
flse Lehiste, lrPolytonicitt¡ in the area sPrrounding the Baltic Seq'

The pa¡er re-exannines the evidence for" the existence of a fìnrachbund

arounal the Baltic Sea charêcterized by n<.¡lytonieitv. ,lakobsÕn (1931)

includecl the Scandinavian languages, sone Nori,h rìe¡rnan itíalects, North

Kashubian, Lithuanian, Latvian, Livonian and }Ìstonian in t,his Snrachbuncl'

It aopears that the north Cer¡nan djalects with stdd-likc reatures are

outsitle of t-.he terrítory, and that \Õrth Kashublan has lost its (nresurneri)

tonal char.acter. Lithuanian contínues its inherited nolvtonicity'

Latvian and Livonian have exercised considerabÌe mut,ual influence on rnany

aspects of their respective structures, including their nrosodic systems.

Latvian differs from Lithuanian in two baslc respects: accent in Latvian

is fixed on the flrst sytlable in contrast i,o the free accent of Lithuan-

ian, ancl Latvian has tteveloped a third tone in additlon to the tvo

inherítetl tones vhich it shares with Llthuanian. Both develo¡¡nents

êppear to be due to contact vlth Livonien. On the other hand. Livonian

has developetl a systen of tonal- oppositlons; one of the nevLy developed

tones in Livonian is ldentical nith the tatvian thi¡il tone. vhlch a¡ose

in Latvian throu8h contact with Llvonían. Becent exnerimental- stutlies

of Estonlan inatlcate that Estonian, too' mêy be develoning a tonaÌ

component as pêrt of its prosodic syste¡n. Evidence from Droductíon

suggests a stód-Iike reductlon in intensity in certain overlons svllable

nuclei, en¿l evialence fro¡n llsteninP tests indicates that fundanental

frequency plays a siÂnificant part in the ldentiflcatlon of orosotllc

patterns reaÌlzetl over dj.gvflabic sequences. No develon¡nents of this

kind are ttiscernlble in Finnish, vhich aDÞe8rs to be relativelv ltnmune

to influence fron other la¡¡guaFes spoken erounal the BattÍc Sea' The

conse¡vatlve influence of Flnnish is sug8estetl as a factor in the ore-

servation of an olatê! quar¡tity system in Ffnlanal-Sve¿lish'




