp ['negr, 'negel, snepés [fpiot], pranocts [fjanssts],
BHYTPb [Vnwute, Vnwurtf].

Let us end with: [fspfek'nuut,?] BCITAAKHYTb.

12.4. Generally, in Russian (but not necessarily, as for instance in quick speech),
stops and stopstrictives in beterorganic sequences have audible solutions, [C,C],
while those in homorganic sequences have non-audible ones, [C'C]. Only here we
will use the adequate diacritics): xopo6xa [ketwop ks], mmya [p 'tsitss], kymuy
[kup tsuw], ormycx [wot,pusk], Txau [t kzat]], weérka [(§jot ks], orraaxa [ed 'gzat,-
ks], cBagb6a [sviadz bs], Bceraa [fsig.'dza], rae [g./dze’], moamérka [ped 'mot ks],
zatMenye [zet'menijt], rubnyrs ['fib,nuts], krura [k 'nigs], ceapmon [sidz,'mwoi],
aseps [d 'yef, dz 'vef], xoraa [keg 'dza’], Téx 6br ['tsog,bs].

More: rurtho [pit'nwor], 6eansiit [bed'nii], soporHuk [varet'nik], netas [pit™-
lar, prt-, '‘pet’ls], Ppyrasp [fut'lac]. And: o6nauxars [epPiat] kats], orryaa [ettwu-
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dz], orua [es'tsza], orranya [etstrnwul], orcioaa [et'tsu-ds] (also [et'su~], and [et-
'su-], too), oruero [ettlivwor] (phonemic geminates —and similar homorganic se-
quences— are realized as phonic geminates with a limited duration of the second

element: [CC]).

12.5. In addition to [ts, tf/ [ts, dz; tf(p), dg], there are sequences like [ts, dz; t§, d2]
(but, generally, [ts, dz] become [ts/ ([ts] and [dz]), except in composition, especial-
ly with prefixes): orcbraio [etsttzaju], noacayuraa [petstou-gst], Haacmorp [nets-
'muote, “mwortt], orses ['wod-zf], moasaronosox [prdzagetuovak], Hagzop [ned-
'zwor], omweavuk [et§ielnik], o6serwanst [ebyrtSiatii], nomxurars [prdzegzats],
Tot e [twodz:], mxynran [dZuungli].

More: ropoacxon [garetskuoi, -tsk-], cosercxmit [se'yetscii, -tsc-], xynarses [ku-
'pzatsts, -atsg], gerctBo ['dzEtstvs, -tst-] (only in careful pronunciation, we can find
the last variants shown, with [ts], mostly by graphic influence). Let us notice the
differences between [y, Y, vjl, in: Béa ['yol], BBéna [yVo1], B éaxy [Vjotku, Yo ].

This last one, [vj], can easily become [y] — but they may remain distinct, in care-
ful speech, especially if (more) traditional.

12.6. Nowadays, by influence of basic forms with non-palatalizing ending, like
aamna [famps], 6om6a [buombz], we also have aamne [tzampi], 6om6e [buom-
b1]. Traditional pronunciation had [tzampr, buombi].

In any case, usually, we have: um6ups [1mbif], am6uyns [embitsgz].

12.7. Consonantic gemination is phonemic, even if limited and realized as simple
phonic lengthenings, in quicker pronunciation, unless it is felt to be important to
maintain a difference (in the last two examples, [n] corresponds to nH): uners [Sxits],
and cuwrs [§83its], or noaepokanmbi [pe'dzecZansi], and noaaeprxarbit [ped;dec-
Zans].

Such a lengthening occurs only in word-initial position (even after a pause) or be-
tween vowels: B Pespane [{f1v-rele], ceprrars [sselzats], nssxora [1%50°gx], coxars
[2%ats], sxyproxars [Zuz%ats], sanmbie ['dzannii], orreneas [wotstipil], sabyavre [ze-
buutsti], oraeavbit [ed7%eln#i], orabx [woddsy]. Let us also notice macc ['mgase)].

For [{©)/ [{d], we have: wper [{lit], mwy [1{fju-], 6opy [buwodl], Tosapuuy [tevia-
¢i{d)]. So: after a consonant, it is short; if final after a vowel, it is also short (or slight-
ly geminated).

Voicing degrees

12.8. As some examples have shown, the voiced diphonic consonantal phonemes
are replaced by the correspondent voiceless ones, before a pause, or before voiceless
consonants: gpyr [d'rwuk], Boaxa [Vwotks], 6e3 koaebarmit [brskslrbanii].

On the contrary, the voiceless phonemes are replaced by the correspondent
voiced ones (or by voiced phones, in case of [ts, tf/ [dz, &]), before a voiced diphon-
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ic consonant: anexaor [enig'dwot], Apranucran [evgapistian], k somy [g'dwo-
mu], orey 6bia [e'tsEdzbit].

However, B [v/ alone is not sufficient to make a preceding voiceless consonant
to become voiced. In fact, it has to be followed by a voiced diphonic consonant
(like /z, d, g/ and palatalized variants): ot B3rasnga [edvizglads] (but ot BaacTH [et-
Whiastst]), k Baose [gvdelye] (but x BHyky [kvinwuku], x Bam [k'viam]).

The only voiced consonants that occur before a pause, or before voiceless conso-
nants, are the Russian sonants, [m, n, r, }] and their palatalized versions, even if par-
tially devoiced, unless they are preceded by voiceless consonants. In such cases, they
become completely devoiced; but only partially if they are intense, or ‘syllabic’): Tam
[tfam], cmotp [smuwote, smuwortf], Temn ['tfEmp], AbcTUTL [i'§t§it§].

Let us insist that this devoicing is not complete —and it need not be— if the pre-
ceding consonant is voiced. The important thing is that, before a pause, no kind
of [5] should be uttered. Thus, phonation has to be stopped before the consonant
hold is completed.

Another —rather useful- expedient to indicate this fact could be to use the dia-
critic for ‘non-release’ ['], in order to avoid adding a non-phonemic vocoid, [5].
This happens by actually stopping any articulation. But, among native speakers,
it is less frequent.

12.9. Even unstressed vowels (between voiceless consonants or between them and a
pause) can become devoiced, but less frequently than consonants, and mostly in quick
speech. Therefore, we will show them only here (and only with partial devoicing): sbic-
taska [Viistafks, -tafks], moromy uro [patemwubts, pate-], aesywex ['dzevusek].

This also happens for [i/ 1 in diphthongs, before a pause (even if preceded by a
voiced vowel, rather than a voiceless consonant). The same is also true of vowels only
followed by voiceless consonants: sumnwit [zimpii], uepen ['t{je'srp]. This also happens
in stressed syllables (before a pause): myszeit [mu'zei], Tpamsait [trem'vaj].

12.10. Let us observe that voiced diphonic contoids —[b, b; d, d, dz; 3, g; v, v;
z, 7; 2)— become voiceless (even in consonant clusters), if followed by a pause: rpo6
[g'twop], octpos ['wostesf], mayr [phwuk], Mmyk ['mwu§], mopos [me'rwos], mosr
[muwosk], rsosab [¢Vwosts], moess [‘puojst].

The same happens before voiceless contoids: po6ko ['rwopks], aaska [Hzafks],
norm ['nwoktst], peaxo [fetks], aosxxa [twogks], pesxo [gesks], npocs6a [prwoz-
bs], orrowsts [edgenats], otaar [woddst], Tamke ['tzagzi], Boxsan [vegzzal].

Voiceless contoids remain voiceless before voiced sonants —[m, m; n, p; r, 3 1, ]—
including [j, ] /j/, and before [v, y] (which behave as sonants, as if they were approx-
imants, ‘[v, ]’): caasa [stzava], cmena [smEnz], cser [sYet], krimra [kKpigs], cvects
[sjests], xBac [k'vzas], mpaso [p'rzavz].

12.11. In the combination of words, or of rthythm groups, the diphonic con-
toids which became voiceless, because word-final, remain voiceless even before
voiced contoids: 06ea roros [ebEt ge'twof], cToab gvima [stwotp 'dfims].
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Generally, in such contexts (ie before other voiced diphonic contoids, occur-
ring at the beginning of thythm groups or of words with primary stress), the
voiced constrictives [z, 2] remain voiced: myx goma ['mwuZ 'duomz], 06pas apy-
ra ['ob-r2zd 'rurgz].

Furthermore, all contoids occurring at the end of words or of thythm groups
become voiceless before any voiceless contoid (not only before voiceless constric-
tives), but also before [v, v, j] and before vocoids, inside rhythm groups as well.

Examples: xay6 xyaorxruxos [ktwup qu'dwozpiksf], nag cabon [nstseboi],
napoxog «Mocksay [parequot meskiva], Bos HoBocTel [Vwos naves'tsei], 6eTBb
ean ['VEt{ je'ls, 'Yetsf], mapag soitck [pe'rat Vwoisk], roa yenexos ['guot uspegaf].

On the contrary, inside words, before voiced contoids, including [v, v, j], voiced
contoids remain so: o6aaxo [wob-trks], Bognbut ['Vwodnii], noasaa [pedvial],
06béMm [ebjom].

12.12. Instead, between words belonging to different rhythm groups, voiceless
contoids followed by voiced contoids remain voiceless (although voiceless constric-
tives may become half-voiced): xax goaro [kiak 'dwotgs], 6yaer zasrpa [buudzt
'zaftes], y Bac 6bia [uvesbiit, zb-], Becs ropoa ['Yes 'guorest].

Yet, often, in current non-slow pronunciation, we find voicing assimilation with-
in thythm groups, as in: xax goaro [keg'dwotgs], 6yaer zasrpa [budzidzzaftes], y
Bac 6bra [uvezbiit], Becs ropoa [yizguoreat].

Russian grammemes (in particular prepositions), when they are in the same
thythm group, have full assimilation of their final element, like within a word: or
ropoza [edguworsds], or cera [etsrtia, pt-], mog ay6om [peddwubam], noa crorom
[patstetwom].

Prepositions ending in a voiceless constrictive (but represented by voiced graph-
eme) become voiced before voiced contoids, including [v, v, j]; the same before
vocoids: 06 »Tom [ebfetam], nog aamnon [pedtrampszi], Hag Bamu [nedviami],
M3 poMaHa [jzre'mians], u3 smbl [17ams].

The following prepositions are exceptionally pronounced voiceless, not only be-
fore voiceless contoids, but also voiced ones, including [, v, j], the same also before
vocoids: 6ans [blis, bls, blis"C, bliz"C] (with a homorganic [*C] ), sBoxpyr [vekecuk-],
npotus [peotsif-], Hanporus [nepcotsif-], cksoss [skvos], including the particles
Beab [Vits-; 'Yets-], yox [“u§-].

Examples: 6aus pexn [blisi'ci’], Boxpyr nero [Vakeuknivwor], Hanporus yau-
ubt [nepeotsifwulitst], yox y aBopa [usudve'rga], uro-x Heroayer yeaosex [g'twos
nige'dwurit dite'vek], segs s rosopua 06 srom! [vitsja gaveit ebzetam].

12.13. The same as for 6ans also happens with 6es [bEs, bEs, bis, -z, bis"C,
biz"Cl, us [is, 1s, 2, i§"C, 12"C], uepes [tegts, -is"C, -iz"C], which have [z, ] before
a homorganic initial soft consonant, [*C].

At the beginning of Russian words, it is possible to regularly find clusters of
voiced contoids with ["z]: snauox [zne'tjok], 3s0posve [zde'twoyji], 3Hauenne
[zne'tfjeniji]. The same with other voiced contoids: Baacts [Vihasts], msaers [gli-
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'dzets], asop [dVwor].

