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Abstract

This project is an alternative proposal of teaching the Romanian language as a second/foreign one.
Firstly we will examine the linguistic and structural characteristics that are common in the Balkan languages
(Balkansprachbunde). In addition we will locate the Greek influences in the Romanian language. Finally, there
will be presented the possible origins of each common characteristic.
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Introduction

It is known that Greece, as a member of the European Union maintains and
continuously develops various kinds of new relationships with other members-states and the
Eastern Mediterranean. In recent years, however, the evolution of the relationship developed
with the Balkans (mainly of economic, educational and diplomatic interest) is really rapid. In
response to the activities mentioned, the problem of communication arose. Thus, the interest
in learning the most widely used languages such as English or French was shifted to the
Balkan languages.

To meet the teaching needs of specific languages, the Greek state has established
relevant University Departments including the Romanian language. The acquisition of the
Romanian language by Greek speaking students is an interesting and complex process,
presenting features in common with the Greek. More specifically, learning the Romanian
language is facilitated by the common characteristics it presents with the Greek language.
Thus, teachers of Romanian achieve their Greek speaking students to have a better
understanding and a smooth acquisition of the language, through paralleling the two
languages. The characteristics that appears common in both languages cist on all levels of
language (phonetic, phonological, morphological, syntactic, lexical-semantic). Moreover, the
Romanian vocabulary has added a number of Greek words that are loan words from the time
of Phanariots. This vocabulary contributes to meeting the cognitive objective knowledge from
the moment that Greek students are aware of it

The development of the Romanian language and the term Balkanisms”.

Making a brief reference to historical sources, the Romanian language first appeared
in the 3rd century when the Romans conquered Dacia (275 AD). Since then the Romanian
language starts to develop, enriched by words from other languages and influenced by various
conquests. As regards to the languages by which affected the Romanian was affected are
Latin, French, Greek, Slavic etc. Around the 16th century we have the Greek influence
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because of the particular development of Fanar across the region and the settlement of many
Greeks there known in history as “Phanariotes”. In particular, Phanariotes were concerned
with the development of literature and science. They also moved to lasi for the development
of literature and commerce, occupying very high positions and gradually enriching the
Romanian vocabulary with Greek words. These are transferred either with their real
significance or with slight variations. However, influences, seems to exist in the structure of
the language as well.

Concerning the common characteristics that Romanian and Greek share, where
linguists showed their interest in the languages of the Balkans found that many of these
languages have common characteristics either lexical or structural.

Nowadays, linguists refer to two categories of languages used by speakers in the
Balkans. The first category is termed "Languages of the Balkans". The second category is the
"Balkan Languages." So, according to Schaller, «Languages of the Balkans are considering all
the languages spoken in the Balkans. Nevertheless, he states that the term may be qualitative
rather than purely geographical. On the other hand, the term "Balkan Languages™ is the
known linguistic term assigned to the German bibliography as "Balkansprachbund” (that is
Balkan linguistic group). The term “Linguistic Group” (“Sprachbunde™), refers to the group
of the languages that are geographically adjacent and share many lexical and structural
features, but, nevertheless, they do not often belong to the same language group or family.
Such a linguistic group was observed in the Balkans, so when talking about "Balkan
Languages,” we mean the languages spoken in this region and although they do not belong to
the same linguistic family, they share characteristics common in vocabulary and structure.
Thus the term “Balkan Languages” include Albanian, Bulgarian, Greek, Romanian and
Serbian.

These common features found in the languages belonging to the group of Balkan
languages are called “Balkanisms”. Unfortunately, there has not been a consensus among
linguists about the number of characteristics that are considered "Balkanisms™ since this
number often fluctuates. In this paper we will present the characteristics that are common
according to most modern scholars. Thus, characteristics that are considered "Balkanisms"
are:

a) the elimination (or reduction) of the infinitive and its replacement with subjunctive
or indicative accompanied by monosyllabic particle (corresponding to the Greek “va’), even
in the case of one subject construction

Romanian Greek
sa nu vada va. un préner
vreau sa citesc 0éLm va owfaom

b) the use of periphrastic future, formed by a verb form that has the meaning of I
“want”(or derived verb has a meaning) and a monosyllabic particle corresponding to the
Greek “va”.

