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Abstract

This paper studies the advance of thg/jj merger yeismo)from the 1930s in territories
linguistically considered transitional between hern and southern Castilian, in rural speeches frem
center of the Iberian Peninsula. Its starting p@rtheAtlas Lingiistico de la Peninsula Ibéri¢ALPI)
maps, and the paper published on them by Tomasria¥@mas, comparing them to those from the
Atlas Linglistico y etnografico de Castilla-La Maac(ALeCMan) and from theAtlas Dialectal de
Madrid (ADiM). Our results allow us to confirm the unspable progress of thé/t/j/ merger and the

geographical direction of the change.

Keywords
Geolinguistics, linguistic changet/#/j/ merger yeismo) Castilian-Manchegan and Madrilenian speech

varieties

" The present study has been written within the éwaotk of two research projects directed by Pilar
Garcia Mouton: FFI2011-2959% olaboracién espafiola aAtlas Linguistique Romary al Atlas
Linguarum Europaeviateriales geolingiisticos de Madridnd the CSIC's internal projeEtaboracion y
edicién de los materiales dAtlas Linguistico de la Peninsula Ibérige_Pl), 200410E604.

23

©Universitat de Barcelona



P. Garcia Mouton & I. Molina

EL YEISMO EN EL CENTRO PENINSULAR: AVANCES DESDE EL ALPI*!

Resumen

Este trabajo estudia el avance del yeismo desdafios treinta del siglax en territorios que
linguisticamente se consideran de transicion egltreastellano septentrional y el meridional, en las
hablas rurales del centro peninsular. Toma comdopd@ partida los mapas déllas Linglistico de la
Peninsula Ibérica ALPI), y el trabajo publicado sobre ellos por TasrNavarro Tomas, y los compara
con los delAtlas Linglistico y etnografico de Castilla-La Maac(ALeCMan) y con los deAtlas

Dialectal de Madrid(ADiM). Los resultados permiten comprobar el pesgr imparable de la fusion de

1&'y lj/ y la direccién geogréfica del cambio.

Palabras clave

Geolinglistica, cambio linguistico, yeismo, halgiastellanomanchegas y madrilefias

1. Introduction

In Spanish, the difference between two palatal phwes, one voiced lateral//
and the other one voiced centrg) Wwith a variety of phonetic realizations and aair
“cercania articulatoria, acustica y perceptiva” R2011: 220) between them, has had
in this closeness the historic justification of piecariousness. When the tension with
which /K/ is articulated becomes relaxed, the phonemeadsgunced as an obstruent
fricative [j], marking the beginning of the merger of both pkmes in favor ofj/
known asyeismo This process, already accomplished in other Romamarieties, has
been underway for several centuries in Castilian.

The consolidation of the&/-/j/ merger is one of the major processes whose
evolution we are consciously witnessing in Europ&panish. In addition to being
characteristic of several core linguistic areathePeninsula — especially Andalusia —,
it became particularly visible during the last eggf when it spread from educated
Madrilenians to the educated population of otheiesiand to the media, lending
prestige to a phonetic simplification with phonat@j consequences in most of the

southern speeches and in Latin American Spanish.

! This research was conducted within the CSIC’saimtiral project n. 200410E60&laboracién y
edicion de los materiales del Atlas Linguisticdal®eninsula IbéricdALPI).

24

©Universitat de Barcelona



Dialectologia. Special issue, 11l (2012), 23-42.
ISSN: 2013-2247

Although the £/-/j/ merger has a well-documented, long-standing hestb
presence (Alonso, 1987 some Castilian varieties did keep — and somthein still
do — the distinction betweer//and j/, which until recently was considered a sign of
careful pronunciation and which, like other north@honetic features, was part of the
linguistic standard generally taught. In the l@$y fyears, however, Peninsular speakers
have seen to what extent the merger pronunciatias become widespread in
traditionally non-merger areas, with the spatiaineision of the process varying
noticeably and the merger reaching among educgtegkers a status comparable to the
one the phonological distinction used to have. Ay eate, although very advanced in
some Castilian-speaking areas, this dephonologisaprocess is not yet been
completed, contrary to what we find in large Ladimerican Spanish-speaking areas.

The aim of this paper is to study the advancged$maoduring the 20th century in
areas linguistically considered transitional betwewrthern and southern Castilian,
home to the rural speech varieties of the autonemegions of Castilla-La Mancha and
Madrid. In a general overview of the Castilian e#igs, these regions have always been
at an intersection of influences (Garcia Mouton@®olina Martos 2010).