Voicing assimilation is also regular in clusters beginning with ‘voiceless graph-
emes’: caaua [Zdzatfz]. The same happens inside words: goaxrocts [duotznssts],
TpyaHbii [trwudni], koaxosmsut [ketquwoznsi].

Simplifications

12.14. Graphically geminate consonants (and 1) are phonically short before paus-
es or consonants: rpamm [g'cgam], san [Vian], axmnn [dZgin], kaace [ktas], maaw
[p'tiall, nporpammmbiit [preg'szamnsi], pyccxnmit ['rwuscii], rpynnka [glewupks], mow-
HbU ['muwoln].

In lexemes, graphically geminate consonants can be realized as slightly geminat-
ed contoids [CC] (between vowels): acconanc [esse'nzans], Banna ['Vzanns], kacca
[kzassz], TonHa [twonng].

More often, however, graphically geminate consonants are pronounced short:
arrecrar [etsistzat], 6aaron [betwon], 6accenn [besein], rpammarnxa [gre'mizartsr-
ks], apeccuposxa [dgistrwofks], nanosns [rlpzijr], xoarextus [kslik'tsif], mua-
anmerp [milimete, ‘metf], oxxynayws [ekupgatsiz], naparaeas [pacele]], neppon
[prrwon], pexkuccép [g12¢sor], Tennnc ['tgenis], reppuropws [tsigrtworgijr], Tpoa-
aenbyc [teeleibus], sccenumsn [r'sentsipz], sdpdexr [r{ekt].

12.15. In half-quick speech, unstressed syllables are reduced (in particular non-
-initial pre-stressed and non-final post-stressed ones), especially in contact with [,
& b, 1]: momonogen [pamstedzet, pamte-, pamte-], moroaorxénsr [matrdezuorns,
mzlde-, mstde-], noxoporurs [payacenits, pryre-, pryre-], kapayants [karewur-
lits, kes'w-, keg'w-], xaparrun [kacef'tsin, keep-, keep-], napuxmaxep [pagk'mgarpir,
piik-, peik-], Tapaxan [tacekzan, tee-, tre-], moaokococ [madskeswos, matke-, mst-
ke-], roaocosars [galaseviats, gsatse-, .gx}se ], mapaunotucr [paesfu'tsist, paisu-,
pacdu-], 6eaecosarsut [biliseviarts, bi Ise-, bilse-].

Others: moaoko [mstekwor, mtet], xopouro [Hrre§wor, yre'], aoporosarsiit [ds-
cageviati, daege-, daege-], seaenosarbin [zijineviats, zilne-, zilne-], nepesosoit
[pigrdevwoi, pifde-, pigde-], nepesepryrs [pigiyienwuts, pifyie-, pigyic-], asmmmmc-
TpatvsHbit [edministre'tsivns, -ps-, -As-], MHMuMaTMBa [1nItsEe'tsiVR, mtste-, mtsye-],
wrmyman [Lpitseal, mntse, antse].

More: wuxoaorxa [(§ikststks, -sttks, -sttks], cyaopora [‘swu-dsezgs, -dzrgs,
-dzegz], mpuroaoxa [piitatsaks, -tatks, -tatks], sxasoponox [Zgavacansk, -varnsk,
-varngk], xonroamo ['Huo-tadns, O}dnx -otdnz], caerana [2dze-trts, Bz, EHx
-els, 7dz-], ob6szareascrso [ebrzza t§1lst\/x ts1stVR, -ts[stva, -tgstva, at§st\/x] AOCTa-
TOYHO [destia tating, “tzatting, “tzatfdns], munyrouxa [mrnwutatks, ‘nwuttfks,
‘nuutfks], HoBoro ['NwoVavy, -VV&, -VV2], BCOBbIBaTS [f'SWOVEVRLS, -VVRLS, -VVats],
cuactansoro [{lislivavs, -ivvg, -ivVg; -§l-], HakaésbBarses [naklovevatsts, -ovvs-,
-0VV&-], 3aumaxaénbisats [zs§peklovvats, -yvats, -VVats], yapctBoBats ['tsgarstvavats,
-tV Vats, -tvats].
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12.16. Forming words and phrases, with prefixes and prepositions, we find sev-
eral vowel clusters, which are rather exceptional in Russian. Being mainly pre-stress
positions, reductions are frequent: mo-anramiicku [peeng'liisci, pegg-, peag-], zaa-
aerts [zeelets, zet], Ha oxne [neek'pne, nek-], soo6we [veep'{', vep'], coorsercrso-
BaTb [SBEL'YEtStVRVALS, set-, -tVVats, -tvats], Ha ogron [need'nwoi, ned-], saoctpurs
[zees'tyits, zes-], coorHocuTs [seetnesits, set-, sat-], coobparkenne [seeb-rezzenij,
seb-, s2b-], Booayurenaerme [Vee,duéi\/'le'pip, Ve-, V&-].

Besides: Buoaonueas [yirteqtijel, yite], cneunaavmbun [sprtsetalnsi, “tszal-],
coynaamsm [sstseelizm, -tse-, -zm], HeoaroxkpatHbii [prednek'czatnii, pisd-, pid-],
HeoObixHOBeHHb [prebikneyenns, piry, ni], HemssectHo [pijizyesns, piz-], va
yroaok [neugetwok, nsu-, nu-], no yrosopy [peugevworru, pau-, pu-], y azsoxa-
ta [uedvekats, usd-, ud-], y oropoaa [uegerwo-ds, usg-, ug-], mo umenam [per-

mrngam, pRIim-, pHm-, prm-|.

12.17. Some personal pronouns have reduced form: Te6s [tsiba, tsifa, tsia, tse, tsz],
Tebe [tsibE, tsijE;, tsig, tsi], Bac [Vias, Vas, Ves, V&s], Bam [Viam, vam, vem, vam], s
Tebe sam [Yja tsibe'dam, ja tsrdzam], s Bam gam [ja vam'dzam, Yja vam'dzam)].

Certain numerals also have reduced forms (we only provide their models, which
are also fit for other similar ones): gecsru [dzisi'tst, dzis'tsi], oannnaauars [e'dzi-
nsttskts, -nRtskts, -ntsets], ogurHaguaTeor [e'dzinstsats, -nesate, -ntsati, -natst],
asazuats [dWViattssts, dviatssts, d'viats ts], asaguatu [dviattsetst, dyvzatsetsiv, dvat,-
'tsiv, dvetitsi'].

More: mwrrbaecsr [piddzisat, pidzi-, pifit, pii-], wrruaecsn [pitsi-dzigitst, -tsi-
dzistst, “tsiistst, “tsitists1], wectvaecs [§ezdzisat, Sezyi-, 8], wecTnaecsn [Srg'tsi-
drisitsy, “tsi-dzistst, “tsiistst, “tsivists1], cembaecar [‘semdzisst, 'semsat], cemmnaecstyn
[si'midzigitst, ‘midzistst, “miistst, “miistsi], Bocembaecsar [Vwosimdzisat, Vo
simsat, VuoTimsst, Vooimsst, Veoimsst], Bocsmugecsaty [Vesmidzigitst, “midzis-
ts1, “miistst, “mivigtsr, “miigtsr].

12.18. Usually, Russian names and patronymic undergo reductions which depend
on usage and currency, more than on particular phonemic rules: Ocunosny [‘wot-
pyit], -sipitl, -sipstf, -ospyit], -ospxtf, -osptl], Bopucommy [beyisayit], -risyit], -ri-sit],
“eirst], eiltd, “eild, -¢if], TTaBrosuy ['pravizyitl, ‘pravhyit, -avlit], -avist], -alitf, -atst,
-ait&, -attl], Anexcanaposuu [elik'szandesyit], -andeyit], -andyit|, -andgitf, -andest],
-apit], -anztf, elikszagdt], lik'szagt], kiszagitf].

Also: Baagumuposha [vie'dzimresvng, -micvng, -micsng, -mirng], PégoposHa
[fo-dzcavns, -dseans, -deynsg, -dsensg, -deng], Bopucosna [belisavnzg, -fisnz], Kop-
neesHa [kecpeqivng, ‘netvng, ‘nevng], Pazeesna [fe'dzeivng, “dzevng, “dzevnz],
IMopdupvuesna [pecfigiivng, -figrvng, -figing, figns], CaBeavesna [se'yedjivnz, -yel-
jivng, -yelvng, “ye'ling, -yelns].

And: Anna MuxaitrosHa ['fants mryzaitavng, tyng, -tans, 4nz], Anexcarnap A-
aexcangposuy [elikistand celikiszandesyit], elikiszand relikiszandest], Iikiszand relik-
standezt], Iik'szand celikiszagt], lik'szan [ik'sgait], lik'szan 'stagtf, 'saq 'szagtf], Komc-
tantn Mcaaxosny [kanstep'tsi nesegakayit], -tsi nr-, kaas'tsi prsgaktf], ITasea Vsa-
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noswy [pray1 tviansyitl, -vi I, -yi li-, -viagitl, ‘pzat viagitl] (notice carefully their
transitional articulatory compromises).

12.19. Currently (ie not in slow and precise speech, but quicker and colloquial),
ljif —e, si— is reduced to [i/: emy [jimwur, -], exxu [ji2z, -], sBasTbes [jivi]atsts,
atstsg, v]ats(®)2], HeecTecTBeHHO. [nijistsEstyinng, piitsesyins; -'tsestsy-]

Generally, [ijV] » ‘[iV]’ ('S 11.6): st [yi'tsig, “tsig, -tsiz], apmms [farmiys,
-mig, -miR], npuoTnTbCs [priju'tsitsty, peip-], mpwarHee [peifjatniyr, pi'atnir], >xu-
e [Z3tsiE, -tsiE'], Obrmio [batsijur, betsiu].

Furthermore, still currently, we have [C ji] » [.Cj1, .C1] and [ii,CV] - [i.CV] (al-
though considered rather uneducated): nepsesoit [pig-jivuoi, pigrvwoi], Gpruausnx
[betljat-jiy, -atfiy], xaznbio [kzazp-ju, kiazn-ju, kiaznu, kiaznul, a0608ss10 [lu-
buoy-ju, -buoyu], wseityap [Syii'tszar, §yi-, §y1-], aencreureasro [dzist'yitsilng,
dzrst-s dziisty-; dzists-].

For prepositions + [jV/, we also have [@#V/]: B ero aome [Vjivuo 'duomi, vivuo],
¢ smoHyamu [sjrpwontssmi, stpwon-]. However, by now, pronunciations like the
following are rather widespread: [yrvwo 'duomi, si'pwontszmi], even: x 1ory ['cju-
gul, instead of ?[kju-gu]. Also notice muuero [pitfrvwo, Two, -r'o7].

12.20. In traditional pronunciation, [*i] (n-) preceded, in sentences, by a conso-
nant (different from /4, {, C/ u, w, Tb...), becomes [i/ (less systematically with [k,
g, x/, so we also find [k, g, g] (prevelar) + [i, 1]). However, in modern pronuncia-
tion, we have /i/, with [c, §, ] (palatal) + [i, 1]).

Thus: cmex u rope ”[smeH rguo1] {[$mey #guos, i-], x Uropo ?['cirgsgu] #[kii-,
kji-], abm uaér #['dgimi 'dzot] {[-mi], or Usanesa ?[e'tjivlijiva] f[a'tziv-], xoT n no-
Bap "[kwotr ‘puovac] [-ti], on uzgox 6bt ?[wonizdwoybs] {[woniz-], ¢ Usanom [s1-
viganam] #[si-], x Msany ?[crvianu] ?[ki-, ki-], ToBapwuyg VMean [ teviarg( Iivian] [-{ di-].

