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The Enets languages

*Two rather close, but clearly distinct lects — Forest
Enets and Tundra Enets

* (though the closeness exists partially because of
secondary convergence, see Khanina et al. 2018)

*No common ethnic identity

*Traditionally classified as a single language
*(since Terescenko’s work in 1960s)

*De facto bias to significantly better representation
of FE



The Enets languages

*Both are on the way to extinction, but the situation
is different

*TE has no “linguistic infrastructure” at all, only
some published texts in (Labanauskas 1992, 2002;
Sorokina & D. Bolina 2005)

* All other community-oriented work has been done
only for FE

* (though named just “Enets”, the lect being mentioned
only in a foreword or not mentioned at all)



Forest Enets published and written activities

*School dictionary (Sorokina & D. Bolina 2001), picture
dictionary (Z. Bolina 2012)

* Gospel of Luke translation (D. Bolina 1995)

* Newspaper page (mainly Z. Bolina), non-fiction book
(Z. Bolina 2014

*School classes (obligatory in 2000s, optional in 1990s
and 2010s)

e Language nest in kindergarden (2010s)

* Reading books for school or kindergarden (D. Bolina,
G. Bolinag, S. Rosljakova)

* Ad hoc writing by some speakers



Writing in FE: history

* Of course, Cyrillic script and using typical features of
Cyrillic script, such as using iotated vowel symbols both
for j4Avowel and for marking the palatalization of the
preceding consonant

* Published proposals of Terescenko (1986) never
followed in all details

* E.g. she proposed 3 for z [z, 0], but 3 was used by
everyone; she proposed o for close o, but everyone used
just o.

* Different options chosen by different writers

* No complete consistency in writings of the author (both
different years and in the same text)




Writing in FE: earlier own experience

*In 2008-2010, me and Olesya Khanina
proposed a variant of phonology-based
orthography

*Yet, the community had poor interest to it

*Those who wrote in Enets continued writing in
their own manners

e Attempts to unify and “phonologize” the
writing system were not perceived well



Writing in FE: recent story

*|In late 2018s, new initiatives took place:

* An initiative of philosophers from Krasnoyarsk
(Kopceva) to “create and Enets script”

* A primer by Dar’ja Bolina supported by Project Office
for Arctic Development

* Different opinions about the writing system of this
primer in the community

* A “working group on Enets script” created in 2019 in
order to achieve a compromise and to take decisions

* A series of workshops in Dudinka in October 2019
where | represented linguists



Writing in FE: decisions from 2019

* An orthographic compromise between interested
speakers

*Orthography is not completely phonological
* Using different symbols for the same phonemes
e Underspecifying some phonemic distinctions

*Trying to represent it not as strict rules, but as
recommendations

* Completely followed in the primer (Bolina D. 2019)

*Yet, further writings are not always completely
consistent with it
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Fricative
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Phonemic system of FE: consonants

Bilabial

b [b, bJ, p]
p [p, p']

m [m, m/]

Dental/ Alveolar

d[d, t]
t [t]

n [n]

r [r, r]

z[0,9, 2z, 2,s]
s[s, s, 0, 6]

1 [l]

Palatalized
coronals

d [d}, 3, d3, B, tf]
tf [t], t']

n [n!, p]

P[P, Al

Palatal

j il

Velar

k [k, ki]
glg, g, ki

n [n, n']

X [x, %]

Glottal
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Problems

* Choosing consistent solutions for non-self-evident
combinations of a consonant and a vowel

: ChoosinF symbols or decisions for problematic vowel cells (o, €)
of vowels and for vowels in non-first syllables

. (}Zh?c;osing symbols or decisions for problematic consonant cells
* Dealing with j+vowel combinations

* Dealing with b after tfand [

* Dealing with consonant devoicing

* Dealing with vowel omission

* Dealing with phonemic variation

* Dealing with double vowels




Consonants + vowels
when no phonemic palatalization is there

* Only three pairs of consonant are unanimously perceived
as distinguished by palatalization analogously to Russian:
d—d . n—nl |-V:
niga Hbira ‘bush’ — n‘iga Hura ‘he picked up’

* In contrast to Nenets, for Enets Cyrillic script does not make “profit”

* In other cases only one combination is chosen for e and i:
* 3 and bl after 7, ¢, 3: kizi knu3bl ‘dish’; senpina cayuya ‘he looks’
* 3 and u after glottal stop: no?2ira Ho”npa ‘he catches’
e e and u elsewhere: mense meHchi ‘old woman’



