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AN y4YHTenel POJHOro S3bIKA, XYypPHAIHC-

TOB H PeaKIHOHHO-H3/1aTeNbCKHX PaGOTHH-
xoB. CnoBapb siBIsieTCs HMEHHLIM NMpaKTHYe-
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CKHM CNpaBOYHHKOM N7 BCEX, BIaACIOMHX
KOMH A3SLIKOM, H IJIA TE€X, KTO HAMEPEH H3Y-
4aThb ero.

AZlOJIb® TYPKHH (Tannuun)

CoBpeMeHHbIH Y-

myprckHit s3uik. @onernka. 'padpuka v opdorpadus. Opdoa-

nug, Hxepck, «Yamyprus», 1992. 244 c.

PenensupyeMas KHHTa npeiacTaBiseT co6oi
nepBoe caMoOCTOsATeNlbHOE y49e6Hoe noco6ue
no ¢poHeTHKe, rpaHke, opcorpacdHH U op-
(pO3NHH COBPEMEHHOr0 YIMYPTCKOrO JIHTEpa-
TypHOro s3pika. Panee aTH pasjensl BKIoO-
YaJlHCh HENoCcpe/ICTBEHHO B IPAMMATHKH y/I-
MYPTCKOIO fi3biKa HJIH KPaTKO paccMaTpHBa-
JHCh B OTAENBbHBIX OYepkaX, opdoanus Xe
Boo6me He saTparusanack. B noco6uu nocne-
JIOBATENbHO H CHCTEMHO OMHCHLIBAKTCS O-
HETHYECKHH CTPOH, rpapHYecKHe H opdor-
pacdHYeCKHEe HOPMEI H NMPHHIHIBL, & TaKXe
HOPMBI NIPOH3HOMEHHSI COBPEMEHHOTrO y/I-
MypTckoro s3pika. OCHOBHbIE TeopeTHYecKHe
BLIBOJIEI, C/IETIaHHBIE Ha OCHOBAHHH 3KCIEPH-
MEHTalbHBIX HCCIIeJOBAHHH H aHanH3a, o60c-
HOBaHB! H NMOJKPEINJEHB! [aHHBIMH H3 IpY-
rHX A3BIKOB — KaK POACTBEHHBIX ((PHHHO-
YrOpCKHX), TaK H HEPOJICTBEHHBIX (PYCCKO-
ro). MHorpa asTopel npH6eraoT K HCTOpHYe-
CKHM 3KCKypcaM, 0COGEHHO B TexX clyd4asx,
KOrja Heo6XOJJHMO PacCKpBITh CYTh A3LIKOBO-
ro ABJIEHHA Ha COBDEMEHHOM 3Talle ero pasBH-
TusA. [Ipy HanucaHuH y4e6HOro NocoGHs aBTo-
PBI ONHPANHCh Ha NPEeAeCTBYOMYIO THTepa-
TYpY 1O BONpPOCaM Y/MYPTCKOH (POHETHKH,
rpacoHKH H opcporpachun. BmecTe ¢ Tem oTe-
NIbHBIE MOJNIOXEHHA H3YYEHb 3aHOBO HITH J1aHBl
B HHO# HHTepnpeTranuH. B pasnene «Ponetn-
ka» (aTop B. H. Jlenncos) Bnepssle nopoGHO
paccMaTpHBAIOTCSA €€ AaCIeKThl C MpHBleYe-
HHEM OOIHX CBEJCHHH M0 aKyCTHKE, apTHKY-
NALHH, METO/IOB 3KCIIEPHMEHTAILHOIO aHallH-
3a peyH, NPHBOJMTCS KIACCH(HKAIIHA IMACHBIX
H COITIACHbIX, 3HAYHTENIbHO OTIHYAKIIAsACs OT
TPaJHIHOHHOH. B ocHOBY 3To# KnaccH(pHKa-
IIHH MOJIOXEHB! NPHHIHNLI JIeHHHTrpaacKoi
(POHONOTHYECKOH MKOINbI, K KOTOPOH OTHOCHT-
Csl H 8BTOP J@HHOTO pasjiena. STH NPHHIHIMEI
Gonee COBpeMEHHBI H 6ollee YHH(PHIIHPOBAHEL, O
4eM NoJpo6GHO roBopHTCs B naparpade 13, c.
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31—34. IIpn onHCcaHHH TTIACHBIX H COTTIACHBIX
HCTIONB30BaHa Gollee COBpeMEeHHas TePMHHO-
norus. Ilpennaraercs TpaHCKPHNUHS,; OPHEH-
THPOBaHHAas Ha MeXJyHapoJHBIH ¢oHeMa-
THYECKHIT al(PaBHT, HO C Y4EeTOM 3BYKOB, CIie-
OHGHYHBIX 115 YAMYpPTCKoro sspika. OTaens-
Hasl I71aBa NOCBAIIEHa COBPEMEHHOMY COCTOS-
HHIO Y1apeHHS H ero HCTOPHH B YIMYPTCKOM
AA3BIKE B COMOCTABIEHHH C JPYTHMH (PHHHO-
yropckumH sisbikamu. IIpudem akcnepumeHnTa-
NbHBIE IaHHbIE FOBOPAT O TIYGOKOM H Tila-
TelnbHOM H3YYeHHH JaHHoro Bonpoca. Cnena-
HO HEeCKOJIbKO HHTEPEeCHLIX H CMEeNbIX BBIBO-
NoB 06 yapeHHH B COBPEMEHHOM YAMYPTC-
KOM $i3bIKe, YTO HECOMHEHHO SBIAETCS NeH-
HBIM BKJI&/IOM B YAMYPTCKO€ A3bIKO3HaHHE.

