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N. S. Trubetzkoy EBHIBEEASM, & L KFEHED

A DV THBRER

HMoOHEE NI BENLRRF L BUNE DD EERLLOIFINBIEDZ LT

& -7z, “Phonologie und Sprachgeographie”

i3, HEARBZODFED
X5 RN EERATNED,

BN

LT BRI OB T, K

KELZEDENCSOWT, oFRXELds

« phonologische Dialektunterschiede

» Inventarunterschiede

. Funktionsunterschiede

- phonetische Dialektunterschiede

. absolute Unterschiede

» beschrinkte Unterschiede
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FHEAMCIFALT, BbhsEEi
LRN0OHELO0DIL, $RTOYF
BRETETOHECRLNSEE,
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- etymologische Dialektunterschiede
- kompensatorische Unterschiede : JEspy, SERIKFICEICRELT
W5 HHERY, TAHOFRERAT
DUEBZRIZTEHEDS H, —FD
FHETOFRO R TR 2 RE
@@ﬁ%?ﬁd:o(&éwm%hu
L)@ﬁﬁﬁ%LTW6§%
- freie Unterschiede CRCL, 20LLOFTHEYE, WAHET
SRR BFRICRoTHDbL, BE
DT, BRI ORRRS 2 WiEE
FEMOEOHEIC>WTZIDOX Y RAEEL, mmh@%kﬂbf77~
TETROFBIRONE» L/ U d &, Trubetzkoy 13541z, “Eine verglei~
chende phonologisch-geographische Beschreibung der Sprachen des Erd-
kreises steht jetzt auf der Tagesordnung.”® LA TH5E, HEDZ 2 TF
5 “geographisch” L \Wo DX, 72k ZEHIREED X 5 %, EVWEEEICom
TRLLDEECSHICERTO [MBHLAHY ] 0 &bLWELTY, B
FEHIERAS I LT, ERM OB L WO FiRmE, MENEAFEREL Y
HRICBERTNETH2 5,
0.1
L2 L, Trubetzkoy 2 X 2@EREI0H#EVWIEZFHIZ, HEHIHPYRD
ZEEBELTWEDLBELT, TOHBN0EM, BEALBA LR,
XO5ThB, SMEREPTCR->T, 5L, FEMOEROEKE VWS Z
EEEBRTIMALIB DN, FEWROSHFCH LV EzEA 2 Licks
DTH B, Uriel Weinreich @ “Is a structural dialectology possible?” ¢!
ThH o, HRLEOIELN (22 VWIEAHER) ODE5LSOFERPL, TOH
Pl EMmSs LT, “diasystem” L /T3S LICEBROBREBETH LV
DR DFH/LDOEETHHG, diasystem DFELWIBLFEHME L TH,
DL EF 2 5271, Trubetzkoy OFFELLERE OB TH L &
WERR WO, 5, HFERIHEELWILEREL, EROFEFLHESH
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BLEAEBEE, FLVWHEFROFEREADVE T L ERACILR, T
MHEELNZ0, T LT, MROFEFOVEROEB I B o722 LICHT S
BEEuErb0RHEEFD I 5FT £ 5> T3S ¢ “.The main objec-
tion raised by structuralists against dialectology as usually practiced might
be formulated thus: in contrasting ‘diasystems’ it ignores the structures
of the constituent varieties. In other words, existing dialectology usually
compares elements belonging to different systems without sufficiently
stressing their intimate membership in those systems.”®

IOXSRBEOLELE, EFOBETOERNLERE-2ED L ) LHNA
REERCTHAL WS, WE, ‘man’ IKHICBEICH LT, 4 ADFESEN
(1) (man]}, (2) (man), (3) (man], (4) (mén) LEXTcL Lick &, (1), (2)
ERCEER B, WEL1IAM—TLL, ZORS AV~ OBICEEREFI<
DPREROFEFETH o7, LTHPB, TNENOFREREEEL TAHT,
M BEORESFERRIUNZE LTS Y, QRIEEAP P2 & T 5
&, (IR FBERAICE @/min/ TH Y, 20 @/man/ LB, Eiz, (8)TIL,
/o {dmén OB TRBRED (A £ allophone 57 ®H(3)iF @/man/
LIRIREND, T, [&] 5T Jo/ @ allophone & LTEHEADZD
T, @ik w/mon/ LWHIZ kLB, TDXBICHBE, (1), (25H3), 4l&
TN—=FGF LicGE L el 25, (UHBHUME VI DR eERE 2
LB, ThERTREESEDL 5450, M BHEDOFEILLSD
Lo, MOPEREBECANTCLDTH S,