Traditionally, M'taans, ie Italia ‘Italy’ is realized likewise, so that, also for Alita-
lia (ie Ali “Wings' + Italia), we have: t[-t+, -h-] rather than 7[-]r-].

Still in traditional pronunciation, also [*i/ [1] »- preceded, in sentences, by a con-
sonant (different from /t, {, C/ 4, w;, Tv...), becomes [i/ [%].

However, in (modern) neutral pronunciation, we decidedly have only [i/ [1]
(and, mainly in mediatic pronunciation, [i/ [#]), both in absolute initial position,
and with a preceding word-final consonant, [C]: ot saesatopa "[etsiliviatars,
etr-] f[eteli-, ptilo-] 7 [etsli-].

Respectively, in absolute initial position, we find: saesarop ”[lrviartae] [li-, &ls*]
m[al1-], snoxa ?[rpwo-ys] {[i-] ™[i].

For the non-autochthonous Onserurreitn, we have: [pizigg'tzein, #-]; and ¢ Dir-
3eHWITeNHOM [stHzIRF'tFEin M, siiz-].



14.
Comparisons between
pronunciations:

neutral and traditional

14.0. This chapter helps to know and recognize the peculiar differences between
(modern) neutral pronunciation and traditional (neutral). Obviously, we do not
pretend that people actively learn these peculiarities, but that they may be able to
recognize and classify them, when they happen to hear them from native speakers.

Besides, not to complicate too much the text and its reading, we do not always
provide examples for all the versions that we are dealing with. The readers will cer-
tainly be able to complete the task.

There is an undeniably poor general knowledge about Russian pronunciation,
both among native speakers and foreigners, although we are referring mainly to
‘experts. Furthermore, there are both different methods for describing, transcrib-
ing, and evaluating, and different applications and criteria.

As we have already told in advance, even official ‘model” speakers (also broad-
casting company members), oscillate between more or less neutral or traditional
(and mediatic) pronunciations. Probably, this also depends on lack of specific in-
formation, for convenient comparisons and choices, also considering the kind of
‘transcription’ we find in (even official and ‘scientific’) handbooks and dictionaries
(ie a simple and banal graphemic ‘respelling’ — in a word, ‘Soviet graphonics’).

However, what we have described (in 3 10-13) is legitimately (modern) neu-
tral Russian pronunciation, which is more and more establishing and spreading.
In fact, it is also less distant from spelling.

We are going to report the differences which are more typical of traditional pro-
nunciation, in accordance with the ‘old Moscow pronunciation’. That was acquired
orally, including its ‘strange’ exceptions, which made it different —in some re-
spects— from that of Saint Petersburg, which is generally closer to spelling, but not
in a banal and slavish way.

14.1. The peculiarities of traditional pronunciation concern mainly its vowels,
and to a lesser degree consonants and intonation (as we will indicate). On the oth-
er hand, the peculiarities of mediatic pronunciation turn out to regard the con-
sonants, in addition to vowels and intonation.

As far as consonants are concerned, we will use their orograms, in order to high-
light articulatory differences, guiding us with different symbols.Since there are few-
er consonantal differences, in comparison with (modern) neutral pronunciation,
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let us have a look fig 14.1, where we compare the realizations of the phonemes /s,

z; 1/ (adding the orograms of [{, 3; ti, dz], postalveopalatal).

fig 14.1. Traditional (Neutral) Russian: comparisons between similar contoids.
i3 @ t @_
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In fact, in traditional pronunciation, instead of [§, ; 1], more often we have [{,
z; 1] (even if alternating with the others). The main difference, as can be seen from
the orograms, is that instead of a velarized apico-postalveolar diphonic pair [§, 2]
(with lip-rounding), we have the velarized lamino-postalveolar pair [{, 3] (with lip-
-protrusion).

In addition, instead of a velarized alveolar [}], more often we find the uvularized
alveolar [#] (which we show by means of this symbol, more immediately distin-
guishable from a more legitimate [1], with a reversed diacritic, more appropriate
when in correlation with other uvularized contoids, as in Arabic).

The contoids [4, 3; #] require a stronger articulatory effort, and auditorily they
sound a little darker than [§, 2; 1]. Examples: uonrs [{zits], waas [§zall, muy [pi-
fww], aoxx [fwod], uwér [§jot], cumrs [§igits], wects [zests], Cawa ['sgafe], mbiun
['mgif], sxnrs [3its], oxap [33ac], xoxy [Hazww], xoxka [kwoze], rapax [ga'rzad]
‘garage’, B rapaxce [Vigara'zie], scaér [3'dzot], coxarn [33ats].

Besides, in traditional pronunciation, for the phoneme [{/, we generally find the
sequence [{tf/ [{dfV, {4V, {47] (see fig 14.1): wexa #[{dikza] 2[{k-], wor [{dyit, (tit], n-
wy [i{dy, i{dr], cuacrve [(§astsjal, nepenmcunx [igi'piflik] (the suffix -unx is not
considered to imply a separation), 60opw [bwor{d], Tosapuuy [taviagid]. In gener-
al, in Moscow, the realization [{{] has always prevailed, which is more agile and
convenient also in modern neutral pronunciation (against the use found in Saint

Petersburg, with [{t{/,  § 16.4).

14.2. However, in neutral pronunciation, we also have [{t[] /{t]/, when a clear
morphemic boundary is present, which is also shown in its spelling, with cu, 3y,
Iy, >KY, CTY, 344, never w: ¢ yem [{'thiem], uz vero [i{tliviso-]. We have [{{/ or /{t/:
BecHyuruatsit [yisnwullit, {tf-], 6oposguarsin [berwollits, -{tf-].

But, between a lexeme and a suffix, we generally have [{{] /{{/: nzBosunx [1zvisof-
lik], mepebercunx [pigibeflik], sxécrue [Zwolli]. Between a prefix and a lexeme,
[{d] /(t]/ is more frequent: 6ecuenoseunsut [biftiteyetinzi], ncueprurs [{tlitsits],
pacumxarscs [ex{tirgatstz].

In words used more frequently, and in those with prefix that is no longer felt to
be separate, usually we have [{{] /{{/: pacuécka [re{ijosks], cuactbe [(§astsji], cuér
[(§jot], ncues [1{§Es].
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The phoneme [33/ [33] is more typical of traditional pronunciation than of the
neutral one. This phoneme occurs in few words, and only inside a lexeme): »oxér
Hz350t] *[Z%sot], esxy [Yjezsn] *[jeZau], yesrxars [ ojiz3jats] ?[ujiz4ats], mossxe
H'pwozsal *['puwoZi].

For the derivatives of zo>xap ?[dwo(d] 7['dwaf, 'dwots], we have: gorxanx t['dwoz-
atk] 2['dwozdzik], aosxan {[dazsi] 2[dezdzi], aosxaém t[dazsjom] 7[dezdzom].

14.3. Let us pass, now, to fig 14.2-3, with the vocograms of traditional pronunci-
ation, which have to be carefully compared with fig 5.8.3 (international pronuncia-
tion), fig 5,8,4 (native-like international) and & 10.1 (neutral).

We can immediately notice (as some transcribed examples have already shown)
that, in ‘interpalatal’ contexts, traditional pronunciation has some clearly fronter and
closer vocalic articulations (f fig 14.2, even if their symbols [i, €] are the same, but
they stand for [i», e»]): 6urs [bits], eas [jell, mwars ['pats], Té1a [tsortsz], aroam [la-
d1], iogsx [tse{ak].

Traditional pronunciation presents —although no longer systematically— the
phenomenon called ekan’e ([jekani] exanne), which has the double phonemic se-
quence /je, Cg/, also with unstressed taxophones, that do not become /i/: {[jje, 'Ck,
'CeC, C9', .CoC, Ca]. For instance: aeca #[]o'sga] ‘scaffold’ (f anca [lisza] fox’), npe-
Aats [pgodiats] ‘to betray’ ( mpuaars [pgidiats] ‘to add’), uacrora [ asta'tza’] fre-
quency’ (df uncrora f[tlistatia] ‘cleanness’).

fig 14.2. Traditional (Neutral) Russian: vowels.
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fig 14.3. Traditional (Neutral) Russian: diphthongs.

fiif [ii, it i, 1.ii"] []
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S
[ai] ['CaiC, 'CaiC, 'CaiC, Cai!, Cxi] \ k § f ! !

Furthermore: exanve ¢[jekana], xaazen {[kiadgsi], cnieaoe f[spetsjal (but not
for -as: crapas {[s'tgaraye]), Hecy f[ps'swu], cemena f[gams'nia], ssbix [jo'zzik], -
tax [po'tzak], rurmu f[po'tsi], vacer {[tfo'sgi], maowaas f[phoflits].

Let us also observe: cerogrs [sivwodns] f[sivwodna] and a different treatment
in ceroams seuepom *[sivuodns Yetlacam] [sivwodns 'Ye'tlacam].

14.4. Here are some examples with the ending -e: noae *['\pworli] [-o'la], mope
nI'mwot] f[-oga], seue 7[yetlt] {[-tla], »xuamwe 7[2#]illi] ?[3ili{da], 3azanne
n[zdzapijt] {[2dzanijal; cunero ?['sipive] {[-nave], cunemy ['sipnimu] f[-pamo], s
cunem ?[fsipim] [-pam]; snoe ?[2lwoi] t-oa] (o saon *[zlwoi] ¢[-0i]), 3able
n[zhgi] fz4iyal, Taxoe "[tekwor] f[takworal, Takme ”[tecipi] f[ta’cijal,
aebsprbe ?[libazji] 1[“bazjal, Boause 2[Vuottji] {[-4tjal; asoe #[dVwori] t-07a],
tpoe "[trwo] t[-o7al; cmenee 2[smileqr] {[smileal, sepree ?[yicpei] ¢[yicpeya].

Also with -em, -es, -ec: yunreaem ?[u'tfitsilim] [p'tli-tsilam], mravem 2[phia-tiim]
Hptatlam], sxmanwenm 7[2¢]i{lim] [zili{dam], messesem ?[midyedzim] {[midzye-
dzam], 6parves ?[biezatsjif] {[bezartsjaf], wmaves 7[§xik-jif] £[{zik-jaf], Bbirec {[Vii-
nas] ?[-nis]. And with -amu/-amu: kanasmu ?['kgap-limi] ¢[-Jami], megseasamu 2[mid-
Ye'dzimi] {[midye-dzomi], tyuamu ?['twwtlimi] {[toptlami], powamu ?['rwoflimi]
t-offami].

Obviously, by considering modern neutral pronunciation and spelling, when
listening to speakers who use the vocoid [a"], it could seem to be logical to assign
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it to [i/. But, now, we know well what it is about.

More than a few examples have already shown that if stressed /a, o, uf are pre-
ceded or followed by a palatalizing phone (instead of being both preceded and fol-
lowed by palatalizing phones), they have intermediate realizations between the in-
terpalatal ones, ['a,'e, '], and the non-interpalatal, ['a, '0, 'u], ie [a, '0, n]: Bac ['yas],
xanb [33al], €x [jof], Bons [Vwon], atox [luk], rycs ['gups].