B paspene «'pacduka u opdorpadus»
(aeTop B. M. Baxpymes) nogpo6Ho aHanH-
3HPYKTCS B3aHMOCBS3H H NPHHIHIEIL, Ha KO-
TOpLIX rpaduka H opdorpad s OCHOBBEIBAIOT-
Csl, IPHBE/IEHbI CBEICHHSI H3 HCTOPHH HX CTa-
HOBIIEHHS H pa3BHTHA. «Opgo3anus» Bnepsbie
BBOJHTCS KaK CaMOCTOSITeNbHbIH pasaen ya-
MYPTCKoro s3sikosHanus. [Tocne kaxjoro pas-
Jiena laeTcs CMHCOK JIHTePaTyphl N0 paccMaT-
pHBaeMoii npo6nemaTHke. B nenom cuenana
NONbITKa OOBEAHHHTL y4eGHOoe NoCcCo6GHe NN
CTY/IEHTOB C pe3ylbTaTaMH 3KCNIePHMEHTalb-
HO-(DOHETHYECKOro HCClIeJOBaHHA.

YV penensenTa HMEOTCA HEKOTOpHIE 3aMe-
gaHus. ['naBbl «OCOGEHHOCTH 3BYKOBOTO CTPOS
YAMYPTCKOTO si3bIKa» H «Y[apeHHe» Mo cpas-
HEHHIO C NPEeBIYMHMH H3IHIIHE JeTalH3H-
POBaHbI, COIEPXAaT MHOrO HH(POPMAIHH AN1A
CMNELHANHCTOB y3Koro npocgunsa. B ykasaHHbIX
rnaBax CIHIIKOM MHOTO PHCYHKOB, KOTOpHIe
neperpyXawT y4e6Hoe NocoGHe H 3aTPY/HAI0T
BOCNIpHATHE MaTepHana. B paGore HH4Yero He
CKa3aHO 0 (POHETHYECKHX Pa3THYHAX MEeXIy
JIHaNIeKTaMH COBPEMEHHOT0 YAMYPTCKOTO 53bl-
ka. ITlocne Gnectsameii 3amHTHI JOKTOPCKOM
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nuccepranud B. K. KenbmakoBniM Ha TeMy
«®PopMHpOBaHHE H Pa3BHTHE (POHETHKH YAMY-
PTCKHX [JHanekToB» (cM. peuensuio B LU
XXX 1994, c. 66—69) B HacTosimee BpeMs H
JaHHBIA BONPOC YCNEMHO PaspemeH.
ABTOpHI CO3/1aJIH NOKa €AHHCTBEHHBIH B
CBOEM pojie LeNbHBIH TPYA Mo POHETHKE, rpa-
¢duke, opcporpacpHu H opo3NHH YAMYPTCKO-
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ro fA3blKa, KOTOPBIH ABJISAETCSA XOPOMHM y4el-
HBIM NOCOGHEM [ANA CTYNAEHTOB (PHIONOrHYe-
CKHX (paKkyIbTETOB C (PHHHO-YTOPCKHM YKIIO-
HoM. KHHra MOXeT ClIyXHTb H KaK CIpaBoy-
Hoe rnoco6He AnA y4HTelneH yAMYPTCKOro H
PYCCKOro s3bIKOB, paGOTalmHX B YIAMYpPT-
CKHX MKONax.

AZ1OJIb® TYPKHH (Tannuuh)

II. H. Inu3aneun, AThac BeHrepcKHX ropopoB 3akapnarbs,
1. I, BynanewT, H3pateascTtBo Benrepckoit Axanemun Hayk,

1992. 884 c.

PeueHsHpyeMBlil aTiac ormy6GIHKOBAH B paM-
kax «[IporpaMMsl H3y4eHHS, Y4eTa H My6nu-
KalHH MaMsATHHKOB BEHIrepCKOH KyIbTyphl H
HCTOPHH» KakK NnepBas YacTh TPEXTOMHOH pa-
6OTHI aBTOPA.