kY
]
{
Ea]il) .‘ [a](g)
i
]
{

(a)=y/d/ (a)=p/a/
/\A.\_/ - e
\
c ¢ o] ]
(a)y ‘l (2)g (a)=w/o/ [5]:(3/5‘ /
:
K1 M
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ORRABHAEFE e o ic b0 THEAL, BAsRAM T L L
FLONTKTERNWLOTIED B, [HEFESE] b THEEsE
WHEE| LT, ZOROFEMELEX HBIRERLDTH -7, £ L
T, BxDRIXTRTHEORBTILS >/ eBE2RVELTYH, RO
BEWIEBEPLOFENERERBEIOEEEDRAZ LEAZDT
BB,
ENHEDH D, AL R P VESEHRE SDS)® 24 kiz, HARAL AR
EOBERZOBENSN AP 72, W. G. Moulton ®—HEDHTOX

—
S

tmu

L REFERBEND, TNBOHE, “structural dialectology” 15
FELZE, K, EELBENSAORNCE T, BEEEEOEE
ﬁ&afét‘miézaéﬁmﬂeﬁﬁbt%@f&ot% E
1.1 ‘ , A
SDS 12, ':P[E;i{_ FawviE (MHD) OFERIZ S EEEEDENE i
B;‘I’Ck\é Moulton XFEDH B, biﬂi"&mﬁkb é’iﬁt,.ﬁ@ﬂiﬁ*m@

%kMHD@Hiﬁﬁkz%&L FOEE &z%%bfw<@r&
B, ZOEN, W SRORATAERE ERATOHER TN, Zh
LD LDV S EEEHEZBORELIHEVHEL TSI,
1.1.1., geographical complementation

MHD om->oiiERET, L, e & 4 ®35, £7, ¢ & 4 &V dY
T, SDS »BENTRI S EFERH LB ONBEME L) HT, MHD
D e IZoWTit Vetter (Bett, Beck, ) FA—7, 8o T, Wetter
(Speck, fest, ) Zv—7, 4 L2\ Tk Wespe (Pichter, Basi, ) 7
—FDIIN—TTHD,INE I N—T D GHEERE T LICERD LW,
A A A R4 EHIROTEERE, Vetter —Wetter — Wespe=/e/ — fee/ ~ [ae/ & ¢
D, HhFa—Y v LHERTE, Je/—/a/—/=/, LETE, fe/—/e/~/¢/,
FITE fe/—e/—/e/ LVOBKRERETH, TIT, EHETRELEL
WL Ta D e, Wetter, Wespe (oW Tid e bic /o/ THEL TV T,
Vetter 7515 Je/ & Je/ TER-TnW5B, BV i, @mo /o/ bk
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D [/ LREENCRCEBEZSED, FRLELOEROPCRIUCHEEZ I
LTWALEEIZLHBT L FIT, D [ef Lk Jef EEREL, /E/ &
WHFEHREEBEADL, i%BkEPSi BOERPG, /E/~/e/—/e/ &v5—&
@ diasystem i Eh, je/ L Jef ik /E/ obTCHEESBRIDB D
Lici s, Ebic, BEARELLT, 20 /fe/ & /¢/ L3 [HEY] CHEE
IGEERLTWA A% 5, ZhE, Moulton i, “geocrapbical comple-
mentation” & LT, FREROHBEHSFEBENICALILEDERDVL
DELTEDBIFTBH,

Ebic, BE, AEOLAETLMAL, LRSHBOSHEERREMAELT
w3 (Moulton 1960, 175) Iz EBL TENLEZRTESEDRIDLD
Wi, EEOLOE MED R th 5,

£ 1

MHD T EE WEEehiidiasystem o IR b # O
itu idu idu idu idu ildu
e oo . . . e 6o e 0o
. €909 EOO e d o . .
€ () € 959 [ ]
i oa 2 a = a 2 a a ® a

