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THE MAIN FEATURES OF SOUTH SLAVIC ACCENTOLOGY 

Lew R. Micklesen 

In this paper I explore the gross features of accentological development in Serbo-Croa
tian [SC], Slovene [Sn] and Bulgarian [Bg]. This survey will perforce be just a special case 
of the general history of Slavic accentology, but with particular South Slavic features 
manifesting themselves, especially in the later developmental stages. 

I begin my account in late Common Slavic [CS] at a point when the three main 
accentological paradigms for nouns, adjectives and verbs have been established: the 
barytonic (root-stressed) pattern; the final-columnar [FC] pattern (stress on the first syllable 
of the desinence); and the mobile pattern, where the stress alternates in a fixed pattern 
between the first and final syllables of the inflectional forms. Just how these three basic 
paradigms evolved is a fascinating and critical part of the complete story, but, unfortunate
Iy, lies for the most part beyond the scope of this discussion. I need say only that barytonic 
and FC words contain derived roots or stems, while mobile words are essentially non
derived forms without any obvious suffixes. As derived forms, barytonic and FC words 
are found with lengthened-grade roots and normal-grade roots, respectively; and may 
represent chronologically different levels of derivation. 

In Table I are displayed the late CS paradigms for typical South Slavic words, and the 
paradigms for the same words in the modem languages. For Late CS, note particularly the 
position of stress and the length of the accented syllable; and note that at the stage chosen 
here there are no syllables with rising intonation-all accented syllables, both long and 
short, have unmarked falling intonation. For the modem languages, note the degree of 
agreement with the CS paradigms: J 

The most spectacular phonological event in the history of the Slavic languages, with 
far-reaching side-effects on the prosodic system, was the loss of the jers, producing the 
neo-acute accents. It is reasonable to assume that the jers were lost in three stages: I) 
internally, 2) final when unstressed, 3) final when stressed. Weak internal jers appeared 
among a few fern. compound postverbals, collective nouns, and derived adjectives. The 
first category is nicely exemplified by *0 = SUp +a ~ Sn 6spa, SC ospa, 2 where the jer 
was lost and the stress drawn back to the resulting long syllable. Collective nouns with (j
occurred among fern. and neut. nouns: *soux + iJ +a ~ Sn susa, SC susa, Bg sits a ; 
*storg +iJ+a ~ Sn strata, SC strata, Bg strata; *trrn +iJ+e ~ Sn tfnje, SC tfnje, Bg 
trane. In a more advanced stage of the original formula we have, e.g., *susiJa, where the 
jer disappeared and the stress was retracted to yield the neo-acute (rising) accent on the 
resulting long syllable. The falling accent in the SC forms was due to a later shift from 
a marked rising to an unmarked falling stress. The same suffix, -iJ-, was used with neut. 
o-stems to form verbal nouns on the past pass. pcpJe -t-/-n- stem. Here we frequently 
observe the same kind of retraction: SC pietenje tresenje Sn pletcnje trescnje, Bg pletene 
tresene; but such formations must have arisen over a considerable time span, because we 
have final stress in most disyllabic forms and a few others: SC branje bdenje b(ce uzece, 
Sn branje bedcnje bftje vzitje. Much leveling has occurred in Bg: brane bdene cetene 
plene krlene. 

It is very likely that we find the same retraction among the pronominalized forms of 
derived adjectives with FC stress. A good case in point here is the adjective *kort-ii +k-J-jl, 
in all its inflected forms. Here the pretonic medial jer was lost, and the stress retracted to 
produce neo-acute accents on the preceding long syllable: Sn kratki, SC kratk f, Bg 
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COMMON SLAVIC NOUNS 

BIIRYTONIC flNIlL COLUMNIIR MOBILE 
NSg prag\> nOli. zpb\> 
G praga noH zQba 
D praga nozu zQbu 
II prag\> nOli. zQb\> 
I pragoml> noieml> zpbomi. 
L pra3e noli zQbi/zpbu 

NPI pragl nOli zQbi 
prag\> noii. zpb\. 
pragom\> nOlem\> zpbomi. 

II pragy noie zQby 
I pragy noli zQby 
L pra3ex\> noiix\> zpbex\. 