Close o

* Introducing the symbol 6 (as it is more prominent than 0):
to 70 ‘lake’ in contrast to to To ‘wing’ and tu Ty ‘oronb’

* Taking into account that noone is used to this symbol, allowing
to use simply o: moga mora ‘forest’, but OK mora

* As after &, n/, I an overcomplicated symbol é is expected, using
simple &, thus underspecifying:

dlod’i? nénn” ‘time’, but datu néty ‘goose’

* As in non-first syllables a more close sound is pronounced [o] >
[u] or just [u], and everyone is used to write v, it is
recommended, thus underspecifying:

kodo kopny ‘sledge’, but odu oay ‘boat’
* Yet, this corresponds to a kind of reality, as in fact we deal here
with 2 > 0 > u sound change in progress, and distinguishing
between o-words and u-words is really hard



Reductione > |

* In non-first syllables containing single e a more close
sound is pronounced [e] > [i] or just [i], and both
phonetic variation between [e] and [i] and graphical
variation between e/3 and u/bl exists

* Writing always 1/bl it is recommended, thus
underspecifying:

gse scbl ‘father’, but d’isi aucbi ‘grandfather’

* Yet, again this corresponds to a kind of reality, as in fact
we deal here with e > i sound change in progress, and
distinguishing between e-words and i-words is really hard



Open €
* Choosing the symbol €, as is most widespeadly used:
te e ‘birch’ in contrast to te 13 ‘reindeer’

* But using a after m, n, 6, as here it is pronounced in the
most open way and as it is what many writers are used to:

me? ma”’ ‘tent’

* As there is no Cyrillic symbol to be used after d’, n’, I, a is
used there , thus underspecifying:

nleri HApwu ‘buttocks’; but n‘aba HAaba ‘hare’
* Solutions like Hbepn were strongly rejected by FE speakers



Open € and 2
after a vowel or glottal stop + a vowel

* No contrasts between e vs. € and o vs. 2, pronunciation

being usually more open
* Simpler symbols 0 and 5 are chosen:
[ee wes ‘who’; mi?e mu(”)s ‘he gave’;
kinu?2 knny(”)o ‘he sings’
*Yet, is used after € and a representing &:
mee msae ‘he made’; pele na(”)e ‘shoe’; nee Hee ‘needle’



SI
* Only one phonemic posta

also reflected in Terescen
& Bolina’s (2001) school ©

dilant f

veolar sibilant [ (< s’) what was
ko’s orthography and in Sorokina

Ictionary

* But pronounced both palatalized and non-palatalized, the
former option being more typical before front vowels

* Following the way the writers are used to, both w and w,
are used, w being used before e and i and w otherwise:

fuuti wyyThl ‘beetle’; fe we ‘hole’

* The symbol ¢ proposed by Terescenko and used in a

number of publications is

excluded



Glottal stop

* Terescenko’s orthography assumed that there are 2 glottal stops
In FE

* Yet, no phonetic and phonological evidence for 2 phonemes

* Glottal stop is frequently omitted, especially in the middle of a
word

* The symbols " and ” are used in existing publications randomly;
only the symbol ” is left

e Using it obligatorily at the end of a word is recommended:
me? ma” ‘tent’; n‘ej? Hein” ‘my child’

e Using it in the middle of a word is treated optional:

kinu?2 KnuHyo ‘he sings’, OK kKuHy”o



j+vowel combinations

* Using 1, €, to, e in the beginning of a word and after vowels
for ja, jo, ju, je following standard Cyrillic conventions:

” (

aja asa ‘body’; jefaru ewap(y) ‘curtains’; pinoju? nuHyo” ‘at night’
* Using combination nu for ji and after vowels:

tfiji ynnm ‘lung’

*Using b + 1, 1, €, 10, e after consonants:

moarji mopbn ‘it broke’
e But this context is rare



Using b

* Normal Cyrillic-based use of for palatalized consonants
d’, n), F at the end (or before glottal stop):

7 (

pud’ nyab ‘put’, n’in’i? HUHBL” ‘my children’

* Writers in FE regularly, but not consistently (or with an

idiosyncratic consistency) used after 4y and w at the end,
and this is set as a recommendation for always:

dlazof nasyws ‘go’; dlazaf nasaws ‘he went’;
dlazatf nasaub ‘they went’



Consonant devoicing

* Voiced obstruents are optionally, but typically devoiced at
the end; using symbols for voiced consonants is
recommended if voiced pronunciation is possible:

 Typically, this can be checked morphologically
pon’id [d ~ tf] noHnab ‘use’; entfed [d ~ t] aHuUmMA, ‘to the person’

kinutf [t[] kKnHyub ‘sing’; met [t] maT ‘to the tent’