We will be comparing the data compiled during t®80s from the survey points
of the Atlas Linglistico de la Peninsula Ibéri¢ALPI), directed by Toméas Navarro
Tomas, with the data from thtlas Linguistico y etnografico de Castilla-La Maac
(ALeCMan), by Pilar Garcia Mouton & Francisco MooeRernandez, compiled in the
1980s and 1990s, as well as with the data fromAtles Dialectal de MadridADiM),
by Pilar Garcia Mouton and Isabel Molina Martosimpded between 2000 and 2003.
The images provided by these atlases cover a fpae that allows us to evaluate the
progress ofyeismo,without considering here the interesting phonetariants they
document. The social framework reflects the phansiiuation of the ALPI maps,
which only consider rural speetls it is known, linguistic atlases favor the sphti
aspect of language and usually study only one lef/elnguage — that of elderly rural

informants with almost no formal education, to avthe influence of the educated

2 The ALeCMan also surveyed the provincial capi@il the ADIM also surveyed two generations
younger the usual one, but the ALPI didn’t, so a&érfocused our study mainly on the rural speech an
older informants.
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urban language. The particularities of these in@orta provide us with a more
conservative language stage than that of urbarckpeeieties from the same areas.
Although the autonomous region of Castilla-La Maméé still a fundamentally
rural area, the fact of its being so close and w@finected to the country’s capital — as
is the case of cities like Guadalajara, which hesoime a commuter town and the main
city in the Henares Industrial Corridor, and Tolede is of undeniable linguistic
relevance. Needless to say, the region of Madr@bilitioned by its centrality and by
the presence of the capital city and its metrogoldrea. In this sense, it is important to
bear in mind that the isolation in which the inliabis of the communities surveyed for
the elaboration of the ALPI lived during the 1930as greatly decreased and the

differences between rural and urban speech vasibtge become less distinct.

2.Yeisman the ALPI

In 1964, Tomas Navarro Tomas published a statbeofjiestion ofeisman the
Iberian Peninsula based on three of the maps iadlinl the first volume of the ALPI,
Fonética— map 29,caballo; map 37,castillo and map 58¢uchillo —, showing the
behavior of the intervocalickl. His very illuminating study summarizes the works
carried out before the publication of the atlas disgusses, putting them in perspective,
the possibilities of extrapolating their conclusdo others levels of language. Navarro
Tomaés rightfully noticed that geolinguistic datavays have a conservative nature —
due to the type of informant and to the partictilesi of the survey points —, and that in
the ALPI “sélo reflejan la situacién del habla enaspecto mas conservador de su
tradicion popular” (Navarro Tomas [1964] 1975: 138¢ added that, singeismowvas
an educated and urban phenomenon, a top-down plesoomthe fact that it had not
been documented in a given survey point did noessarily mean that it could not have
been observed had younger or more educated infosnb@en interviewed in the same
locality.

At any rate, the same caveats could be made taalgarding the results of the
other linguistic atlases. In the case of the ALe@Mae only difference with the ALPI

Is that it surveys a greater number of communitessit is to be expected in a regional
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atlas, and that it works with two informants, matel female, in every one of its survey
points. This methodological choice regarding théurea of the informants was also
made in the ADIM (Garcia Mouton y Molina Martos 2)0although we also added two

younger generations to the usual informants.

LA LL Y EL YEISMO

= disuncion de iy

1411 yeismo pleno.
D/ y y equilibradas
itmas /l quey

oo mis y que /I
Mapas del ALP
caballo, 29
castillo, 37
cuchille, 58

Map 1. Navarro Tomas (1964)

According to Navarro Tomas ([1964] 1975: 130-1383veral areas could be
established regarding the process in questpthe area where thé//was still present
— with different more or less tense phonetic vagar-, Ledn, most of Castile,
Navarra, Aragon and the provinces of GuadalajadaGurencal) the area of complete
yeismo— with articulatory variants —, mainly eastern Ahgsia, andc) the area of
partial yeismo which included the provinces of Madrid, Toledoydad Real, Caceres,

Badajoz and Huelva. In Ciudad Real the distinctiwavailed overyeismowhile in

®In the areas currently known as Castilla-La Mandh@ ALPI surveyed mainly male informants,
although in other areas, such as Asturias, Camtaeémora or Palencia, Lorenzo Rodriguez-Castellano
and sometimes Aurelio M. Espinosa Jr. occasionaBd female informants for their first questioneair
information that was unknown at the time of writi@grcia Mouton (1988).
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Toledo yeismowas more prevalent. He considered that Albaceteike- Avila and
Murcia — was then “en los primeros pasos de su sidhea la corriente yeista”
(Navarro Tomas [1964] 1975: 134).

