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J O S E F V A C H E K 

N O T E S ON T H E P H O N O L O G I C A L D E V E L O P M E N T 
OF T H E NE. P R O N O U N SHE* 

Dedicated to the memory of Professor Adolf Kettner 

I. In one of his earlier papers (1) the present writer proposed a theory 
emphasizing the part played by the quantitative aspect of phonic pheno
mena in the development of language. In the said paper a number of cases 
were pointed out in which one may observe a distinct tendency to discard 
from the language such phonemes as are utilized only to a very slight ex
tent, and thus prove to be so uneconomic items as to have no solid foothold 
in the phonemic system of that language. It was shown in that paper that 
the said tendency can account for the loss of EME voiceless phonemes 
R, L, N (going back to OE clusters hr-, hi-, and hn- respectively) which 
soon became substituted by the phonemes standing closest to them in the 
EME phonemic system, i. e. by the respective voiced phonemes r, I, and n. 
For this reason, OE words of the types hr&fen, Mod, hnutu are represented 
in NE by the corresponding forms raven, loud, nut (the EME forms of the 
words were Raven, Lvd, and Nute). 

The paper quoted in Note 1 will also have clearly demonstrated the fact 
that our-theory of the tendency trying to discard slightly utilized phonemes 
can throw some new light on a number of moot points still found in the 
phonological development of English. The present paper wants to submit 
another case of evidence for the thesis urging that the above-mentioned 
theory may enable us to obtain, a clearer insight into the concrete problems 
of language development. The case to be dealt with is that of the NE per
sonal pronoun she, the history of which has not yet been satisfactorily ex
plained in all its points. 

Of all the EME forms of our pronoun, those of the East Midland dialects 
will serve as the starting point of our discussion, because the dialects of that 
area were to afford a basis on which the Southern English Standard of the 
present day was to develop. As is generally known, the EME forms of the 
feminine personal pronoun in that area are commonly denoted in grammars 
as Tjk%, alternating sometimes with jp, 5?. (2) The phonic values lying 
behind these writings appear to have been [90:, 90:], with the alternatives 
[jo:, je:]. As to their origin, the forms ^hlf, are traced back, by common 
consent, to the OE pronominal form heo, and possibly also to the accusative 
form hie, which, owing to its gradual replacement in the accusative function 
by the dative form hire, was free to be utilized in other functions. The ulti
mate victory of the form ending in should obviously be atributed to the 
influence of the masculine form of the same pronoun, i. e. Aj. It is generally 
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taken for granted that in the whole process leading from hso to go (or, respect
ively, from hie to cs) the first step must have been the shift of balance in the 
falling diphtong eg (or, respectively, Ie). The shift was probably due to loss 
of stress (see K. Luick, Historische Grammatik der englischen Sprache, 
1914-40 [to be referred to as HG in the following lines], §§ 266, 360) and 
resulted in the formation of the rising diphthong J0 (or is, respectively). In 
the pronominal forms hid, his, the initial he-jhi- "melted into a voiceless 
(K. Luick, HG § 705), i. e. into [Q]. 

The above-described mutual relation of OE heo/hie and EME jftjJ/j'i? is so 
obvious as to be generally accepted. Much less clear, however, is the rela
tion existing between the NE form she and the EME ^hp/^hs, and scholars 
widely disagree on this point. Quite a number of them, beginning with 
L. Morsbach in the late 'eighties (Ursprung der ne. Schriftsprache, Heil-
bronn 1888, see p. 121), refuse to admit a direct descent of the ME form sche, 
the predecessor of NE she, from the EME form ^h^'^s. In their opinion, 
schs goes back to the OE demonstrative pronoun seo (the stages of the pro
cess being SSQ sep ̂ > siO^> schQ); -B is again explained as due to the influ
ence of the masc. form he. As a typical representative of the scholars holding 
this view we may mention H. Bradley, who expressly reject3 the possibility 
of explaining the form she from OE hsofhle (see the New English Dictionary, 
s. v. She). 

Only a minority of scholars have regarded the ME [§-] in schs as a direct 
continuation of EME [c/|. The first to do so was G. Sarrazin almost sixty 
years ago (see his paper Der Ursj rung von ne. lsh£, EStn 22,1896, pp. 330f.). 
Sarrazin's view was endorsed, though in a slightly modified form, by 
K. Luick (HG§705), in whose opinion the [§-] of scls is to be taken for a sound 
substituting the earlier [<;-], at least in the East Midland dialects. It is worth 
noting that Luick speaks not of an organic sound change of [Q] to [§], but 
of a substitution (he calls the [s]-sound an "Ersatzlaut"). Luick's cautious 
wording was probably prompted by the same fact which had led other 
scholars to the downright rejection of any possibility of the change of 
[§ S] — viz. by the practically total absence of any other evidence for 
the change. (3) So much, then, for the traditional views voiced on the 
problem of origin of the NE form she. 

II. In our opinion, the problems connected with the rise of the form she 
can be brought nearer to their solution by applying to them our above-
mentioned theory, to the effect that slightly utilized phonemes tend to be 
discarded in the course of language development. The following pare graphs 
are intended to show that, seen in the light of this theory, Sarrazin's and 
Luick's views appear to be truer to facts than the views held by Morsbach 
and Bradley. Even Sarrazin and Luick, however, have not succeeded to 
penetrate to the Very core of the problem. 

First of all it should be observed that the rise of the EME [cj-sound in 
jfi?';7?, admittedly going back to the earlier hjo <^hep <ihSQ (or hje < 
< hip <^ hie,, respectively), is in perfect agreement with what is known of 
the rise of the EME voiceless sonant sounds (4) [R, L, N, W], going back, 
in their turn, to the respective OE clusters hr-, hi-, hn-, and hw-: the same 
kind of progressive assimilation, with the subsequent loss of h-, was at play 
in the development of both hj and of all the other enumerated clusters. 
(5) The EME sound [$] also shared with the EME sounds [R, L, N, W] the 
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status of a separate phoneme, marked by a very slight degree of functional 
utilization. The degree was even smaller in the case of the p-phoneme (or, 
better, J-phoneme) than in the cases of the phonemes R, L, N, and IF: the 
only West Midland pair in which the difference of [c/j] (phonemically, J/j) 
was associated with the difference of meanings was EME 3 ^ — 3? 'she — 
you', whereas each of the other parallel phonemic differences, viz. R/r, Ljl, 
N/n, and W/w, was responsible for analogous differences of meanings in 
a greater (though relatively also very small) number of word-pairs. 