/0/, [0/ e T L kD /E/ OFE LRI, TEHEO /o, o/ &FRO /o,
&/ b iX geographical complementation ¥ 2L TW3 eEx2bh /0, 0/ &
WHELI B, Lo T, EHLPEOEERIZED X 5% diasystem TH
bahd,
1.1.2 cases vides
MHD 25 Z b DWW SBROER~DOEL, »50i%k, MHD OERF
EFE» 608/ (Moulton 1961a) &% FHHT Ao, A. Martinet @,
“Economie des changements phonétiques™® 0735 5 & o b O T EBEHHHE
MBI N TS, LB 0D 5 LD LD “cases vides” oW T
RTBZ I,
FRIZAEREZEL S 2RNOBEAL LTOFD [H3L] OF THEET
HLOTHY, TO/UPEE > THABLRIAVERP L2 EREES
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b THaY, FLC, FRERPEDIRMCE OB R oDdIT,
FOBVEVCEBRPEICERE LTSRS NS E TH 3, Lt
T, FOEFIMILAOREFICE VLRSS, EE3F0ETIN Y FES

/l

S LTHRZENEED, TCHERBEPELBZ LILh 2D TH 5,

Tabhb, FRECEEREEOENOFO—HLELTELALNEETE
YV, fhEESABMOBGLE L TEL L THEALbR Y, 75— V¥RV RS
BWMEOLIETEREIADIILARAS I, O XD BN I» L
R BHFES [/RIBES ] O - L & Martinet 13X cases vides® EZFEA TN

B, LT, O cases vides 2 L 5 & 150, 2%V, KROFMER
F 5 &4 5% “attraction du systéme”® AT TCWE, FO 3B,
LY OFRPVENET ELLDICEOFRIEPI 22/ 20E v O Bl

(A—B C>A—B—C—) % chaine de propulsion, 3iflz, —Faih+&
Tl z OEOEE R L > LMPE<EE (A B Co>A—>B—C—)
% chaine de traction &BEA TW5HH,

EoFIRL MHD OEREFRROKO P THFIL TR LIS, €
@ case vide ThH 3, 2% D, MHD OERHFIT i—u, ¢—8, d—a LHIEHER
EFEORSTEBOORE LT, &8 (EEOTME (] b)) oFsnin?
TIHFD 2 PRI TN, ﬁ: RO T [HEH] Zff>oTwie B X bR
By RIKFUILBERAA A RA VEFESFEOK VLD E, ZOMHDD [&
& ZEDBBRCEOFECN OPOEENED o iR L LTHAT S
bl Thb, TOBBEHTRTERIDL IS, ERMOERANIFROK
BHBVRIBHOFEE, RROKHIZEOFRISICOCGPNBHLOT
mzERT,

£ I

MHD — 7 MHD — & # MHD — 3 #
idu ildu i fu idu itdu itu
fa'iio £SO eojoi ef):o e6$o€’ e?o
el() &) () €5 o e () e 9o
A a & a i «a a i a ® a
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TEER - At MR TIE, & 2 d [CHEA & (Vetter—Wetter — Wespe=/E/ —
[&]/—/z)), ZBOBEEREA 7o, ZOE BEEHTE /i, 4, u/ 0%
FNCRBERPIP b ORET /i, 4, u/2/10U/ 2BEENEL, /e o,
o/ DEFA [, B, of DRFY~NTFENIDITH LT, FHhTEEOE/LA
ETRELCREITRL fe, 8, o/ BTOEEOMEIIE 7, k¥ TIR, MHD
O E P EILHESEN, (Vetter —Wetter—Wespe =/e/~/e/—/¢/), BT
g L oa EoFBMERENRTWES, CoOMBBTRINLHERFCE b
] 280 2@ &3, BERFVEMLCEROBMEEEL 03, ¥
bt MHD @ 6, o 2%, AKcoDRY, 6, o/3, o i2H{tL, e & &£®
MM EBRT DL DR ol, CoHETO MHD @ 6, o oafkici, &
BHEEROEEIEE 252 T3, Tabb, ToOHETE MED o g,
8, & LWHZEBMBoOBEFEESEN, /1, 6, 5, 3/ LWVOEEEOLDICE
feLicicw, BELVGOIHILO NG [0/ (25T 2 /of BEUZLENRE
Cloend & Th BN,