NIlDu praga noH zQba 
GL praga noH zQbu 
DI pragoma noHma zQboma 

SERBO-CROATIAN NOUNS 

NSg prag nOI zub 
G pra'ga nOla zuba 
D pra'gu nOlu zubu 
II prig noi zab 
I pra'gom nOlem zubom 
L pragu nOlu zubu 

NPI pragovi nOlevl zubl 
G pragova noziva zuba 
D pra'govlma nOlevlma zubima 
II pragove nOleve zube 
I pragovima nOlevlma zubima 
L pra'govlma nOlevlma zubima 

SLOVENE NOUNS 

NSg prig nOI zob 
G praga n6ia zoba 
D pragu n6ia zoba 
II prig nOI zob 
I pragom n6iem zobom 
L praga n6zu zobu 

NPI pragi n6ii zobji 
G pragov n6iov zobov 
D pragom n6!em zobem 
j\ prag. n6ie zobe 
I pragi n6zi zobm! 
L pragib n6ilb zobeb 

NADa priga n6ia zoba 
DI pragoma n6iema zobima 
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BULGARIAN NOUNS 

prag, praga, praglt no!, nozi, nozat lab, laba, libat 
pragove n%ve labi 

ADJECTIVES 

BARYTONIC FINAL COLUMNAR MOBILE 

CS: star, stara, star~ dobri., dobra, dobro mlad\>, mlada, mlado 
star\>jb dobri.jb mlad\>ji, 

SCI star, stara, sta'ro d'obar, dobra, dobro mlad, mlada, mlado 
stari d'obri mladi 

Sn: star, stara, star~ dober, d6bra, d6bro mlad, mlada, mlado 
stan d6brl mladi 

Bg: star, stara, star~ dobar, dobra, dobra mlad, mlada, mlado 
starijat dobrijat mladijat 

VERBS 

BARYTONIC FINAL COLUMNAR MOB1L£ 

CS: SfdQ SrdeSb srdptb piSp Plsesb Plsptb ueg umi, uCfti, 
sisti PbSati ueiti 
sil\> sila sth pbsal\> pbsala pbsah ueil\> uClla uc11i 

SCI sednim sednis s'idnii pisim pises pisu uCim um uti 
s'isti pisatl uciti 
seo sela s'ih pisao pisala pisalo uelO utlla utili 

Sn: sedem sedes sido pisem plSes piSejo ucim um uCijo 
sisti pis.iti uciti 
sel, sela, seh pisal pisaia pisah uCiJ uCiia uCiJi 

Bg: sedna sednes sednat piSa piSes piSa t ilea i1CiS uEat 
sednax pisix ucix 
sednal sednala sednali pisal pisala pisah ueil uCila ucili 

TAELE I 
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kratkijat. SC again produced the unmarked falling accent at a later date, and Bg had only 
the one articulated form. Note that the SC short forms kratak, kratka, kratko indicate that 
the neo-acute retraction did not take place in these forms because in the canonical masc. 
form the medial jer is strong, not weak. Adjectives in Sn were particularly susceptible to 
analogical influences. and there is good evidence that, here, original */0 el are pronounced 
open [:n:] rather than close [0 e], which is what is expected under the neo-acute: Sn kr:Jtki 
tesni tez ki vs. SC krotkf tesnf teikf. 

We are next concerned with the neo-acute developing when final stressed jers were lost. 
This can be adequately illustrated with the FC and oxytonic words in Table I. SC llcii, Sn 
nai, Bg naiat show the original stress retracted from the jer desinences. The lengthening 
in SC was secondary. The root stress in the Bg form could be the result of analogy on the 
nonarticulated form. We would expect the stress to remain on the stem-final strong jer. In 
the Sn oxytonic forms GPI zobav, DPI zobem , LPI zobeh we see neo-acute accents on the 
desinences with compensatory lengthening in the GPI DPI. Among the adjectival forms SC 
dabar, Sn daber illustrate the neo-acute on a short vowel, while SC he'o Sn bet record the 
same accent on a long root vowel. Bg dobar is secondary, because there was no original 
jer preceding the -r suffix. The most important manifestation of the neo-acute in the verbal 
system is, of course, among oxytonic verbs with desinences terminating in a jer: SC uefm 
ucfs, Sn uClm UCIS. Bg uea uCis has a secondary recessive accent. The neo-acute also 
appears in the masc. of -1- and -n- participles: SC nesao, Sn nesel, Bg nesal; SC pleten, 