Another point deserves to be noted: the established phonetio and phonemic paralle
lism of J and B, L, N, W seems to be reflected also in the written norm of E M E . The 
spelling %h for [Q] is no doubt closely parallel to the spellings of the type rh, Ih, nh, wh, 
commonly interpreted as graphical representations of the sounds [R, L , N , W ] ; the 
letter h in such digraphs was obviously a mere diacritical mark indicating the voiceless 
quality of the sound denoted by the letter preceding h. (0) 

The phonemic parallelism established here between the EME J and the 
other voiceless sonant phonemes R, L, N, and W is suggestive of like 
parallelism of their ultimate fates. In the paper quoted in Note 1 it has been 
shown in detail how the slightly utilized EME phonemes R, L, N were soon 
discarded from the phonemic system of their period, and replaced by the 
voiced phonemes r, I, n standing closest to them in the system; to some ex
tent, the phoneme W followed the same course of development. (7) Thus 
it is only natural that one expects the slightly utilized EME phoneme J to 
meet an analogous fate. In other words, one expects it to. be soon discarded 
from the phonemic system of EME and to be replaced by its voiced coun
terpart/. The expectation appears to be justified by the spellings of 30, 33 , 
found in some EME writings of East Midland origin; Luick himself believes 
that these spellings may point to the presence of the voiced [j-] sound (he 
does not, however, realize the phonemic importance of the supposed change 
of [c] to [j]). 

The interesting point is that, although the voicing of [c] appears to have 
been an obvious kind of solution of the problem connected with the EME 
slightly utilized ./-phoneme, it was by no means the only possible way 
leading out of the difficulties. As a matter of fact, the present-day forms 
of the word in English, whether in the literary standards or in the dialects, 
have all adopted solutions widely different from the simple voicing of [9]. 
The most interesting kinds of solution will be analyzed below; that adopted 
by the East Midland dialects will be taken up first, This kind of solution, 
replacing J by S, is of special interest for us, because it has become typical 
of the Southern English Standard of the present day. 

To do full justice to the East Mdl. solution, one has to realize that in 
the process of discarding the phoneme J, apart from voicing, another course 
was open, non-existent in the process of discarding the other voiceless 
sonant phonemes, R, L, and N. The peculiar course is due to the fact that 
in losing its voice, the sonant [j] — unlike [r, 1, n] — acquires a distinctly fric
ative character, completely unknown to the voiced [j]-sound (whose semivoc-
alic charatosr has more than once been commented upon) (8) and much more 
vaguely felt in the voiceless sonant sounds [R, L, N] (9). In passing, it 
should be observed that a similar fricative character is also typical of the 
voiceless sonant [W]. 

It was exactly this fricative character of [9] which provided the other 
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possibility of substitution when the process directed at the elimination of 
the J-phoneme had become imminent: the slightly utilized phoneme J could 
either by replaced by the corresponding voiced phoneme j or by a voiceless 
fricative phoneme resembling J rather closely from the acoustic view-point. 
There can be no doubt that in EME the only voiceless fricative substitute of 
the kind could be the phoneme S, and thus the East Mdl. form 3ft? came to 
be replaced by sch$ [&:]. It is worth pointing out that the dialects of north
eastern Scotland effected an analogous substitution of the PP-phoneme by the 
voioeless spirant phoneme /, which was qualified for the substitution by its 
close acoustic similarity to W. — On the other hand, the EME voiceless son
ant phonemes R, L, N had, in their time, no acoustically similar spirants 
standing close to them in the system, and so they could be replaced only by 
their corresponding voiced phonemic counterparts. 

The decision as to which of the two possible substitutions would replace 
the slightly utilized J-phoneme was prompted by the needs of the EME lan
guage system; the needs, in their turn, were determined by one of the prin
cipal tasks of language, viz. that of being the instrument of mutual under
standing among the members of the given language community. (10) Viewed 
in this light, the substitution of J by its voiced counterpart j would obvi
ously have impaired the functioning of EME in one of its principal tasks: 
the choice of j as a substituting phoneme would have resulted in a formal 
coalescence of two important EME pronominal forms, 3^8 'she' and 38 'you' 
(the respective OE sources of the words being heo/hie and 38). Thus the 
replacement of J by j was doomed to remain a mere theoretical possibility. 
— There was, naturally, another alternative: the two forms 3^8 and 38 might 
have been differentiated by making use of the EME form 3^5, which would 
have been clearly distinguished from 38 even if its initial J -phoneme had 
been replaced by the voiced j. But the tendency to extend the endirg -e 
to the feminine pronoun appears to have been very strong in the East 
Mdl. area, and so the two forms 3S8 and 38 could only be kept apart from 
each other by a difference in the initial consonant phonemes. No doubt, 
it was this fact that ultimately decided for $ as a substituting phoneme for 
the discarded J. 

III. The penetration of $- into the East Mdl. dialectal form 8ch$ was very 
closely connected with two interesting features characterizing the gram
matical system of the dialects at that period. The first of the two was char
acteristic of the whole of ME, but especially of the dialects of East Midlands. 
It was the gradual loosening of the band tying up all the existing forms of the 
personal pronoun of the 3rd person with an identical phonemic beginning. 
The band had been in existence since the prehistoric period and is clearly 
revealed by the OE forms he — heo — hit, pi. hie/hi. Apart from the phon
emic differentiation of the masc. h- and the feminine J-, dating from EME 
and later made even more conspicuous by a further differentiation into h-: S-, 
it is to be noted that in the course of the ME period there occurred two other 
changes which greatly contributed to the loosening of the band. First, the 
unstressed neuter form it was gradually becoming generalized in stressed 
positions, ousting the old form hit, the initial phoneme of which was identical 
with the initial phoneme found in other gender forms. Second — and this 
was even more important — the East Mdl. old plural form, going back to 
OE hie/hi and by its initial phoneme still closely bound to the other gender 
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forms of the pronoun, was becoming completely ousted by the form pei, 
of Scandinavian origin. 

Our theory of the important part played in the development of the forms 
of the EME pronoun h$ by the phonemic differentiation of their beginnings 
is strikingly borne out by an interesting fact known from the historical 
dialectology of English. In their well known Elementary Middle English 
Grammar (Oxford 1923, § 375), J . Wright and E . M. Wright pointed out 
the ME feminine form of the 3rd pers. sg. h$, commonly found in West 
Mdls. and in some parts of the south-western area (in the modern dialects 
the form is reflected by u, 11). How can the form be explained? The Wrights 
simply say that the element j, originally present in hjp, 'entirely disap
peared'. It would be, however, very difficult, both phonetically and pho-
nemically, to account for such process of disappearance. If otherwise in all 
EME clusters of the type 'h plus sonant sound' it was the first element that 
was invariably dropped (after having exercised some influence on its neigh
bour), why should the exactly opposite kind of change, the dropping of the 
second element, have occurred in the West Mdl. and south-western areas? 
It certainly appears more probable that the development of the cluster hj 
in the said areas conformed to the usual pattern of development typical 
of the A-clusters all over the English territory. (11) If this was so, then the 
West Mdl. dialects can hardly have preserved the form hjQ, but rather 
they must have changed it into f{5 before the form hQ came to emerge. 
Obviously, the form A{> calls for an explanation different from the one 
supplied by the Wrights. Needless to say, the explanation to be given must 
fully conform to what we know of the general phonemic situation of the 
sound [c] in EME. 

In our opinion, the truly adequate explanation of the West Mdl. form h$ 
may follow from the fact that from the purely phonetic point of view the 
initial sound of jftp, i. e. [c], was perfectly equivalent to the third sound of 
words like night, right, pronounced [nict, rict]. (12) The functional value of 
this latter [c]-sound was, naturally, quite different from that of the former: 
the [c]-sound in night, right obviously had no independent phonemic status 
but was a combinatory variant of the phoneme h/% known from words like 
hB, taughte (phonetically, [he:, tau t̂a]). In the difficulties arising from the 
slight functional utilization of the phoneme J found in the words j/^/jfi?, the 
purely accidental coincidence of the [c]-sounds in jTi? and night may have 
given impulse to a singular and highly original way leading out of the phon
emic impasse. 