1.2

PDLERIERERKENRRBATH - T, HMRCHizs M EE, BIUZEOE
R, 5V, TALL FAVHERLOMESZ S ICHE LR Y i,
Moulton OFREZERCHEALIZLTHILETERVLOTHA S, Zh
LORLLRE LB LTRZITMREEXD, EFFPLOEREFHOERRN
kv kreTaEaThSE, LI, THMER] tvwHIRBEEFEICALE,
“Lautwandel durch innere Kausalitit---” (Moulton 1961 a) Hi % M A &

FELEEENELRAONS, 234—U TlE, “Wie 146t sich die---Spaltung
des mhd. o erkliren? Da sie, als Phonemspaltung, ihrem Wesen nach eine
strukturelle Erscheinung ist, sind wir wohl berechtigt, bei der Suche nach.
einer- Frldalung auch strukturelle Forschungsmethodeu anzuwenden Es ist

ein Giundsatz der struktmellcn Lautlehre, - daB ein Phonem 1&6111 1sohertu'

Ldut sondm;n em ‘Glied innerhalb eines Systems von lautlichen Opposi-

UOHEB ist. e k FHR L '/HHJXi:’Zm‘:)f\QﬁEW\ "J@"*i LTeEbas
_ET & *:w, %@%%ﬁ@?jf[ﬂ\_/)v\ <, /)’J{/\ <, “Der Hauptgrtinds&%z
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der historischen Phonologie diirfte wohl etwa so formuliert werden : -

folglich kann auch seine (¥ OFEE D) historische Entwicklung nur im
Rahmen der Entwicklung des ganzen Systems verstanden werden.---” &,

BREEROEMOPTOLELZLNDE LT WS, ZLT, KR [
M) 2B XD e35HI20T, 2422—UF, “Zu einer Behebung der
Asymmetrie dieser Systeme gelangen wir nur durch Besetzung des leeren
/9/ Faches. Wir wissen, daB gerade im Gebiet der Lgsung C und D (
ERAOIE, FEFSicdH72B) ein solches /o/ durch Spaltung des mhd. o
entstanden ist. Wir wagen also zu behaupten, daB diese Spaltung durch
innere Kausalitdt, durch internen strukturellen Druck, durch den Sog des
leeren Faches hervorgerufen wurde.” LW vy, 1.1.2 CEFR LIHBRELD
B % “innere Kausalitdt,” & 5\ %, “interner struktureller Druck,” &5
ik, “der Sogh des leeren Faches” L LT b, RO [HEH) 48
WHENEERPMOEELFEE LTHAL T D,

1.3
DX D, FREOERY F OBV FERIMEME 5> &5k
b, {Hx OB EERREOBIOR oL LTELb2 L T 3 E 2k

ik, 28, I REROFRORBEL LTOBBREERGROCATHY, &l
D A. Martinet @ “Economie--”, %O EFVEE L4, Moulton
DINL—EORLFENDOEFMEE~DIEH AR T ENRTELY,
=7, INLOMIDOERT D &AL, FRELONMERIFED T&7k
EHVRHY, BT LBLT, [EBOHMEBNARIENY | S I ERCHT
@M&mébwmﬁﬁééa&168:6Kﬁ§9@%&ﬁ%6&bT%,t
A, RICHPRUL, TEE, ok, b, HEMSORENS /0L RV,
HIBRER, Eveihid, EEA0BERPL T2 AT LFRLTELVWERT
5, EomiiE~oafkx, MHD 225 0RBELE LTHBsAE,
LDCIEIE WL 25, ERTRALEFh o OB LR OmMMI~IEL S i)
NFle bl olalr, FOBRIMAP, TIOBERL-TIE, HLOT,
ERMERELEADOTIHRVES I, Dhlld, 2TeHHALI> &
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DY (B L LTELLVWLDTH B, EHRERZE, BEOME
RAICROZER P L OB L, HBERILAY L w5 EEAOER (£ o3
BHEA Y 2ECE LORERICE, b2 E-T, EEROER LMW T

