CHAPTER 2

SLOVENE konj

2.1 INTRODUCTION

In"the paradigm of the Slovenian word konj there is a most interesting
alternation between different o-sounds. The stem-vowel is short in
the nom.sg. konj and long in all other cases. We find one of the
two closed o-sounds which go back to early Slovenian long vowels
in the loc.sg. konju and the other in the gen.pl. kdnj, in the inst.pl.
konji (konji), and in the loc.pl. konjih (konjih). All other cases (except
the nom.sg.) show an open 6, which goes back to the late retraction
of the ictus from a following short vowel. The pitch is falling in the
loc.sg. and optionally in the inst.pl. and loc.pl., while other long
vowels are rising. Since there was only a single o in Slavic at the time
when the new timbre distinctions had just arisen, the whole com-
plicated pattern of alternations must be relatively recent. In this chapter
I shall discuss how it came about.

2.2 ICTUS

Since the open stem-vowel which we find in most case forms is due
to the recent retraction of the stress from a short vowel, we must
assume that these forms were end-stressed in early Slovene, whereas
the closed vowel in the loc.sg., gen.pl., inst.pl. and loc.pl. was stressed.
This situation is confirmed by the Cakavian dialect of Omisalj (Krk),
where we find nom.sg. 53, gen.sg. stold, dat.sg. stolu, nom.pl. stoli,
gen.pl. stoli, dat.pl. stolom, inst.pl. stoli, loc.pl. stolih (Miléeti¢
1895:16). The final stress in the gen.sg. and dat.sg. cannot go back to
the Balto-Slavic period because it would have been retracted in
accordance with Ebeling’s law. Thus, it must have arisen as a result
of Dybo’s law.

I assume that in Slavic, in contradistinction to Baltic, the rise
of distinctive pitch is independent of the loss of the IE laryngeals.
Somewhere between Meillet’s law and the rise of the new timbre
distinctions the stressed vowels in barytone forms of mobile paradigms
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received a falling intonation and thereby became different from all
other stressed vowels, e.g. *vodg, *nd vodg, *roNkg, *I1omjg; cf. Ebeling
1967:585f. 1 assume that the other stressed vowels became rising,
e.g. *Zéng, *trdvg, *nosjg, *xvdljg, *neséno, *lomisi, Ru. Zemi, travi,
nosu, xvalju, nesené, SCr. lomis. In a later period, after the rise of
the new timbre distinctions, rising vowels lost the ictus, if possible,
to the following syllable, e.g. *zeng, *nos§p, *nosiss, *neseno, cf. Ebeling
1967:590. This is Dybo’s law. Thus, the final stress in Cak. (Omisalj)
stola, stolu points to an earlier *stola, *stolu, with fixed stress on the
stem. The same accentuation must be assumed for Slovene konj.

After Dybo’s law, the ictus was retracted from a long circumflexed
vowel in a final syllable, cf. Ru. ndsis’, SCr. nosis. This is Stang’s
law. I do not assume that final jers had already been lost in this
period, but they must have been very weak and did not count as
syllables any longer, cf. the status of French word-final » during
the past centuries. In the paradigm under discussion the stress was
regularly retracted in the inst.pl. and the loc.pl.: Cak. (Omisalj)
stoli, stolih goes back to *stoly, *stolexs, which is the reflex of
Balto-Slavic *st6/6iS, *stéloiSu. The same must be assumed for the
loc.sg. : Slovene k9nju < *konit < *konja.

2.3 QUANTITY

The most complicated characteristic of the paradigm is the quantitative
difference between the nom.sg. konj and the gen.pl. kgnj. If the length
is due to the retraction of the ictus from the final jer, it remains
unclear why the vowel has been shortened in the nom.sg. Indeed, if
the nom.sg. and the gen.pl. were homonymous at the time when
Dybo’s law operated, it is hard to see how the difference developed
unless we assume that one of the two forms borrowed its quantity
from another type. This cannot have been the nom.sg. because there
was no model, cf. Slovene bgg, SCr. bog, with a long vowel in the
nom.sg. of mobile paradigms.

