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THE INFLUENCE OF RUSSIAN
ON THE ESKALEUT LANGUAGES

Though adapted and adopted into these Alaskan lan-
guages, this Russian element is still rather distinctive and
felt as such. So, in this intimate way, speakers of Alaskan
languages are still daily reminded of the Russian legacy.!

1. INTRODUCTION

The main objective of this contribution is to present a brief overview
of the linguistic effects that Russian influence has caused on the Es-
kaleut (a.k.a. Eskimo-Aleut) languages.? I seek to stimulate the curios-
ity of the reader rather than to offer an in-depth treatment of the topic.
It is with this goal in mind that references will be kept to a minimum
(data-oriented works will be given priority).

There exist very good general surveys, albeit none of them approach
Eskaleut as a whole: some of them focus on Eskimo data, others on

1 M. Krauss, Alaska Native Languages in Russian America, in: B. Sweetland Smith,
R.J. Barnett (ed.), Russian America: The Forgotten Frontier, Washington State
Historical Society, Tacoma 1990, p. 213.

2 The Eskaleut family is traditionally divided in two branches: Eskimo (a.k.a. Inuit-
Yupik) and Aleut. The Eskimo branch in its turn is made of two groups: Yupik
and Inuit-Inupiaq. Some authors have expressed doubts regarding the taxonomic
position of Sirenik in the traditional model and have suggested to move it up to the
same level as Yupik and Inuit-Ifupiaq (see, i.a., N. Vakhtin, Sirinek Eskimo: The
Available Data and Possible Approaches, “Language Sciences” 1991, vol. 13, no.
1, pp. 99—106). Russian and Eskaleut have very different typological profiles. IlI-
lustrated with first-hand data, M. Fortescue (The Eskimo-Aleut language family,
in: A.Y. Aikhenvald, R.M.W. Dixon (ed.), The Cambridge Handbook of Language
Typology, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 2017, Pp. 683—706) offers
a brief but up-to-date presentation of the Eskaleut languages from the standpoint

of typology.
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Aleut.? The reason for doing this is that Copper Island Aleut (a.k.a.
Mednyj Aleut) is a mixed language* and therefore, being regarded
as an oddity, it is dealt with separately. Though admittedly this ap-
proach has its merits, in this contribution I will discuss Eskimo
and Aleut jointly.

Equally unusual is that I will make mention of Ninilchik and Afog-
nak, two endangered varieties of Russian used in Alaska. It could be
argued that the emergence (and death) of these moribund dialects,
on one hand, and the effects of the Russian influence on Eskaleut
languages, on the other, constitute two different ends of the same cul-
tural and historical events that developed in the Russian Far North
and Alaska over the last two centuries and a half or so.

2. HISTORICAL AND LINGUISTIC BACKGROUNDS

Severe climatic and ecological conditions in Siberia and Alaska re-
sult in these regions being sparsely populated (average population
amounts to less than two persons per km?). One may well think that
such conditions make highly unlikely the very existence of intense
contact situations. A substantial body of literature about interethnic
contact and Russian influence on the indigenous languages of the re-
gion proves to the contrary.

3 See, i.a., M. Krauss, The Russian language in Alaska and in Alaskan native lan-
guages, in: S. Wurm, P. Miihlhdusler, D. Tryon (ed.), Atlas of Languages of In-
tercultural Communication in the Pacific, Asia, and the Americas, Mouton de
Gruyter, Berlin 1996, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 1209—1212, and E.B. T'osoBko, Aneymcko-
pycckue a3vikosvle ceasu, in: B.M. Ilaubkun (ed.), Konmaxmonaoauueckuil oH-
yukaoneduveckuil crosapb-cnpagouHuk (Boim. 1, CegepHutil pe2uoH. A3vixu Ha-
podos Cegepa, Cubupu u /lansHe2o Bocmoka 8 KOHMAaKmMax ¢ pYcckum si3blkom),
A3b, MockBa 1994, pp. 51-58.

4 The concept of mixed language (Mischsprache) is still far from being universally
accepted. Generally speaking, “if a language cannot be classified into a language
family because several essential parts point in different directions for affiliation,
then a language is mixed” (P. Bakker, Typology of Mixed Languages, in: A.Y. Ai-
khenvald, R.M.W. Dixon (ed.), The Cambridge Handbook of Language Typology,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 2017, pp. 219). See discussion in G. van
Driem, Languages of the Himalayas. An Ethnolinguistic Handbook, Brill, Lei-
den, Boston, K6ln 2001, vol. 1: 163—175 (pp. 166—168 on Copper Island Aleut), A.
Zaborski, [review:] S.G. Thomason, Language Contact: An Introduction, Edin-
burgh University Press, Bodmin 2001, “Lingua Posnaniensis” 2003, vol. 45, pp.
191—195). The first two authors oppose the idea of mixed language, the latter en-
dorses it. For a general commentary, see Y. Matras, Language Contact, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge 2012, pp. 288—-306.
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Russians entered Siberia in the late 16th century. Outposts were
established across a vast territory between the Irtysh and the Anadyr
rivers to control and collect fur tax. Contact with indigenous popu-
lation was necessary not only for the collection of fur tax, but also
to aid Russians (mainly fur trappers and traders, the well-known
mpoMbInieHHUKH) to move around. It has been claimed that by the
end of the 17th century there were as many Russian settlers as indige-
nous peoples in Siberia, although the former ones were concentrated
in the southern part of Western Siberia, were climate is benign and
the land more fertile.

Russians took control of Alaska in the 1740s. They began with the
invasion of Attu (one of the Aleutian Islands) in 1745, after that they
established themselves on Kodiak Island in 1783 and then moved to
Sitka in 1800. The influence of the Russian Orthodox Church grew
slowly but steadily in the region.> The Russian presence and influ-
ence in Alaska officially ended in 1867 when they sold the land to the
United States. However, the Russian Orthodox Church remained in
Alaska along with some Russian speakers of mixed descent who set-
tled in the Kenai-Ninilchik area. It seems that the number of ethnic
Russians in Russian America never exceed one thousand.

The linguistic configuration of what would become the Russian
Far North and Alaska before Russians set foot on those territories
includes languages from at least six families: Yukaghiric, Tungusic
(Ewen), Turkic (Yakut or Sakha), Chukchadal (a.k.a. Chukcho-Ka-
mchadal), Eskaleut, which is divided between Asia (hence the label
“Asiatic Eskimos”) and North America, and Athabaskan (exclusively
in North America).°

5 The success of this institution was facilitated by the presence of an indigenous
population speaking Aleut-based and Yupik-based creoles (see, i.a., L.T. Black,
Russians in Alaska, 1732—-1867, University of Alaska Press, Fairbanks 2004,
p. 214—219). For the early history of the Russian Orthodox Church in Alaska, see
L.T. Black, Russians..., p. 223—231 or V. Ivanov, The Russian Orthodox Church of
Alaska and the Aleutian Islands and its Relation to Native American Traditions.
An Attempt at a Multicultural Society, 1794—1912, Library of Congress, Washing-
ton 1997.

6 M. Krauss, Alaska Native Languages: Past, Present, and Future, Alaska Native
Language Center, Fairbanks 1980 is generally considered the best introduction
to the linguistic diversity of Alaska for non-specialists. Equally informative sum-
maries are two other works by the same author: The Eskimo Languages in Alaska,
Yesterday and Today, in: B. Basse, K. Jensen (ed.), Eskimo Languages. Their
Present-day Conditions. “Majority Language Influence on Eskimo Minority Lan-
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The term Asiatic Eskimo was coined in the 19th century to cover
three different ethnolinguistic entities:

(1) Sirenik (Russian cupenukckuii, this languages is unintelligible to other Yupiit®
speakers);

(2) Chaplino (Russian uamnHckuii), one of the two dialects of Central Siberian Yu-
pik along with St. Lawrence Eskimo (St. Lawrence Island now belongs to the
United States of America);

(3) Naukan (Russian Haykauckwuii) or East Cape Siberian Yupik.

In the 1930s it was decided that Chaplino would be the standard on
which to build the official Asiatic Eskimo language (this obviously ben-
efited speakers of Central Siberian Yupik, but posed serious difficulties
to those of Sirenik and Naukan Eskimos).®

The Asiatic Eskimos shared territory with the Chukchi for centu-
ries.'°

guages”, University of Aarhus, Aarhus 1979, pp. 37-50 and Alaska Native Lan-
guages in Russian America, in: B. Sweetland Smith, R.J. Barnett (ed.), Russian
America: The Forgotten Frontier, Washington State Historical Society, Tacoma
1990, pp. 205—213). For more detailed accounts, see Black, Russians in Alaska...
and I. Vinkovetsky, Russian America. An Overseas Colony of a Continental Em-
pire, 1804—1867, Oxford University Press, Oxford, New York 2011.

7 T.A. MeHOBIIUKOB, Jckumocst, in: M.T. JleBun, JL.II. IToranos (ed.), Hapoowt Cu-
6upu, N3parenscrBo Akagemun Hayk CCCP, MockBa, JIeHUHTpasL 1956, p. 934 or
I''A. MenoBmukoB, A3bik ackumocos bepuHzosa npoausa, Hayka, JlenuHrpas,
1980a, pp. 6—21.

8 Singular Yupik, plural Yupiit. Note that the apostrophe in Central Alaskan Yup’ik
(vs. Central Siberian Yupik or in the generic name of the group Yupik) indicates
gemination of /p/ (see, i.a., S.A. Jacobson, A Practical Grammar of the Central
Alaskan Yup’ik Eskimo Language, Alaska Native Language Center, Fairbanks
1995, - 4).