The adopted solution consisted in the assignment of the lately arisen 
soud [c] in jftp/j^, on the grounds of its physiological and acoustic affinity 
to the older [9] in night and right, to the old-established phoneme h/%. By 
this assignment the [c]-sound in zhQfehf came to be evaluated as a positional 
variant of the A/̂ -phoneme. There was only one weak spot in the adopted 
solution: the sound [9] in jfig/jftp, if regarded as a variant of h/%, was evidently 
misplaced, as the position it occupied in the two words had been reserved 
for another of the phoneme's variants, viz. for [h], which alone was author
ized to stand initially before vowels. This anomaly was cancelled by replacing 
the sound [9] in the two words by the positionally pertinent variant [h]. 
In our opinion, this is the only adequate explanation of the emergence of 
the West Mdl. fern, pronoun hp in EME (and there is hardly any doubt that 



72 J O S E F V A C H E K 

the feminine Ap-form, also mentioned by the Wrights and found in the 
South Mdl. area and in the South in the period extending as late as the 15th 
century, should be accounted for quite analogously). It will have been not
iced that the dialectal phonemic revaluation just outlined also managed 
to solve the given phonemic problem, viz. the dismissal of the slightly 
utilized J-phoneme, though by means entirely different from those employed 
in the East Mdl. area. 

On the other hand it cannot be overlooked that the West Mdl. (or, 
respectively, South Mdl. and Southern) solution clearly presented a less 
radical, and therefore less satisfactory, way of dealing with the problem 
than the procedure adopted in East Mdls, where J was substituted by S. 
This criticism applies especially to the southern solution in which the 
admission of h$ into the feminine gender totally effaced the distinction 
formerly found between the masc. and fern, forms of the pronoun. (Later on, 
the distinction was reintroduced — at least in the literary documents of 
the area — by the spreading of the form schq, which was forcing its way from 
the East Mdl. area). — Moreover, it should be observed'that the West Mdl. 
(and also the South Mdl. and Southern) solution appears to have been 
rather deficient when tested by the general tendencies of the English 
phonemic development: in a sense, it may even be regarded as a retrograde 
step. One cannot close one's eyes, that is to say, to the fact that the solu
tion amounted to the restoration of the otherwise receding A-phoneme in 
those forms in which it had already been eliminated by the rise of the 
J-phoneme. And yet, in the said dialectal areas this rather deficient pho
nemic solution was found preferable to the more radical solution of the 
East Mdl. type. How can the half-hearted attitude of the dialects of the 
said areas be accounted for? 

In trying to supply an answer to this question one cannot fail to observe 
an interesting feature, common to all the three dialectal areas which re
frained from the radical solution typical of East Midlands. The feature 
consisted in the continued firmness of the band uniting the forms of the 
personal pronoun of the 3rd pers. with an identical phonemic beginning. In 
our opinion, the dialects of the three areas were barred from accepting the 
more radical solution exactly on account of the fact that the band referred 
to had still been too strong in the areas. Naturally, the firmness of the 
band was not felt with equal intensity in all EME dialects. Its different 
degrees, ascertainable in different EME dialectal areas, are reflected especi
ally by the conditions prevailing there in the plural form of the pronoun 
A?. The data supplied on this point by the Wrights (see Elem. ME. Gram., 
§ 376) are most instructive. In East Mdl. the penetration of the form pei 
had started in the 12th century (Orm, writing very shortly after 1200, 
knew no other form), so that at the time when the solution of the pho
nemic problem of [9] was becoming imminent the phonemic band tying up 
the pronominal forms had already been considerably loosened. The solution 
may have been effected as early as the middle of the 12th century (if one 
may trust the writing seek, found several times in the Peterborough Chron
icle and dating approximately from 1140). In opposition to this, the 
penetration of the iormpei in West Mdls., in South Mdls., and in the South 
was definitely slower. Whereas in the East Mdl. dialects it had been gene
ralized 'by the^early part of the fourteenth century' (the Wrights, 1. c), 
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its generalization in the South Mdls. was of a distinctly later date (to quote 
the Wrights again, it had 'become general . . . before the middle of the 
fourteenth century'), and in the West Mdls. and in the South the process 
was slower still (according to the dating given by the Wrights, the form pet 
became universal in the West Mdls. 'by the second half of the fourteenth 
century', and in the South, including Kent, 'during the fifteenth century.'). 
Thus it appears obvious that in the three last-mentioned dialectal areas 
the systems of the personal pronouns had not provided the conditions 
essential for the replacement of the phoneme J by S, so that the only feasible 
solution was the more conservative replacement of J by h. 

The validity of the above theory is borne out by the E M E state of things typical 
of the Northern area. There the form schg was established very firmly: literary records 
present evidence for it since the close of the 13th century, so that in the popular 
dialects of the area it must have existed even earlier. A n d it is certainly no chance that 
in the Northern dialects the plural form pei had been common since the begiiining of 
the M E period. Incidentally, one should notice the fact that in the Northern, area the 
E M E forms of the masculine and the feminine had been most effectively differentiated: 
they differ not only in the.initial consonant phonemes, bur also in the vowel phonemes 
following them (he —achs). — The penetration of $ in the northern form schQ was 
most probably furthered by sandhi cases of the type berea hjo (see H . L i n d k v i s t : 
O n the Origin and History of the English Pronoun she, Angl ia 45, 1921, pp. 1 ff). 
Such cases, however, can hardly be regarded as solely responsible for the ultimate 
victory of S- in Northern scho — the context of the change is too complicated to 
allow of an oversimplifying approach of the kind. 

So much, then, can be said about the first of the two important points 
of the grammatical system that appear to be closely connected with the 
penetration of £ into the East Mdl. dialects, i. e. about the loosening of the 
phonemic band originally tying up the forms of the personal pronoun h$. 
(Incidentally, it should be notsd that the said loossning represent"d only 
the first stag? of a long prcc?ss aimed at the cancellation in English of 
gend r as a grammatical citeg^ry; thsproc-ss sems to have been complet~d 
in American English, see R. A. Hal l , Jr: Sex Reference and Grammatical 
Gender in English, American Speech £6, 1951, pp. 170 n.) 