However, it is questionable whether the endings of the nom.sg.
and the gen.pl. were in fact homonymous. Some scholars (e.g., Van
Wijk, Pedersen) maintain that the long vowel in the gen.pl. is due
to the reduction of the IE ending *-om to *-. I would rather agree
with Meillet that the ending must be derived from IE *-om. First
of all there is a chronological difficulty. If there has ever been an
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ending *-om on Slavic territory, it must have been shortened in the
Balto-Slavic period, whereas the lengthening in the gen.pl. can hardly
have been prior to the rise of the new timbre distinctions in Slavic.
But there is no evidence for *-6m in Baltic either, since this ending
would regularly have developed into *-4, cf. Lith. akmué, Gr. dkmon.
Thus, I assume that both Lith. -y and OChSI. - regularly continue
IE *-om and that Slavic length is secondary.

Ebeling assumes (1967:588) that stressed *-» in the gen.pl. was
lengthened after the rise of the new timbre distinctions and that the
new length was subsequently extended to barytone gen.pl. forms.
I fail to see the motivation for this change. Moreover, I find it hard
to accept that lengthened -» was lost in the same way as short -».
The modern SCr. ending -a cannot go back to a long -» which dates
from this period because of the rising accent in kosdca, ovdcd, where
Stang’s law would have caused retraction of the ictus. The SCr.
ending -@ must have arisen shortly after Stang’s law, cf. sestdra.

I conclude that there is no reason to assume a difference between
the endings of the nom.sg. and the gen.pl. in the original form *konje
and that, consequently, the length in Slovene kdnj was introduced
analogically after the originally mobile paradigm, cf. Slovene ggr
< *gors. It should be noted that length cannot have been analogical
in the latter paradigm because there was no model. The retraction
of the ictus from a final jer must have preceded Dybo’s law because
otherwise we would expect a long vowel in the nom.sg. konj, SCr.
konj. Thus, T assume that final jers lost their stressability in a period
between the rise of the new timbre distinctions and Dybo’s law, and
that the ictus was retracted to the preceding stressable vowel, which
became long and rising, e.g. gen.pl. Ru. golév, volés, Cak. (Novi)
brdad, nebés, Slovene moZ, dial. ddn, Posavian dan (Iv8i¢ 1913:214)
< *dons, loc.pl. Czech muzich, Slovene moZéh, dat.pl. Czech muzim,
cf. also Cak. dd, Zeli, 3elé, si. Apparently, the ictus could not be
retracted to a preceding jer in non-initial syllable, so that we have
Ru. détjam, détjax, ljudjam, ljudjax < *detemd etc. This accentuation
must be old because it is also found in Slovincian and Ukrainian.
Moreover, old i-stems often show barytone dat.pl. and loc.pl. forms
in Old Russian, e.g. gdstem, gostex, cf. Stang 1957:89. These forms
probably received falling pitch after the other barytone forms of the
paradigm, cf. Slovene kostém, which points to an earlier *kostems.
Indeed, I think that the source of the accentuation in Slovene moZém
must be sought in the wu-stems, cf. gordm, where there was no such
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influence. The rising pitch in moZéh, kostéh pertained originally to
the o-stems, as did the ending itself. I suppose that in the period of
the retraction pretonic jers were weak in non-initial syllables. Stressed
jers in medial syllables can only have lost their stressability after Dybo’s
law, e.g. Ru. golévka, ricka, Czech hldvka, roucka, Polish glowka,
raczka < *rpcvka < *rocévka. Besides, pretonic jers in medial syllables
did not lose their stressability before *;, where the oppositions /b~1i/,
/b~Yy/ were neutralized, e.g. Ru. detéj < *detljo.

