CHAPTER 4

THE ADJECTIVE

4.1 INTRODUCTION

In the simple adjective we find the same accentuation types as in
the substantive, e.g. *rads, *stars, *éists, *spts with a laryngealized
root vowel, *béls, *gols, *ostrs, *nove with later oxytonesis according
to Dybo’s law, and *boss, *siixs, *jiins, *molds with old mobility,
cf. Cak. (Novi) stdra, dista, bélo, golo, Slovene jung, mlads. The same
types occur in suffixed forms, e.g. *gladoks, *kysels, *teZoks, *debéls,
*mekoks, *vesels, where the retraction of the ictus is due to Hirt’s
law in the first and to Pedersen’s law in the last examples, cf. Slovene
glatko, tesko, mehko. The problem is that the distribution of the
patterns has been obscured by the transition of many adjectives into
other classes. Thus, the mobility in Cak. novd, nove is definitely
secondary in view of the short vowel in név, which points to an old
rising accent. As a result of the numerous transitions, it is hard to
find exact correspondences between different languages. Now the
question must be posed how this situation came about.

4.2 DOLOBKO’S LAW

The compound adjective results from the composition of two elements
which gradually merged to form a unity. The composition goes pro-
bably back to the Balto-Slavic period in view of the close correspon-
dence between Baltic and Slavic in this respect. The unity can hardly
be so old, however. The Lithuanian forms géras, gerdsis point to the
fact that the pronominal element in the compound adjective was still
an enclitic particle at the time when stressed e,a were lengthened,
i.e. shortly after the dissolution of the Letto-Lithuanian linguistic
unity, but that it had developed into a regular suffix in the period
when Nieminen’s law operated (cf. Kortlandt 1974). In Slavic the clitic
had become a suffix before the earliest loss of intervocalic *j, which
took place before Dybo’s law.

In words with mobile stress the ictus moved from the initial syllable
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to the end of the word when an enclitic was added, e.g. SCr. ndcas,
Jesénas, zimus, but [jétés, jiutros. This is Dolobko’s law, which must
be dated somewhere between the end of the Balto-Slavic linguistic
unity and the loss of intervocalic *j. Like Dybo (1962:26f.), I do not
agree with Stang (1957:103) and Ebeling (1967:587) that the ictus
advanced to the syllable preceding the enclitic. The above cases, like
Ru. rodilsjda, rodilis’, are inconclusive in this respect because of the
lost jer. However, ORu. postyZusja shows that the stress shifted to
the enclitic itself, or rather to the last syllable of the compound,
cf. Slovene lahkega, lahkemu. The latter accentuation is also found
in some Serbo-Croatian dialects. For the Old Russian and Middle
Bulgarian evidence see Dybo 1971. Thus, the shift strengthened rather
than attenuated the lateral mobility in Slavic noun inflection. This is
another indication that Dolobko’s law must be dated in approximately
the same period as Pedersen’s law. The similar. accent shift in Bul-
garian occurred much later and operated differently (Bulaxovskij
1921:286).

The timbre of the vowel in Ru.dial. gélyj, Slovene goli shows that
the retraction of the stress is a result of Stang’s law. Consequently,
the paradigm must have had a number of long endings, which can
only have arisen by contraction after the loss of intervocalic *j. I
assume that Slavic contractions go back to two different periods.
Before the operation of Dybo’s law, vowels in posttonic syllables were
contracted after the loss of intervocalic *j, e.g. Cak. (Novi) pitd,
Bulg. pita, Polish pyta < *pytdte < *pytaets. Later contractions did
not affect the whole Slavic territory, e.g. Cak. kopa, Bulg. kopde,
Old Polish kopaje < *kopa(j)ets. It is unclear to what extent the first
type of contraction affected the East Slavic dialects. Adjectival forms
like Ru.Ukr. dobrym and the neuter nom.sg. Ukr. débre seem to
indicate that the older contractions did reach East Slavic. Here Ru.
pytaet, Ukr. pytdje may or may not be back-formations after Ru.
kopdet, Ukr. kopdje, or the timbre of the vowels may have prevented
contraction.

As a result of Dolobko’s law and the early contractions, approxi-
mately the following paradigms existed in the Common Slavic period
between Dybo’s law and the loss of the laryngeal feature.

*novy *bosyje *novago *bosaego
*nova *bosaja *noviimu *bosuemul

*nove *bosojé *novyme *bosyimp
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*novi *bosii *novyxs *bosyixs

*nove *bosyje *novime *bosyimy
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*nova . *bosaja *novymi *bosyimi

The loss of the laryngeal feature and the later contractions gave rise
to an extensive interchange between these two paradigms. According
to Stang’s law, the ictus was retracted in the majority of forms
belonging to the first paradigm, cf. Ru. névyj, bosd;.

4.3 THE COMPARATIVE

The stem vowel is rising in the comparative before the suffix *-je,
e.g. Ru. moldze, doréze. The long stem vowel in Old Czech hirfe, méné,
Ru.dial. béle points unambiguously to a neo-acute. The most plausible
explanation is that originally the comparative had fixed stress on
the root so that the stem vowel received rising pitch, and that the
word-final vowel was lengthened as a result of Van Wijk’s law. Thus,
the development of *gdre < *gorje is wholly analogous to the develop-
ment of *véja < *voljaH.

Stang assumes (1957:104f.) that the comparative shows proto-Slavic
metatony and that the neo-acute in the words mentioned above is due
to analogy. However, I fail to see the motivation for the analogy.
After the loss of the laryngeal feature, the old acute vowels fell together
with the short rising vowels, so that one would expect *¢ instead of
*¢6 if the origin of the intonation were analogical. The only argument
against an original neo-acute is the short vowel in Cak. (Novi) vise,
draze, suse. But here the short vowel can easily have been introduced
after the long forms of the comparative, e.g. mlaji, cf. Stok. miladi,
milddost. There is no reason to assume any real metatony at any stage
in the development of Slavic.

Indeed, the possibility of métatonie rude is hard to accept if one
agrees that the final loss of the laryngeal feature occurred as late as
I have suggested. The difference between Ru. zéloto, gérod and pozoléta,
ogoréd goes back to an original distinction between mobile stress in
the simple noun and fixed stress on the prefix in the compound,
with later shift in accordance with Dybo’s law. In Slavic, in contra-
distinction to Baltic, there never was any metatony because there was
no model for it.