The other of the two points is no less important. It concerns the OE 
demonstrative pronoun se~o, regarded by many as the "ultimate source of 
the NE personal pronoun she. From the phonological point of view, little 
can be said against the theory of the development leading from the OE 
sSo toNE [si:] (though Sarrazin, 1. c, appears to have some doubts on this 
point). From the morphological standpoint, too, there can be hardly any 
objection to the possibility of explaining the form of a personal pronoun 
from what used to be a demonstrative pronominal form (see cases like 
OScand. peir and OHG. sin which in the course of their developments 
became revaluated into personal pronouns, the NE they and NHG sie, 
respectively). Still, there can be no doubt that whenever this is reasonably 
possible, such kind of explanation of a personal pronominal form should 
be adopted as can refer the form again to the form of a personal pronoun, 
found in the earlier stage of the language in question. It is taken for gran
ted, of course, that the explanation must be both feasible phonologically, 
and in full conformity with all the facts to be explained. Perhaps it is not 
too bold to assume that our explanation submitted above does not fall 
short of the requirements just stated. 
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On the other hand, there can be no doubt that the old demonstrative 
pronoun sSo did contribute, in a way, to the process of firmly establishing 
the form schg in EME; the contribution, however, was of a rather negative 
character. It is commonly known that the OE demonstrative pronoun sBo, 
and its masculine partner sS, were not to survive in ME: for the most part 
(13) their functions were taken over by the (then ultimately crystallizing) 
definite article pB, whose initial p- was of course due to the analogical levelling 
exerted by other case forms. From this practically complete disappearance 
of the form sgo (14) it is sometimes concluded that the form sBo, and espec
ially its developments sjd~^>8Q, could be utilized for another purpose, viz. 
for expressing the feminine personal pronoun of the 3rd person. We believe, 
however, that the conclusion to be drawn from the premises is an entirely 
different one: as the form sBo (and its developments sjfi^>8$) had not sur
vived in EME, there was nothing to prevent the substitution of 8 for J in 
EME. If, that is to say, the form sBo (or its developments sjlP>8l)) had been 
preserved there in its original status, the substitution of 8 for J would 
undoubtedly have not been effected for fear of homonymy that might have 
arisen between the demonstrative *schS<^sBo and the new personal sch.5<^ 
<C£$<3iBo. Thus it may be said that by its very disappearance the old 
demonstrative pronoun sgo had cleared the way for the definite establish
ment of the phoneme S- in the feminine personal pronoun. 

IV. In this concluding chapter another important point should be 
emphasized. All that has been laid down in the preceding chapter amounts 
to the ascertainment of a thoroughly organic character of the substitution 
of 8 for J in the East Mdl. dialects. There was nothing fortuitous or purely 
mechanical in the substitution; on the contrary, the substitution was 
a natural consequence of a harmonious cooperation of the phonemic, pho
netic, and morphological factors that had been at work in the said area in 
the EME period. The phonemic factor, primarily responsible for the change, 
was the very slight functional utilization of the EME phoneme J. This factor, 
however, only indicated the necessity of discarding the phoneme J: the 
manner of the elimination was abundantly co-determined by the other 
factors. The phonetic factor that contributed to the solution of the problem 
was the close physiological and acoustic similarity of the sounds [s] and [c]. 
The morphological factor, in its turn, was the structural rearrangement of 
the system of English demonstrative pronouns: This rearrangement had 
made the way clear for the desirad phonemic solution, and was well under 
way in the 12th century, having already resulted in the cancellation of the 
demonstrative sB/sBo, a potential homonym of the personal pronoun 
schojschB. — Moreover, it should be noted that the rearrangement of the 
EME system of demonstrative pronouns also involved the ultimate 
crystallization of the definite article; this fact reveals that even some, 
though scanty, amount of influence of syntactical factors can be dis
covered in the process of substituting 8 for J. Last but not least, it will 
be found useful to recall the fact that to a certain degree the choice of the 
phoneme substituting for J was influenced by the effort to avoid a new pair 
of homonyms in the language (the words threatened by homonymy were 

8 and ;?). If this was so, then the substituting process was not entirely 
uninfluenced even by the lexical plane of the language. 

Our use of the term 'substitution' is thus obviously characterized by 
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consociations profoundly different from those attaching to K. Luick's use 
of the term 'Lautersatz'. In our usage, the term does not imply a mechanical 
replacement of one sound by another, on the ground of mere physiological 
and acoustic likeness or similarity. It rather refers to a change co-determined 
by the tendencies of development proper to practically all language levels: 
the phonetic, phonemic, morphological, syntactical, and (to some extent) 
even lexical. The problem of the substitution for J concerned all the enu
merated levels, though not all of them with equal urgency, and the needs 
of all the levels (or, better perhaps, of all the sub-systems of the language) 
were remarkably harmonized in the solution ultimately adopted. 

Our investigation has revealed, beyond all doubt, that even a narrowly 
delimited problem such as the phonological development of the NE form 
she cannot fail to reflect the striking co-ordination of all language levels as 
well as the delicate interplay of mutual influence exerted by all and any 
of the sub-systems included in the language system taken as a whole. But 
an ascertainment of this kind would contain only a part of the whole truth: 
one should not lose sight of the fact that behind the tendencies proper to 
each of the language levels (or, better, sub-systems) one common cause may 
be disclosed. The common cause is the need of a more and more efficient 
fulfilment by language of one of its basic tasks, i. e. to serve as a means 
of mutual understanding among the members of the given language com
munity. This need is furthered both by the increasing differentiation of the 
means standing at the disposal of language (such as, in our case, the rear
rangement of the system of demonstrative pronouns, the rise of the articles) 
and, occasionally at least, by the elimination of such means of language 
as are insufficiently utilized (such as, e. g., the EME phonemes B, L, N, J). 

Incidentally, it should be realized that an impulse for the improved functioning of 
language in the above-said basic task m a y be sometimes due to factors of purely me
chanical order, as are, e. g., those connected with the mechanism of the organs of 
speech. A careful examination of the process affecting the O E form heo reveals that in 
some of its stages mechanical factors of the k ind have indeed interfered. The contribu
tion afforded by the mechanical factors will be evident from the following two pa
ragraphs, briefly outlining the whole process. 

The opening stage of the examined development, i . e. the shift of balance in the 
diphthong (hep, > heo), was undoubtedly motivated b y the needs of the syntactical 
level of the language, i . e. b y the loss of sentence stress in less important sentence ele
ments. T h e following stage of the process—which should not be overlooked—consisted 
in the generalization of the form heo (or the form developed from it), which succeeded in 
completely ousting the older form he~g (or, again, its developments). Also this stage was 
clearly motivated intrinsically, i . e. by the need that the means of language should 
serve its basic task, referred to above, with the maximum reliability and unambi
guousness. This requirement could not be adequately fulfilled b y the form heo, which 
was to become monophthongized into ho as early as the close of the O E period, and 
in the course of the 12th century was bound to be delabialized into hi. Obviously the 
generalization of the form developing the O E heo would have greatly impaired the 
functional reliability of the means standing at the disposal of the language in the 
TCIVTR period: the forms of the masculine and feminine genders of the pronoun hs would 
have fallen together and thus become indistinguishable. (15) 

While the process of the generalization of heo was taking place, two more changes 
occurred, viz, heo hjo > QS. Unl ike the changes described in the preceding paragraph, 
the motive of the development just referred to was of purely mechanical order; the 
change was entirely due to the mechanical, physiological rules governing the activities 
of the organs of speech qua bodily organs. The result of the latter of the two changes, 
the form f j5, was found to be inconsistent with the above-mentioned basic task of 
language: the soundff], phonemically evaluated as J, proved to be an uneconomic 
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element of the English phonemic system on account of the very slight degree of its 
utilization by the English language for functional purposes. It need not be stressed 
that we are faced here with a nice specimen of the type of situation theoretically for
mulated above: in this case, that is to say, the impulse for the improved functioning 
of language was due to a factor of purely mechanical order. The way in which the 
English language system coped with the difficult situation resulting from the impulse 
has been followed up by the present paper. It has been observed that the way out o f 
the difficulties was found under due consideration of the needs of all the partial sub
systems of the language. (16) 

In concluding, may the present writer be allowed to point out the fact 
that, in the analysis of this narrowly delimited but highly interesting 
problem of English phonology, the functional approach to the phonic facts 
of language has repeatedly demonstrated both its usefulness and its working 
capacity. 