«ATnac BEHTepCKHX TroBopoB 3akapmna-
TbS» — 3TO PErHOHANbHBIH JHHTBHCTHYeEC-
KHH aTiac, NOCBAMEHHbIH KOMIUIEKCHOMY
HCCIIe[IOBaHHI0 BEHrepCKHX rosopos 3akap-
NaTcKoi 061acTH YKpaHHEl B JIHHIBOreo-
rpapHYecKoM acnexkTe, IIepBblil B CBOEM poO-
Jle CHHTe3 pe3yIbTaTOB MHOIOJETHHX HCcClle-
JloBaHHH ero apTopa M0 JEeKCHKE H CeMaHTH-
Ke BEHIepCKHX roBopoB 3aKapnaTbsi H BOOG-
me 10 JHAaNeKTHO JIeKCHKOTPaPHH H JIHHT-
poreorpacpuu (cM. ILH. JI n 3 a 1 e 1, Atnac
NEeKCHYECKHX MaJbsSPH3MOB H HX COOTBET-
CTBHH B YKPaHHCKHX roBopax 3aKapnaTcKoii
o6nactu YCCP I—III, Bynanemt—V¥ xro-
pon 1970—1976, u ero TeopeTHYECKHE CTATbH
No JaHHOMY BONPOCY).

CeHCallHOHHOCTb MOSBJIEHHS aTiaca 3a-
KJI04YaeTcsi B TOM, YTO 3aKapnaTCKHE BEeH-
repcKHe roBophl B JT€KCHKO-CEMAaHTHYECKOM
NJlaHe He HCClIe]0BalHCh (eCH He CYHTATh
«CnioBaph BEHTepCKHX TOBOPOB 3aKapma-
ThA», NONTOTOBIEHHLIA Ha Kadenpe BeHrep-
CKO#i (PHIIONOTHH Y XIOPO/ICKOro rocy1apcT-
BEHHOro 'YHHBEPCHTETa H OCTAMHHACS [0
CHX MOp B PYKONHCH). MeXay Tem NeKcHKa
H CEMaHTHKa 3THX rOBOPOB B CHJIy COXpaHe-
HHS HMH MHOTHX apXaH4YecKHX 4YepT, yTpa-
YEHHBIX APYTHMH OBOPaMH H He BOMIEAIIHX
B JIHTEPaTYPHbIH A3BIK, 8 TAKXE MHOTOBEKO-
BOTO HEMNOCPeJCTBEHHOT0 KOHTAKTHPOBAHHSA
C roBOpaMH COCEJJHHX HapOJ0B — YKpP&HH-
CKOro, CIIOBALIKOro, PyMBIHCKOrO — MNpeAcTa-

BIAKT GONBINOH HHTEpec KakK [JIs JHHI'BHC-
TOB, TaK H [ CHENHaTHCTOB [PYTHX
HayK — HCTOPHKOB, 3THOrpachoB, aHTPOIOO-
OB, apXEO0JIOr0B.

B pesynbTaTe COOTBETCTBYIOMHX BEHrep-
CKHX HCCIIEJIOBAHHII NOSABHIIOCH yXe HECKONb-
KO PETHOHANbHEIX aT/IacoB: roBopos Spmier
Orség) n Xerem (Hetés) (oro-3anannas dacts
o6nacTH Bam u 3anajgnas 9acTh o61acTH 3a-
na) Hoxeda Bera (1959), noassiBHEIX CIOB H
3BYKOIIO/IpaXXaTelbHbIX TIIaroloB AN NpHMa-
HHBaHHSA H NOGYXIEHHS JOMamHHX XHBOT-
Heix B rosope Illomons Jlafioma Banora u
Hmteana Kupas (1976), BeHrepckux roso-
poe Mypa B Orocnasun (1966), Benrepckux
rosopos Bapaus B IOrocnaeuu (1969), cexeit-
ckux octposkoB B Orocnasuu (1978) Oneru
Ienabun u Jlafioma MaTHeBHYa, 1HANIEKTOB
ceMH HaceneHHBIX nyHkToB (Bpamo, Pymsi-
uus) Umteana Béé (1971), nunrsoreorpadu-
YEeCKHii CIoBApPb CEKeHCKHX roBopoB B Pymul-
HHH Mosema l'angcdu u Oelons Maptona
(1987). Ot 3ThHx aTnacos, BHIMONHEHHEIX B
OCHOBHOM METOJIOM TpPaHCKPHOHPOBaHHbIX
HajanHceil Ha kaptax, pa6ota II. H. JIuzauna
OT/IHYaeTCA HCIIOIb30BaHHEM HOBOTO METOAa
KapTorpaupoBaHHs H O(POPMIIEHHEM KapT,
06beMOM KOMMEHTapHeB H HHAEKcalHei.
ATnac [Bysi3bI9€H — BBINOTTHEH Ha BEHTepC-
KOM H PYCCKOM S3bIKaX, IereHfbl KapT JaHbl
H Ha HEMELIKOM.

Hnes aTnaca 3apoaunachk y aBTopa eme
B 1969 r., korja Ha kacdespe BeHIrepcKoi G u-
JONOTHH Y XTOPOJICKOr0 TrocyAapcTBEHHOrO
YHHBEpCHTETa Gl yXe cofpaH GoraThlii ne-
KCHYECKHH, CEeMaHTHYeCKHH, ¢oHeTHYeC-
KHH H Mop¢onoruvyeckui matepuan. Ha ero
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