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It is universally known that the way a second (fgng language speaker sounds is determined by the
quality of the sounds he produces, stress in wardkin utterances, intonation patterns he usestWhaften
paid little attention to is the process of syllazfion which, as in case of Russian-speaking &rarnf English,
plays a crucial role not only in forming a strorigussian” accent, but also hinders oral understgnalimd quite
often ... “It is not just the ability to produce amdividual segment that determines second languegena The
second language learner must also learn to betaldembine the segments in the sequences demardie b
target language.” [1, p. 137]

There is no uniformity among the linguists in weagctly is a syllable as, unlike a phoneme, it appe
to be a rather ambiguous concept. According toi@netrry of Phonetics and Phonology syllable is ‘adamen-
tal but elusive phonological unit typically consigt of a short sequence of segments, most typicakyngle
vowel or diphthong possibly preceded and/or folldyeg one or more consonants” [3, p. 345].

Syllable has got a complex structure. The traditi@momponents are the onset and the rhyme. Theahym
is further divided into the nucleus (vowel) and tteela. Thusthe onset the nucleus andthe codaare three
main elements of a syllable. Of the three elementg the nucleus is always obligatory, both theatrzsd the
coda are optional. The nucleus is most often a Yialweugh in some cases, as in Englisble [[ter.b@)I] lig-
uids and nasals are allowed as syllabic nucleiiarakrtain languages permit other segments tdah@dl nuclei
position.

A syllable that doesn’t have a coda and consequentls in a vowel having the structure (C)V, idezhl
anopen syllable One having a coda and therefore ending in a c@rgc- of the type (C)VC is calledcosed
syllable. The kind of syllable that is predominating inigem language leaves its print on the acousticfeat
of the respective idiom. Languages differ considlran the syllable structures that they permit.

S.V. Knyazev defines a syllable as a prosodic eiméracterised by certain phonetic and phonolodez
tures [6, p. 10]. Traditionally there are distirghed the following universal phonetic charactesssti

1. asyllable acts as an integral articulatory compleduced with its own motor programme;

2. a syllable is a minimal unit with coarticulationea observed within;

3. a syllable is a minimal sound interval correspogdio a single respiratory movement, or a single
opening and closing of the vocal tract, as a sipglak of prominence in the soundstream resultiogn fa com-
bination of stress, pitch, length and intrinsic city.

Besides its universal phonetic characteristicssiikable can possess certain phonological chaiattey;
differing from one language to another:

1. restricted syllabic structure. There are languabas will accept no coda; they only allow a syl&abl
structure of the type CV (open syllables only, dapanese). Other languages will have codas, burtbet may
be obligatory;

2. distributional restriction (consonants are aspaaethe beginning of the word and glottalisedhat t
end of it, that is why we syllabifg-trocious [f], butAt-lantic [t7]);

3. compensatory relations regulating the length obwael and the following consonant (e.g. distinguish,
tackandtak in the Sweden language);

4. accent placement depending on the syllable qu#wdtaharacteristics (e.g. in Spanish, Polish,)etc.
and so on.

S.V. Knyazev suggests classifying languages asrtgua’ or "wave” ones depending on the presence or
absence of phonological characteristics in thellalic structure [6, p. 11]. Languages with phowgital syl-
labic characteristics being present and recogrtigedative speakers have distinct syllable boundagllable
division is realised through the acoustic signal ampressed in the native speaker’s mind. Nativeakers gen-
erally have no difficulty defining the syllable bmlary. German languages, including English aredrataong
"guantum”.

"Wave” languages, including Russian, don’t posselssnological characteristics, that's why syllable
boundaries are neither defined by acoustic sigmal,imprinted in the native speaker’'s mind. So tkey se-
quence of phonemes can be syllabified differengl\different speakers. A “wave” language speakelizedhe
nuclei of syllables which actually exist in the spk but not syllable boundaries that are not uguedistered in
fluent speech.