N O T E S 

* F o r technical reasons, the voiceless sonant sounds and phonemes will be transcribed 
here throughout by capital letters (i. e. [R, L , N , W] or R, L, N, W, respectively); 
the only exception to the practice is the use of the traditional symbol [c] for the 
"ich-Laut", whereas the symbol J is reserved for the corresponding voiceless pho
neme. — The English sh- and zh- sounds (and phonemes) are written throughout as 
[S, z] (or S, z, as the case may be). 

1 J . V a c h e k : Fonem hjx ve vyvoj i anglictiny (The Phoneme hi% in the Development 
of English), Sbornik praci filosof. fakulty brnenske^ university I -A, 1952, pp. 121—135; 
a brief summary in English on p. 135. 

2 The scribes of the period display a rich variety of spellings, among the most 
common being jho, qeo, hyo, qe, ge, ghe, ghye etc. 

3 Two proper names are sometimes believed to furnish such evidence. They are the-
geographical names Shetland (Islands) and Shapinsha (an island in the Orkney 
group), which correspond to the Scandinavian forms Hjaltland and Hjalpandisay,. 
respectively (see Sarrazin, 1. c ) . B u t in these words we have to do, most probably r 

with the phenomenon of substitution for ah unusual phonemic fact found in a foreign 
word, not with a sound change in the proper sense of the word. — A . H . S m i t h in his 
paper "Some Place-names and the Etymology of 'She'" ( R E S t I, 1925, pp. 437—441) 
quotes three additional Northern English place-names, Shop, Shawn Rigg, and Shipton, 
in which Sh- also appears to go back to hjl ^> hea- or hlo-. In these cases the shift o f 
balance in the diphthong (such as he$ h$a), essential for the rise of the cluster hj 
and also for its subsequent change into g, to be finally substituted for by i — , may have 
been due to Scandinavian influence. Thus the Sh-forma of these place-names may 
represent original Scandinavian variants of domestic fl'-forms; one would have to do 
here again with phenomena of substitution rather than with real sound 
changes. (On the general aspect of the problem of foreign influence, see Note 16 below; 
here the present writer wants to note his acknowledgement to Prof. L . Zatofiil and 
D r J . Firbas, the discussion with whom have considerably helped him to clear the 
problem.) A . H . Smith also maintains the view that M E schd/schs should be traced 
back to E M E Mo, but fails to envisage the problem in all its complexity. 

1 B y the term "sonant sounds" we mean those consonants which resemble the 
vowels most closely both in their acoustic qualities and in their ability to form the 
nucleus of a syllable; the term thus comprises the liquids, the nasals, and the conso
nantal $ and u (see also J . M a r o u z e a u , Lexique de la terminologie linguistique, 
Paris 1943, s. v . Sonante, par. 2). 

8 It should also be noted that the cluster [hj], known from N E words like huge, 
human etc., was to not emerge in English before the middle of the 16th century. Thus 
the E M E cluster hj, finding no support in the phonemic system of its period, had only 
one course open — that of being changed into [c]. Some aspects of the phonemic pro
blem of [hj] in Present D a y English will be dealt with in another paper (see Note 
7 below). 

• Needless to say, we are not losing sight of the fact that, following the pattern set 
by French, the E M E letter h indicated not only voicelessness but also other modifi
cations of the sound denoted by the preceding letter (see, e. g., the digraphs ch, th, 
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and also gh which was spreading at the expense of older, more consistent %h). B u t it 
is certainly worth noting that after the letters meaning the sonant sounds the use o f 
the letter h appears to be invariably associated with the indication of voice-
lessness. It is therefore highly probable that in the digraph jfe where 3 stood for [j], the 
function of the letter h is to interpreted analogously. Consequently Luick's suggestion 
that the symbol 3 also stands for the "palatal %" does not seem particularly convincing. 

7 A closer analysis o f the problems connected with the E M E W-phoneme and its 
further development is presented in our paper " O n the Phonetic and Phonemic 
Problems of the Southern English WH-Sounds" (to appear in the Zeitschrift fur 
Phonetik u. allg. Sprachw., vol. 8). 

8 Thus, e. g., D . J o n e s (An Outline of Eng l . Phon. 3 , Leipzig 1932, § 818) 
contrasts the English semivowel [j] to the German [j], which is a distinctly fricative 
sound. — The semivocalic character of English [j] is in no way contradicted by the 
E N E assibilation phenomena of the types [tj > t8, dj > di] (in words like nature, 
verdure). It will be easily understood that in articulating [j] immediately after the 
sounds [t, d] the tongue, following the principle of economy of articulation, takes 
up the position closer to the alveoli than in the absolute beginning of a word. In this 
manner, the sound [j] acquires more of the fricative character than is usually the case, 
and is therefore more susceptible of being assibilated. 

8 It should be understood that we are speaking here not of the fricative [r]-sound, 
common in the present-day English standard, but of the "trilled [r]", which appears 
to have been common, in prevocalio positions at least, both in O E and in M E . Here 
we follow the opinions of H . Sweet (A History of Engl ish Sounds from the earliest 
period, Oxford 1888, § 506-7), H. C . W y l d (A Short History of Engl ish 3 , London 1937, 
p. 34), and K . B i i l b r i n g (Altenglisches Elementarbuch I, Heidelberg 1902, p. 185). 
O n the other hand, K . B r u n n e r (Altenglische Grammatik, Halle 1942, p . 149) be
lieves that the O E r was a cerebral sound. The theory, evidently based on the pheno
mena of "breaking", can be true at most of the sound r in a set of preconsonantal po
sitions, certainly not of the prevocalic r in the absolute beginning of a word. (The real 
character of the phenomena of "breaking" is, naturally, too complicated to be dealt 
with in this connection.) Final ly , it is worth pointing out that K . L u i c k ( H G § 143) 
explains the facts of "breaking" without assuming the cerebral articulation of the 
O E r-sound. H e only supposes that the back part of the tongue blade was somewhat rai
sed, possibly to the accompaniment of labialization. — Needless to say, the phonetic 
character of E N E r is a separate problem the solution of which is not necessarily depen
dent on the answer to the question of the phonetic character of O E r. 

1 0 Cf. J . V . S t a l i n , Concerning Marxism in Linguistics (Soviet Literature 1950, 
N r . 9, pp. 6—24). The close connection existing between this basic task of the language 
a n d the elimination of the slightly utilized phonemes was discussed in some detail in 
the paper quoted in Note 1. 