Romanian Greek
0-sa citesc. 0o dwfacw
(0ého (= vreau)- 0a)
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c) the identification of genitive and dative cases of the noun
Romanian Greek
am spus copilului sa citeasca elma Tov ayoplov vo dafdoet

d) the complemental use of negative (“negative agreement”)
Romanian Greek
Nn- am Spus nimic. ogv eima Timota

e) the hypothetical sentence with an affirmative verb and its negative verb
Romanian Greek
vrea nu vrea 0élet 0ev OErer

f) the use of periphrastic future perfect formed with an auxiliary verb that means “I am”
or “I have”
Romanian Greek
vreau sa citesc 0ého va dwPdow

g) the definite article

Romania Greek
baiatul 0 AVTPOG
eleva 1 padnTplo
autobuzul TO AE®POPEIO

h) the use of periphrastic comparatives and
Romanian Greek
mai frumos L0 OLOPPOG

J) the use the personal pronoun as an anticipatory object.
Reading the origin of these features, the following theories through time propose, as
mentioned by Tomic theories which are listed below:

Of Thracian, Dacian or ilyrrical origin.

Since most of these features can not be found in languages related to those in the Language
Group (like other Slavic and Roman languages), the first researchers, including Kopitar,
thought that they were inherited from the paleo-Balkan languages (Thracian, Dacian and
Illyrian) that formed the basis for the modern Balkan languages. But since very few are
known to us about any of these languages it can not be determined whether these features
existed.

Of Greek origin.

Another theory, put forward by Kristian Sandfeld in 1930, was that these features were of
entirely Greek origin. The Greek language could not have borrowed these language features
because these features already existed in it. However, no ancient Greek dialect has
“Balkanisms”, so the features that have spread to other regional languages seem to be post-
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classical innovations. Also, the Greek language seems to be a regional language in the Balkan
Linguistic Group, because it lacks some important features such as the case of the article.

Of Latin and Romance origin.

The Roman Empire ruled the Balkans, and the local variations of Latin may have left their
mark in all the languages there, which later become the basis to the Slavic newcomers. This
was suggested by Georg Solta. The weakness of this theory is that other Roman languages
have some of these features, and there is no evidence that the Balkan Roman language were
isolated for a long time to develop them.

3. The common characteristics in the Greek and Romanian language.
Here are some of the influences of the Greek to Romanian vocabulary, structure and
phonology:

a. In the vocabulary

As already mentioned, with the settlement of the Greeks in the Fanar in the 16th century, a
signification number of Greek words penetrated the Romanian vocabulary. Until the 16th
century, however, it is worth mentioning that loans of this period are very short and that the
bulk of the entries added to the Romanian vocabulary was observed during the 16th to 18th
century, around 1000 Greek words. Of these, up to now used in everyday life, are fewer than
a hundred, representing 2.37% of total Romanian vocabulary. These Greek words entered in
various fields as you can see from the following examples:

Medicine:

. aerisi (aepiCw)

. cangreni (Y&yypeva)
o epizootie (emlwortia)
Everyday life:

o agale (oryéilr)

o ananghie (avaykn)

o anapoda (avamodar)
o anost (&vootog)

. orfan (0pPavog)
. plicticos (Bapetoo)
Social words:

. anarhie (avopyia)

. catagrafie (koToypogn)
o epitrop (emitpomog)
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. partida (Toption)

Political life:

. agramat (aypbpporog)
. dascal (06oKarog)

o logos (AOYOC)
Relegion:

. aghiazma (ayloaopa)

o amvon (Gupwvac)