The length in the gen.pl. of mobile paradigms was analogically
extended to the paradigms to which Dybo’s law applied, e.g. Slovene
gen.pl. konj, pds (Posavian pds, cf. Iv8i¢ 1913:213) versus nom.sg.
konj, p3s. This generalization of quantity must have taken place partly
before and partly after the operation of Stang’s law. Thus, we find
Cak. (Novi) svétac, kosdc, otac, with retraction from a long vowel in
accordance with Stang’s law, next to kosdc, otdc, ovdc, where the
vowel was lengthened later. The Slovenian gen.pl. dvac, Idnac must
be due to analogy after the inst.pl. Ignci and the loc.pl. léncih. The
SCr. gen.pl. lopata, koljéna from Iopata, koljeno present a problem.
These words belong either with prozor, gen.pl. prozéra to the type
where Dybo’s law applied, or with jézik, gen.pl. jézika to the type
with an original stressed medial syllable. The latter word can hardly
have had initial stress before Dybo’s law in view of the short vowel
in Polish jezyk, Czech jazyk. 1 assume that when the loss of the
laryngeal feature yielded *jezpks < *jezyks, the paradigm conformed
to *prozors, *prozors, which had arisen from *prozors, *prozére in
accordance with Dybo’s law. Shortly after Stang’s law the gen.pl.
ending -» was dialectally lengthened in mobile paradigms when it
received the stress analogically after the other plural cases, e.g.
Stokavian Zénd, polja, gradéva, Slovene gord next to gor, cf. Cak.
Zén, etc. This analogical development preceded the loss of word-final
jers and the neo-Stokavian retraction of the ictus.

Before Dybo’s law there existed a pitch opposition on short and
long vowels in stressed initial syllables, apart from the laryngealized
vowels, which were neutral with respect to quantity and intonation.
The shift of the ictus from rising vowels to the following syllable
caused the pitch opposition on short vowels to disappear in polysyllabic
words. It is only natural that the pitch opposition was subsequently
eliminated in monosyllables as well. It is recalled that word-final jers
did not count as syllables any longer at this stage. As far as we
can see, short falling vowels in monosyllabic words were lengthened
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and merged with long falling vowels, e.g. SCr. bog, kdst, dan, Slovene
bog, kost, dan. This lengthening was- probably Common Slavic in
view of Ru.dial. bog, as opposed to kén’. The distinction between these
two o-sounds continues the old pitch opposition, not the original
quantitative differences, as Vaillant suggests (1950:276). The pitch
opposition on short vowels in polysyllabic words was later restored
by the loss of the laryngeal feature, e.g. gen.sg. *rdka, *boga, SCr.
raka, boga, Slovene rdka, boga.

2.4 TIMBRE

As we have seen above, there is an alternation between three different
long o-sounds in the paradigm of the word konj. The open 6 goes
back to the late retraction of the ictus from a short vowel, which is not
carried through in all dialects. The difference between the two closed
vowels is reflected in a part of the dialects only. I assume that they
originated in different periods.

The timbre of the stem-vowel in the loc.sg. kpnju is the regular
reflex of the retraction according to Stang’s law, cf. mores, nosis,
volja, koza < *mozeéss, *nosise, *vola, *kozd < *mozZess, *nosise, *volja,
*kozja. There are two remarkable things about this vowel. Firstly, it
is reflected as a diphthong [uo] in Ru.dial. méZes’, nésis, vélja, koza,
Czech miuzes, vile, kiize, Slovak méZes, vél’a, and in the Slovenian
dialects which show distinct reflexes of the two closed vowels.
Secondly, it is reflected as a short vowel in SCr. mozés, nosis, volja,
koza, Czech nosis, Slovak nosi$, koZa, Polish mozesz, nosisz, wola (but
stréza for Ru. storéza, Cak. strdZa). On the basis of this comparison
I assume that Stang’s law yielded a Common Slavic quantitatively
neutral rising diphthong *¥6 and write *méZess, *nésise, *vola, *kbZa
for the last prehistoric stage of Slavic. The diphthong was regularly
shortened by the loss of its first element in Serbo-Croat and partly
in Czecho-Slovak. On the other hand, the prothetic element developed
into a labial fricative in Ru. vésem’, vostryj, dial. vékna. 1 do not
think that the quantitative differences were dialectally conditioned
because not only Czech and Slovak, but also Polish, Slovincian, and
Kajkavian show both long and short reflexes of *4.