9 For the sake of illustration regarding the proximity of the three Asiatic Eskimo
varieties, see lexical comparisons in MeHOBIIMKOB, A3blK CUPEHUKOBCKUX ICKUMO-
cos. @onemuxa, ouepk mopgoao2uu, mexkcmsl u cao8apsv, Hayka, Mocksa—Jle-
HUHTPaZ 1964a, pp. 22—25) or the trilingual texts in H.b. Baxtun, Mamepuanwt
no ackumocckotii duarexmonoauu (I), in: Jlunesucmuueckue uccaedogarus. Ipo-
baemamuka ezaumodelicmaus 3blko8blx YposHeltl, Jlenuurpaz 1988, p. 60—67
and B. Boropasp, Mamepiaavl 043 usy4eHis A3blKa aA3iAMCKUXs ICKUMOCOBDB,
“PKusas crapuna” 1909, vol. 2—3(70—71), pp. 187—190. The latter provides also
a Chukchi translation.

R. Zgusta (The Peoples of Northeast Asia through Time. Precolonial Ethnic and

Cultural Processes along the Coast between Hokkaido and the Bering Strait,

Brill, Leiden, Boston 2015, pp. 263—279) presents the history of Asiatic Eskimos

in the general context of the Northeast (Eurasian) region. The ethnolinguistic con-

figuration of the Asiatic Eskimos has been studied from a diachronic viewpoint by

Krupnik and Clenov in a series of papers (U.M. Kpynuuk, M.A. YieHos, /[uHa-

MUKQ 3MHOAUH2BUCTNUYECKOU cumyayuu Yy asuamexkux ackumocos (koxey XIX

"
5]
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The effects of linguistic contact permeate the three Eskimo laguages.*

Contacts with Asiatic Eskimos would not be established until the
first third part of the 18th century. It was at that time that the study
of Eskaleut begun as part of the task of researching Russian America.
This was achieved under Catherine the Great’s reign. It is also thanks
to her that Russians did not suffer isolation and established very solid
international collaborations, especially in Germany. The most suc-
cessful expedition was led by the English Captain Billings.2

The Eskaleut languages under Russian influence in Alaska® in-
clude: Aleut (unintelligible to speakers of Eskimo languages), Central
Alaskan Yup’ik, Alutiiq, and in a much lesser degree, Ifiupiaq in the
Seward Peninsula, the westernmost member of the Inuit branch.

Generally speaking, the first linguistic contact between indigenous
populations and Europeans took place in the context of trade (with
whalers, fur traders, etc.) or exploration. In the second half of the
19th century, the Chukotka coast was regularly visited by explores’
ships and commercial whaling ships. English was the preferred lan-

8. 1970-e 22.), “CoBerckas atHorpadus” 1979, vol. 2, pp. 19—29 or M.A. YUseHoB,
N.N. Kpynnuk, lunamuxka apeana asuamckux ackumocos 8 XVIII-XIX es., in:
H.U. Toncroii (ed.), ApeanvHble uccne008aHUn 8 A3bIKOZHAHUU U IMHo2pagduu
(a3vtx u a9mnoc), Hayka, Jlenunrpan 1983, pp. 129—139).

1 The most authoritative work on this topic is W.J. de Reuse, Siberian Yupik Eskimo.
The Language and Its Contacts with Chukchi, University of Utah Press, Salt Lake
City 1994.

2 1.C. BopoBuHn, Mcmopusa usyuerHua naseoasuamcexux a3vikos, sn-so AH CCCP,
MockBa 1954, p. 83—105, 126—141, provides a basic introduction to the histori-
ography of Eskaleut linguistics in Russia (cf. E.9. Biomksucr, Mcmopus us-
yueHusa 8 Poccuu 23vlk08 cesepoamepukaHckux uroeliyes (uz apxusa MA3J), in:
I.A. Ombaeporre, P.B. Kumkanos (ed.), M3 kyabmypHoz2o Hacnedus Hapoodos
Awmepuxu u Agppuxu, “Coopuux Myses: aHTPOIIOJIOTUN U dTHOTpabuu” 1975, vol.
31, pp. 99—104, 107—109). It includes a brief biographical sketch of Father Ioann
Veniaminov (1797-1879, born Ivan Evseevich Popov, named Veniaminov after the
Bishop Veniamin of Irkutsk, for the reception of his work in Russia by his contem-
poraries, see P. Hallamaa, Father Ioann Veniaminov-A Self-taught Scholar from
the Aleutian Islands, in: J. Janhunen, A. Parpola (ed.), Essays on the History of
Oriental Studies in Honour of Harry Halén, Studia Orientalia 97, Helsinki 2003,
pp. 25—-39). M. Krauss (The Eskimo Language Work of Aleksandr Forshtein,
“Alaska Journal of Anthropology” 2006, vol. 4, no. 1—2, pp. 114—132) evaluates the
achievements, but especially the failures, of two remarkable figures of those initial
stages: V. Bogoraz (1865-1936) and his student A. Forshtein (1904-1968).

13 Tt goes without saying that the influence of Russian in Alaska is not restricted to the
Eskaleut languages. Most Athabaskan languages spoken in the area bear witness to
this influence too. Near 300 Russian loans have been documented in Tanaina, and
at least 100 in Koyukon (M. Krauss, The Russian language in Alaska..., p. 1210).
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guage for communication with the indigenous populations. Pidgins
recorded in old word lists were the result of these first contact situa-
tions. There is some scanty evidence supporting the existence of an
Eskimo-based jargon used for communication with the Chukchi and
other Eskimo groups characterized by a large quantity of Chukchi
loans, particles and personal pronouns.* It has been speculated that
the Eskimo of the Kotzebue area, in Num, could have used a sort of
pidgin to communicate with the Russians, but there is no material
evidence supporting this assumption.’

At that point Russian was not an integral part of the indigenous
everyday life. In the Russian Far North everything dramatically
changed for the negative in the 1920s with the beginning of the So-
viet rule period.

This stands in sharp contrast with the situation in Alaska. There
is in general a positive appreciation for the role played by the Rus-
sians regarding the native languages of Alaska.” It was thanks to the

14 On Eskimo pidgins and other related issues, see, i.a., W.J. de Reuse, Chukchi, Eng-
lish, and Eskimo: A survey of jargons in the Chukotka Peninsula area. (Soviet
Far East), in: E.H. Jahr, 1. Broch (ed.), Language contact in the Arctic: North-
ern pidgins and contact languages, Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin—New York 1996,
pPp- 49-55, and H. van der Voort, History of Eskimo interethnic contact and its
linguistic consequences, in: S. Wurm, P. Miihlhdusler, D. Tryon (ed.), Atlas of
Languages of ntercultural Communication in the Pacific, Asia, and the Ameri-
cas, Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin 1996, vol. II, no. 2, pp. 1066—1082 or, by the same
author, New light on Eskimo Pidgins, in: A.K. Spears, D. Winford (ed.), The struc-
ture and status of pidgins and creoles, John Benjamins, Amsterdam, Philadelphia
1997, pp- 373—-394-

5 H. Van der Voort, History of Eskimo..., p. 1073. There are numerous pidgin and
creole varieties for which no linguistic data whatsoever has been collected or
found. This is especially true of those cases where Russian acted as a lexifier lan-
guage (N. Smith’s well known annotated list of creoles, pidgins and mixed lan-
guages of 1995 contains some examples of such ghost varieties, see, i.a., D. Stern,
Russische Pidgins, “Die Welt der Slaven” 2002, vol. 47, p. 7 or, by the same author, [Re-
cenzja:] E.B. IlepexBanbckas, Pycckue nuoddcunsl, Aneretis, Caukr-IlerepOypr
2008, “Journal of Pidgin and Creole Languages” 2012, vol. 27, no. 1, pp. 197).

16 See, 1.a., N. Vakhtin, Linguistic situation in the Russian Far North: Language
loss ad language transformation, in: O. Miyaoka, M. Oshima (ed.), Languages
of the North Pacific Rim, Osaka Gakuin University, Kyoto 1997, vol. 2, pp. 164—
166, H.B. BaxtuH, A3biku Hapodos Cegepa 8 20 8eke: 0uepKuU 13blK0B020 cosuaa,
IOmurpuii Bysnanun, Cankr-IlerepOypr 2001.

7 It has been claimed on various occasions that cursing and swearing rooted among
the Aleuts through bilinguals with Russian as their second language (see, i.a.,
J. Ransom, Aleut linguistic perspective, “Southwestern Journal of Anthropology”
1946, vol. 2, p. 54 or, by the same author, The Aleut Language and Anthropol-
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efforts of ecclesiastical figures that writing systems were devised for
these languages (the first book to be ever published in any Alaskan
language, i.e., in Aleut, contained so many mistakes that its author,
Father Ioann Veniamonov, destroyed it, and it is only known by
reports).”® Important phonological features (velar vs. uvular conso-
nants, the /n/ sound [spelled ng]l, the voiceless [, the fourth vowel e,
etc.) were recognised before they would be incorporated by the Dan-
ish tradition, which had worked with Greenlandic almost a century.*

3. RUSSIAN INTERFERENCE IN ESKALEUT LANGUAGES=°
3.1. LEXICAL INTERFERENCE

There are more than 800 Russian loanwords in Aleut, 550 in Alu-
tiiq, nearly 200 in Central Alaskan Yupik,* and 15 in Ifiupiaq.?? They
naturally cover all the cultural concepts that were unknown to speak-
ers of Eskaleut languages. However, there are also unexpected areas

ogy, “Explorers Journal” 1966, vol. 44, no. 3, p. 168). It has been reported (e.g. by
W. Bogoras, The Eskimo of Siberia, “Memoirs of the American Museum of Natural
History” 1913, vol. 12, part 3, pp. [440—441]) that among the Chaplino Eskimo cer-
tain English swearwords were incorporated via imitation into songs as a humoris-
tic device, there is no evidence that they were used beyond that context, therefore
the Aleut and the Chaplino cases cannot be compared as equals in regarding the
earliest adoption of swearing from a second party.