Thus every separate language has its own ruledivfiling the words into syllables, so there ardedédnt
principles that primarily determine syllabification different languages. There exist though severéversal
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phonological principles which, applied in differestder, determine the syllabification in every laage.The
universal principles of syllabification are the following:

1. Open Syllable Principle states the dominance ofoghen syllable over the closed one. Open syllable
is the basic syllabic, the one people first acqunnafancy when they start to speak. That is wihg bften called
the core syllable.

2. Maximal Onset Principle: whenever we have a nunalieonsonants between two syllable nuclei, we
will group together the maximum number of consosahat form an acceptable onset according to tlmgh
tactics of the respective language and the remginirmber of consonants will be included in the cofithe
preceding syllable.

3. Phonotactic Constraint commands that only the pfm@neombinations occurring in initial position of
a word can occur in onsets and respectively thebamations in final position can occur in codas. Egample,
an English word can have a maximum of three congsrizefore the first vowel; if three occur, thestimust be
/sl, the second must be a voiceless plosive /parid the third must be a liquid or glide /I r w j/

4. Sonority Sequencing Principle: sonority (or loudt)esf segments in a syllable should increase in on-
set and decrease in coda, the nucleus bearingtiieqgs sonority.

5. Sonority Dispersion Principle demands that the sgnincreases in the onset as abruptly as possible
while the sonority in the coda should decreasegiiy

6. Morpheme structure rule makes the syllable bourdarépeat the morpheme boundaries in some
cases.

Syllabification in English is determined by certairinciples and rules. The basic configurationem+
plate of an English syllable will be therefore {@)C)° — the parentheses marking the optional charadtéreo
presence of the consonants in the respective positi

There is no uniformity among scientists in definthg hierarchy of syllabification principles in Hisp.

We have chosen a very comprehensive and straigfatfdrprinciple of syllabification suggested by JWells
[4]:

1. Subject to certain conditions (No. 3-6), consonants syllabified with the more strongly stressed of
two flanking syllableshappy /heepd, typing /tarp-y/. There are distinguished five grades of the "sydab
strength™:

1) primary word stress;

2) pre-tonic secondary stress;

3) tertiary (post-tonic) stress;

4) unstressed but with full vowel,

5) weak (reduced) vowel.

2. Where adjacent syllables are of equal grade (thog#ving weak vowels (grade 5), consonants are
syllabified with the leftward syllablearpeting /kp- it- 7/, purity /pjoor-at- 1/.

3. There is a condition on the main principle. In potyrphemic words, consonants belong to the sylla-
ble appropriate to the morpheme of which they farpart. This applies only to synchronic, psychatagly real
morphemes. So you distinguisiighness(the official addressjharn-as/ and highness(the condition of being
high) /har-nasl.

4. Maximal Onset Principle is applied as much as [pbssi

5. Consonant clusters should not violate Phonotaditsiraint, which means that only clusters estab-
lished in monosyllables are allowed in onsets andas:English /r5-gl7/1, but chandler /yyand-lo/ (/gl/ can
stand at the beginning of a wordhereaddl/ cannot). One must remember that short vowels (dxceg 2/ are
never left open.

6. Affricates (/tr, dr, f, d/) are treated as indivisible, not split betwsgltables:catching /keety/, petrol
Ipetr-ol/.

There has been created a hierarchy of the univergadiples of syllabification explaining the Ruesi
syllabification of most native Russian speakersyf#&aev]:

Phonotactic constraingez-cmeo, Om-ma;

Sonority Sequencing Principleow-«a;

Open Syllable Principleza-cxo0;

Maximal Onset Principlese-mus;

Sonority Dispersion Principle=mpo;

Syllable structure tends to repeat the morphenoetsire.

We can compare the difference between the syltattitin of the wordsconomical [ek-nm-ksl]
or [i:-ka-nm-ksl ] ands-xo-no-mu-xa which Russian-speaking learners of English tergrémounce similarly.

To sum up, it is obvious that there exist differkeratding principles of syllabification in Englishé Rus-
sian. The Russian language being defined as “watde English — a "quantum” one explains the diffiy the
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Russian learners of English have in correct syfiledtion of English words. To avoid strong “Russiatcent
the Russian learners should be aware of and fdtewrinciples of syllabification of the Englismizuage.
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