Navarro noted several important factors to intdrpre map: that the three words
chosen —cuchillo, caballoy castillo — “se habian comportado de distinto modo
comportado de distinto modo en lo que se refies actuacion expansiva”, didn’t
share the same spatial boundaries and neitherrtanido siempre igual tratamiento en
lo que concierne a la diferenciacion o igualaciétreell y y, ni aun en boca de las
mismas personas” (Navarro Tomas [1964] 1975: 18Bich led him to consider likely
that the same informants would have shown a diftepeonunciation under different
circumstances. Hence, he concluded: “Salta a ta lasimposibilidad de establecer una
linea divisoria entre uno y otro modo de pronuniéidc(Navarro Tomas [1964] 1975:
140). In fact, he pointed out — like all phonetitsa— that the position and phonetic
context of K/ should be taken into account in these words,esiseme phonetics
contexts, such as i K], favor the pronunciation ofiJf that was the reason, he noted,
the map forcuchillo had shown the greater number of modifications (Kav&omas
[1964] 1975: 141-142).

In the 1930syeismowas widespread in metropolitan Madrid (Alonso 196%o
the director of the ALPI and the fieldworkers teahby him were particularly focused
on the progress ofeismo.In one of their first surveys, carried out in 1981
Valdepiélagos (Madrid), Navarro Tomas noted nexgjuestion number 193jlla, that
the answer was pronounced with 4 nd added a comment that revealed a certain
amount of surprise:

silla 5!’_1,1._ = ,_ /La,,[;\ Z‘u Suiiae, ds ppotor. aour /WWW
i wﬁm&rlﬁ# la I 7

Shortly afterwards, in the survey carried out ins€dria (Madrid), regarding
question number 738 of the second questionntofeg, he writes that the answer is

[palifo], but also that
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8 Tofla (tranco) . I;a.lt Lo wun civo dl peevdario. dice. pate Se
,Mo sillow, ,;/M"’"’ e "

738a Palo de la tona /4:2 let ILE . i edabradole diar Jr oree
. we oLV Ut Wn
30 Peonza (pedn, Zompo, trompa) fc-o Y e ‘CW“‘-&WPW“ zz .

Although only four points were surveyed in Madri@o in the north (Rascafria
and Valdepiélagos) and two in the south (Cadaldosl¥idrios and Valdelaguna), they
were able to swiftly confirm that they representidterent stages of the process: Map 2
shows how the pronunciation of][was still present in both of the northern points,
whereas in the two southern communities — Cadalgalgielaguna — the merger had

been completed.

Distinction

Yeismo

Map 2. Phonological distinction aygismdn Madrid [ALPI]. Synthesis of data from questidt&3,
caballg 96, castillo; 145,cuchillo.

Navarro Tomas was aware of the speed of the chdmgss, in his 1964 study, he
advised that the possibility that things had chdnigethe twenty five years gone by

since the surveys had been carried out could naligreissed: “Otra circunstancia que

“ Even fronted pronunciations arehilamientowere documented.
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hay que tener en cuenta es que la misma situageit@jada por eALPI puede haberse
modificado en el cuarto de siglo trascurrido degde se realiz6 el cuerpo de la
investigacion” (Navarro Tomas [1964] 1975: 131)Navarro Tomas’ opinioryeismo
had its origins in the south, in an upward movingdalusian linguistic core area that,
contrary to other cores gkismo,'es relativamente moderno, afecta & lde cualquier
origen y en cualquier posicion, prospera especiatenen circulos instruidos y se halla
en situacion de desarrollo y expansion” (Navarronde [1964] 1975: 143), and was
progressing uniformly towards the north throughréxtadura and the west of Castile.