8 Krauss, Alaska Native Languages in Russian..., pp. 205, 207.

9 Tronically enough, the adoption of writing has been seen by some as one of the
policies that paved the way towards acculturation (this opinion was well spread
already in the early days of the 20th century, see, i.a., J.E. Ransom, Writing as
a Means of Acculturation among the Aleut, “Southwestern Journal of Anthropol-
ogy” 1945, vol. 1, pp. 333—344, where it is argued that the Aleut became literate,
thus surrendering their traditional culture, when writing was divorced from reli-
gion, as this was an activity tightly associated with everything related to the Rus-
sian Orthodox Church).

20 Language data is reproduced as in the source or normalized according to current
standard orthographies.

21 One reason why Central Alaskan Yup’ik was not more severely affected by Russian
is due to the limited natural resources that could be exploited on the Bering Strait.
Lack of gold, sea otters or bowhead whales makes the place little attractive for
entrepreneurs. Russian influence begun to be very strong in the second half of the
19th century, only after the Russian-American Company entered Central Alakasn
Yup’ik territory in the 1830s.

22 See map in Krauss, The Russian language in Alaska... and A. Berge, L. Kaplan,
Contact-induced lexical development in Yupik and Inuit languages, “Etudes/
Inuit/Studies” 2005, vol. 29, no. 1—2, pp. 292.
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where Russian penetrated. For example, in Copper Island Aleut, Rus-
sian numerals have been borrowed following a rather odd pattern.2
From 1 to 5 Aleut numerals have been retained, but higher numerals
are basically Russian: ataqan ‘1, alax ‘2’, sicin ‘4’ (along with cetare,
of Russian origin), atun ‘5’, but viisim ‘8’, dvacat’ ‘20’, tis’aca ‘thou-
sand’. All ordinal numerals are Russian (pervi, treeti, vas’moi, etc.).
Also interesting are the following words found in Alutiiq: lisnaaq ‘ex-
tra’ < smmmmHbId, plastiq ‘forgive’ < mpoctuts, taarum ‘good for noth-
ing’ < mapom.? They are used as expressive elements that most likely
found their way into Alutiiq via spontanous (and very lively) conver-
sations.

It should not come as a surprise that the presence of Russian
loanwords in Eskaleut languages has received a good deal of at-
tention. Ironically enough, research in this particular area did not
begin in Russia, but in Denmark, with two contributions by L.L.
Hammerich.?> We owe to him the first observation of what can be

23 1.A. Sekerina, Copper Island (Mednyj) Aleut (CIA): A Mixed Language, “Languag-
es of the World” 1994, vol. 8, p. 26.

24 J.J. Brenckle, Russian Influence on Native Alaskan Culture, “Slavic and East Eu-
ropean Journal” 1975, vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 421—424 and, by the same author, The Asi-
atic Eskimo Language and Russian since 1917, in: T.F. Magner (ed.), Slavic Lin-
guists and Language Teaching, Slavica Publisher, New York 1976, pp. 164—183.

%5 1..L. Hammerich, Russian loan-words in Alaska, in: Proceedings of the 30th In-
ternational Congress of Americanists (Cambridge, 18—23 August 1952), Royal
Anthropological Institute, London 1952, pp. 114—126 and The Russian Stratum
in Alaskan Eskimo, “Word” 1954, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. 401—428. The study of Rus-
sian loanwords in Eskaleut may have been instrumental in breaking the ice be-
tween Russian scholars and other specialists around the world (see the not-so-
encouraging remark from Krauss [The Eskimo Language Work..., p. 114] about
later Russian-American relations in the domain of Eskimology). As is well known,
for many years Russians worked in isolation. When Menovscikov, the doyen of
Eskimo studies in Russia (who could not leave the country to attend international
meetings for fear of politic persecution), received some publications from abroad,
he took advantage of this opportunity to push forward the field by introducing
the new views and opinions. He reviewed Hammerich’s work (I'.A. MeHOBIITUKOB,
Pycckue 3aumcmeosaHus 8 a3vlke ICKUMOCO8 8 Aascku, “Bompochl A3bIKO3HA-
Hust” 1956, mo. 2, pp. 124—126) and soon afterwards initiated a series of studies
on the lexical influence of Russian on Eskimo. After all, he was theoretically better
equipped for the task: Russian was his native language and Eskimo data was wait-
ing, so to speak, in the backyard. Two far more penetrating contributions followed
Hammerich’s review (I'.A. MeHOBIIUKOB, O 8AUSHUU PYCCKO20 23blKA HA pA36U-
mue aCKUMOCCKOLL 1eKcuKU, in: Bonpocsl paseumus AumepamypHbix 13blk0e Ha-
podom CCCP e cosemckyto anoxy, Nan-Bo AH Kazaxckoii CCP, Anma-Ata 1964,
pPpP- 33—338 and, by the same author, Pycckue sekxcuueckue 3aumcmeosaHus
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called “the Bering Strait paradox”, that is, rather counterintuitively
Central Alaskan Yup’ik contains many Russian loanwords, whereas
Central Siberian Yupik has instead a significant number of words
coming from English.?® As explained in the previous section, this
curious distribution is nothing else but the linguistic outcome of the
past geopolitical configuration of the area.

English Siberian Alaskan Yup’ik Russian
Yupik
butter —  para —  masslaq —  macio
table —  tipelek —  estuuluq —  cToN
rope —  waapa —  milu'uvkaaq —  BepéBKa
calendar —  kalanta —  cillag —  gucno6 ‘date’
steam —  estiima —  palagg’uutaq —  mapoxon
twine —  tuwaaya —  pelacinak —  IOJIOTéHIIE
‘towel’
Christmas —  Kuusma —  Alussistuaq —  Poxznectso
cow —  kaawa —  kuluvak —  KopOBa
watch —  waasek —  sass’aq —  wacel

Table 1. English and Russian loanwords in various Yupik varieties.

8 A3blKax abopueeHos Aasicku u AnemcKux ocmpogos, “SI3bIKM U TOTOHUMHUS
1980, vol. 7, pp. 107—115). In the meantime, D.S. Worth (Russian in Alaskan Es-
kimo, “International Journal of American Linguistics” 1963, vol. 7, p. 72—79) pub-
lished his own ideas on the issue while analysing the obscure vocabulary of Charles
Lee (Aleutian Indian and English Dictionary. Comimon Words in the Dialects of
the Aleutian Indian Language as Spoken by the Oogashik, Egashik, Anangashuk
and Misremie Tribes Around Sulima River and Neighboring Parts of the Alaska
Peninsula, Lowman & Hanford Stationery & Printing Co., Oogashik 1896), which
contains 80—90 Russian loanwords. Among all of them, noteworthy is <bassie pa>
‘thank you’ (from cmacu60). Later contributions add little to the general picture
established by these two scholars. There is little or nothing to recommend in Koo’s
analysis of Russian loanwords in Aleut (On Russian Loanwords in Aleut Eskimo,
“Russian Language Journal” 1980, vol. 34, N° 117, pp. 83—100) and Yupik (Rus-
sian loanwords in Yupik Eskimo, “Gengo kenkyu” 1982, vol. 82, pp. 91—105), both
studies being marred with numerous mistakes and faulty transcriptions.

26 L.L. Hammerich, The Russian Stratum..., p. 418. Table 1is based in S.A. Jacobson,
A Practical Grammar of the St. Lawrence Island / Siberian Yupik Eskimo Lan-
guage, 2nd edition, Alaska Native Language Center, Fairbanks 2001, p. 56.
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In the course of time knowledge of Russian improved among
speakers of native languages. They began to adopt Russian words
without trying to naturalize them, rendering certain phonotactic re-
strictions unnecessary. This is how new variants appeared, e.g. Si-
berian Yupik kaawa replaced kaakw, Alaskan Yupik piluuvkaaq
stands along milu’uvkaagq, cass’aq changed into sass’aq or kuluvaaq
into kuluvak. We could formulate the general statement that the
older the borrowing, the higher the degree of adaptation. Put differ-
ently, judging by the number of adapations it is sometimes possible
to make an informed guess regarding the antiquity of a given loan.?”
Generally speaking, the closer we get to the early 20th century, the
less adaptation is required.?® Note, however, that equally important
is where the loanword is attested. There are certain locations where
Russian had a greater (and faster) impact on the native population,
therefore the correlation between time and number of adaptations
looks different.

