bpukaThl *¢, *d% (Bocxonsmue K *t” *di < *tf, *di) B 5THX roBOpax NPUCNOCOCHIHACE IO MECTY 06pa-
30BaHHS X LIENEBHIM *§, *Z< *sf, *z/ 1 pazBUBaHCh COBMECTHO C HHMH B HANPABJEHHHA COBpe-
MEHHLIX HaJaTaJM30BaHHBIX CBHCTALIMX apTHKYJAuMH. Baxkuylo pojh B 2TOM IPOuECCe ChIrpa-
J1a TO3HUMOHHASA TanaTaju3anisd COTJNACHMX Mepel HEeKOTOPHLIMH TIJACHBIMUH TEpejHero psja.
[lepen -g, nosBuBWIEMCH nocJe NOJHOH jeBesnsipusanud OeaylapHOTO -*iG, cBHCTAImHE ad-
(pHuKaTH GBIE BRITECHEHB NPOCTHIME CMBIUHEBIME -f-, -d- B P€3yJbTaTe 0G0GMIENS MODP(OHOIOTH-
YEeCKOro IpapH/ia, PaspelaBlIero NOsBJeHHE -¢-, -dZ- TOJBKO Nepej rJaacHEIMH 3ajHero psia.

Mlunsimue a(ptppnxam B HAYAJILHBIX CJIOTAX TIPECTABISIOT CoG0f HOBOBBE/ICHHE:! 0606u1;eHHe
MOJIeJIH, NOSBHBIIEHCH B peay.abTaTe (aKky bTaTHBHON aCCHMH/SILHE THHA C . S—><C‘ .
B stoMm mpormecce 3HaUHTEbHYIO POJb CHIIPaJH 3aHMCTBOBAHHS] C HaYaJbHBIMH INHF TSI MH a(p-
(puKraTaMH.

[lo-BumuMOMy, K J3YyKaiOUIUM TOBOpPaM BOCXOAST U AOMHHHpYIOWHe {T.e. KpaiHe 3amaj-
Hble) TOBOPHI TAK HA3BIBAEMBIX TPHMOPCKHX XKEeMafiToB.
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ramas, namié

I have outlined (Lingua Posnaniensis 20, 1977, 11 footnote 4) the paradigm
of the IE root noun *dom- ‘nuclear family’ that led, through the zero-grade instan-
ces in *dm->*nm-, to the observed initial n-. For the phonetics of early Baltic it is
worth making a further observation that goes beyond a simple assimilation to the
nasal articulation of m. Placed in the Baltic context, we see that this *d->#n- was
aided by the articulatory proximity that permitted *?n->d- seen in devyni and
debesis, which I have discussed in the Chicago Linguistic Society Book of Squibs
(1977), p. 46—48.

I propose, therefore, that in the passage of *déms (gen. sg.) — *dmds > *nmés
etc. there may have been an interstage *[ nmés].
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