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Definitions, phonocentrism, y-/@-linguistics

According to Anis [1], phonocentrism is the linguistic ideol-
ogy claiming that written language is subordinated to speech,
and autonomism is the ideology where written and spoken lan-
guage are considered as equally important interacting systems.
In the following we will prefix by a “y-" (resp. “¢-") linguis-
tic sub-disciplines applied to written (resp. spoken) language,
e.g., y-emics (resp. ¢-ology), y-morphology (resp. ¢p-mor-
phology), etc., and more generally y-linguistics (resp. ¢-lin-

guistics) [2].
Greek y-syllable length, y-aspiration

In ancient Greek, short ¢p-vowels had one mora, and long ¢-vow-
els two morae. In modern Greek, all ¢-vowels have equal length.
But y-vowels still carry length information (<n>, <w> are long,
<g>, <0> are short). y-syllables have y-syllable length depend-
ing on y-vowel, position, POS, morphology.

In many dialects of ancient Greek, initial ¢p-vowels could be
¢-aspirated. Currently ¢-aspiration has vanished, but y-aspira-
tion remains, through the rough breathing y-eme.
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The Greek Language Issue

In the 19th century, Greece has witnessed an increasing gap be-
tween the “purified” idiom (xaOapsvovoa) used by the State and
taught in schools, and the “demotic” (6npotwkr)) which was the
natural evolution of byzantine Greek. [4]

In the early 20th century, linguists amalgamated written

language W/ purified language and speech w/ demotic language.
They adopted Saussure’s phonocentricideologyasan  _

additional argument in favor of demotic.

In 1941, Triantafyllidis standardized the gram- s
mar of demotic [6], and in 1982 y-accentuation and
y-aspiration were abandoned by law.

Greek y-morphology

y-double articulation refers to the two-fold structure of writing
that consists of elementary meaningtul units (y-morphemes),
in turn built of distinctive y-elements (y-emes).

Thanks to iotacism, y-syllable length, and y-accentuation,
y-morphology of Greek is more elaborate than ¢-morphology.
E.g., <owletal> # <0W{eTE>, <OE®> # <OE0>, <OPOG> # <OPOG>.

y-aspiration/y-accentuation

y-aspiration enhanced access to seman-
tics by etymological disambiguation:
<EVLKOC> VS. <EVTOVOC>, <EKTOC> VS.
< EKTOKTOG>, <OUOVOLA> VS. <OPLYAN>.
y-accentuation used two dipoles:

I.acute/grave vs. circumflex, which indi-
cated y-syllable length: <mnda> vs.
<URAQ>, <TQ OTOTO> VS. <1jomota>, and
fulfilled a redundant morphological
function: <epwT®> vs. <Epatw >, <100
TOWNTTH > VS. <TOV Towtn >, where re-
dundancy enhanced the reading pro-
Cess.

2. acute vs. grave, which had a redundant
syntactic function: <1 110w > vs. <1
nNOwk1 tov>, and a redundant discur-
sive function: <ywati 10 eing;> (ques-
tion) <yuwatl to mioteve> (fact).

Current practice is to use a single
¢-stress accent: <evikOg>, <EVTOVOG>,
<EKTOG>, <EKTOKTOG>, <OMHOVOLA>, <O-
LiyAn>, <mnda>, <pnAa>, <ta omoilo>,
<N omolLa>, <epwiw>, <Epatw>, <ToUv
TOLNTY) >, <TOV TOWNT1] >, <1 N>, <1
noOwkn Tov>, <ywatl To €lme>, <yLATL TO
LOTEVE>.

Transcription

In the 19th and early 20th century, tran-

scription of foreign words took the fol-

lowing into account:

1.y-syllable length: <Kalpnpitl>
(Cambridge), <BepAalv> (Verlaine),
<I'kalte> (Goethe), <Towoep> (Chau-
cer), <MmnAe> (Miele);

2.foreign y-morphology: <fO0AAeD>
(volley), <tpaivo> (train), <pOTOOUVL-
KAETTO> (motocyclette);

3.y-aspiration: <ApAer> (Hamlet),
<Epplxoc> (Henri), <ApBovpyo>
(Hamburg).

Cavaty's proposal of writ- |
ing <’Yopxn> (York) with
a smooth breathing [3] was
thoroughly y-autonomistic.

/A

Current practice denies y-properties
and relies solely on foreign (¢-et-
ics: <Keumpir(> (Cambridge), <Bep-
Aev> (Verlaine), <I'kete> (Goethe),
<Toooep> (Chaucer), <MiAe> (Miele);
<BoAeil> (volley), <tpevo> (train),
<potoolkAeTa> (motocyclette); <Ap-
Aet> (Hamlet), <Eppixog> (Henri),
<Appovpyo> (Hamburg).

Conclusion

Hyphenation

Before Triantaf. [6], hyphenation was

I.y-morphological:  <ovv-adeAdog>,
<o p-eupaon>, <€E-€Yw>, <AV-LGOG>;

2.based on foreign morphology for
transcribed words: <®oAxko-oayxkev>

(Volkswagen), <XlAvteo-yaip>
(Hildesheim), <AOVYKO-UITOVPYK>
(Augsburg);

3.sensitive to prenasalisation: <av-ti>
but <&-vtio>, <€u-mpog> but <umna-
UITAG>, <KOV-TOG> and <kKov-Teooo>
but <vta-vTa>.

Obeying [6] rules, current hyphenation

is mechanistic:

I. <ov-vaSeApog>, <ma-pepfaon>, <&-
EeEYw>, <G-VLo0G>;

2. <@OA-ko Paykev> (Volkswagen), <XiA-
vte-oyoaip> (Hildesheim), <Aovyxk-
outovpyk> (Augsburg);

3.<Q-VTL> = <Q-vTlo>, <E-UMPOC> =
<UTTO-UTTAG>, <KO-VTOG> = <KO-VTEOC-
00> = <VTA-VTO>.

According to [5], mechanistic hyphen-
ation is partly responsible for decreasing
prenasalisation: y-x influences @-x.

In their efforts to solve the Greek Language Issue, Greek linguists adhered to a phonocentric ideology whose side etfects are the current
practices of ¢-stress-based accentuation, ¢-etically-based transcription of foreign words, and mechanistic hyphenation.
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