. anafora (avagpopd)

o pronie (mpdvoia)

o tagma (thrypa)

Words of professions:

o calapod (kolomdon)
o igrasie (vypaoio)
. ipsos (yOyoq)

o mistrie (LoTpi)

o scula (epyaieio)
Trade:

o agonisi (kepdilm)
o chefal (KEParog)
o costisitor (okp1poc)

o fidea (p10éc)

o scumbrie (oxovumpi)
. stamba (otauma)

o zaharicale (Cayopmtd)

b In the structure
Noting the common features of the two languages, one can easily wonder to what extent the

Greek language influenced the structure of the Romanian. According to recent theories,
characteristics that seem to have Greek origins are as follows:
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b.1 The effect of the abolition of the infinitive, replacing it with a monosyllabic particle (like
Greek “va”) and subjunctive even when there is one-subject construction. However, the
official written Romanian language prefers the use of infinitive. As long as that these
phenomena co-exist, we can consider that perhaps one of the two is a loan, and can not be any
different from the first regarded as a speaking structure. The same structure (i.e. the use of the
subjunctive with a monosyllabic particle), seems to have been used in the Greek language
since the 16th century in northern Greece and particularly in Thessaloniki but we can also see
in the every day use.

b.2 The use of periphrastic future which is formed by a monosyllabic form of verb “I want”
(“OéAw ) and a monosyllabic particle (corresponding to the Greek “va™), is also likely to have
Greek origins. More specifically, the Romanian language uses tow structures to indicate the
future tense. The first is already mentioned above and is used mainly in speaking and the
second is formed by the verb “want” and the infinitive of each verb. The second structure of
the future exists in the written language which means that it may be a loan as it also happens
with the previous structure. The possibility of this structure being of Greek origin, results
from the fact that the Greek language had already disappeared since the sixth century and the
periphrastic future was formed by the one-word particle “to” (“va”) and subjunctive of past
tense. Later, however, in order to clarify “wishes”, “imperative”, “obligatory sentences” or the
simple future statements, the use of the verb “want”, was necessary. In Romanian language
the same structure does not seem to come from Latin. We know that even in Latin the future
in the verbs of 3" conjugation was the same type as the subjunctive present tense of the verb
of the same conjugation. So, the Greek origin of this structure is very likely.

b.3 The problem of identification of genitive and dative cases, probably has its in the Greek
language too. In Greek, this phenomenon occurs only in some pronouns while in everyday
language this identification appears only in the structure with an indirect object (with a
meaning of dative case). Also, in everyday speech, we may encounter sentences with nouns in
genitive case with the use of “de”. We know that in Latin there were distinct types for these
two cases except in the case of first declension nouns names so we can assume that the
identification of genitive and dative is due to another language which is likely to be Greek if
we consider that the dative had already been abolished in speaking since the 10th century.

b.4 The structure of an affirmative verb accompanied by the same verb in negative (as in
Greek “Oéler dev Oéer”, “‘vrea nu vrea”) may have its origin in Greek rather than in other
Roman languages, since this structure in the other Roman languages has a slightly
differentiated structure.

Regarding the other common features that the Romanian and Greek have, the chances
be Greek, are minimal and they are more likely to be of Latin origin and not Greek.

c. In the phonology

The phonological features common in Romanian and Greek belong to the less common
features among the Balkan languages. These are the frequent replacement of “I” by “r” (the
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same happens in Albanian) and very rarely, the angment of “0” to “u” in a few syllables in
Romanian but also in words that belong to the northern Greek dialects.

4, Conclusion

From everything discussed above, we conclude that the influence of the Greek language both
in vocabulary and in various structural features is quite large. As already mentioned since the
17th century onwards, the Romanian language has acquired about 1000 words directly from
Greek and until today still exist in the Romanian vocabulary, although their number has
declined. Moreover, regarding the common features of the languages belonging to the Balkan
Linguistic Group, called “Balkanisms”, we observe that many of them seem to have Greek
origins.