The four lexemes in Table 2 illustrate the correlation that exists be-
tween naturalization and relative chronology in Aleut.? It is claimed
that early Russian loanwords, up to the 1940s, were nativized into
Aleut phonology, while more recent loanwords keep their Russian
phonemic and phonotactic structure:

Jomarka Oams
[le'patksa] ['banis]
1805 luhmaatka

1838-1840 lu(h)maatxi-

1860 upaatxi-

27 See, i.a., I.A. MeHOBIUKOB, O HEKOMOPbBIX COYUANLHBIX ACNEKMAax 380/110-
yuu A3wvika, in: Bonpocst coyuansHoil anuHegucmuxu, Hayka, Jlenunrpaz 1969,
p. 122—123 and Krauss, The Russian language in Alaska..., p. 1211.

28 Many paradoxical situations are due to the scarcity of documentation. In Wells
and Kelly’s 1890 vocabulary of North Alaskan Ifiupiaq there are two unassimi-
lated Russian loanwords: (Chy) ‘tea’ and (Do’bra) ‘sufficient’ (English-Eskimo and
Eskimo-English vocabularies, Charles E. Tuttle, Rutland 1890, p. 43b, 49b), from
yaii and 166po, respectively. The naturalized variant of the former (sayugq, saayu,
etc.) will be recorded only at a later date.

29 Bergsland, Aleut Dictionary. Unangam Tunudgusii, 2nd edition, Alaska Native
Language Center, Fairbanks 2001, pp. 258b, 276b, 360b, 387b.
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JIoTaTKa GaHs
[le'patko] ['bania]
1909 luvaatki- 1909 maana-
lupaat(a)ka-
1948 luhmaataka-
1952 luhmaatika- 1950 vaana-
baana
Tabak cepebpo
[te'bak] [siirit'bro]
1778 (Tamac)
1840 tamaaka-
1909 tavaaka- 1832 silimla
tamaaka-
1870 siribra-
1978 tahmaaka 1973 siri(i)vra-
1982 tabaaka

Table 2. Russian loanwords in Aleut through time

The most remarkable change concerns m- and -hm- (aspirated
voiced nasal), which in spite of some resistance, are progressively re-
placed by the new sounds /p/, /b/ and even /v/. It is important to
bear in mind that Proto-Eskimo *m- and *p- correspond to Aleut h-,
*-p- to -hm- and *-v- and *-m- to Aleut -m-.3°

There are alternative explanations for the existence of variants.
The irregularities described for some of the earliest Russian loan-
words in Siberian Yupik can be accounted for if the assumption is
made that they were not borrowed directly from Russian, but via
Chukchi, e.g. egglipagh- ‘Russian sourdough bread’ < Chukchi gl-
evan, qlep < xie0, or saqaare- ‘(granulated) sugar’ (< *caqaare-) «—
Chukchi cagar, plural cagarto < caxap.3' In connection to the latter,

30 K. Bergsland, Comparative Eskimo-Aleut phonology and lexicon, “Journal de la
Société Finno-Ougrienne” 1986, vol. 80, pp. 69—70.

31 This explanation works as long as we have evidence of a given Russian word in
Chukchi. Otherwise we need to accept that they may come directly from Russian
(in spite of the irregularities), e.g. peluuse- ‘saucer’ « 6110 ane, samuwagh-
camoBap, or maghhuurka- ‘leaf tobacco’ — maxdpka W. de Reuse, Siberian Yupik
Eskimo..., pp. 301, 361—-362).

109



JOSE ANDRES ALONSO DE LA FUENTE

Krauss comments that in the St. Lawerence dialect of Siberian Yu-
pik inherited lexical items (and loanwords alike) had regularly /¢/,
but this sound was replaced by /s/ in the 1970s (the absence of /¢/
is unique to this language within the Yupik group).3? In the mate-
rials collected in the 1900s by the Russian ethnolinguist Vladimir
Bogoraz (a.k.a. Waldemar Bogoras) there still are clear traces of /¢/.
Therefore, the sound change /¢/ > /s/ is not restricted to loanwords
and it is not due to a relaxed approach of recent years towards the
adaptation of Russian words, as in Alaskan Yup’ik cass’aq > sass’aq
above.

Although the overwhelming majority of borrowings are nouns,
there are some cases involving verbs. For example, in Copper Island
Aleut we find muuchi-l, gula-l, kacha-l or miti-l, which come from
MYYHTh, TYJIATh, KauaTh and MecTH, respectively.33

Be that as it may, generally speaking we have a good understand-
ing of the synchronic and diachronic phonology of the Eskaleut
languages, therefore it is a rather simple task to recognize foreign
elements (not so much intra-Eskaleut borrowings). Consequently,
some dictionaries list loanwords separately.3* Dictionaries of St.
Lawrence and Naukan3’ do not include individual sections on Rus-

32 M. Krauss, St. Lawrence Island Eskimo Phonology and Orthography, “Linguis-
tics” 1975, vol. 152, p. 47.

33 E.B. T'o10BKO, AieymcKo-pycckue a3blkosvle cea3u, in: B.M. IlanbkuH (ed.), KoH-
maxkmono2uveckull aHYuka0neduueckull c108apb-CNPABOYHUK..., P. 54, Bergs-
land, Aleut dictionary, p. xxxvii. Although usually not mentioned in general
surveys, personal names are sometimes naturalized too (W.J. de Reuse, Eskimo
Names, in: E. Eichler, G. Hilty, H. Loffler, H. Steger, L. Zgusta (ed.), Handbtich-
er zur Sprach- und Kommunikationswissenschaft. Namenforschung. Proper
Name Studies. Les Noms propres, Walter de Gruyter, Berlin 1995, pp. 975-977
or K. Bergsland, Ancient Aleut Personal Names. Kadaangim Asangin / Asangis.
Materials from the Billings Expedition 1790—-1792, Alaska Native Language Cent-
er, Fairbanks 1998, pp. 57, 188-1809).

34 For Central Alaska Yup’ik, see S.A. Jacobson, Yup’ik Eskimo Dictionary, Alaska
Native Language Center, Fairbanks 1984, pp. 679—685, for Aleut see Bergsland,
Aleut dictionary..., pp. 657—662. At least in Aleut there may be some loanwords
disguised as words that are traditionally considered to be of unknown origin.
For example, Atkan Aleut laani- ‘fast-running’ (documented only once in 1987,
see Bergsland, Aleut dictionary..., p. 254a), I suggest, could be from English run
[ran], with regular /r-/ — /1-/ (suggesting that it may be a rather old loanword),
i-epenthesis, and /a/ for /a/ (vowel length due to stress placement).

35 S.A. Jacobson (ed.), A Dictionary of the St. Lawrence Island / Siberian Yupik
Eskimo Language (Second Preliminary Edition), Alaska Native Language Center,
Fairbanks 1987 and, by the same author, S.A. Jacobson (ed.), Naukan Yupik Eski-
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sian loanwords, but offer etymological information as part of the
lemmata. Unfortunately, we lack comparable tools for Sirenik, Alu-
tiiq or Chaplino.

Naturalization of the Russian loanwords in the initial stages of
massive borrowing is a common trait all over Siberia and the Arctic
region and derivation by regular morphological means soon gen-
erated a rich new vocabulary.3¢ Inuit and Yupik speakers have ex-
pressed on different occasions and in various forums their prefer-
ence for new vocabulary based on native words rather than calques,
borrowings and the like.3” However, for many years the official pol-
icy in the Russian Far North was to adopt unaltered Russian words.
This also changed in the course of time. The new vocabulary created
to fulfil administrative necessities is so cumbersome that Eskimos
have problems understanding such monstrous expressions like the
following3®:

(1) 3asBJIEYCUTHHKYHKANYCUTIHBIKAUY THLTHBIXKAMYH
3asIBJIE[YCUT=HUHKYH=KalyCUThI-HbI-KaHUyThI-IbbIX-Ka-MyH
application=in.order.to=help-VRB-MOD-NOM.ACT-PRT-DAT
‘application for pension benefits’

This (deverbal) nominal formation means lit. ‘application to get
the help’ (the verbalizer -ybI1- has the general meaning ‘to acquire
N’) and derives from Russian 3asiBienue ‘application’.

Golovackaja, using data from Chaplino, has aptly summarized
the different mechanisms which can be recognized in the systematic
adoption of Russian words as well as in the creation of new ones.3°

If directly adopted, Russian words show various degrees of ad-
aptation or no adaptation whatsoever. Other mechanisms include

mo dictionary, Alaska Native Language Center, Fairbanks 2004 (= C. xefiko6coH
[ed.], Caosapv s3bixa Haykauckux ackumocos, llentp W3yuenus: f3bIKOB
Kopennoro Hacenenust Ansicku, PepbeHKC 2004).

36 P, Skorik, Social Functions of the Soviet Northern Peoples’ Languages, in:
D.R.F. Collins (ed.), Arctic Languages: An Awakening, UNESCO, Paris 1990, p. 78.

%7 See, i.a., A. Berge, L. Kaplan, Contact-induced lexical development..., p. 293.

38 H.B. Baxtun, O 81usHUU PYCCKO20 A3blKA HA ICKUMOCCKULL 8 obaacmu cuHma-
Kcucd..., pp. 25—26 and A3bik08ble KOHMAKMui..., p. 351.