Sn pleten ,3 Sn okovan, Bg okovan. 
Analogical neo-acutes engendered by original neo-acutes are very prominent in the 

Slavic accentological systems. Such neo-acutes were formed among both pronominalized 
adjectives and present-tense verbal forms. The following CS adjectival desinences ended 
in jers: NSgM ASgM -iifi, ISgM/N -iijiml, LSgM/N -ejeml, GPI LPI -iljixu, DPI -iijimu. 
After the -VjV- sequences coalesced (-y- ~ -iiji-, -e- ~ -eje-), the stress on the final jer 
in oxytonic fo~s was retracted to the newly-formed monophthongs; and then the stress 
in corresponding FC adjectives (those that had not already retracted over medial jers) was 
pulled back to the root syllables, in order that the original opposition oxytonic : FC should 
be maintained. Thus *dobnlj1-> SC dribrI, Sn d:Jbri ,4 *belajl-> SC bell, Sn bell. The same 
general story may be documented among the present verbal forms. When the final jers were 
lost in oxytonic verbs, and the neo-acute was formed (as in Sn uClm UCIS above) then, to 
preserve the oxytonic : FC opposition, a verb such as *pW:sipW:tl retracted the stress from 
the thematic vowel to the root sy llable, and another neo-acute was created: SC pfsem pfses, 
Sn p(sem p(ses, Bg pisa piseS. 

Attention has already been directed to the -VjV- coalescences and their role in some of 
the earlier manifestations of the neo-acute among pronominalized adjectives. We shall now 
see that, in oxytonic adjectives, newly lengthened syllables created by this coalescence did 
not keep their stress if the immediate pretonic syllable was also long. The stress was 
retracted to the preceding syllable and gave rise there to yet another neo-acute. This 
development is especially clear in Sn, where mltidt -> mladr, dragt -> dragf, gostt -> gastf 

(Old Norm mlddi, dragi, gasti). The same neo-acute occurred in SC: mlfidf drdgr gustL 
This change may also have occurred in Bg: mlMijat dragijat gastijat, although we have 
no direct proof of this process, given the practically universal stem stress in Bg adjectives. 
One of the reasons for this state of affairs was, probably, this very contraction. Note that 
there was no contraction in Sn if the pretonic syllable was short: Sn bosf. The SC variant 
forms are not clear, for we have a new acute in basf and a much later retraction in basI. 
It is always possible that baSI and even mlddl arose by analogy with the neo-acute in FC 
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adjectives, but on the basis of other instances of retraction to a preceding long syllable I 
would guess that only the former is analogical. 

The same retraction can be demonstrated in the present-tense forms that had at one time 
the sequence -bje-: when this contracted to -a-, the stress migrated back to pretonic length. 
All three languages clearly show this retraction: Sn pu!icam ubfjam, SC pCWam ubfjam, 
Bg pustam ubivam. Only SC shows some retraction here to a pretonic short vowel: Sn 
kopam igram, SC ki)pam igram, Bg kopaja igraja. In view of these Bg facts Shevelov 
(1965:556) suggests that contraction after short vowels may have postdated that after long 
vowels. One might be tempted to include here -iti verbs like Sn mldtim kupim, SC mlatfm 
kupfm, Bg mlatja kupja, but the contraction of the -eje- sequence must be a much earlier 
phenomenon because the full sequence cannot be demonstrated in any Slavic language. 
Besides, the retraction occurred readily with pretonic short vowels: Sn nosim, SC nosfm, 
Bg nosja. and the whole development must have been due to parallel retraction, as 
discussed above. 