Vowel omission

* In FE, there are many contexts of regular vowel omission
where at the same time a vowel still can be pronounced

* At the end of most lexical morphemes instances where the
vowel is still pronounced are not so rare; writing with a vowel
is recommended, but its omission is also possible:

bemo 6emy ‘chief’, OK 6em; lubu nyby ‘rtnnHa’, OK ny6

* In the middle of the word instances where the vowel is still
pronounced are rare; writing without a vowel is
recommended, but writing with it is also possible:

buniki 6yHKkun ‘dog’, OK 6yHbIKkK, (OK BYyHbIK);
moasaraf mocpallb ‘to work’, OK mocapauwb




Vowel omission

* At the end of grammatical morphemes and frequent
lexical morphemes instances where the vowel is still
pronounced are rare (and archaic); writing without a
vowel is recommended, but writing with it is also
possible:

’” (

tents’, OK masy”; dlazo? pas” ‘go!’, OK aasy”;

7 (

mez? MAas3

nlin’i? HHb” ‘my children’, OK HUHK”
* This does not concern grammatical morphemes where the
historical final vowel is never attested

* What morphemes are frequent is based just on intuition



Vowel omission and b

* Omission of j or e leads to optional, but typical keeping
non-phonological palatalization of r, b, m; in such cases
using of b for marking this palatalization is
recommended, omitting it being also possible:

 (

memi? [m’? ~ m’i? ~ m?] mamb” ‘my tent’, OK mamun”,

V4

MAM

tori [P~ i~ r] Topb ‘so’, OK Topu, Top
* This also concerns optional vowelless spelling of lexical
items:
fuzebe wy3b16mn ‘giant’, OK wy3b16b



Phonemic variation: frequent cases

* Frequent variation of s and z: s is chosen for orthography

2sa ~ 2za oca ‘meat’; masaraf ~ maozaraf mocpalub ‘to work’
 Just because s-variants are more usual for most writers

* Frequent variation of a and 2: a is chosen for orthography

7 ( 4

badun ~ badun 6aayH ‘in tundra’; pazu? ~ pozu? nasy” ‘paper

 Just because a-variants are more usual for most writers, but
also reflecting the fact that this variant is more conservative



Phonemic variation: idiosyncratic cases

* No orthographic unification for idiosyncratic of variation:
dlefi? ~ d’etfi? pewn”, neyun
kajif ~ kajaf kannwb, Kaauwb ‘stay’

) (

trap’

nalzeda ~ narzeda Han3biaa, Hap3biaa ‘red’
Pebliku ~ PeblPuku nebnvky, nebnoky ‘butterfly’



Double vowels

* Double/long vowels are regularly pronounced as
single/short, especially in negligent speech, the same
applies for a sequence for two close vowels

* The same is true for spontaneous writing
* Writing the two vowels is recommended:
agaan araaH ‘greatly’; dlaasa naaca ‘flour’;

too 100 ‘npuwen’; entfuu? sHuyy” ‘noan’

* This point was not disputable in the community, but
attracting attention to it was necessary



Instead of conclusion

* An attempt to make systematic recommendations of
orthography with a background of a various
spontaneous habits of writers

* At the same time an attempt to make it allowing some
freedom in order that the writers were not discouraged
from writing

* In some points choosing a more conservative option, in
some points choosing a more innovative one

*Yet, finding a compromise so that printed sources were
more systematic that would be presumably helpful for
the community



Practice of non-following?

* On practice, the writers
still do not write
consistently

* E.g. marking the glottal
stop in the middle of a
word, but not in the end

* Yet, now we have some
fixed conventions, Y MeHsi ceMb cecTep U Tpu 6paTa & \

working or not e v/ wa

* No new consistent > 1o T © = ¢ @ /O ::
proposals expected e sl | Tound | Conns

33 npocMmoTtpa 2 gek. 2021 r. OuepeaHOW BbINYCK BUAEOKYPCa NO 3HELKOMY A3bIKY NOCBALLEH
TeMe ceMbM. 30a HUKonaeBHa bonuHa pacckasbiBaeT 0 CBOMX pOACTBEHHUKaX. MHTepaKTUBHbIN
YPOK B KOHLIE poNivKa NOMOXeT BaM 3anoMHUTb HECKOMbKO MONE3HbIX BblPaXXeHUA 1 3aKpenuTb

DYOUT“he . 304 HMUKONaeBHa 60/11Ha

( \ Mop,b CE"Y HE Kacau, HIXy Kaca Kacai.
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