In conclusion, this small research could contribute to the teaching of Romanian
language as a second language, by teaching the common vocabulary in Greek and Romanian
as well as the common features present in grammar, in syntax and phonology, enabling
students to understand better the structure of the Romanian language.

Bibliography

Academia Romana, (1998). DEX Dictionarul explicativ al limbii romane, editia a 1I-a
univers enciclopedic, Bucuresti: Institutul de lingvistica Iorgu lordan.

Browning, R., (1983), Medieval & Modern Greek, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Marius, A., R., (2005). Curca, Cuvinte grecesti universale, lasi: Editura
Universitatii,,Al.I.Cuza”.

Chambers, J.-Trudgill, P., (1980). Dialectology, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Anpaon, M., Xapatciong, E., (2006). Ta elAnvikd ddveln ot pooikn YAdooo: medio
EPOPLOYNG OOAKTIKMV TPOTACEMY Y10, TN OWOOCKAAIN TNG YADGGOS GE apyAPLOVG POLTNTEG.
210 Ilpoktixa AieBvovg Xovedpiov lovviog 2005: «H oidackolio twv Eévav I'Awoowv oty
Tpirofabuio. Exmoiocvon», TEI Hrelpov, Tunua Eeappoyov Zéveov I'owcoodv otn Atoiknon
ko To Epumopilo, AGvva: Atovikoc.

Aoyopitn, E., Bolag, 9., (2006). 'Awccopdbeio kol €101KEG OVAYKES EMIKOVOVING OTA
TPOYPAUUOTO GUVOIVACUEVOV GTOVOMV. X10: [lpaktixa Aiebvodg Xvvedpiov «H dioookolio
v Zévav [lwoowv oy Tprrofabuia Exmaidocvon». TEI Hmeipov, Tunua Egoppoyov
Eévav I'howoomv ot Atoiknon kot 1o Epmopro. 66-67, AbBnva: Aidvikog.

Kopitar, J., (1829). Albanische, Walachische u. Bulgarische Sprache. Jahrbiicher der
Literatur 111: 59-116. Wien. In: Jerneja Kopitarja Spisov (1945), 227-273 Lubljana: Knjiga,
Rajko Nahtigal.

Kpwrag, I1., (2007) . Emidpdoeic tne vedtepns eAnvikng ot falkovikés yimooeg, ABqva:
Ipnyopne.

Nrivag K., (1999). Mabruozta the povuavikig yiwooag, ®cccolovikn: Kmdikoc.

Schaller, H., (1975). Die Balkansprachen, Eine Einfuhrung in die Balkanologie,
XoiderBépyn: Carl Winter Universitatsverlang.

Serban, V., (1978). Vocabularul romanesc contemporan, Timisoara:Facla.

362



Yovtowv, Te.,A., (2004). H ypouuotixn tne povuovikng yAwooaos, @ecoalovikn: XTapobvAng.
Thunmann, J. E., (1979). Uber die Geschichte und Sprache der Albaner und Wlachen. In
“Untersuchungen uber die Geschichte den ostlichen europaischen Volker”, second edition, s.
169-366, 1. Theil. Leipzig 1774, Hamburg.

Nay. D, (1977). The Balkan Linguistic Union, The origins of the Rumanians, Andre.

Tomic, Ol. M., The balkan sprachbund properties:An introduction to Topics in Balkan
Syntax And Semantics, University of Leiden Center for Linguistics.

Tonnet, H., (1995). lotopia ¢ Néag Elinvikng I'laooag (empeh. X. Xopohopmdkns, HTo.
M. Kapapdvov-IT. Aweddtong), Adnva: Tamoadnpoc.

Xatlémovrog, K., (1995). «Emoronnon ¢ lotopiag tov Néov EAAnviouod», Eavon: Etoipeia
a&lomoinong kot drayeipiong meprovsiog Anpoxpireiov Iav/piov Opdxng.

363