Besides, notice that for [u/ (contrary to neutral use, which has only two high vo-
coids, [u, p], even in unstressed syllable) there are three different timbres [[CuC,
CoC, .CoC, CoC] (in pretonic syllables, it has high taxophones, as in unstressed syl-
lables): yroaox [vgatwok], noGeceayre [pabisedoitsal, aepesrio [dzifeyno], calo-
asvon [sledzinwoi], pyxa [cukza], cioaa [sp'dia], uytsé [u'tso].

Let us only add that [/, in non-interpalatal contexts, is realized in the lower
and backer part in its box in the vocogram, [«<]: pa [fere], 65 [bze].

14.5. fig 14.2 shows that for unrounded high pretonic /i, i/, traditional pro-
nunciation has a closer realization than the modern one. Rounded /u/ is opener,
in all unstressed positions, except —again— in the pretonic one (f fig 14.2): /i, #, u/
¢, i, u] 7[1, ¥, u: abpuxoc f[ebgikwos] 7[-1-], 6bixu £[bi'ci] 7[bx], yore *[u'zze’]
n[uzze’]. Pretonic [/ is f[a] 2[e]: yroaox [ugatwok] 2[uget-].

We have already seen, and with examples, that traditional pronunciation also has,
more typically, ‘/g)/” [9] for pretonic e, s (including ua, wa, but not for n, which has
[i'/ [i¥]). In neutral pronunciation, they all have [i/ [, iC]): aeanrs {[dzslits] 7[dzilits],
nectu H[nogtst’] 2[nistsi-], Tpscv fteastsi] #[teistsi], wacns {[tlo'sg] 7[thr'szi].

Let us reconsider, then, aunca #[]i'sza’] ?[Ir'sza’] and aeca #[lo'sza’] %[lr'sga’]. In the
context /C_/, only one other (modern) neutral phoneme occurs, [u/ [u, pl: croaa
t[spdza] 7[sudga], a06uts H[lubits] 2[lpbits].

In traditional pronunciation, for *, after [s, z; ts/, we find [/ {[3"]: ayuwe
n[hsutse] HHwutfs], xyxe ?['quu-zt] {[-33], coanye ”['swontsz] [-tss].

14.6. Adjectives ending in -xwit, -ruit, -xuit, in traditional pronunciation have
[ii/ [5i], but also [3i] (usually rendered with ‘/5j/’, as if it were [ai/ [2i], although it
is slightly different, f fig 8.1). They are preceded by [k, g, ¥], instead of the neutral
realization with [ii/ [cii, yii, mii] (according to spelling): sBorxwit {[zvwonks, -ksi,
-ak-] [-icii, -pcii], crporwit [s'tewo g, -gsi] 7 [-4ii], Tuxwit {['tsig, -y3i] 7[-pii].

Nowadays, such traditional pronunciation sounds non-neutral, or lofty and
outdated. The verbs in -usars also have this treatment: nomaakusats [pamgatks-
vats] ?[pe'mgatcrvats], Hatarusats {[na'tsa-gEvats] 2[ne'tsajvats], momaxusats [pa-
'miagEVats] 2[pe'mzaHIvats].

For unstressed endings with -Vit, neutral pronunciation has - [iif [ii], -ei /ii/
[ii], -but /3] [#i], -o1 [aif [1i]. Traditional pronunciation has ‘/ei/’ [si] for -ei1, and
‘[oif’ [, ai, 3i] for -buit, often described as neutralization of both the first two
(and in modern neutral pronunciation it is like that, /ii/ [ii]) and of the second
two (but, we have: 7[#i] # [14, oi, |3i] vs 72/#[1i]): curmit [sinii], yaen ?['wulii] ?[wp-
Isi], Tpyansiit ?[tewudnsi] £[1-4, -ai, I-n3i], Tpyaroit [trwudnsi].
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Neutral pronunciation, for pretonic wia, >xa, ya (in case, also with o), has /Ca/
[Ce'], while traditional pronunciation has [Ci/ [Ci] (which is nowadays old-fash-
ioned): warn 7[ge'yi] ¢[{i-], »xapa ?[Ze'tza’] £[3i-], aBasuaru 7[dvatstetsi] f[-tstitsi].

However, some words are still frequently pronounced with a kind of traditional
pronunciation even by tendentially modern speakers: »xaxér, >xacmnn, >xaBéan,
6ewramMéan, aowazéi (even if postonic: ABAALaTh, TPUALATS).

14.7. Among greater differences with spelling, for traditional pronunciation, we
find the unstressed verbal endings -sr, -smumit, which have [u/ (nowadays rightly
considered lofty or non-neutral) instead of neutral pronunciation with [iCVy/:
xoasrr H'Huodzot] #['Huo-dzt], crposwmit {[strwosfdii] 7[strwoyiflii].

Another traditional pronunciation by now non-neutral, which can be heard
(this time with an exchanged timbre), concerns forms like 406pyio ¢['dwob-rojo;
1-270], curoo t['sins)oe; I-jol, aymaowmnit {['dwumsjifdii].

Traditional pronunciation, in addition to commoner timbres, has (non-pretonic
initial) #[a] for [* a/ [e] and (final) [e] for [a"/ ?[1]: oaroro ‘[adnavwor] #[edne-],
no3AHo !['‘pwozne] ?[-ng].

14.8. As we have seen, in Russian (even neutral), by voicing assimilation, we
find [y] (voiced semi-constrictive) for [g/: on nzgox 6u1 #[onrz'dwoybs] {[oniz]
(for this combination of [C*1], the compromise [,oniz] is also possible).

In some particular words, traditional pronunciation also has: Bora /[buo-ye]

['buo gz], rocroas H[yaspuots] ?[gespuots], 6rocTraabrep bsziAltgr [buz-
gsaltsre] (furthermore, with a true palatal constrictive, we find /qi/ [ja] /.ge/"): o
Bore {[abwoja] ”[ebwoyi]).

The same happens for the following forms, which still may persist even in neu-
tral pronunciation Bor {[buwoy] *[-y, -k], Tocnoan! t["ywospadzt] ”[y-, 'g-]. Soon
enough, [y], for /g/, is bound to disappear completely (followed by 33/ - [zz, zd/
(22, 2d], as already seen).

For the preposition x, followed by -, we have: k ropoay ?[y'guo-rsdu] ”[g9wo-
rzdu]. Lastly, even in neutral pronunciation, we have [f, y] for the phonostyleme
‘/h/” in exclamations (and onomatopoeias): ara! [ehza-, eyza] ‘[aha/.

In traditional pronunciation, [k, g/ are [g, y] before stops: Toraa ![taydza’] *[teg-
dia’], xro [Htwo] ?[Ktwo], x komy {[gkamwu-] ?[kke-]. For -r, before the ending
-xuit, and its derivatives, we have [c, k; w1, g]: marxmit ?['magksi] [;nAcCii] MSITKOMY
'magksamu] [;nakkxmu] mtrve [ r'magtia] 2['makti], aériann ![logkoi, 1-#, |-3i]
n[loccii], aerue f[1]eqtia] 2[Tektr]. But [k] will prevail, even if it is often still consid-
ered rather non-neutral.

In fact, for instance, for Tarvanumit, we already find [tsik'tljaissi, Its1y-], and
for omsarunty, [etsik'tits, I-q'tl-]. In r1, xx sequences, we have: xorm {[kwoxtsi]
n[-ktst], Hormu {[nwoytst] ?[-ktst], aérra {['dzoxtse] ”['dzoktss].

The pronoun yro is always [§twor], as in its compounds, except in Heuro [net-
t2]; while Huuro can have two pronunciations: [pi§two; pitfitwo]. Besides, u is [s/
in feminin patronymic: Bepa Mabnnnuna [Yec21f jipignsg], and in: xoneuno [ke-
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'negns], Hapouro [ne'twognsg], cxyunsi [skwufns], suunnya [jijifnitsa].

The graphic sequence un stands for [sn/, in traditional pronunciation of com-
mon words; in neutral pronunciation, it stand for [tin/, even if, some words have
both pronunciations. However, generally we have: 6yaounas ?[buu-tztingyz]
t[-d2fnsye], aapourmk ?[havatinik] /%, {n-], moroursit ?[metuotini] {[matuwof-
nai, 1-#, {-3i].

14.9. In traditional pronunciation, the consonants that precede ‘soft’ conso-
nants have stronger palatalization than in neutral pronunciation: sarmenne [zats-
'menijal ?[zet-, -niji], ckop6s {[skwoip] *[skworp], vepn ['tjeftst] ['tyectsi].

More: aesxu {['dzefci] 7['dzefer], aseps £[dzvef] 7[dYy-], Tvomm Htsmin] ?[tmin], Jmn-
tpwit {[d'mit-gii] ?[d'm-], cmena {[¢mene] 2[smens], cmepts {[smefts] ”[s'mEcts],
crivna {[spinga] ”[spr-], cpepa [g{ere] 7[sf{ers], ceer {[syEt] *[s'YEt], xHura f[cpige]
n[k'nigs], mpu coynarmsme *[pgrsatsializmal 7[-+elizmi].

A widespread pronunciation with generalized palatalization is certainly not
neutral: xommynusm {[kamp'pizm, -izm, -m™m-; |-zm] ?[kemu-]. The palatalization
of [1] by assimilation is not possible even in traditional pronunciation: moase
t['mwotya] 7[-ty1]. Palatalization is not possible even by gemination: moa-anrpa
t[pwotlit-re] 7[-}]it-cs].

Traditional palatalization is more frequent inside words than at their begin-
ning: HacsursunTs {[nssyipartlits] 2[nasyinatlits], cennbs {syipfa:, sy-] 2[syipja’].

Furthermore, palatalization by assimilation is normal, even in neutral pro-
nunciation, for homorganic phonemes (except /1, ¢/) even if realizations without
palatalization are becoming more frequent: wects [§iEsts, -sts], kocners [kes'pets,
-s'n-], crems [§'tsep, s'ts-], saecs [7'dzes, Zdz-], cmectn [smis'tsi, smis'tsi'].

For heterorganic phonemes, indirect palatalization is no longer current: us6e
n[izbe] tighE], pasmars ?[rezmats] f[raz'mats], cmex ?[smEey] {[¢meg]. When
necessary, even spelling shows it: pess6e [fizhE], Bosbmu 2[vezmi] ¢[vaz-], Tecbme
"[tsigme] *[tgog-].

14.10. Let us notice the differences between modern and traditional pronuncia-
tion, concerning [cC[: Tepmun ”['tsermin] f['tsegmin], Teprnt 2[tsic'pit] f[tsof-],
Cep6us "['sechijs] t['secbife], sepdn ”['ecf] £['yeff], uepnu *['tfjecyt] ¢[-egy1], Teprue
"['tsecpipt] ?['tsegnijal, ycepane *[usecdzint] “[p'sesdzijal, sxepas [Fgects] ['53efts],
crepasay nlstserits) fherl, epew n[yegsiys) flyelsiye], coepomacs "lsyergrlsa
t[syegzitse], kommepuecxum [ke'mertiscii] {[ka'megtfiscii].

Even in traditional pronunciation, as in the neutral one, we have [cC] after ['CV]
(with non-front vowels): napus ?[')practsijz] [-e], opaep "['wordzic] [-ac], aypre
n['dwurcpt] [-a], mapas ?['mgacls] ¢[-e], xkypce ?[kwugst] ?[-a]. The same happens af-
ter unstressed vowels (even if front ones): seprers 2[yirtsets] ?[vir-], cepsus ”[sieyis]
t[sir-], Bepauaa ?[yir'zirts] {[yirzide], sepructoun 7 [zicnists] #[zic-].