1 1 K . L u i c k , too, is of the opinion that in southern and western E M E hs the first 
•component of the diphthong eo was dropped ("wurde abgeworfen"); he puts this loss 
of e on one level with cases like O E seowan >̂ E M E sqwen, O E ceosan > E M E ehQsen 
etc. There was, however, a prdfound difference between the group hj which had arisen 
in he0, and the groups sj, k'j, which had emerged in seowian, ceosan. In the groups sj, k'j 
— whatever the phonetic value of k' may have been in O E — the former of the two 
component sounds was physiologically and acoustically more conspicuous than the 
latter: thus the mutual influence of the two components resulted in the absorption of 
the latter by the former, which, naturally, may have somewhat modified the pronun
ciation of the absorbing sound (if any modification of the k ind was feasible, see below). 
In this way the group sj passed into a palatalized sound s', which would have necessarily 
acquired the status of a separate but very slightly utilized phoneme, and therefore was 
promptly substituted by s. — The case of the group k'j was somewhat different: its 
former component had been palatal before, and thus it could not have been affected by 
the palatalizing influence of the latter element Still , one could hardly say that the 
clement j "was dropped" i n that group — rather it was a b s o r b e d by k'. (Incidentally, 
changes of the type 3 $ o c > yok, %eara^> yqre could be commented analogously). — 
O n the other hand, the group hj was of a profoundly different character, as the physio
logically and acoustically more conspicuous of its elements proved to be the latter o f 
the two, i . e. j : it is commonly known that in pronouncing the N E sound [h], the sup-
erglottal organs (esp. the tongue and the lips) simply anticipate the positions to be 
taken by them in the articulation of the following vowel (cf. E . K r u i s i n g a , A H a n d 
book of Present D a y English I, Utrecht 1919, p. 32). Undoubtedly, the O E and E M E 



78 J O S E F V A C H E K 

initial sound h must have had like character before vovels, a n d certainly also before 
the semivocalic ;'. This articulatory dependence of h on the following vowel (or semi
vowel) shows unmistakably that in the group hj the mutual influence of its two component 
elements must have resulted in the absorption of the former by t h e latter: the p o s i t i o n 
of the articulary organs typical of j was preserved but owing to the influence of h the 
absorbing sound lost its voice, and thus the outcome of the process was [Q]. — T o sum 
u p , the supposed change of h$o > ho cannot be justified b y changes of t h e type stpwian 
^> sqwen, cgdsan ^> chdsen; the form ha must be accounted for differently, with due 
consideration of both the phonetic and the phonemio issues involved. A n attempt at 
an explanation of the type has been presented in the above lines. 

1 2 Incidentally, this phonetic equivalence may have lain at the bottom of the 
scribal practice that extended the use of the digraph jfe so as to cover words like 
ni%ht, ri^ht. The digraph had originally denoted the velar fricative sound % (as in 
tau^hte) and also the initial voiceless /-sound in jfts (see above. Note 6). The extension 
was made more feasible by the fact of the variant relation, then clearly existing between 
the sounds % and f, both of which had belonged to one and the same phoneme since 
t h e O E , and even earlier, periods (see the paper quoted in Note 1). 

1 3 Some of the functions, however, came to be. taken over by the new demonstrative 
pronoun that, which was built up on the basis of the original neuter form of the O E 
pronoun se. 

1 4 O n the process of this disappearance, see interesting comment b y H . C . W y l d 
(A Short History of English 8 , London 1937, p. 222f.). It reveals that the old ieminine 
demonstrative form se~o had become completely extinct in the Eas t M d l . records by 
the middle of the 12th century. F r o m about the same period dates the first available 
evidence for the Eas t M d l . form acM (written sew) in the Peterborough Chronicle. 
Though the evidence is not accepted by some scholars, it is. very difficult to find any 
other explanation for the spelling, reoccurring five times in the text (Sarrazin, 1. c , 
tries to do so, but with very little success). 

1 6 The validity of our above thesis is borne out b y the fact that in the 14th century 
some West M d l . areas presented our pronoun under the form ho (written hue, see the 
Wrights, 1. c ) . This form was a regular development of O E hEo, which apparently had 
not been ousted by hgd in those areas, as has happened in East Midlands. In our opi
nion, the absence of the ousting process can only be explained by the fact that 
in the concerned areas no danger o f homonymy of the masculine and feminine 
forms of the pronoun was imminent ( a n d w a s not to become so for some time to come). 
The absence of the danger, again, was due to the fact that in those areas 8 was to keep 
its labialized character up to the end of t h e 14th century (in some places even to 
a later date, see the Wrights, 1. c. § 65, K . Luick, H G § 357). 

1 9 It has been suggested b y some scho lars t h a t t h e penetration of the E M E form 
achl may have been due, at least i n p a r t , to t h e influence of the Scandinavian form 
sjd. The sceptioal attitude of most s cho lars t o w a r d s this possibility appears fully 
justified (see Sarrazin, 1. c , Luick, 1. a ) . Rather, one might admit some participation 
of Scandinavian influence in bringing about the shift of balance in the diphthongs 

So > so (see above, Note 3); i t w i l l b e remembered that the shift was a n essential 
condition for the rise of the cluster hj- i n the p r o n o m i n a l form). B u t even i f the oper
ation of the foreign factor were to be admitted to h a v e played some part in the process, 
its influence could have asserted itself only in so far as it was in agreement with the 
needs of the English language system as a whole. (On the absorption of foreign elements 
into the grammatical system of language see V . N . Y a r t s e v a ' s important paper 
" O vnutrennikh zakonakh razvitiya yazyka v svete trudov I. V . Stalina po yazyko-
znaniyu" (On the inner laws of the development of language seen in the light of 
J . V . Stalin's works on linguistics), Izvestiya A k a d . N a u k S S S R , Otd . lit. i yaz. 11, 
1952, pp. 193—205. Yartseva urges that only such foreign elements are admitted into 
the grammatical structure of languge, as are not contradictory to its structure. In 
our opinion, the thesis applies t o the phonic aspect o f language with equal validity. 

nPMMEHAHHH K *OHETMHECKOMy P A 3 B M T M K ) 
HOBOAHr/mftcKoro S H E 

Orapyio npo6jieMy B O S H M K H O B C H M H HOBoaHTJinJicKOJi xceHCicoft MeeroHMeHHow 
<£>opMbi she M O H H O no-HOBOMy ocBeTOTfe, npMMeHHH K Heii TOT (fjaKT, H T O B HSblKaX 
Ha6jiioflaeTcs 6ojiee H J I M MeHee c m i b H a n C K J I O H H O C T I > , HanpaBJieHHan Ha j imcBHf la -
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ufito HeflocTaTOHHO McnojibsOBaHHux cpoHen ( C M . B U B O A b i aBTOpa B HacTOHiqeM 
C 6 o p H K K 8 I -A, 1952, CTp. 121—135, pyccKoe pe3MMe H a crp. 135). T a K O H HeflbcTa-
T O H H O McnoJib30BaHHOM cpOHeMoft H 6 W J I O paHHee cpeflHeaHMwficKoe wiyxoe J co 
3 B y K 0 B 0 H SHaHHMOCTbK) [5], B03HUKUiee B C p e f l H e a H M H M C K O M H3bIKe BCJieflCTBMe 
nporpeccMBHOM accMMJUiaLpoi B cpopiuax hjo (M3 flpeBHeaHrjiiiKCKoro heo) M hje 
(c aHajiowiHHbiM -e n o M y x c K O M y pof ly) , o6o3HanaeMoe B r p a m M a T M K a x B BMfle ^hd, 