39 T.II. TonoBamkas, Kaaccugukayus pycckux aexcuuveckux 3aumcmeosaHuil
8 cxumocckoll yuebHoU u xyodoxcecmeeHHOU aumepamype (1930-1960-e 22.),
“UzBectrsi POCCHMIICKOTO TOCYJAPCTBEHHOTO IIEAArOTMYECKOT0 YHHBEDPCHUTETA
umenu A.W.Tepuena” 2008, vol. 38, no. 82(1), pp. 127-131, cf. Berge, Kaplan,
Contact-induced lexical development..., pp. 203—299.
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relexicalization (e.g. Chaplino Bwik originally ‘washcloth made of
grass’, now ‘rag, towel’ or akbiH originally ‘(wooden) headrest’,
now ‘pillow’) and coinages of various types which may or may not
make use Russian as a point of departure, e.g. calques like Chaplino
aKbUIKaMaBUK ‘guest-house’ < agpuIgama- ‘to sojourn, visit’ + loca-
tional -Buk (= Russian roctuHuIa) Or aKIbATaHIBATBUK ‘Tefrigera-
tor’ < agrpsara ‘(severe) cold’ plus actional -yabsis- and locational
-BUK, lit. ‘where the freezing takes place’ (cf. Russian xoyioiu1pHUK)
or hybrids like xne6p1yBsigTa ‘baker’ < xy1e6 ‘bread’ with the link-
ing vowel -bI- plus actional -yrbsag- and agent -Ta, lit. ‘the one mak-
ing bread’.

There also are hybrid formations like Naukan Yupik saayepate ~
saayepan (= canbinarel ~ caibinald) ‘kettle; teapot’, from Russian
yaii ‘tea’ and English pot.4° Sometimes it is not entirely possible to es-
tablish the donor language, e.g. Naukan Yupik sekeriiq (= cbIkbIpiig)
could be from English cigar or Russian curapa (cf. sekeriise ~ sikeri-
iSe = CBIKBIPACHI ~ CUKBIPACHI ‘cigarette’, which can only be derived
from English#). It is thanks to our understanding of the adaptation
rules to English or Russian that we now can affirm that Siberian
Yupik Amaraka- ‘America’ and derived forms like Amarakaghmii-
‘American’ must come from English, as we would expect **Amirika-
if they had been borrowed from Russian.+?

Relexicalization and coinage are the most pervasive mechanisms
used in recent times.

3.2. INTERFERENCE IN PHONOLOGY

Russian loanwords brought with them sounds and phonotactic
patterns very unusual and atypical from the viewpoint of the Es-
kaleut languages. Once the period of naturalization had come to an
end, speakers did not have other choice but to assimilate them. The
most spectacular example comes from Aleut, where the empty slots
like those of the bilabials /p/ and /b/ or the rhotic /r/ were quickly
filled, e.g. Paasxa-x, from ITacxa, etc. (see examples above).

When bilingualism became the rule rather than the exception, the
phonological inventory of Eskaleut was subjected to modifications

40 S.A. Jacobson, Naukan Yupik Eskimo dictionary..., pp. 182 = 140.
4 1bid, pp. 190, 192 = 148, 154.
42'W. de Reuse, English loanwords..., p. 59.
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via reduction or internal reorganization. The result is that phonemes
specific to Eskaleut turn(ed) marginal in the speech of the younger
generation, being merged with other phonemes or simply lost. Thus,
Asiatic Eskimo gayxtyy ‘(he/she) coughs’, with a very characteris-
tic labialized uvular /qv¥/ (here spelled (¥x)*), becomes giixTys, since
there are no labialized consonants in Russian. By the same token,
uvulars become free variants of velars and ultimately disappear. The
same confusion has been reported in Copper Island Aleut.+ Also in
this variety typical Aleut sounds like /3/ and the aspirated realiza-
tions of /1/ and /w/ have been lost.

A general tendency that can be observed across the entire Eskaleut
territory under Russian influence is the interpretation of vowel length
as dynamic stress according to the Russian system.+

Curiously enough, even in the mixed language of the Copper Is-
land Aleuts, it remains unclear to what degree Russian phonologi-
cal traits preserved in Russian borrowings, such as palatalization of
consonants, vowel reduction or final devoicing of stops, have been
actively incorporated to the Aleut element of the language or they are
just fossilized specific realizations.4°

4 H.B. Baxtun, TemamuuecKkuil c108apb 3CKUMOCCKO20 A3blKa. YuebHOe noco-
bue 028 cmapwux KAaccos wkoa, nedazo2uveckux koanedxceil, 8ysos, Jlpoda,
Canxr-Iletepbypr 2003, p. 194, cf. giiqw in M. Krauss, St. Lawrence Island Es-
kimo..., p. 49.

44 E.V. Golovko, N.B. Vakhtin, Aleut in contact: the CIA enigma, “Acta Linguistica
Hafniensia” 1990, vol. 22, p. 101.

4 H.b. BaxtuH, A3blK06ble KOHMAKMbL U PYCCKO-ICKUMOCCKAA 2pamMmamuyeckas
unmepgepenyus, in: H.b. Baxtun, E.B. [TepexBasibekas (ed.), CoopHux cmameti k
60-1emuto Eseenus Bacuavesuua I'onosxo, “Acta Linguistica Petropolitana” 2013,
vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 349—350. Although the question has not been explored, it can be
safely said that Russian accentology did not produce or interact in any thinkable
way with Sirenik vowel reduction in non-stressed position, which had been well
on its way before Russians reached Sirenik territory. While vowel reduction is the
main outc ome of stress patterns in both Russian and Sirenik, it seems that similari-
ties are due to chance (superficial typology) rather than to historical processes that
would have taken place during a period of intense contact. The negative assessment
of the impact of Russian accentology on Sirenik holds true for the particularities of
Naukan accentology too (M. Krauss, Sirenikski and Naukanski, in: M. Krauss (ed.),
Yupik Eskimo Prosodic Systems: Descriptive and Comparative Studies, Alaska
Native Language Center (ANLC Research Paper 77) Fairbanks 1985, pp. 175-190).

46 See, 1.a., S.G. Thomason, Mednyj Aleut, in: S.G. Thomason (ed.), Contact Lan-
guages: A Wider Perspective, John Benjamins, Amsterdam, Philadelphia 1997,
p- 456, and R. van Gijn, The phonology of mixed languages, “Journal of Pidgin
and Creole Languages” 2009, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 100—101.
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Eskaleut loanwords do not reveal much information regarding
the Russian language itself, hence the impossibility to specify what
variety of Russian served as major donor. It has been observed that
the vocalism of Russian loanwords in Aleut can be characterized as
showing okanie, whereas in the remaining Eskimo languages there
is a predominance of akanie.#” Although okanie is one of the most
conspicuous features of Northern Russian, which is the variety that
spread over the Russian Far East, the opposition is not systematic
and for some items we have doublets, e.g. Central Alaskan Yup’ik
kunkii-k and kankii-k ‘skates’, from xouskn (plus dual -k). Further-
more, other salient features of Northern Russian phonology like for
example diphthongization of stressed /e/ and /o/ (pronounced [ye]
and [wo], respectively), cokanie (the merger of /¢/ with /¢/in /c¢/), or
the assimilation and optional contraction of VyV-sequences are not
represented in any especially significant way in the Russian vocabu-
lary which was borrowed into Aleut (or for that matter into any oth-
er Eskaleut language). The assumption that the phonology of Rus-
sian loanwords in Eskaleut is a direct reflect of a mixture of dialects
seems far more natural and likely than to stick to a rigid ascription
for which there is little linguistic evidence or historical motivation.

3.3. INTERFERENCE IN GRAMMAR

It has been remarked on numerous occasions that the creation of
Russian-type subordinate clauses by introducing Russian connectors
or modifying inherited material to replicate Russian structures (espe-
cially in the case of concessive and temporal sentences where the in-
clusion of negatives is necessary) ranks among the most remarkable
features that could help define Siberia as a linguistic area.*® This is
a clear tendency across the continent and Eskimo is not oblivious to it.

In the specialist literature there are also a few mentions of the
apparent shortening of words in the Eskaleut languages during the

4 See, 1.a., M. Krauss, The Russian language in Alaska..., p. 1211, cf. M.B. Bergelson,
A.A. Kibrik, The Ninilchik variety of Russian: Linguistic heritage of Alaska, in:
A. Mustajoki, E. Protassova, N. Vakhtin (ed.), Sociolinguistic Approaches to Non-
Standard Russian (“Slavica Helsingiensia”, vol. 40), Department of Slavonic and
Baltic Languages and Literatures, Helsinki 2010, p. 304.

48 See, 1.a., G. Anderson, Towards a typology of the Siberian linguistic area, in: Y. Ma-
tras, A. McMahon, N. Vincent (ed.), Linguistic Areas: Convergence in Historical
and Typological Perspective, Palgrave Macmillan, New York 2006, pp. 276—277.
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last decades. In 1960, J. Greenberg published the results of his cross-
linguistic research on word length.#° He famously concluded that
the longest words in the world are found in the Eskimo languages.
However, in a series of papers that span almost 30 years,>° Vakhtin
has been arguing that Asiatic Eskimo words are shorter due to Rus-
sian influence. He compares folklore texts recorded in the early 20th
century with texts recorded by him in the 1970s. In the statistical
analysis he also incorporates data from everyday conversations and
radio programs transcripts, also from the 1970s. He concludes that,
if we put aside neologisms (which tend to be very long coinages, see
ex. 1 above), Yupik words are substantially shorter now than a cen-
tury ago and that the main cause is bilingualism with Russian.

While it is not entirely clear what mechanisms are at play in the
case of word shortening, the influence of Russian on the grammar of
various Eskaleut languages is more than obvious. For example, it has
been reporteds that the Asiatic Eskimo resultative in -ya- has been
reinterpreted as Russian passive clauses by young bilinguals who
overtly introduced the agent (ex. 4) with instrumental -mb1y, which
the original Eskimo construction does not require (exx. 2—3):

(2) AMuk MaxyaTyay.
aMUK MaxKaT-Ha-§
animal lock-RES-3SG
The locked animal.