Consonants + [¢] are not palatalized: spems [v'igems], Ppecka [fresks], noprper
[pecteet], xanapwrs [Hen'dgits], npespur [pgrzyit].

Traditional pronunciation, for the reflexive ending in -cs1, -c», has [s] (not [s]),
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except in gerunds with stress on their final syllable: Goscs f[bajjas] ”[be'jas]
(against cobupascs [ sabirgaras] #[-breza-]). In neutral pronunciation, instead, re-
flexives have [s], except for third persons (in -rcs) and infinitives (in -rvcs) with
[-tsa, -tstsa/: Hecéres [pisotssr], kaaayres [ktedwutsts], yunrbes [utfitsss].

In particular, front lingual consonants undergo ‘palatalization’ by assimilation,
even in neutral pronunciation: moctux ['mwostsik], aecrux [lisnik], ysaeuxa [uz-
'dzetfks], paborrux [rebuwotnik], oaru [ed'ni], 6anumx [brapfik].

Both pronunciations are possible, before [1], after [1, c], or in prefixes, or in word-
-initial position (palatalization is more traditional): netas ?[pitla:, pit-, 'pet-l2] ?[pat-
o, '‘pet-le], ocanx "['woslik, -sl-] f[wosl-], ToacTsx 7[tels'tsak, -s'ts-] f[tatstsak], méps-
Her ['morznit, -zn-], cTena "[stsrnia, sts-] f[stso-], saecs [z'dzes, 7'dz-], crer [snEk,
$n-], pactupars [ castsr'czats, ~stsr-] [-stsirzats], 7[ped'nos, -d'n-] noanéc {[pad'nos].

14.11. The pronouns nx, um, umu are regularly ['iy, ig, 15; 'im, im, 1m; 'mr, im,
ami], while traditionally they had exceptional pronunciations (for u) with /ji/, by
analogy with ero [jiVwo'], emy [ji'mwu] (but, by now, it is non-neutral or lofty).

Traditional pronunciation strongly defended that C'nt was [C*i/: 8 U'raawmo [vi-
‘tzalijo], x Upe #['’kzigal, and distinguised them from Buraauo {[yitzalijo], Kupe
t['ci-qa]. However, native speakers, spontaneously, render things natural, by elimi-
nating affectations, so that nowadays ‘palatalized’ pronunciation prevails decid-
edly for both pairs of examples, surely also due to spelling.

Therefore, all this further demostrates that Russian really has six vowel phonemes,
even suggested by spelling (with the only problem of reductions in unstressed syl-
lables, complicated by historical changes).

Purists (obviously!) keep on considering non-neutral this spontaneous pro-
nunciation. Certainly, they shall change their mind, soon.

14.12. Official spelling keeps a number of letters which do not correspond (any
longer) to actual sounds. The commoner case regards 1, g4 between other conso-
nants: mectHb ['mesnii], yuactrnx [u'tfjaspik], wectscor [§isswot], Typucrexmit
[tu'sisscii, -stscii], xpectya [kes'tsgar], moa ysayus: [prdus'tsgi-], roaranaus: [getzan-
tst], cepauye ['sectst], cepaunuxo [sietfisks], nosamo [pwozns], npasamnnx [p'rzaz-
nik], cuactansunx [(disliftlik, {dis-], coectansoii ['sworyis]iv, -yis-], ruranrcxwit
[jr'gzanscii; -ntss-], roananacxuin [ge'tzanscii; -ntscii], roananaxa [getzagks, -sks,
-ntks], woraanaxa [Settzanks, -aks].

But, now, in certain words, the written consonants are being realized: Gesa-
Ha ['bez(d)ng], 3B&3ambiit [zYoz(d)nzi], koctassbin [kes(t)lava, -st)]-], moctaars
[pes(titzats], nssécrka [1zyos(tHks], mocTku [mes(t)ci], noesaxa [pejestks], sxécr-
Kuit [Zwos(tcii].

In other words, there is correspondence between spelling and pronunciation:
crysenrtka [stu'dzentks], opuynanrka [efrtstantks].

Further particular cases: coanye ['swontst], uyscrso ['tfjustva], Torcsua ['trisitls,
'tiisitls, tristls, 'tgifls], ceituac [sitljas, sitljas, (§jas, fas] [sitlas/ (meaning ‘now, im-
mediately’), nosxaayitcra [peZzatusts, pezga-hists, peggatists, pezzalstz, psalsts,
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bzalsts] [pezaluste, -1d)ste/, sapascrsyiire [z'dczastvuitst, z'dezastuitst, z'dezasstst,
zdrzastst, Z'drgasts, zdrast, zag:, zes:, z2s:].

As a useful reminder, and as an exercise (therefore, in our examples, we only
write the accents), we can say that 1 > [0] in the following graphic sequences c1a,
CTbaA, CTA, CTH, CTC, cTck (this last one is [sk/): wectbaecs s, HeBécTKa, CyacTAN-
BbIiT, LIECTHAALATb, U3BECTHBIN, WECTLCOT [sissot/, TyprcTcknit; 4 - [@] in 3ax, 34m:
MO0é34Ka, MPA3AHNK, TTO3AHO.

Besides, the sequences 1c, ac correspond to [ts/, in the pronominal ending
-T(b)Cst: cMeéres [smifjotssr], cmeatses [smijatsse]. The same when 1, g are fol-
lowed by the endings -cxnit, -ctBO, -cTBME: seTckmit ['dzEtscii], oTcyTcTBME [Bt-
'swutstyifi], npoussoactso [prejizvuotstvy], caescrsue [sletstyiy, sl-].

Lastly, in the genitive endings -oro and -ero, r stands for /v/: 6eaoro [betavs],
ero [jivwo]. So, the strangeness of ceroams [sivwodns] ‘today’ (= ‘of this day’) is
only seeming.

14.13. fig 14.4 shows the tonograms of traditional pronunciation. They have to
be attentively compared with all the others already seen, including English: & 8,
@ 13, & 15. The marked tunes will be evident (with semi-high conclusive preton-
ic) and low protonic syllables.

fig 14.4. Traditional (Neutral) Russian: intonation.
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15.
Comparisons between
pronunciations:

neutral and mediatic

15.1. Mediatic pronunciation is something newer: it appeared more recently,
being freer to manifest itself, but not necessarily better. It may also share some pe-
culiarities with traditional pronunciation, although it also has some correspon-
dences with (modern) neutral pronunciation: after all, it is the ‘same’ language.

However, it is not even a regional pronunciation, although it may have some
correspondences with regional or uneducated pronunciations. We are dealing with
a kind of pronunciation with oscillations between various possibilities, as already
said, which is mainly used by people who did not succeed in acquiring neutral pro-
nunciation, even if they work in (official) broadcasting.

Even teaching recordings, although specifically done for pronunciation, more
or less frequently, present such oscillations.

fig 15.1. Mediatic Russian: some consonants, including labialized & velarized ones.

pb@_ pb |l »pb ! Pb@_
tdg_ td i %d%@_ td@_
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fig 15.2. Mediatic Russian: other consonants, including labialized & velarized ones.
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Thus, mediatic pronunciation is not absolutely positive, although it is more
used than the very neutral one, or even more than the traditional one. In fact,
since it does not require strong commitment or diligence, it is easier to achieve (by
native speakers).

For this reason, a growing number of Russian-speaking people (and of ‘Soviet-
ized peol€’, too) use it. They may also consider it to be a real neutral pronuncia-
tion, since it also include some current peculiarities both of Moscow and Saint Pe-
tersburg (but different from neutral ones), with variants and oscillations.

Let us add that mediatic pronunciation prefers not to shorten geminate conso-
nants, which remain [CC] instead of [CC]. Or else, it reduces them completely,
even between vowels (except [{{, {t]]): aannbre [dannoya, 'danojal, oraeasHsii [ad-
'delnai, ad'del-, aA'del]-].

Besides, it prefers keeping sonant consonants voiced, even in final position, or
if followed by voiceless contoid: aens [len], mup ['mic], aya ['dul].

15.2. In addition, as far as consonants are concerned, Russian mediatic pro-
nunciation, from an auditive point of view, may give the impression of being less
peculiar, even if more variable and less stable. But, from an articulatory point of
view, it requires more combined nuances.

In fact, although in unstressed syllables it generally presents more normal con-
toids, in stressed syllables, it merges into single phones the peculiarities which are
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determined by the following combinations ['Cg, 'Cu].

But, let us proceed in an orderly manner, by analizing fig 15.1-2 well. Thus, be-
fore stressed syllables, instead of [Cz], more often we find: [m, &; p, b; ¢, &; k, g;
t, % s, 2 §; t55 45 1 §] (with normal [k, g, g]). Instead of [Cw], we have: [, fi; P,
bst.dik, §; £, 958 2; 6 §; £ L §1. On the other hand, in unstressed syllables, or
before consonants, or word-finally, for [C], we find: [m, m), n, 1; p, bs t, d; k, g; 1,
vis,zy ts, dzs s 05 b5 0.

For [C], either in stressed or unstressed syllables, we have: [m, p, p; p, b; ¢, ¢;
& B L v z 86|, Al (mostly with simple [t, ], even if they can alternate with
[ts, dz]) and [{{, {tl; I, dg; j, j]. Let us notice that all labiodental obstruents are, usu-
ally, true constrictives, not semi-constrictives.

Now, let us also look at fig 15.3, which shows the vocograms of mediatic pro-
nunciation. Obviously, they have to be compared with all other vocograms already
seen in 0 5, @ 10, and (& 14).

15.3. Here are some examples: mpamop [m'samsc], mats ['mat], naaxa ['patka],
mox ['hoy], msars ['mat], xonyepr [kan'tsart], ona [a'ra’], Hoc ['fos], Hwrs [it],
xauBa [kam'va’], Tonxuit [toncii], 6anx ['bank].

And: 106 [top], neias ['pal], ot [Pot], mea [pat], o6men [Ab'mEen], 6asa [baza],
6ok [bok], 6véT [bjot], por [Fot], Tam [tam], Tyt ['tut], T10x ['tpk], oaro [ad'ho],
aama ['dama], ay6 ['dupl, aens ['den], xax [kak], xyxaa [kukta], xur [cit], ropa
[ga'sar], ras ['\gas], roa ['Got], rennit ['yenii].

fig 15.3. Mediatic Russian: vowels.
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R A | e
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\ |

fif [ ¥, 2, 133 & 1o V]
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(V") [Vye, \Va®, VsC, 1VaC] CN [ velar(ized) |C|
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Or: yykar [Sukat], yex ['tsay], oro [ata], anyo [liSo], mrayasapm [pladsdarm],
pos [Tof], ¢paza [faza], pox [fon], xposs [kTof], Bryx [vAuk], Burrya [wnul], Bys
[Vus], sua [vit], cpasy [seazu], cag ['sat], con [Son], cems ['sem], sHax [z'aak], Ha-
3az [na'zat], 308 [Zof].

More: B3st1b [vizat], Hoxx ['ol], unmna [{enal, wéax [folk], vugy [, ], xaars
[4dat], >xaan ['3al], >xénbr [40'ni], mosyke [Pozsi, PozzE], Mox [thoy], xara ['Hata],
xonoz ['folst], meryxn [pitu'ni].

Lastly: sxup ['zic], pag ['at], por [Fot], puc ['fis], arars [Fgat], aamma [tampa],
ayxk [tuk], aec [1gs]; tor [jpk], uépras [fornsja], aruba ['atdzbal.

Mediatic pronunciation (like traditional pronunciation) also presents very front-
ed vocoids in interpalatal position: 6wrs ['Hit], eas [jell, mars ['pat], 1é1a [tortal, ato-

an [Twdi], iogsx [txfak].