The long vowel in Slovene kdnj, gér must go back to an earlier
period because it is characteristic of the gen.pl., where the ictus
was retracted in mobile paradigms before Dybo’s law, cf. above.
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The timbre of the stem-vowel in the inst.pl. kénji and the loc.pl.
konjih must havé been borrowed from the gen.pl. because the retraction
of the ictus in these cases is due to Stang’s law. Indeed, we find the
expected *6 in dial. (Borovnica) kyginax, i.e. konjih (Ramovs 1921:229).
Thus, we have an alternation between *o in konj, which goes back
to the rise of distinctive pitch, *6 in kgnj, which was lengthened analo-
gically after the retraction of the stress from a final jer in gor, *¢ in
konju, which arose as a result of Stang’s law, and open ¢ in the
cases where the ictus has recently been retracted. The early Slovenian
lengthening of stressed vowels in non-final syllables yielded the same o
as the reflex of *4, e.g. gotoviti, osnpva.

2.5 INTONATION

As will be clear from the preceding sections, we should expect a
rising stem-vowel in all case forms of Slovene konj. Yet we find
falling pitch in the loc.sg., and optionally in the inst.pl. and the
loc.pl. Phonetically, a Slovenian circumflex in polysyllabic words can
only have arisen as a result of either the progressive accent shift from an
initial falling vowel, which must have occurred shortly after Stang’s
law, or compensatory lengthening, as I intend to show in detail on
another occasion. In the loc.sg. kgnju we have to assume that the
falling pitch is due to shortening of the word-final vowel.

However, it is not obvious that the final vowel should be long.
The form ngsi§ < *ndsise < *nosise indicates that a long circumflexed
vowel was shortened when it lost the ictus in accordance with Stang’s
law. The final length in *kéni must have been restored on the analogy
of paradigms where Stang’s law did not apply, e.g. (o) bratu, (u) grddu
(Valjavec 1897:158) < *brati, *gradu. Length was introduced even
in the dat.sg. after a preposition, e.g. k bratu, h konju. A similar
restoration of length must have occurred optionally (or dialectally)
in the inst.pl. and loc.pl. This analogical development must have pre-
ceded the shortening of posttonic vowels, which caused the lengthening
of the stem-vowel in these words. The latter development preceded
the general lengthening of stressed vowels in non-final syllables, which
did not reach the dialects of Prekmurje and Prlekija, e.g. (Prekmurje)
délo, déila (Ramovs 1935:184), i.e. délo, dela < *deélo, *déla.

The solution proposed here may also explain the twofold reflex
of *6 in Czech and Slovak. I assume that the laryngealized vowels
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had fallen together with the short rising vowels shortly before Stang’s
law, so that we have *krdva, *rézati in the last Common Slavic period.
A short rising vowel in an open first syllable of disyllabic words was
lengthened in early Czech unless the following syllable contained
a long vowel, e.g. krdva, but gen.pl. krav, and fezati, Fezi. Similarly,
we can assume that *6 fell together with *¢ in miZes < *méZess, but
with *6 in nosi§ < *nésise after the restoration of long i in the second
syllable, cf. bavi§, budis < *bavise, *budise. This restoration could take
place more easily in i-verbs, where all the verbs to which Stang’s law
did not apply had long i, than in e-verbs, where both long e and
short e were found, cf. Slovak méZes versus nesies < *neséso. In Serbo-
Croat there was no lengthening of short rising vowels, and length was
restored in all unstressed short vowels that alternated with long vowels,
so that we would expect what we find.