(3) Amkyiireik ykuaugay araam (also: arHamMbIY).
aMKyWTbIK YKUHU-Ha-K arHa-M (arHa-MbIH)
shirt sew-RES-3SG woman-ERG (woman-INSTR)
The shirt sewed by the woman.

(4) ArBurar cronbisgat My10KkamMbIH.
arBUra-T CIOIbIK-Ha-T IoKa-MblY
laundry-PL lather-RES-3PL Iloka-INSTR
The laundry was/has been lathered by Iloka.

There are no traces of such interpretation in data from the 1950s,
when Russian influence was still not very strong.

49 J.H. Greenberg, A Quantitative Approach to the Morphological Typology of
Language, “International Journal of American Linguistics” 1960, vol. 26, no. 3,
pp. 178-194.

50 See, i.a., H.B. BaxtuH, O 8ausHuu pyccko2o a3blka Ha aCKUMocckuil 8 obaacmu
cunmaxcuca (koaudecmeeHmslll aHaaus), in: JluHegucmuueckue uccae008aHus.
Cunmaxcuueckuil aHaau3 pasHOCUCMEMHbIX A3blkos, MocKBa 1979, pp. 22—26
and, by the same author, A3biko8ble koHmaxkmuoit..., pp. 350—354, and Linguistic
situation in the Russian Far North..., pp. 170—173.

5t H.b. Baxtusn, A3bixo8ble xoHmaxkmot..., pp. 357—358.
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Another consequence of Russian influence is the increasing use
of redundant pronouns.52 The same form of Eskaleut pronouns can
carry out various functions corresponding to different cases in the
Russian inflection or even to different sets of pronouns. Note the use
of xjaykyra ‘we’ (whose absolutive and ergative forms are identical)
as index of possession in ex. 5 (along the proper possessive end-
ing -ByT) or as object in ex. 6 (along the proper object ending -kyT):

(5) xyaykyTa BOXK/ABIBYT
XyaHjKyTa BOXK/bI-BYT
we.ABS chief-1PL.POSS
‘out chief (< Russian Boxap)’
(6) yHUIIaMCIOTYTHHKYT XyajKyTa
YHHUIIAMCIOT-YT-UH-KYT XyayKyTa
tell-BEN-3SG.A-1PL.O we.ERG
‘(he) told us’

Cumulative effects of Russian influence produce texts like ex. 7,
which in correct Eskimo would sound as in ex. 8:

(7) bluTagyH annHbaKaKa, — AKUTAMAJI[H JIbHa
BIHTAKYH all-HbaK-a-Ka aKUTa-Ma-JITH JIbHa
INTRJ ask-FUT-3SG.0-1SG.A answer-PST-PRT.3SG he
“So let me ask”, he answered’
(in Russian: JTaii-Ka s CIIPOIILY, — OTBETHJI OH)

(8) axmTamaJsIrH: BIHTAKYH AITBAKYH
aKuTa-Ma-JI[¥ bIHTAKYH al-Tha-KyH
answer-PST-PRT.3SG INTRJ ask-IMPT-1SG.Ax3SG.O
‘(he) answered: “So let me ask (this)”.’

The deviations from ordinary Eskimo observed in ex. 7 are of
various types: the inversed order of sentences is unnatural, the use
of the third person pronoun subject (s1pya) is unnecessary (3SG
participial -iru would suffice), as is the calque of the Russian future
(cupomry) instead of the proper imperative construction in Eskimo
with -;rpa- which requires an entirely different set of personal end-
ings (in this case -kyH).53

52 H.B. BaxTus, Pyccko-ackumocckas uHmegepeHyuss 8 paHHUX NUCbMEHHbLX
mexkcmax, in: B.®. Beigpun, H.B. Kysuerosa (ed.), Om Buxuna do Bamba-
N10Mbl, U3 8apsie 8 2pexu. JxcneduuyuoHHvle amioobl 8 vecms Eaenvt Bee-
80.10006Hbl Tlepexsanvckoii, Hecrop-Hcropus, Cankr-IletepOypr 2014,
Pp. 134—-135.

53 H.B. Baxtus, Pyccko-ackumocckasn unmedgepeHyus..., p. 138.
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How profound are the effects of Russian influence in the Es-
kaleut linguistic world can be best seen in the nearly extinct mixed
language of Copper Island Aleut (or CIA henceforth). Copper Is-
land is one of the two Commander Islands, the other one being
Bering Island. They are the westernmost territory of the Aleutian
Chain and the closer to Kamchatka. The Aleut dialect used on Ber-
ing Island, while presenting traces of Russian influence, is basically
ordinary Aleut.5

For the sake of illustration I will reproduce below two texts in
CIA. They are taken from.5s Aleut has been rewritten in standard
orthography,5® Russian elements are in bold and reproduced as in the
source.5”

Maamkang sugagniil divjatnaacat goodaxtal safseem tin uku-
qulachaal, yapoonskii paraxoodax tamaagaal, alignan uyaagaali,
uyaaxtaali husakayachula chalaali, vraachax chalaachaali. Vraachax
maamkang ukuxtaal, ukugangi budit u niyo haqaat, tolko agalugin
huzung budit iqgilaat, Pravda agalagaa maamkang ukuqangi sibja aga-
chaali, a agalugin huzungi ikilaali.

My mother was young, she had 19 years old, when she became totally blind.
A Japanese steamboat arrived, old people travelled, they went off. They trav-
elled for a while, they arrived [somewhere] and brought back a doctor. The

54 E.B. TonoBko, H.Bb. Baxtun, A.C. AcuHoBckuit, A3bik KomanOpckux areymos.
Juanreym ocmposa Bepunea, Hayka, CankT-IleTepOypr 2009, pp. 17—31. An ex-
cellent summary of postcolonial events on the Aleutian Islands and their linguistic
impact on Aleut can be consulted in A. Berge, Origins of Linguistic Diversity in the
Aleutian Islands, “Human Biology” 2010, vol. 82, no. 5-6, pp. 572—578.

5 E.B. TosmoBko, Mamepuaawvt 012 usyueHus a3vika meoHosckux areymos (ID), in:
Jlunesucmuueckue uccaedosanus. Cmpykmypa a3vika u e2o 3goaroyua, Mocksa
1989, p. 69.

56 According to Bergsland, Aleut dictionary, pp. xvi—xxiv.

57 Quite exceptionally, there are two sets of data available for CIA. The first one was
gathered by Menovscéikov in the 1960s (see, 1.a., I'.A. MeHOBIINKOB, AneymcKuil
a3vlKu, in: A3viku Hapodoe CCCP, 1. 5: MoH201bCKUe, MYH2YCO-MAHbICYPCKUE
u naseoasuamckue s3viku, Hayka, Jlenunrpaa 1968, pp. 386—406, and
O HeKOMOPbIX COYUANBHBIX ACNEKMAX 380AI0YUU A3bIKA, IN: Bonpocsl coyuanvHoll
aunegucmuxu, Hayka, JleHuHrpags 1969, pp. 110—134.). The second one
corresponds to Golovko and Vakhtin’s work (see, i.a., H.B. Baxtun, Hexomopute
ocobeHHocmu pyccko-anreymckozo 0sysa3vivus Ha Komandopckux ocmposax,
“Bopmpocsl si3piko3HaHus” 1985, no. 5, pp. 35—45, Golovko and Vakhtin, Aleut in
contact...), which began in 1982. Thomason (Mednyj Aleut, p. 449) explains that
the time gap of twenty years or so between the fieldwork sessions of Menovséikov,
on the one hand, and Golovko and Vakhtin, on the other, may account for the
occasional discrepancies between one data set and the other.
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doctor examined my mother, she recovered the sight, but all her teeth fell out.
That’s true, after she recovered the sight, all her teeth fell out.

ya ibagaal uuxozam huzugan ilingi ya ibagaal ya ting ayugniil
Piséaanam ilagaa inachaal Gliinkam ila ibagagiil. axtiyax qalagiil skoolko
uxtan ti ni tiniiyis uxtan huzuga kungi mazaayis taakze tabyax qalagiil
tooze skool’ko uxtan ti ni tiniiyis§ stoolko ti buis tabyax mazaat.
vaapsée gax qalagifijl tagda patamu $ta uuxozam huzungi ilingi ayx-
aasin u[u]Jli i angaginan kaazdyj uuxozam ila uuli atdeel’ni brigaadax.

I fished, in all ukhozh I fished. I started in Peschanka and finished in Glin-
ka. There was a lot of cod, you fish as many as fish hooks you prepare. There
was also a lot of pikeperch, also you catch as many as fish hooks you prepare.
Back then there was a lot of fish, that’s why in all ukhozh there were boats and
people, in every ukhozh there was a separate brigade.

At first glance, CIA resembles very much the “macaronic lan-

guage” unconsciously used by bilingual children in other regions of
Siberia where we find basically the reverse situation: Russian plays
the role of lexifier and the indigenous language contributes most
of the grammar (sometimes improperly used).>® The following ex-
amples come from Ewenki,5° one of the Tungusic languages spoken
in Siberia and the Russian Far East (Russian elements in bold):

(9) jur-du razde-l-i-kal
two-DAT divide-PST-PL-IMPT.2SG
‘(they) divided (it) in two’
(10) si resy-ca-s
you decide-PRT.PST-2SG
‘did you decide?’