15.4. Let us add fig 15.4, since more marked mediatic pronunciation presents
an interesting peculiarity regarding vowels in stressed syllables. In fact, they are
narrow diphthongs with rather weak second elements (however, present), which
we show only here.

Besides, they have different realizations depending on the kind of contoid
which follows them: [C] or [C]). Anyway, they are always different from true pho-
nemic diphthongs (and from diphthongs produced by juxtaposing vocalic ele-
ments).

The first vocogram in fig 15.4 shows the results of [VC]: awrs [I]iit], krmmru [1k'pi-i-
w, eas [Vjed, Witd], setn [Idettt, Widrid, ou ['E2t, weas [V'tse%]], morrs [I'mast,
Wmat], warsio [Vpadtju, Wipatjul, sxaab [1'5a7]], matepu [V'madtsg], aérunx
[Weottlik, tle=tik], B some [Ivdooma], Tioas [V'tad], myts [IPpit], aroam [V]etdd],
yanya [Vrusal, porrs [Vestt], avis [V'dripal.

The second vocogram in fig 15.4 gives the results of [VC]: xur [V'citt], nuso [Ipit+
va], em [Vjeim], geao [Vdeata], yea [Vsadl, L'tsasl], oo ['asta], Bas [I'ya®s], Tara

fig 15.4. Mediatic Russian: vowel variants.

/i// '/[ll[(%ii% Juf [WCe'C] [1Cp'C]
i [I'Cs

5] [1Ge'G, WG] [Ce>C] ﬁ;\é@‘_\ Jo] 1Ge*C] [1Co?C]

faf [1Ca7C, WwCaC) vCarc) | BNV T 1|
\ \® L1

[i] [VCs4C] [LCu¥C, 11'Cu¥C]
[/ [VCEC] Jo] [Co¥C, WCo*C]

[1CaC, JyCaC] [1Co¥C, 1Co™C]

o iCarCy || . ||
[vCa®C, 1WCa'C] || L
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[V'taega], war [1'favk, 11'fask], mama [J'ma®ma, l'matma], zom [I'do¥m, Ji'do¥m],
BopoH [IWo¥ran, ||Wo¥ran], épur [jour], 11jo¥]], HEGO [I'novba, ll'movba], Tyr
[Vtuwt, L'tuwt], ay6a [V'duwbal, aox [V]pvk, 1]pwk], Tionep [Vfprenar, L'tprwnar],
abiM [J'dsum], Teiaa [Verula].

15.5. For unstressed endings, with -Vi1, neutral pronunciation has -wit [i/ [ii],
-ent [iif [ii], -stt [/ [#], -on [ai/ [2i]. Mediatic pronunciation has -eit [si] ‘[Ei/’
and, usually, also -but [51] [2i/’), often described as neutralization of the first two
as it actually is in modern neutral pronunciation) and even of the second two
but, we have: 7[si] 7[ai] vs #m[1i], respectively): cunwit ['sinii], yren ?[wulii]
[flsil, Tpyansin ?[trwudnzi] ™ [ttudnai], Tpyanon 2[trwudnsi] 7[tFudnsi].

~ o~ A~

3

15.6. Neutral pronunciation has /i, #ji, Vjif for e (in unstressed syllables) and /i
for #» (in initial position). In all these cases, mediatic pronunciation can have,
strengthened by spelling, [a, 9, 9C] [/ (also [i/ {[#, ] for ).

Examples: ataxx 7[9'ta], 11, 1#] 7[r'tza§], Gepésa ™ [ho'oza] 7[bigozr], Geperé-
bl [ bagagornai] [ bigrZwonii], cemena [gomo'nar] 2[simi-], mepemean " [pago-
mo'li] 2[pigimi-], 6eper ”[berak] 2[-1k], o6s3aTerbHa ™[ aAbo'zartsalna] 7[ebrzza-
tsilnz], Borrepers ™ [wrtarat] 2[WViittsirits], mope ™ ['thoga] #['mwog1], noae 7”[pola]
n[puolr].

Obviously, for unstressed u, even if word-initial, we regularly have 7[ 1, 1] 2[ 1, 1]:
watv [itti] ?[it'tsi], ussuunre! 7 [zyinital 2[zyinits).

Mediatic pronunciation, for Vu [Viji/, also presents forms like: mou ™[mali,
mA't] ?[meji-] /maljif, &c.

Furthermore, it also has frequent reduction of [Vji*/ to [Vji, .Vs] (for -Vu, in-
cluding [.Vjs, ,Va] for -Ve), also [Vja’/ [ Vye, Va] (for -Va): mysen [mu'ze i, “ze9],
crioxontee [spakoinys, -99, -nua], 6victpee [bis'tre]s, -ea], Tpampsaem [tram)va-
jom, -aam], ayanropun [awdi'torify, -¢it, -¢is], Hosoe [io'v3)9, -3a], HoBas ['ioV3]a,
-3a], go ceuaarmmsa [dssyidanya, -pee, -pal.

As some transcriptions have already shown, for /"o, "u/, we find more rounded
taxophones, [0, 0; u, il (f G 23): 06a ['g'ba], ocs ['0s], ym ['um], rycs ['gfs].

15.7. For [i/, neutral pronunciation has [ z], while mediatic pronunciation also
has opener variants, [, |3] (this last one is less recommendable): 6brroBoit 72[bata-
Roi] 7[bitevwoi], Boixognts [ Vaya'dit] 7[viqe'dzits], Boimbia 72[wemot] [Viimst]”,
omnbrTbl ['gopata] ”['worpiti], sxuBoTHOE " [%iVotn3ya] ?[ZEVwotnsji].

As we have already said, these timbres of [i/ [s, {3+] are similar enough to that
of [a/ [3+, 3] (the last one occurs in contact with bilabial, and velar or velarized
contoids). So, it is easy to consider them to be the same sound, and declare their
neutralization.

However, usually, there is a difference, especially if we consider their variants,
all the more so that actual confusions are few, even in spelling, except resounding
cases of native speakers poorly educated, or of foreigners phonically untrained.
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15.8. For [u/, mediatic pronunciation has [y, o, 10", CiC]: xyssipxaTscs [ ky-
vorkatstsa] 7[kuvickzatstsz], cymaroxa ™[suma'toga] ?[sume'tuogs], 3amMmyrkem
m[zamygom] ?['zamuzzm], kommionuke " [kgmini'ce’] 7[kgmpni'ce], nmerowwit-
ca " [i'me e tliisa, -{{-] 2[rmep(liiss], croaa ”[su'da] 7[su'dia].

Neutral pronunciation, for pretonic wra, »xa, ya (in case, also with o), has /Ca/
[Ce], while traditional pronunciation has /Ci/ [Ci] (by now outdated): waru [ge-
wi'] ¢[§i-], sxapa *[Ze'tiar] {[3i-], aaguaru 7 [dvatstetsi] f[-tstitsi].

However, certain words are still frequently pronounced with traditional pro-
nunciation, even by tendentially modern speakers: >xaxér, >xacmnn, >xaBéan, Ge-
uraméan, aowazéi (even if post-tonic: aBdayars, TprAUATY).

In general, for such sequences, a compromise mediatic pronunciation is possi-
ble, with [3, ] for [#/: waru 7[ge'yi-] ”[{a-, {3-, {o-], >xapa 7[Ze'tza’] ™[44 e, %3, 4],
asaayatv "[dvatsse'tsir] 7 [dvstssalti, -3-, -0-]. It is also the same for pretonic wre,
>ke, ye (even with -0); but, in neutral pronunciation, we have [i/ = [¥]: wenrars
[S#p'tiats], >xena [Z¥nia’], yeHa [ts¥nia’].

15.9. fig 15.5 shows the diphthongs (with taxophones).

fig 15.5. Mediatic Russian: diphthongs.
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15.10. Let us add, for information and useful comparisons, some terminations,
with some colloquial reductions. They also include some mediatic or traditional
phonotactic deviations, with some phonemes exchanged (here we also use /C, t/’):
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-a10 [Haju/ *[-aqu], "[-ayu, I'aE], [-Aj0]

-a10 [-ajuf ?[-&yul, 7[- 31w, |-z, f[-&0, -1go] + [-iju/

1010 [-juju/ ”[-guyul, ”[-JEyy, g, Lol + [jijul, fl-geje, -jije] + [-jiju/
-aet [-ajit/ 2[“ajut], 7 [“aqit, |Hart], f[-art]

-aeT [-ajit/ ?[-&j1t], 7[- 371t |- E[Lt] [-&jtt, - {JIt/ - &JIt, l 2] + [-jit/
-antre [-aitif 7[-&itst], 7[-ai-, |-01-] + [-iti), {[- &1, I-01-] + [-iti/

-as [-aja/ "[-&)1], ™[- 378, |-aa], {[-z]e]

-sust, -Cast [- Cg a/ [-.Cis, - Cizl, ”[-.Cye, - Cte, - Cral, {[-Ciye, -Cie, |-Coe]
-bint [-3jif [ IJI m[- 1L, 1-99], f[-o71]

-biit [- 4] 7[-#], [ 4, 00, 1], I, 101, W-31, 1]
mn / iji/ ﬂ/t i]1> iI]) m['ol‘]l'a =L, l'olﬂ]
v [-jif 7[- ], ™[ g, 1-i]

K-T-X+U / k g-y-ii/ 2[-cyu+iil, [- kgl -k-g-giif [ cya+i, 1-di; - k-ggi, 181,
t1i; 1, [-k-g-g-#, - k-g-y-iif, ¢[-k-g-g4, -oi, 1-#; - c-JH+i, 1-ii]

-uws [-tsijaf 7[- tsgyr], 7[- tsaye, |- tsal, I[- tsaye, |- tse]

-ats [-atf "t zts], m[-at] + [-Et/

-atb (numerals) [- Cat/ ”[-xt§], m[-:-n;, -sy] + /-OCE!;/, t-3ts] + [-Cit/
-1t (numerals) [- Citf #[-its], 7[-it + [ CEt/
-1t (numerals) [-Cit] 7[-1t], [Lt / CEt/

srrest [-C-j+itsaf 2], [-itsa, -a- 7[-t, -3-, |-0a-], /- Etsa, i, -a-, -u—/ -H-, -3-, -8, |-0-]
-t [- C-j+it) [, [-it, -at] 7[-1, -3, |-0=], [-Et, - it, -at, - ut/ - 3+ -R- }-0-]
-1x [-.G-j+ig/ ”[-I-], [-iH, -.ag/ ’”[-t-, -3, |-fa-], /-oEq, -iH, -ay/ [, -3-, -2

s [-C-j+im/ 7[-1-], [-im, - am/ 7[-t-, -3-, |-0a-], [-Em, - im, am/ 5=, -3-, -&-]
SIMM |- (;j+imi/ 1m1 [-d, - ™[, -3, |-0a-], [, 4] H]-
-1 [-Cj+al [ [-e-, I-fa-], f[-e ]

s G- [ja*C-, ja"C-[ [a-, |je~, Vye-], i™[ja-, |ja-, Via-]

-Vu [- Vji/ ”/f VJI -vi], [- Vi, - V4, 1-Vs]

-e [ Cjif -], ™[, 1-09], t[-a]

-Ve [- le/ JI, -vi], [ Vy, - V4, |- Va] - Vi, -, V1, |- V]a]

e- i * |JI’ g 4G e g 4G . . G

Ce- [Cif "[.Gr, AC], "[.Cu, -G, LG, iG]

o [i-f "[x], /oi-, oi-/ e, 21, i (]

Co- [C"i-[ [ Cr, CiC-], [CHi-, CH-| ™[ Cu, -iC-, .Co-, Co-], [CH-, CHif [ Co-, Cr
Gr, GiC]

Co- [Ci-[ 2[ C#], mIt[ Co-]

15.11. To complete our comparisons of different pronunciations, we also provide
fig 15.6, which shows mediatic tonograms. As always, they should be seen carefully
together with all others provided in preceding chapters: & 8, ¢ 13, (& 14.
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fig 15.6. Mediatic Russian: intonation.
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16.
Regional accents

General introduction

16.01. Map 16.0 shows the main administrative divisions of the vast territory be-
longing to present-day Russia, extending from eastern Europe to northeastern Asia.

fig 16.0. Map of Russian administrative main divisions.
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16.02. Map 16.1 shows the dialectal situation of European Russia in the years
around 1950. The midwestern part of the territory was divided by Soviet dialec-
tologists into three parts, with native speakers. The central one, including Moscow,
gave origin to the official pattern of the pronunciation of Russian.
It is a compromise between the typical northern and southern patterns, which
have precise characteristics that determined the kinds of Russian pronunciation
recognized as belonging to these areas, as we will see soon.