In addition to this southern origin, he also poiotg that the process is markedly
urban and led by women and youth: “El yeismo enchgsitales de Avila, Albacete,
Madrid, Valladolid y otros centros urbanos es reomho especialmente por el ejemplo
de las clases instruidas. Parece que el aflojamierticulatorio de ldl dorsopalatal
lateral encuentra terreno propicio para comunicgregtenderse principalmente en la
relativa suavidad de los circulos ciudadanos, almaaio a los jovenes, al parecer, antes
que a los adultos, y a las mujeres antes que adosres. Debe ser, sin embargo,
generalizacion excesiva, sobre todo en relaci@s &apitales, en que el fondo obrero y
artesano es en gran parte de procedencia ruraljiatel yeismo a toda la poblacion”
(Navarro Tomés [1964] 1975: 135). From the vantagiat of hindsight, we can now
state that the propensity to articulatory relaxatadlied with prestige to spread the-/j/

merger in the cities.

3. Yeisman the ALeCMan

The surveys carried out in the Castilian-Manchegeovincial capitals for the
ALeCMan documented a widespregeismo(Molina Martos 1998; Moreno Fernandez
1996), but what is important here is to see to vexaent the “boundaries” established
by the ALPI data had advanced or receded.

In 1987, the proposal for a linguistic atlas of tlkeslLa Mancha argued the
interest of a regional atlas for this area witheas fmaps based on the data from the

questionnaires of thatlas de Espafia y Portugakmong which one opeismo(Garcia

® Directed by Manuel Alvar from the CSIC for the &js@ contribution to thétlas Linguarum Europae.
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Mouton and Moreno Fernandez 1988: 1480). Years, latel994, Garcia Mouton and
Moreno Fernandez published a preview of the sureepspleted in Toledo and Ciudad
Real regarding three important questiomaspiration, the neutralization ofandl, and
the K/-/j/ merger. The results pointed towards a very diffiersituation to that
established by the ALPI fifty years before, sinte tpoints where the opposition
between A/ and j/ persisted had been reduced to two in the provric€iudad Real
and eight in the province of Toledo. They wrotenthihat, from a phonological
standpoint, “la solucion que domina con claridackoccidente de Castilla-La Mancha
es el yeismo” (Garcia Mouton and Moreno Fernand¥4:1148-149), and that the
areas where the distinction persisted “pueden derasise como extensiones fronterizas
de otras mas amplias: los puntos del norte de ©osmmh prolongacion de las areas
distinguidoras de la Castilla mas septentriona;dontos del suroeste de Toledo de las
zonas distinguidoras de Extremadura; la zona deést® de Ciudad Real se ve
continuada en las provincias de Cuenca y de Albaéet lo que se refiere al norte de
Ciudad Real, podriamos pensar en restos de undéreisstincion mas amplia que ve

como sus limites se estrechan” (Navarro Tomas [[19845: 153).

Mapa XIII. Puntos de mantenimiento de la oposicién /1/ - /y/.

Map 3. Garcia Mouton and Moreno Fernandez (1994).
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We are today in a position to draw a general maye. ALeCMan doesn’t have the
same maps as the ALPI because the questmstillo wasn't included in the
questionnaires, but it does have map 6@éhillo and map [Fon-193aballg the first
one corresponding to the female questionnaire e@décond one created with the data
compiled from male informants. As it happened wile maps selected by Navarro,
these maps document the places where the phonala@lystinction occurs occasionally
and the places where it disappears, because neitkeer nor women are always
consistent in their phonetic behavior in every witdt only are there phonetic contexts
that encourage the merger, as it evidently happenke case otuchillo or gallina
[Fon-59] but the A/-/j/ merger, once present, coexists for a while wlhi distinction
and progresses more in some words than othersthir @vords, some speakers still
make the distinction, although not consistently hxicalized, showing occasional
examples of merged pronunciation. This is appayentiat happens with the female
informant from CR 104, one of the survey point€indad Real: in the case aifichillo
she pronounceg][ whereas in map 182ebolla she pronounces(], and in map 18
gallo she produces both realizations, first witlh &nd then with j, which evidently
shows a multiplicity of realizations in her speeshgereas the man, in mapaballoand
gallina is consistent in pronouncing][ In the other survey point in Ciudad Real,
classified as a non-merger community, the woman seasistent in heyeismowhile
the man pronounced][ in caballo, but produced both realizations grallina, the first
one with ] and the second one witlj],[ indicating an ongoing process. From these
facts it can be inferred that these two survey tsoin Ciudad Real can no longer be
considered as completely non-merger communitiesaeommunities where traces of
the phonological distinction remain. It should b®ted that in these cases the women
have progressed more towards the merger than the aseit usually happens in top-
down processes. As it happens wiashaspiration, women don’t always show the same
pronunciation as men, and in a process like thigoiild be worthwhile to qualify their
behavior by also comparing their linguistic attesdalthough the differences might not
show huge gaps. We can state that the mapuchillo is the one with the clearest and
more advanced boundaries fggismoin the female informants and that the map for

gallina is its equivalent regarding male informants, sinoeit the merger realizations
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remarkably cover most of north-western Guadalajasurvey points that, facaballo,

show a preservation of].