WEBEDbIFTHER) PLORHLPHE-T, BRUDT, SEOHBERILNY

EVIHBROBEDHB~LERN I ERTEZOTHS H,

BRI BT AEEEFEN LB A0 EIED DA T, KENPLIOLL
THERBIHITBH&1E, Moulton O—HOBESEMBEBENIFEICE i
5 TL9694E I b S niz; Jan Goossens @ “Strukturelle Sprachgeographie”
TH D, ZDEEE, BIEEIC “Eine Einfithrung in Methodik und Ergebnisse”
EHBEOI, BEEEMEEOFEREVEREL ZBENEHR L b 0
GET—MOERLLTEZLDONEETOLDOTH S,

Goossens 1$# 0 [FE] O™, SEMESZOFNE, 55 0IEEE50
ERORIFFEILZHoOBRRCST, Bi#oLog, e die Dialektgeogra
phie hauptsichlich exiralinguistisch orientlert.”® & U, BHIZ TEFEIN] O
FERICELER > TWBZF L L, S0ERPLOLOELHT T, “o-

werden Karten intern-linguistisch interpretiert.”® & L, [EER] 0EFZF

!
It

= il
EMFRLICEAT, BVranl, EEEEIEENLEAF LTINS, £
LT, sz [FR & TFER) 028 CaY, MENHETH UHT
B, BEL, BEEBNEPOFEROBRILERL TS, [HFHR] OET
i, FE LT, EikdI7e Moulton O L0 & L U BT, FRERCHT
W2 RS OBEWC L2 HMROHEEF 0L B2/, BEEFO—
REFERCES LS 2BEEFHHEEO WL 2 OFEFEHEZ & VBT TH
BIL, €60, Thb LIBIER BRNFRHLOPPD ISV THT
TWnb, &<, A Martinet o “Economie des changements phonétiques”
D7 OMEEFEEGNED L, Moulton ®E S “innere Kausalitat” & &t
DS, B EFEHES OB TEG~0OF 5 8w, “(Ergebnisse) fiir die
diachronische Sprachwissenschaft” DIE® <k, [TPREER], &<, [E
BROHEW] 2BDILTENCE-TTOERIShB ] EROELL,
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EROFMERONBH AL I - T, Wi, FROEMY (WAdbhal 5
ELDEZOSBH T LN, Moulton DOFHLTIE, THNAEE] BFEATEN
ZEALPHLBENTWAVWDORHLT, BRFRAORIEL LTEET~E
LONBHB,

2.1

INETE-> TECEBMEECRY 2BEERMILELFORNE, T2
T, FEWmOSFICROATWS, FHELTO LI5S, TALIO, BER,
VBT A, BEOSHETR, EbToFRERLNAVWEEDLESRE L
BV, BREOEEHMEBFEOMT T, MkoEEME S ¢ b, HEE RE
BB, SEBEEOMEEHY, BORLEBAL CELDITHD, DIERT
I, [HEEER) REVWELTERLLELLY, LAL, Fhbld, vwbid, @
BETHY, EZBUT—ELRL [FHEH] CETERAIbALOLE
EWHiovy, Goossens & FEEOEZO G [EBHE] OELL 50, EEE
FOHI® £ BHL, S Ullmann ©OFE® AL, BEOHKEEE
M2t L LTHERMFT X3 LTwW5B, LaL, Bx0FE, SHORENIC
DWTIREBREN L 00 s, e FERoER, L Db,
WHlend IFBEEROELONNER (ZAMrH5L1L10) | o—fliwy
HREIOWTHE, FHEHMIILTWBEEREZRVE WS HIREE,

IOI &R, BEEEEEFCTOER OB LTS EFRR O
BiClRon, Zomosd, ari ¥, BER BRROSE TOHERO
FERIEPELZFSITERLTWAWD & &R L TERTREMS 5, SRS
BINODDHORBELEE- T D, HBEWIE, i, SHMHEEPIZEN,
INLOGHEOSBORBILEETDANDRPOTHELEZLBZAETDS
5
2.1.1
ZHEGRB LUy v F v 7 A O COMEEFEHESEN REC oV TR,
Goossens < [BEIT | L okhiEw ¢, FRoFEOhCEIES LR
T,