The verb in ex. 9 is inflected in Russian for tense and num-

ber (-I-i) in combination with an imperative ending which is un-
grammatically used. Likewise, ex. 10 agglutinates the Ewenki past

58 Younger speakers of Atkan Aleut, a dialect that is under heavy English influence,

produce utterances like fishizax ‘he usually fishes’, where English fish is used as
a denominal verb with Aleut morphology (see K. Bergsland, The comparison of Es-
kimo-Aleut and Uralic, “Fenno-Ugrica Suecana” 1979, vol. 2, p. 12 for a curious ex-
change between two 18—20 years old girls where English and Aleut are mixed up).
Ironically enough, the same sentence in CIA is chaliyit (N. Vakhtin, Copper Island
Aleut: a case of language “resurrection”, in: L.A. Grenoble, L.J. Whaley (ed.), En-
dangered languages. Language loss and community response, Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge 1998, p. 319), with putative chali- ‘to fish (with a line
from land)’ and Russian morphology (epenthetic -y- plus 3SG personal ending -it).

5 A.A. ToprieBckuit, @oHemuueckue mpyoHocmu npu obyueHuu 386eHK08 (myHay-
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tense marker -ca- and the 2SG personal ending in proper Russian.
The very same kind of hybrid structures, typically associated with
incipient creoles, have been documented in Sirenik:

(11) Mawm, s 3TO KyyB-ar0
mother me.A this pour.out-PRE.1SG
‘Mom, shall I pour this out’

In ex. 11 the Sirenik root gyys- ‘to pour out’ combines with the
Russian thematic vowel -a- and the 1SG personal ending. Likewise,
note the presence of personal and deictic pronouns (this example was
recorded in 1988).%°

Notwithstanding formal similarities, neither children’s speech in
Tungusic Ewenki nor the admittedly exceptional example from Sirenik
are comparable with the situation in Copper Island. Russian influence
was so pervasive there that in the end an entire new language emerged,
the configuration of which is rather unique: the verbal and lexical roots
are from Aleut, and the verbal inflection is from Russian. There are
only two examples of this type of mixed language: CIA and the Hubner
Mischsprache (German lexicon, Slovenian verb inflection).5

The previous texts contain examples of some of the most salient fea-
tures of CIA. Russian elements can be identified without any problem
in the domains of verb morphology (personal endings, past tense in
-[-,2 and the periphrastic future), connectors, and personal and reflex-
ive pronouns. Even numerals have been borrowed from Russian (see
discussion above).%

Other remarkable particularities of CIA morphology include the
capability of the verb to agree with the possessor (then interpreted as
topic) rather than with the possessum. In ex. 12, the possessive end-
ing -ning codes 3PL possessum (i.e., the flowers) and 1SG possessor

60 N. Vakhtin, Copper Island Aleut..., p3. 194, H. BaxtuH, A3bk08ble KOHMAKMbL...,
p- 359.

¢ Bakker, Typology of Mixed Languages..., p3. 223—224.

2 The adoption of the past tense marker was undoubtedly favoured by the fact that
it is formally identical to the so-called conjunctive marker in Aleut: -1 (E. Golovko,
N. Vakhtin, Aleut in contact..., pp. 111, K. Bergsland, Aleut Grammar. Unangam
Tunuganaan Achixaasix, Alaska Native Language Center, Fairbanks 1997,
pp. 86—87). Theoretically, in certain contexts they are indistinguishable.

% The Russian component in CIA has been the object of many works (E. Golovko,
N. Vakhtin, Aleut in contact..., pp. 107—113 and in general Sekerina, Copper Island
(Mednyj) Aleut (CIA), and the summary in Thomason, Mednyj Aleut..., pp. 455—
461).
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(i.e., the owner, in this particular case a woman). The verb, in past
tense, agrees with the latter in number and gender (-I-a). In Rus-
sian, the verb agrees with ‘flowers’, hence no information is provided
about who owns them.

(12) CIA cvetk-i-ning hula-l-a
flower-PL-3PLx1SG Bloom-PST-FEM
Russian mMowu 11BeTK-1 paciiBe-Ji-u
my.PL flower-PL bloom-PST-PL
‘my flowers bloomed’®+

Predicates that lack a person-number marker are allowed to carry
a non-third pronominal element. This structure is calqued in CIA us-
ing Russian pronouns, resulting the following combinations in the
pasttense: 1SG -l-ya, 2SG -I-ti, 1PL -l-i-mi, 2PL-l-i-vi, e.g. ayx achaa-
l-ya ‘1 started’, ayiachaa-lI-mi ‘we started’, but ayx achaa-I ‘(he)
started’, ayxachaa-I-i ‘they started’, etc.%

The only context where regular Aleut object pronouns have been
preserved is in reflexive constructions (note in the second text the re-
flexive verb ayugni- ‘to move, make a move; to begin, start’ along the
object pronoun ting). In non-reflexive contexts, Russian object pro-
nouns have been adopted and their proper use can only be observed
in regular Aleut (in ex. 13, cf. Bering Island Aleut ting).

(13) CIA ty menja hamayaax "ta-i$
Russian ThI MeH# cIipalliBa-emb
you me.O ask-PRE.2SG
Bering Island ting ahmayaasta-ku-x "t
you ask-PRE-2SG
‘you are asking me’®®

Heavy restructuring can be observed in various areas of the
grammar. For example, negative suffixes -laka(g)- and -(g)ula-(x)
are completely removed from the verb and analytically replaced
with the Russian prefix ue-, so that ordinary Aleut tuta-qagi-laka-x
‘(he) does not listen’ becomes n’i= tuta-qagi-it.%

¢4 E. Golovko, N. Vakhtin, Aleut in contact..., pp. 106—107.

% Ibid., p. 108.

% E.V. Golovko, A case of nongenetic development in the Arctic area: The contribu-
tion of Aleut and Russian to the formation of Copper Island Aleut, in: E.H. Jahr,
I. Broch (ed.), Language contact in the Arctic: Northern pidgins and contact
languages, Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin, New York 1996, pp. 71—72. Note that CIA
hamaya- vs. Bering ahmaya- is regular from the viewpoint of Aleut dialectology
(Bergsland, Aleut Dictionary..., p. 62).

7 E.V. Golovko, A case of nongenetic development..., p. 72.
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The Russian component is practically absent from noun mor-
phology. There are only a handful of formatives whose origin can be
unambiguously traced back to Russian. For example, it has been re-
ported that the Russian diminutive -romk- ~ -ymxk- has been adopt-
ed in CIA as -uska-, e.g. agiitad-uska-kuza-ng ‘my dear friend’, lit.
‘my little friend’, where it appears along the proper Aleut diminu-
tive suffix -kuza-.%®

It should be clear by now that the diverging typology profiles
of Russian and Aleut (or Eskimo for that matter) did not impose
special barriers.% Speaking about CIA, Comrie aptly concludes that
where both source languages have fusional morphology, CIA al-
lows fusional morphology (e.g. personal pronouns).” Otherwise,
the general tendency is to integrate new elements according to the
agglutinating nature of CIA by means of reanalysis of fusional mor-
phology (e.g. verb morphology).”

4. RUSSIAN IN ALASKA

Ninilchik in Kenai Peninsula and Afognak in Kodiak Archipelago
are the name of two villages where a retirement center was built for
Russian-American Company”? employees (some of them related to

% E.V. Golovko, Language contact and group identity: The roles of “folk” linguistic
engineering, in: Y. Matras, P. Bakker (ed.), The Mixed Language Debate. Theoret-
ical and Empirical Advances, Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin, New York 2003, p. 180.

% Needless to say, we agree with the observation that the outcomes of language con-
tact are socially rather than structurally determined, but socially (see, i.a., S.G.
Thomason, T. Kaufman, Language Contact, Creolization, and Genetic Linguis-
tics, University of California Press, Berkeley 1988, pp. 35—64).

70 B. Comrie, Inflectional morphology and language contact, with special reference
to mixed languages, in: P. Siemund, N. Kintana (eds.), Language contact and
contact languages, John Benjamins, Amsterdam 2008, pp. 30—31.

7' The question about how and why this language arose in the first place has occupied
specialists for quite a long time. The aspiration for a separate identity with a sali-
ent social symbol, like a special language, seems the most likely reasons why this
happened. As to how it proceeded, it has been speculated that Russian verb mor-
phology was targeted over noun morphology because the former differs far more
when compared with Aleut. Thus, it seems as if CIA was engineered to facilitate the
process of learning the language for Russians who wanted to use it (see, i.a., S.G.
Thomason, Mednyj Aleut, in: S.G. Thomason (ed.), Contact Languages: A Wider
Perspective, John Benjamins, Amsterdam, Philadelphia 1997, pp. 461—466).

72 J.W. Vanstone, Exploration and Contact History of Western Alaska, in: W.C. Stur-
tevant (ed.), Handbook of North American Indians, Smithsonian Institution,
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the same mpombinuieHHUKH mentioned above) who opted to remain
in Alaska after it was sold to the United States in 1867. The Russian
language” of those who stayed is now known as Ninilchik and Afog-
nak Russian in the specialist literature,” though native speakers (of
Afognak Russian at least) seem to prefer the label “Old Russian”.”s

Ninilchik and Afognak share many common traits and there is
little doubt that they stem from a common source.” Both are en-
dangered varieties with only a dozen speakers or so. The language
of Ninilchik is preserved almost intact since the 1840s, not so much
that of Afognak, whose speakers were rendered homeless after a tidal
wave (a consequence of the Great Alaskan earthquake) struck the ar-
chipelago in 1964. Most of them relocated to the city Port Lions on
Kodiak Island.