Map 4. Phonological distinction arygisman Castilla-La Mancha [ALeCMan] based on map 616

cuchillo (women); [pink dot: yeismo; blue dot: distinction]

Map 5. Phonological distinction aggisman Castilla-La Mancha [ALeCMan] based on map 182

cebolla(women);[pink dot: yeismo; blue dot: distinction].
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Map 6. Phonological distinction arygisman Castilla-La Mancha [ALeCMan] based on mapghiio

(women);[pink dot: yeismo; blue dot: distinction].

Map 7. Phonological distinction aygisman Castilla-La Mancha [ALeCMan] based on map F83-1

caballo (men);[pink dot: yeismo; blue dot: distinction].
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Map 8. Phonological distinction apgisman Castilla-La Mancha [ALeCMan] based on map Fon-59

gallina (men);[pink dot: yeismo; blue dot: distinction].

Interesting data can be found in the three mapstoch Navarro Tomas based his

synthetic map, according to whigkismowas only prevalent in Toledo:

Communities Make distinction between | Merge Merge
surveyed /&l and §/ occasionally
GUADALAJARA 5 5 0
CUENCA 5 5 0
ALBACETE 8 7 1
CIUDAD REAL 7 4 3
TOLEDO 7 2 4 1

Table 1. Data from Navarro Tomas (1964).

The situation in the ALeCMan, in which there is pmvince where the non-

merger pronunciation is consistent, is as follGws:

® Provincial capitals are not included as surveyngoilf included, they would increase by one per
province the number of hon-distinguishing infornsaot both sexes.
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Communi- Make distinction Merge Merge occasionally
ties between K/ and §/
surveyed
Women Men Women Men Women Men

GUADALAJARA 32 19 14 10 7 3 11
CUENCA 32 23 20 4 6 4 4
ALBACETE 24 5 2 16 24 3 3
CIUDAD REAL 28 0 1 26 26 2 1
TOLEDO 41 9 7 30 33 2 1

Table 2. Data from ALeCMan.

The synthetic map of the current merger and norgareareas in Castilla-La
Mancha indicates the occasional cases of non-m@rgeunciation in merger areas, as
well as the communities where the merger was dontedan any of the original maps,
since that presence of the merger is already a t&ympf an ongoing process. In view
of the map, it is clear that Ciudad Real, alonghwitbacete — except in some northern
points that align with Cuenca —, forms the CastiManchegan area with a more
consolidated/eismoThis area covers the south of the redigmes up through Toledo
and penetrates into the west of Guadalajara from dbuth towards the north,
undoubtedly encouraged by its closeness to Madnd,through the west of Cuenca. In
Toledo the phonological distinction betwedh @nd j/ is consistently preserved in the
three western communities previously indicatedih@nborder with Extremadura, south
of the river Tajo, and the points north of the ritleat share the Castilian phonological
distinction, which were also non-merger areas eAhPI. And, although Cuenca and
Guadalajara are still non-merger strongholds, ateniably eastern feature, they both

already show significant outbreaks and even subarestableyeismo

” Although there are cases of inconsistent phoncé#dglistinction in TO[ledo] 404, Cliudad]R[eal] 104
302, A[l]B[acete] 307, 308 and 407, more commomin than in women.
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Map 9: Phonological distinction aygéisman the ALeCMan. Synthesis of the previous maps.

4.Yeisman the ADIM

The four Madrilenian survey points of the ALPI Hgrallowed the researchers
to do a linguistic diagnosis of the area, but weaifficient to survey the region in
detail — a task better suited for a regional atlBlse central strip of the province
remained unsurveyed and leaves us with no way afackerizing what was happening

between the two non-merger points of the norththedwo merger points of the south

8 In the maps showing responses from both male anwle informants, the big circle means an equal
response from both informants, the medium-sizedlecimeans the response is from only one of the
informants (with that from the female informanttir and several small dots represent several resgon
from the same informant (the first ones belongmthe woman).
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(Map 2), since, although metropolitan Madrid takespart of the center of the region,
there is still a good number of rural communitieatthave not been surveyed where it
could be expected to record a multiplicity of reations similar to those found in
Toledo and Ciudad Real.