UL, Stefkind 4 LiAnads, JEREBHROSE T, W

g
P

=

S

iits

(1%
9k
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TRLNLDH
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EY, bTPE2BO/NGREIPEDL E N T W35, Ue-oiE, M. Shrier @
“Case Systems in German Dialects”® T&H 5, KA VYEFEOKEZ -
ZLDT, Bk OSEOERER, FEEH ABRELTH, XU, BA
FEREREROBMETR Y, R (D), & (A), Hi% (D) o3 (B
FEOHRTITIEBELASEHELTLEY, ARBLELLTVBEZ EBEL,
IITHEEDRDo/EVI ZETHE) ORMBPEIR->TWEPEWVD
BEAPLHELELDOTHSB, oD, N, A, D 5N/AD, NA/D, N/A/
D, NAD (EH&sh 28T 2aMliRIcEDL L, ThboRBIOEShF,
&EH, RARSOMK LY, £k, SO L VA IKEDL 3BTRS
N, ZAOEERAEDLPEDIILCIAFEORENRALLN TS, 2L,
EEE BRMEN S T, FHMFEEREBR LRI P BT, MR
BOFER PR ENEETH B,

WEGEDIL, 37 I EHROREEOBEE L EHEHC L, R Sayre
@ “The Present Tense Inflections of the Dutch Dialects.”™ TH 5, & A
MOBERFB L CORWEBOE OIENHI T Y —L, ThE>HE0NLo
POEERE OBEBRER-LDT, SEERMMBRI>THOIF Y
— &), ThAOLPTHEL oI T X Eh TR 2EY BT HHKO R
WKRERTWS, (EROFERCEED S LALNEN, AREMEL, Th
LOMTORBEOHFNICHEBEIN, —EBORKERICK>TLEY, Thb
DBEER 2T H T 3HFAPRA LN TV REVORESTH B,

PlE, S0t R o, FEHLLTE, WERELLTWS L
WEzv,

3.

PAE, EEMEEOHLOENLLE LTORBEEEL
DB TERD, TR, TEROSHEMIE LS
WT @, Goossens D, YR TH 50, Lﬁ*bﬁﬁ“ﬁ’&%ﬁﬁ@é’élw'{%i@
BRE LW, Thbb, TAOEER, BLUTHEER WSO TIERL,
EEEMEEE, ERNOEREBHM T LI Lo T, EEOEFREY
B, FELISETA2LDTHELTHLLANCTHBN, EHN1.3. T
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BRICHBEORH L, 2D Goossens DEEN, HBFZLIA205H231L0

EBOND, EROEBHERIEY DFENEECEEZ > Ihh
NEEEFERNO—BETERFEER TV LW HEHETET S
CEHEHTERVTDA5 L, —F, Wb aHEEREY, BROBICH BHEE
OfHEVn S &b @TmﬁmmmLima&mkéﬁéﬁ%,ém WERESL D
EEISERERPLIREHELIZUBZLOTHLELEV I HE, 2L TR
FRECBLTHEL NI LD, £/, ADILKES LI ATHB, THE
NICEVWZODDEME VD LOE, MEPREL, E560—F BHEFE &
THLDOHF] LI BebTE, BLTEDIRBRIEDRY, Wb 5
Mk | Sz L, FLWEESHEIBEEL 2, BWORI BT EE
, BLOT, Eo [EEMEY] OFRRFELENDEELD
RETHAH,

¢

WhHoTo

(1) TCLP (Travaux du Cercle Linguistique de Prague) 4, Prague, 1931.
228234 (Principes de Phonologie, = % EiE

(2) ibid., 228229

(3) 1bid., 234

(4) Word 10, 1954, 338—400

(5} ibid., 389—390. “Structural linguistic theory now needs procedures
for constructing systems of a higher level out of the discrete and
homogeneous systems that are derived from description and that
represent each a unique formal organization of the substance of expres-
sion and content. Let us dub these constructions ‘diasystems,’-----

(6) ibid., 388. BHEiz, “Some of the phonological points made here were
inspired by N. S. Troubetzkoy’s article on linguistic geography, ‘Pho-
nologie et géographie linguistique’, TCLP 4..-... T EDB,

(7) ibid., 388. “The controversy could be resolved only if the structuralists
as well as the dialectologists found a reasoned place for the other
discipline in their theory of language. But for the disciplines to legi-
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timate each other is tantamount to establishing a unified theory of
language on which both of them could operate. This has not yet been
done. ---- The present article is designed to suggest a few of the
difficuldes which should be ironed out if the theories of two very
much disunited varieties of linguistics, structural and dialectological,
are to be brought closer together..-----
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