The Russian language was brought outside the three areas shown in map 16.1
not only by native speakers belonging to them but also by several others, mostly

(China)

(Mongolia)
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fig 16.1. Map of European Russian original dialects.

€
rO?qz/ 0 Q/,é
Ay

Vologda -~

.

Brjansk Tula

Tambov

from Ukraine and Belarus. These last ones spoke cognate languages in addition to
forms of Russian that they were compelled to acquire. The same happened when
Saint Petersburg was founded in 1703, with people who were brought there,
whether willingly or not, from other parts of (European) Russia.

This practice was already well established around 1400-1500, when the highly
irresponsible trend to expansion by most major European powers began, using
their far from democratic ways, as history sadly testifies. Also the megalomaniac
Russian leaders transported and deported, beyond the Ural Mountains, slaves and
condemned persons, together with unscrupulous wheeler dealers, and... teachers.

16.03. Therefore, the Russian language was brought to the eastern parts of ac-
tual European Russia and northern Asia. Thus, outside the restricted area shown
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fig 16.2. Map of actual European Russian accents, with place names. It includes militarily re-
occupied Kabardino-Balkaria and Chechnia, after brief illusions of freedom.
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in map 16.1, it is not possible to find original Russian residents, like the popula-
tions who used to live there since ancient times, through generations.

The current Russian speakers are descendants of immigrants, who arrived there
centuries ago. But they are not the original peoples, like those who still may re-
main in those vast areas, especially in the country.

All this means that most Russian speakers have no really inherited local accents,
unless we consider the mingled ones brought there by their own ancestors, in more
or less recent times. Therefore, it is not really possible to find actual traditional ac-
cents derived from local dialects. This is why there are considerbly very large areas
where we can find kinds of Russian accents, which are not very different from one
another, having quite similar characteristics.
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16.04. But, of course, this does not mean that Russian has no regional accents,
as we will show in the following chapters of this book. Thus, map 16.2 shows the

fig 16.3. Russian regional accents. k
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pronunciation situation that we found in European Russia. By carefully compar-
ing it with map 16.1, things are certainly clearer.

In addition, map 16.3 shows the accent situation from European to Asiatic Russia,
while map 16.4 highlights what can be found in Asia. Of course, in rural areas, there
may still be segregated people, who may have no real command of Russian, not on-
ly in Asia.

Some necessary preliminary remarks

16.05. As we will see, outside the area shown in fig 16.2, where the current mod-
ern accents of Russian have been formed, a kind of previous ‘norm’ has also con-
tributed to the formation of the regional accents in eastern European Russia and Asia.

The main characteristic lies in what is known as exane, ekan’e, [je'kani]. This
means that unstressed e does not become /i, but remains [e/, which we indicate
as [/ [E, e, 9]. For instance in npeaats [pre'dat, prs-] (and in the very word itself:
[jekane, -e]). This is an older kind of pronunciation, also belonging to the regional
accent of Saint Petersburg, which sometimes was presented as a neutral accent.

That realization contrasts with that of a word like npuaars [pridat], while in mod-
ern neutral Russian both words are pronounced alike: [pridat]. In fact, this is a com-
paratively newer kind of pronunciation, called nxane, ikan’e, [ikani].

16.06. Ekar’e can also occur for unstressed (not word final) s1: vacrora [tiosta-
'tar], against uncrora [diste'ta’], for example. Again, both words are alike in the
(modern) neutral accent of Russian: [t{iste'tza’]. Yaitkosxuit is also pronounced
likewise: [t{aikofscii, tfo-], instead of neutral [tiikwofscii, tfit].

More rarely, especially the Russian accents used by some bilingual speakers out-
side the Russian territory, can even exhibit sixane, jakarn’e, [jakeni]. This can happen
when words like yactora or Yaiikoskwit are realized as [teste'tar] and [leikofscii].

Alongside with ikan’e, there is another (more) recent neutral characteristic called
axane, akane, ['akeni]. It consists in reducing unstressed o to [af [e], as in Moaoko [me-
teko], or xopowro [Here'sor].

Regional accents which do not apply akarn’e, more typically the broadest northern
ones, use a further characteristic, called oxare, okan'e, ['o'keni]. It consists in not re-
ducing unstressed o to [af [e], but keeping it as [0/, which we indicate as [g/ [0, o].
Thus, they can exhibit pronunciations like moaoxo [motoko], or xopowo [Horo'so'].

It is important not to think that this may be a kind of vowel harmony, due to the
stressed o/, as examples like soma [dema], xoants [gedit], or He6o [pebe] demonstrate.
In northern accents, they may certainly be [do'ma], xomrs [godit], and He6o [nEbo].

16.07. Further real communiucation problems, for regional accents, can surely
be caused by palatalized consonants, [C]. In fact, instead of true palatalized contoids,
they can be realized as sequences like [Cj], especially before vocoids, or even as sim-
ple [C], not only before front vocoids (where misunderstanding is less likely). Both
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realizations are also possible before contoids, or silence, ie pauses, more riskily.

Of course, such renderings, especially [C], are quite different from the expected
neutral ones. Besides, they actually complicate communication.

Furthermore, in certain regional accents, the timbres of the vocoids in /[CVC/
and /CVi/ sequences may change little, or not at all.

Since the behavior of modern Russian [ts, g, 2, {/ phonemes is quite peculiar,
both functionally and articulatorily, they can inevitably constitute a real commus-
nication problem for many regional accents. Not only because [ts, s, 2/ are never
followed by [i/ (nowadays), but also because a contrast between [s/ and /{/ is not
common in many languages, which generally have only one kind of /{/, mainly re-

alized as [, {].



160 Russian Pronunciation & Accents
Central Russia: Moscow

16.4. The vowels and intonation patterns of this accent are shown in fig 16.4. It
has [g/ [9%, 1, Vja(C)"] and [a/ [Vjs*, Va*]. In addition, it can also have [a/ [a, CaC,
2" a®™], and V¥ [V*] (seminasalized). All these peculiarities are more typical of
the Moscow conurbation than of the rest of the area shown in fig 16.2.

As for the consonants, let us consider mainly [s, 2/ [§, % 5, 2 5 75§ 21 5 {{]

rather than [{d, {{], and [zz/ [33]; [{, ds t5, dZ], [c, 15 ke, 515 /Y] [V, V5 0, 015 [ef [, g3
£]. In addition, we also find [Cw, C; Cg, €]. Practically never [k'to, tf'to/ but /§'to,

gto/ for ko, uro (the latter being, now, current neutral Russian).

fig 16.4. Moscow accent: vowels, diphthongs, and intonation patterns.
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Northwestern Russia: Saint Petersburg

16.5.1. For this accent, which sometimes was presented as neutral, we will be
more complete, to also show how any other sections can certainly be expanded.
Furthermore, a number of examples could be usefully added, adapting them from
those given in G 5, &7, G 10-12, B 14-15.

Thus, the Russian pronunciation found in Saint Petersburg is shown in fig 16.5.
The first vocogram gives the basic vowel inventory, which has monotimbric diph-
thongs ([ii, ee, uu]), or narrow ones ([ae, 0o, wi]), in stressed free internal syllables

(/V] [VV#]); but often [%eC].

fig 16.5. Saint Petersburg accent: vowels, diphthongs, and intonation patterns.
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In unstressed syllables we have [i, i, u/ [i, w, ul, [g/ [e] (including ekan’e in pre-
-stressed or unstressed final position, [g/ [, .€"]: o ITerep6ypre [epitserburge]); and
[o] [e, &, Lo]; [a] [e, Ye, e", 3] (ie [e] in pre-stressed, or unstressed absolutely initial,
or unstressed final position, but [3] in unstressed internal position). In addition, [,
"ie/ and [VjE, Vjg| can behave as ["e, "ef and [VE, VE/ (or 1/%E, *je; Vje, Vjg/). Notice
that [g/, stands for ekan’e realizations. In words ending in unstressed -ws, we find
either [ie] or [lie], as well, and frequently /V,jV¥/ [VV].

Arguably, the diphthongs are a combination of these phon(em)es with /[-i/: [ii,
wi, ui; ei, oi; ai, ®i, si] (basic accent, with appropriate adjustments for the more typ-
ical one).

The second vocogram shows these same realizations, but with added taxophones.
Notice those occurring in interpalatalized contexts (/tC-C/, given in grey, in partic-
ular [a, o, p]); also unstressed /if [11] (even if pre-stressed or final), /i [11], and typi-
cal [g] $[9, 9", i], but t[1, 1", 1]. For completely unstressed /a/, we find [t2], in ad-
dition to [e] in the ‘stronger’ contexts already seen above.

16.5.2. As for the consonants, let us notice that generally no approximant, [z,
w], occurs after non-palatal(ized) contoids, but that before stressed /o, u/, labial-
ized or velarized contoids may occur ([C] 1[C, €]) in the typical accent, more or
less as in mediatic Russian pronunciation (¢ @ 15) while, in a lighter accent, plain
contoids are usual ([C]). Before stressed /i, a/ we generally find [C, 1€].

Also before [i/ we can find plain contoids ([C]) for front or back consonant
phonemes in lighter accents, but palatalized ones ([C]) in more typical accents, even
in lighter accents, before apical (‘central’) consonants. In both kinds of accent, we
have palatalized taxophones with /jE, jg/.

Regularly, adjectives in -xuit have [kii, t¢ii], as in (modern) neutral pronuncia-
tion — with [eii], against traditional [ki] (similarly for -rwit, -xwit, of course).
However, we often find [C] in /Ci, Cj*/. In addition, we find /Clj, Cnj/ [C], Cn].

Thus, we find the following series [m, n; p, b; t, d; k, g; k, g5 ts, dzs £, vs s, 25§, 15,
ol mppbtdeptdid difvis sl 5 mj 6l il and (often
subjectively judged to be ‘better’ phones) $[rh, f; p, bs t, ds k, §; 6, dz; f, v; §, Z; S, 15,
5,12 55 51, ¢lm, msp, bs &, &5 65, des £, % s, 25§, 35 65 1.

In addition, let us notice that the endings -c», -cst and -rcs have [s, ts]; ¢y, 3y, w
have [{d, {{] rather than [{{], while intervocalic [t{/ can fequently be [4, {I; 3« [33,
t7z]; wH, un tend to be [zn, tin], respectively, and uro, xro, Huxro [tf'to, k'to, nik'to]
(in addition to t[§to, {to, piy'to]).