In this sense, the surveys carried out for the ADiMa network of 16
municipalities make it possible to examine in detla¢ progress of the change in its
geography. With the knowledge that the dialectaksh varieties have been undergoing
for decades a fast paced process of convergenbeubain standard speech, and that
this process must be quite advanced among the yanth the more educated
individuals, we decided to work with six informantseach community, a man and a
woman from each generation (Garcia Mouton & Molikartos 2009). The age
difference should reveal information about the iisic change in apparent time, as in
fact did happen when analyzing the evolutioly@fman Madrid: the contrastive study
of the three generational groups surveyed rev@alg, single synchronic cut, that the
process is well advanced among speakers over 35 géage and is in its final stages
in the two younger generations, who have been rapp®sed to the standard speech
due to their higher level of formal education anabitity.

Map 10, based on data from the ADiIM, shows howpthenological distinction
has survived among informants over 55 in spitehef 70-year time lapse between the
two fieldwork surveys, and with a geographical mlsttion that reproduces that of the
1930s. Non-merger towns are located to the northn@ton, Buitrago de Lozoya,
Lozoya, Patones, Alalpardo) and west of the regiSanta M2 de la Alameda,
Valdemorillo), where the southernmost communitidsse to Avila (Robledo de

Chavela, San Martin de Valdeiglesias), show signiseophonological merger.
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THIRD GENERATION

Distinction
Yeismo

@ More /lthany

@ Moreythanll

Map 10. Phonological distinction agéismcamong the third generation [ADiM]. Synthesis of map

gallo, bolsillo, cuchillofor women andataballo, bolsillo, gavillafor men.

However, in the two younger generations the prodess gained a lot of
momentum, consolidating the phonological changeslsvyn in maps 11 and 12
regarding, respectively, the second (36-54) andt fgeneration (20-35). In the
phonological contexts analyzed (mapsbotsillo, hollin andcuchillo), all the speakers
from the second generation shg@&ismo,with the exception of the female informant
from Patones, who has kept the pronunciatidh fpr Il and showed a positive
awareness of that pronunciation which undoubtedad tbeen decisive in her
conservatism. The process is complete among yousgeakers surveyed for the
ADIM, who show a total mergemwithout any trace of preservation of the lateral

consonant.

® They have even developed merger realizations wihying degrees of relaxation and front
pronunciation, in some cases close to those redard€oledan and Andalusian speech varieties.
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SECOND GENERATION

Distinction

Yeismo

Map 11. Phonological distinction and yeismo amdwegsecond generation [ADiIM]. Synthesis of maps

bolsillo, hollin, cuchillo.

FIRST GENERATION

Yeismo

Map 12. Phonological distinction agédismaamong the first generation [ADIM]. Synthesis of map

bolsillo, hollin, cuchillo
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5. Conclusions

The comparison between the results of the ALeCMad those of Navarro
Tomas’ map reveals a significant advance of fitéj/ mergerin the years between the
ALPI and regional atlas surveys, not only in th&esi but also in rural Castilian-
Manchegan speech varieties, even in traditionallgn-merger eastern areas.
Furthermore, the synthetic map of the ALeCMan camdi that the geographical
direction of this advance partially coincides witle one proposed by the classical
studies, from south to north, while Madrid — alosigh the city of Guadalajara — acts
as an irradiation centre foyeismo.However, since traditional geolinguistic data
document the more conservative language level, w& mssume that the merger is far
more widespread among the younger and better-eztlic&astilian-Manchegan
speakers? This is precisely what the ADiM surveys — where thdvance of the
change can be sequentially traced throughout theeerations — show regarding the
Madrilenian communities. Had we limited ourselvesekamine the pronunciation of
the older informants, whose non-merger and mergealizations remain as
proportionally balanced as in the 1930s, we wowddrced to conclude that no major
advance had been undergone since then and thed¢dioe of Madrid is still a merger
area with remnants of the non-merger pronunciation the virtually complete absence
of the phonological distinction in the two younggenerations illustrates the final stages

of the change.
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