3 T O J B HeKOTopbix cpeflHeaHrji. TeKCTax cy6cTMTynpoBajiocfa cooTBeTCTBeHHOii 
3BOHKOPi (pOHeinoJi / (OTTyfla n a c T a n cpef lHeaHwi . r p a c p m t a 30, y). C p e f l H e a n r j i . 
A H a j i e K T b i H c o B p e i a e H H a a j i H T e p a T y p H a a Hopiaa , oflHaKO, peumjm n p o 6 j i e M y H M K B M -

flauKH J c n j i o i i i b flpyrMM n y T e i i . 
B roBopax BOCTOviuoro ueHTpa (nopof lHBi i iHX jiHTepaTypHyio H o p M y ) n p o n 3 o u u i a 

c y S c T M T y u i i a J cpOHeMoJi &. Penb i m i a , K O H C H H O , He o npocToii MexaHHHecKOft c y 6 -
C T H T y u w n H a ocHOBe cpOHeTHHecKoro pof lCTBa [g] ti [£]; B b i 6 o p y cpoHeMbi & B K a -
lecTBe cy6cTMTyTa B 3Ha«niTejibH0M Mepe cofleiicTBOBanji M ( p a K T o p w Mop<pojiorw-
necKMe, CMHTaKCMHecKMe, flame jieKcmeciaie. B o 6 j i a c r o Mopepoj iorHH 3TO 6 b m o 
OTpemeHMe O T yaoB, flo Toro C B H 3 b i B a B i u n x cpopMbi j i H H H o r o MecTOHMemui 3-ro j i n u a 
c o r j i a c y e M b i M (pOHei iaTMHecKHM H a n a j i o M (cp. o p e B H e a H r j i . he—heo—hit, p i . hie'hi). 
O T p e m e H M e c o B e p i u w i o c b n a c T b i o B p e 3 y j i b T a T e o6o6 ineHHH H e y f l a p a e M o r o i t 
B y f l a p a e M t i x n o j i o x t e H H a x , n a c T b i o — npMTOM rJ iaBHbiM o6pa30M — B p e a y j i b T a T e 
p a c n p o c T p a H e H H H CKaHflHHaBCKoi i cpopMbi pei B M M . naf l . M H . M . MeCTOHMeHHoJi 
(pjieKCMM. H a ocHOBaHMM flnajieKTHOro MaTepwajia a a T o p flOKa3biBaeT npaMyio C B M b 
S w c T p o r o p a c n p o c T p a H e H H H ( p o p M M pei c n p o H M K a H n e M £- B (popnie JiHHHoro M e c T O -
KMeHHH >KeH. pofla. 

Basuiyio pojib c b i r p a n a n p w cy6crnTyuMji Taitxce nepecTpoiiKa CHCTeMbi yKa3a-
TeJibHbix MecTOMMeHiifi , r j i a B H b i M o6pa30M Bbixof l M3 y n o T p e 6 j i e H M H (popM se, slo, 
K O T o p w e He HBJiajiMCb, n p a B f l a , Henocpef lCTBeHHbiM M C T O H H M K O M cpef lHeaHrj i . schl, 
H O KM6HH0 Sjiaroflapa CBOeMy MCnesHOBeHHio o6j ierHMjiH npuBHTiie i- B cpopMe 
%he ((poHeMaTWHecKH Je). nocjie 3Toro Bbixofla va ynOTpe6j ieHMH, cjieflOBaTejibHO, 
j iHHHoe MecTOMMeHMe sche n e n o f l s e p r a j i o c b onacHOCTM OMOHUMHHecKoro coBnafleHMH 
c y K a s a T e j i b H b i M schd/sche, B KOTopoe , BepoHTHO, n e p e u u i o 6 w flpeBHee se/aeo. 
BBMfly TOrO, HTO BblTeCHeHMe CpOpM Se/SCO C T O H J I O B TeCHOM CBA3H C OKOHHaTejIbHbIM 
ocpopMJieHMeM onpef le j ieHHOro HJieHa pe, H C H O , H T O B cy6cTMTyuMOHHOM n p o q e c c e , 
B M3BeCTH0M Mepe, npHHHMaj lJ l yHaCTMe TaKJKe CWHTaKCHHeCKMe (paKTopbi . 

C T O M T BHMMaHMH, HTO B03M03KHOCTB CyGCTMTyi^MM TJIyXOrO J 3B0HKHM j OKa3ajiaCb 
npaKTWHecKM BOBce He Mcn0Jib3OBaHH0M H 3 H I K O M — noBHflHMOMy n o T o i i np i iHMHe, 
H T O OHa noBJieKj ia 6 w 3a co6oft O M O H I I M H I O cpef lHeaHrj i . cpopM 3/1? — 3? (HOBoaHrji . 
„she" — „you"). B w x o f l H T , flaace oSj iacTb J I C K C M K M , oneBHflHO, OKa3aj ia cBoe B J I M -
HHwe, X O T H Ji B e c b M a OTflajieHHoe, H a c y S c T H T y u j i i o J — *. 

A B T O P pacciwaTpjiBaeT Tome c n o c o 6 b i , KOTopbiMM flaHHyio (poHeMaTMHecKyio n p o -
Sj i e i i y peuiMJiM flpyrwe cpef lHeaHrj i . r o B o p b i , M B saKJironeHMM noflMTOSCMBaeT, H T O 
pa3BHTMe HOBOaHTJI. MeCTOMMeHHH She npOMCXOflMJIO TaKMM 06pa30M, HTOSbl 6bIJltl 
yf lOBJieTBOpeHbl nOTpe6HOCTIl BCeX COCTaBHblX CMCTeM H3bIKa (3ByKOBOM, M o p ( p o -
n p e n H H a H M a n HeoSbiHHbix A J I H flaHHoro M e c T a n p e f l j i o K e H U H , a HHOrfla 11 n p n n o -
j iornHecKOM, CMHTaKCMnecKOM w j ieKCKHecKofi ) , TeHfleHi(MM KOTopbnc oSpasoBaj iM T y T 
3aMeHaTej ibHyio B3anMHyK> rapMOHwio. O H tome, OflHaKO, oTMenaeT, H T O B O C H O B C 