These languages have no written form, meaning that, among other
things, their speakers cannot read Cyrillic, and the communicative
function is restricted to few occasions (nowadays almost exclusively
to phatic expressions). Dorian’s famous assumption” that a reduced
use of a language leads to a reduced form of that language finds great
support here.

Washington 1984, vol. 5: Arctic (ed. D. Damas), p. 149—152) briefly explains the
role of the Russian-American Company in (Western) Alaska.

73 Ninilchik and Afognak Russian should not be confused with the Russian language
brought by recent Russian immigrants settled in large cities of Alaska like An-
chorage or Fairbanks during the 1990s, nor with the language of the Old Believers
who, beginning in the mid-1960s, arrived to Nikolaevsk in Kenai peninsula and
to various other locations on Kodiak Archipelago (see, i.a., E.V. Golovko, Rus-
sian as a minority language...: A case from Alaskan old-settler communities,
in: B.®. Boiapun, H.B. Kysuerosa (ed.), Om Buxuxa do Bambaaiomwl, u3 sapse
8 2peku. IkcneduyuoHHble amMiodbl 8 vecmvb Enerbl BeesoaodosHwt Ilepexseans-
ckoll, Hecrop-Ucropus, Caukt-IletepOypr 2014, pp. 141—143).

74 This section is based on A.A. Kubpuxk, Hexomopbsle poHemuueckue u spamma-
muueckue ocobeHHocmMu pycckozo ouanrexkma depesHu Hunuauux (Anacka), in:
B.®. Boimpun, A.A. Kubpuk (red), A3vix. Agpuka. @yavbe. COOpHUK HAYUHBIX
cmametl 8 wecmv A.H. Koganw, EBponerickuii oM, Caukt-IleTepOypr 1998, pp.
36—52, M.B. Bergelson, A.A. Kibrik, The Ninilchik variety of Russian: Linguis-
tic heritage of Alaska, in: A. Mustajoki, E. Protassova, N. Vakhtin (ed.), Socio-
linguistic Approaches to Non-Standard Russian, “Slavica Helsingiensia”, vol. 40,
Department of Slavonic and Baltic Languages and Literatures, Helsinki 2010,
p. 299—313, and E.V. Golovko, Russian as a minority language...

75 EV-Golovko, Russian as a minority language..., p. 145.

76 Ibid., p. 149.

77 N.C. Dorian, The Problem of the Semi-Speaker in Language Death, “International
Journal of the Sociology of Language” 1977, vol. 15, no. 191, p. 24.



THE INFLUENCE OF RUSSIAN...

The vocabularies of both languages contain many archaisms
and colloquialisms that help to define the dialectal nature of the
original Russian spoken in Alaska in the 19th century, e.g. mopTper
> patret ‘picture’, Buepa > fchiras’ ‘yesterday’, Temeps > tiperya
‘now’, ¢ anresioMm ‘congratulation on an angel day’, iwraska ‘land
squirrel’, naweska ‘garret; upstairs’ (the last two typical among
Russian Old Settlers of Siberia).

There is little to no contact whatsoever with standard Russian.
Instead, since the Eskimo language used more prominently in the
region is Alutiiq (a.k.a. Pacific Eskimo), Alutiiq-Russian bilingual-
ism was a rather widespread phenomenon in the early days. It is
generally assumed that the realization of Russian /v/ as the bilabial
approximant /w/ in these varieties is the product of Alutiiq influ-
ence (since in Alutiiq there is no /v/, but only /w/), e.g. yBungumcs
> uwidimsa ‘see you later’, mBeitHas mammuHa > Swéynaya masina
‘sewing-machine’, so it is the loss of palatalization after /r/, e.g.
TpAnKa > trapka ‘rag’, npsauuk > pranik ‘cookie’. It is because of
these features, together with the fact that in Alutiiq there are more
than 500 Russian loanwords, that perhaps some speakers believe
that piwa ‘beer’, ¢ufli ‘slippers’ or tacka ‘wheelbarrow’ are of Alutiiq
origin (piiwagq, cuuflik, taackaa), instead of putative Russian words.

Ninilchik and Afognak show traces of recent English influence,
most notably in the areas of phonology (Russian /r/ has become
aretroflex and the voiceless velar fricative /x/ sounds like the voiced
pharyngeal fricative /¢/) and lexicon, e.g. kara ‘car’, stampa ‘post
stemp’, gazalin ‘gasoline’ (Afognak letucka ‘plane’, lit. ‘the one fly-
ing’, should be counted as innovation).

The complete loss of the sixth vowel /i/, and the partial loss of vowel
reduction in unstressed positions (this has been replaced by regular full
vowels, e.g. wayna nacal ‘the war began’) and of the neutralization of pal-
atalized consonants (staritha and n’1znik can be heard along staritha and
nizn'tk) can be better described as the natural result of attrition rather
than the effects of contact with neighbouring languages.” The same holds
true for the most salient features of Ninilchik and Afognak morpho-
syntax, such as analogical levelling in the verb morphology, e.g. plakait
‘weeps’, sosait ‘sucks’, stukait ‘knocks’, etc., or the loss of gender and
number agreement, e.g. moy zerkalo ‘my mirror’, belay caski ‘white
cups’, dva den’ ‘two days’.

78 E.V. Golovko, Russian as a minority language..., pp. 150—151.
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In sum, it is not entirely clear whether we are dealing here with
new, incipient Russian varieties born in Alaska (though the compari-
son with CIA would not stand up to any scrutiny), or with just vanish-
ing dialects which we happen to discover while in the middle of the
attrition stage that precedes the dead.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this brief contribution I have described key contact phe-
nomena characterizing the linguistic interaction between Russian
and Eskaleut languages across time and space.

The lexicon, phonology and grammar of various Eskaleut lan-
guages present clear traces of Russian influence. However, the de-
gree of intensity reached its peak on the Aleutian Islands. Aleut is
a very useful and illustrative language for contact studies on two
accounts: the emergence of Copper Island Aleut and the scrupulous
philological work carried out by the late K. Bergsland. It is thanks
to his thorough and painstaking work that now we can trace the his-
tory of the 800 or more Russian loanwords recorded in Aleut.

Russian has also experienced much of what the Eskaleut lan-
guages went through under Russian rule. The immediate future
of Ninilchik and Afognak Russian, however, seems less auspicious
than the prospects of Eskaleut languages spoken on both sides of
the Bering Strait.

Abbreviations: 1,2,3 = person, A = agent, ABS = absolutive, BEN = benefactive, DAT
= dative, ERG = ergative, FEM = feminine, FUT = future, IMPT = imperative, INSTR
= instrumental, INTRJ = interjection, MOD = modal, N = noun, NOM.ACT = nomen
actionis, O = object, PL = plural, POSS = possessive, PRE = present, PRT = parti-
ciple, PST = past, RES = resultative, SG = singular, x = cross-reference.

José Andrés Alonso de la Fuente

WPLYW ROSYJSKI NA JEZYKI ESKIMOSKO-ALEUCKIE

Streszczenie

Celem artykulu jest przedstawienie najwazniejszych zjawisk, ktére charakteryzu-
ja kontakty jezykowe miedzy jezykiem rosyjskim a jezykami eskimosko-aleuckimi.
Opis dotyczy §ladow rosyjskich wplywoéw na stownictwo, fonologie oraz morfosyn-

taktyke tamtych jezykow. Najwyrazniejsze oddzialywanie mozna zaobserwowaé na
Wyspie Miedzianej, gdzie w wyniku silnego wplywu rosyjskiego powstal tzw. jezyk
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mieszany. Réwniez omawiane beda, choé jedynie skrotowo, warianty jezyka rosyj-
skiego uzywane na Alasce (w przypadku tychze silny wplyw angielskiego).

José Andrés Alonso de la Fuente
PYCCKOE BJIMAHUE B 9CKMMOCCKO-AJIEYTCKUX A3BIKAX
Peswome

Ilesipo CTaTHU ABJIAETCA MIPEJCTABUTD BAXKHEUIIINE ABJIEHNA, KOTOPble XapaKTePHBI
JUISL SI3BIKOBBIX KOHTAKTOB MEXKIY PYCCKUM M 3CKHMOCCKO-aJIEyTCKUMU (3CKaIeyT-
CKUMHM) sI3bIKAMH. ABTOD XapaKTepU3yeT CJIe[Ibl PYCCKUX BJIMSIHUU B JIEKCHKE,
donosoruy, a Tak:xe MOPHOCHHTAKTHKE 3CKATIEYTCKUX A3bIKOB. CaMble IpKUE IIpU-
MePBI BIHSHUS PYCCKOTO SI3bIKA HAOTI0AI0TCsA Ha MeTHOM OCTPOBE, T/ie 06pa3oBacs
CMeIIaHHBIN A3BIK. B cTaThe 3aTparmBaercs Takke BOIIPOC CYIeCTBOBAHUA BapHaH-
TOB PYCCKOTO SI3BIKA, YIOTPeOIsIeMbIX HA AJIacKe, ¥ BIIUSHUSA QHTJIUHCKOTO S3BIKA
HAa UX IPAMMAaTHUKY U JIEKCHUKY.
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