Usually, consonant clusters tend not to be reduced: urH, utk, yTa; TCk, cTck; 3amH;
while, word-final [m; p, b; {, ] can typically be |[m; p, b; f, v]. [CC] clusters, are less
frequent than usually; and /stj”, znj"/ tend to become one single phone, [s] (since
[-Cj*| become [@/). Before front vowels or [j/, we can typically find [ts/ [ts, 1ts]: 06
nraabsHie [ebitalentse, 1-nts).

The intonation patterns are shown in the tonograms.



17.
Post-Soviet country
accents

Maps 17.0.1-2 show the areas of eastern Europe and southwestern Asia, where
formerly Sovietized nations lie. Those peoples were obliged to speak Russian,

fig 17.0.1. Europe.
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mainly unwillingly (as they are now free to declare), and pronouncing it with their
peculiar accents, which we will describe in this chapter. Thus, Russian was learnt
through both imposition and spelling. Certainly not the best way to learn a for-
eign language.

Besides, these maps also show the languages which are spoken in such countries.
The phonopses showing the pronunciation of those very languages can be found in
G 17 & B 19 of Lc’s book Natural Phonetics ¢ Tonetics.

fig 17.0.2. Southwestern Asia.
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Ukraine

17.1. The vowels and intonation patterns of this accent are shown in fig 17.1. It has
four raised and fronted taxophones occurring between [C]; vowel length, in stressed

fig 17.1. Ukraine accent: vowels, diphthongs, and intonation patterns.
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syllables, is invariably [VV], as shown, whatever the context, even in checked sylla-
bles by more than one consonant. In addition, more typically, vowels in stressed syl-
lables checked by [C] are [ViC] or [VV()C].

As for the consonants, we find [C] realized as [Cj], with possible prepalatal variants,
[0, ¢ 4, 3, 2, ¢ 1], but also with occasional /Cj*/ [IC], in opposition to plain conso-
nants, realized as [C, Cz, Cu]. In addition, we have [f, v/ [f, v; &, 5 §, B, /s 2/ [§, 3
Gl [ I8 s (d, s™]s [df [ts, €15 /1 [1 1, 1] and frequently [#, #, u”, #C, 3C, uC], in op-
position to [], A, 1]. Besides, in [Ck, Cg] sequences, we often have [Cc, Cj], while, in
broader accents, we can have [g/ [y, b].

Voiced diphonic consonants, when final or before voiceless consonants, remain
voiced (or are only partially devoiced, or fully devoiced only in milder accents);
at any rate, sequences of diphonic consonants undergo voicing assimilation to the
second element, especially within words.



18.

Foreign accents of Russian and

pronunciation teaching methods

18.1. This short chapter deals with the Soviet (now Russian, but without im-
provements) method of teaching Russian pronunciation. In fact, its essence is /is-
ten and repeat! and... liisten and repeeat!!, and... liiisten and repeeeat!!! It closely re-
sembles the ‘method’ of communist China.

Thus, learners unsystematically acquire a number of phones, both vocalic and
consonantal, which, somehow, are added to the phones of the (regional) accent of
their own languages.

Of course, the ‘bombarded’ learners try to do their best with all those piled up
phones. However, they use them haphazardly: sometimes they succeed in using
the right ones, or something close to them. So, at first, the learners seem to have
(perfectly) grasped the phonic structure of Russian.

18.2. Nevertheless, after a few sentences (if not just after a few words more), some
phones of their mother-tongue accent suddenly appear, mixed together with some
expected ones. Unfortunately, even the proper taxophones (as, for instance, those
of interpalatalized contexts) appear, but often in wrong contexts, and vice versa.

In addition, spelling plays nasty tricks on unlucky learners. In fact, old ekan’e
habits are strengthened by the way words are written and even by too many native
teachers, who still use them. Often, such teachers think it useful to highlight mor-
phological differences, especially for grammemes.

Also s (or the grapheme a preceded by [C] /Cj/) continually misleads, as for the
common and frequently used word ssbix [jizik], which is reduced to |[jazik, jazik]
(or to [j-] with any other vocoid comprised in the cells within the area shown in the
last vocogram of fig 18.1), or better to [jizik, jrzzgik]. Any occasional and cursory
observations, provided in books or by teachers, do not generally win over spelling.

18.3. Now, let us have a careful look at fig 18.1, which resembles a quadrilateral
found in the Net, which is derived from fig 26 on p. 55 of Trofimov & Jones’s book
(see Bibliography). However, those two figures also include, in the [/ phoneme,
the unstressed taxophone of the [i/ phoneme, [1]. But this is a mistake, because such
[1] represents an unstressed collocation belonging to the Cyrillic grapheme e.

The figure found in the net also comprises, in the same [g/ phoneme, [5], which
is a taxophone of i/, belonging to the older kind of Russian pronunciation.
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18.4. Going back to our vocogram (in fig 18.1), notice that, after a global sight,
the six vowel phonemes are given separately. The six vocograms generically show
the taxophones which are needed in the native-like international pronunciation
of Russian. They are part of the six larger areas, which include the most frequent
realizations of the six phonemes by different foreign learners.

As said, curiously enough, these areas are similar to those in the figure(s) dis-
cussed above. However, they, actually, comprise most realizations by different for-
eign speakers, according to their own phonic systems. But, as already stated, they
also include actual Russian taxophones, which are either correctly or incorrectly
used (see fig 5.2 for the collocation of our “”]PA symbols).

fig 18.1. International native-like Russian: the areas involved in the realization of the six vow-
el phonemes & their taxophones.
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18.5. Of course, foreigners who have learned better tend to use more the native-
like international vocoids shown, or at least those of simpler international Rus-
sian. This one is mainly shared with a number of European and Asian accents out-
side the original core area of the Russian dialects shown in fig 16.1. Eight vocoids
are sufficient for a convincing pronunciation, provided it is coherent enough: [i],
[e, E], [a, ©], [0], [u], [i].

However, usually, most foreigners unwittingly alternate between their own per-
sonal phones and the Russian ones, producing different performances. Thus, there
are different degrees of understanding, more or less satisfactory, also due to differ-
ent lexical and morphologic & syntactic abilities.

18.6. Keeping distinct /if and /[i/ is usually a problematic and oscillating matter
for most foreigners, in spite of spelling (with its undeniable dilemmas), especially
for those foreigners who have no phoneme between [if and [u/ (apart from possi-
ble /y/, which has nothing to do with Cyrillic y).

So, oscillations between /if and /i (and vice versa) are quite common. In addit-
ion, for stressed [i/, we often find [i] or [i] (or an intermediate [1]) preceded by
some approximants. In worst cases, such approximants are [w, w], which are too
precise, and excessive for Russian.

Alittle better can be [w], or somewhat better [uy]. While [ug, wj] could be almost
appropriate, the correct [g] is rather rare. For stressed [a/, the typical [za] is practi-
cally unused by foreigners.

18.7. Another (bigger) problem regards the grapheme o, which many foreign-
ers (although fewer than for e) realize, according to spelling, as [0/ even in more
or less frequent unstressed syllables, where it stands for (unstressed) /a/.

In stressed syllables, /o] can have ‘committed’ realizations with preceeding [w-,
w-], followed by some ‘choice’ of vocoids between those shown in fig 18.1. But
these are excessive for Russian, which has [w-] before [u, of.

18.8. As for the consonants, the main problem for foreigners consists in how to
realize [C]. Generally, even at advanced levels of practice in speaking Russian, [C]
consonants are substituted by [Cj, Cj], mostly before vowels. In fact, before con-
sonants or pauses, their (always oscillating) realizations tend to be simply [C],
rather than rarer [Cj, Cj]. In such contexts, real [C] are extremely rare, but they
are not more favored before vowels. In addition, many foreigners also use [Ci'V] se-

quences for [CV].

18.9. Even for non-palatalized consonants things are not better. In fact, their
‘preferred’ realizations are simply plain [C]. Only occasionally, and oscillating, can
we find something like [€, C].

The phonemes [s, 2/ are particularly problematic, and tend to be realized as the
more similar (or less different) phonemes of the speakers’ languages (and personal
variants). In addition, the phoneme /{/ should be realized differently from /g/, al-
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though many languages do not have such an opposition. Thus, very many for-
eigners do not distinguish them.

18.10. The precise timbre of /r, I/ should not be important for simple communi-
cation, provided they are somehow different from their palatalized versions, if pres-
ent. So, [1] may not be absolutely necessary. However, uvular or velar 7’s are certainly
not fit for Russian, although some native speaker do have some kind of ‘back’ . This
means that, communicatively, the precise quality of 7 is not very important.

Other consonants should be realized in a similar way to Russian use. However,
sequences of different diphonic consonants, instead of assimilating the Russian
way for voicing, remain as they are written. In final position, before a pause,
voiced diphonic consonants, for many foreigners remain fully, or partially, voiced,
differently from what happens in Russian.

18.11. The Soviet/Russian pronunciation method also has some effects on into-
nation learning. Of course, poorer learners do not change their personal and re-
gional patterns, in the least. Thus, they keep on speaking Russian (and other lan-
guages, as well) systematically as if speaking to their fellow countrymen.

Those among them who have absorbed the ‘Soviet method’ better just unsystem-
atically add two changes to their original patterns. As fig 18.2 shows, these two ‘im-
provements’ consist in alternatingly adding just a tonetic raise on the prestressed
syllable in conclusive tunes, [./ [$'$-], and lowering to the mid tone the ending sylla-
ble of their interrogative tune, [?/ [-$-$].

18.12. This can produce an auditory effect similar, but certainly not identical,
to the real Russian patterns. In fact, all the rest remains unchanged as when speak-
ing their regional mother-tongue language.

Their protunes, and suspensive tune (/;/), do not usually change at all, while
their conclusive and interrogative tunes are modified by just adding the two
changes seen above — f fig 18.2. Actually, all the blank syllables in the tonograms
stand for any correspondent syllables in the typical speech of any foreigners.

18.13. The supposed ‘magic’ consists, then, in uttering a higher syllable before
the stressed one in the conclusive tune, and in adding a lowering (to the mid tone,
sometimes even a little lower) by deforming their habitual tonetic movements.

Thus, for instance, an interrogative tune like [-$'$-$'$] (which is one of the most
widespread in the world) becomes something like [-$'$-$"$].

Likewise, a tune like [-$'$'$-$] (which is the other most common type in the
world) either remains substantially unchanged or becomes something like

[$$$-$] (or [$$$.5]).

18.14. Again, at first, this effect may sound rather convincing, but it is not ac-
tually so. In fact, a number of native Russian speakers may find it monotonous, if
not even offensive.
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Of course, the phonetic and tonetic method can certainly be of real help, by
showing exactly the intonation patterns of both (neutral) Russian and those of any
different learners.

Thus, accurate comparisons will show even the more or less tiny differences.
Once these are shown and known, it is easier to acquire the desired patterns, of
course with appropriate training sessions.

fig 18.2. Non-native Russian: artificially induced modifications on original foreign patterns.
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18.15. It is sad to have to admit that the ‘Soviet phonetic method” has proved
to be unsuccessful, in spite of time and energies spent, notwithstanding some fa-
vorable —not fully qualified— opinions.



23.

Orogram collection

All contoids dealt with in the book are shown here, including three palatograms
shown at the end of fig 23.8, and four overrounded vocoids, given just below, fig 23.1.

fig 23.1. Special overrounded vocoids.
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