TeHfleHi^MM B c e x S T H X c o c T a s H b i x c n c T e M jiejKHT oflHa o6u;aH npMHMHa: Heo6xof lM-
M o c T b Bee 6oJiee fleficTBeHHoro Bbinoj iHCHHH H 3 M K O M e r o O C H O B H O T O Ha3HaHeHMH, 
T . e. c j i y x e H M H cpeflCTBOM o 6 m e H M a flaHHoU H 3 I > I K O B O M o6mHOCTM. T a K O i i n o T p e 6 -
H O C T M cJ iyjKHT n o c T e n e H H a H fliKpcpepeHqHH H3biK0Bbix cpeflCTB (Hanp. B aHrj i . n e -
p e c T p o i i K a CHCTeMbi y K a 3 a T e n b H b i x MecTOHMeHJii i , B03HMKH0BeHiie HJieHOB), a, c spy-
rOM CTOpOHbl, JIMKBMflai^MH HeflOCTaTOHHO MCn0JIb30BaHHbIX HSblKOBblX CpeflCTB 
(Hanp. , B HacTHOcTM, a H r j i . (pOHeMM J). H a K O H e i j , a B T o p a K a 3 M B a e T , H T O T O J I H O K 
K j i y n m e M y McnoJiHeHMK) H a s B a H H o r o O C H O B H O T O Ha3HaneHHH H 3 W K a M O J K C T 6biTb 
BbtSBaH MHorfla (paKTOM H M C T O MexaHHHecKoro xapaKTepa, o6ycnoBJieHHbiM Hanp. 
MexaHM3M0M p e n e B o r o a n n a p a T a . T a K M M o6pa30M 3apofli-macb HiueHHO (poHeivia J 
( B pesyjibTaTe MexaHMHecRwx M3MeHeHirii Aeoj> hjo^> o ), c HajiHHMeM K O T o p o i i H3bmy 
npwLUJiocb c n p a B M T b C H . H a c T o a m a H C T a T t a n n b i T a n a c b n o K a s a T b , Kaxmn nyTe'M 
ocjrmecTBM^ocb paspenieHne cjiojKMBmeroca H O B O T O nojiojKeHHH B cooTBeTCTBMM 
C TeHfleHUMHMM pa3BMTMH M C Tpe60BaHMHMM BCeX COCTaBHblX H3bIKOBbIX CMCTeM. 
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P O Z N A M K Y K H L A S K O V £ M U V t V O J I N O V O A N G L I C K £ H O S H E 

SvUU pamdtce pHtde prof. Adolfa Kellnera 

N a stary problem vzniku novoanglick6ho zensk6ho zajmennelio tvaru she lze vrh-
nout nov6 svStlo, aplikujeme-li na nej poznatek, 2e v jazycich lze pozorovat silnSjgi 
nebo slabsi sklon s m § f u j i o i k l ikvidaci nedostate&nS vyu i i tych fonemu (viz autorovy 
vjrvody v tomto Sborniku I -A, 1952, str. 121—135, resumd na str. 135). T a k o v y m 
nedostatecne' vyuzit^m fonemem bylo i ranS stfedoangl. nezn£16 J- o zvtikove' hod-
note' [<;], vzn ik l l v stfa. progresivni asimilaci v tvarech hjS (ze sta. h?o) a hjs (e analo-
gickym -e podle masc), jeJ se v mluvnicieh znaSf ;faJ, %hi. Toto J bylo v nSkterych 
stfa. textech substituovano odpovidajicim znelym fonemem j (odtud Casta stfa. gra-
fika Jfo, $e). Stfa. nafeSi i dnesni norma spisovna vSak fe&ily problem likvidace J 
vesmes jinak. 

V nafefiich vychodniho centra (je£ dala vznik spisovn6 normg) doSlo k substituci J 
fonemem S. Neslo tu vSak o pouhou mechanickou substituci na zakladS foneticke pfri-
buznosti [Q] a [3]; k volbS fonemu i jako substituta vydatng pfispSli i 5initel6 morfolo-
gicti, syntakticti, ba i lexikalni. V oblasti morfologick^ to bylo uvolnSni pouta, spo-
jujiciho do t6 doby tvary osobniho zajmena 3. osoby shodnym fonematickjfrn po-
Catkem (srov. sta. he — heo — hit, pi. hie/hi). UvolnSni nastalo jednak zevseobecnS-
nim nediiraznelio it v duraznych polohach, jednak — a to hlavnS — pronikanim skan-
dinavskSho tvaru pei do nom. pi . zajmenn6 flexe. N a zakladS nafecnich faktu 
autor dokazuje pfimou zavislost mezi brzkym zdomacnenim tvaru pei a pronikanim 
£- v tvaru osob. zajmena zen. rodu. 

Dulezitou roli hrala pf i substituci i pfestavba soustavy ukazovacich zajmen, hlavnS 
zanik tvaru sB, seo, jez sice nebyly pf imym zdrojem stfa. schl, ale pravS svym zanikem 
usnadnily proniknuti i- do tvaru %hf (fonematicky Jl). Po tomto zaniku to t i i u £ nehro-
zilo osobnimu zajmenu schf nebezpeci homonymick6ho konfliktu s demonstrativnlm 
*8chQl8chl, v jak6 by se stare1 sejseo bylo pravdSpodobnS vyvinulo. PonSvadi pak zanik 
tvarii se/sgo by l uzce spjat s definitivnim vytvofenim ur6it6ho 61enu pi, je zfejm6, ze 
do substituiSniho procesu do jiste miry zahravali i 6initel6 syntaktiSti. 

Stoji takS za povlimnuti , ze moznost substituce nezneleiio J znSlym j byla jazykem 
opominuta prakticky uplnS — asi proto, 2e b y byla vedla k homonymii v^razu stfa. 
%hi — 3? (novoangl. "she" — "you"). ZfejmS se tedy i lexikalni oblast uSastnila svym 
vlivem, byt velmi vzdalenym, na substituci J — S. 

Autor sleduje i zpusoby, jimig vyfesila dany fonematicky problem jina stfa. nafeSi, 
a zaverem shrnuje, ze v^voj na. zajmena she probihal tak, aby bylo vyhovSno potfe-
bam vSech dilfiich syst^mu jazyka (zvnkov6ho, morfologickSho, syntaktick^ho i le-
xikalniho), jejichi tendence tu byly navzajem pozoruhodnS sharmonisovany. Upozor-
nuje vSak tak6, Ze za tendencemi vsech tgchto dilCich systemu stoji jedna spoledna 
pfi&ina: potfeba, aby jazyk stale ucinneji plnil svuj zakladni ukol, t. j . slouzil vza-
jemn^mu dorozumSni dan6ho jazykoveho spoleSenstvi. T £ t o potfebS slouzila jak po-
stupna diferenciace angl. jazykovych prostfedku (j. pfestavba sysWmu ukazovacich 
zajmen, vznik Clenii), tak i likvidace jazykovych prostfedku nedostatefinS vyui ivanych 
(na pf. pravS fonemu J ) . KonecnS autor poukazuje na to, ze podnSt k lepsimu plnfini 
fe6en6ho zdkladniho ukolu jazyka muze leckdy vzejit ze skutecnosti razu ryze me-
chanick6ho, jak jsou dany na pf. mechanikou mluvidel. T a k vznikl pr6vS i fonem J 
(na zakladS mechanickych zm8n h$o ^> hjo g8), s jehoz existenci se pak jazyk musil 
vyrovnat. J a k se vyrovnani provedlo — ve shod8 s v^vojov^mi tendencemi a s potfe-
bami vSech dilBich jazykovych systemu — , pokusil se ukazat na5 ho fe j§ i Slanek. 