Inspired by the preceding retraction to long vowels, barytonic (short) vowels in Sn 
became long before newly lengthened posttonic vowels. This change occurred among 
barytonic verbs, nouns, and various kinds of adjectives. Thus we have delam Ifpo mesec 
stari <- * de/am Ifpo mesec star!. The corresponding SC forms prove conclusively that 
lengthening was confined to Sn: SC delam li)Jom mesec start. The form starf is isolated 
and anomalous; barytonic adjectives by rule have a short root syllable, dugf, milf, punf, 
slabT. A further analogy developed in Sn FC adjectives with a neo-acute on the short vowel 
directly preceding a single consonant. Here the neo-acute was metatonized into a circum
flex: goli .sidiki ;:.eleni <- golf sirokf ::,elenl. Note that these long forms had accented close 
vowels, while the corresponding short forms had open vowels, sir:Jko, ;:elcno. 

The next accentological development in South Slavic purports to be the well-known 
advancement of stress, seen in a variety of grammatical forms in Sn. Here we propose that 
this phenomenon was linked with certain similar apparent advancements in Bg. This 
change did not occur in Sc. Let us examine the originally mobile paradigm for *;:QbU. As 
intimated above, the original oxytonic retraction took place consistently in all the various 
oxytonic paradigms, from monosyllabic desinences to the initial syllable in the NSg, GSg, 
ASg, NPI, API, and NADu forms. If we now look closely at the corresponding Sn 
paradigm we see that, where possible, it was exactly in these case forms that the advance
ment occurred: note the final stress in the GSg NPI API and NADu forms. Since this 
advancement is to be dated after the loss of the jers it could not be realized in the NASg. 
We can easily assume that at the time of the advancement all the other forms in the 
paradigm exhibited absolute final stress; the stress shift therefore represents an attempt to 
regularize the place of stress on the final syllable. Since the loss of jers in the NASg placed 
the stress on the single syllable, we may also assume that this could have triggered the 
advancement in the other, disyllabic, forms. It is interesting that this advancement pro
duced a long-falling accent. If a retraction always yields a rising accent, we would expect 
an advancement to produce a falling one; and the only way to mark this kind of intonation 
clearly is by means of length. 

Let us first document oxytonic, palpably nonderived forms. Such items are to be found 
among a-stems (primarily non-verbals), i-stems, and qualitative adjectives. Besides our 
example ;:ob we find in Sn cvet dab glas klas led with the very same accentual pattern. 
In Bg the corresponding words have an advanced stress in the articulated forms: cveta! 
dabat glasa klasat ledat. This is the only remaining kind of Bg form that clearly shows 
advancement on oxytones, and it shows that the stress was advanced to the strong jer: 
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::'L1ba + til --'> ::.illn7 + t . Occasionally the original plural desinence -i offers additional proof, 
as in ::.ilbi. Nonderived i-stems in Sn such as k{)st as rec s61 display an accentual paradigm 
similar to that of ::.ab. The related Bg articulated forms have the advanced stress on the 
article: kostta osta reCta solta. Here, of course, the final jer in the NSg was a weak one 
and the stress was automatically advanced to the article: kbstr + ta --'> kost + til. Strangely 
enough, the plural ending -i did not attract the stress: dlani kasti asi rei'i. Nonderived neuter 
nouns also have the advanced stress in Sn: /lebci proS() sella uha; and the same is true for 
Bg: /lebo prose} sella uxa. In Sn nonderived adjectives the stress was advanced in all the 
short forms except the fem.Sg and neut.Pl: neuLSg Ill/ada, masc.Pllll/adi, fem.Pllll/ude. 
masc.Du Ill/add, fem.neut.Du lIl/ade (although alternative analogical forms with root 
stress do exist). drag. glah gilst had kriv are accented in the same manner. Bg adjectives 
with their thoroughgoing root stress resisted this advancement. 

In view of the several retractions giving rise to neo-acute accents, especially those on 
long syllables.s it is not surprising at all that one of the next developments should be general 
retraction from final short open syllables to preceding long syllables. The previous neo
acute retractions may not have been required as a spur for this new retraction, since pretonic 
long vowels frequently attract the stress, but the prevalence of non-final stress was certainly 
of importance. Note that this retraction in SC occurred after the original neo-acutes had 
passed from a marked to an unmarked status (falling intonation). A number of morpholog
ical situations were involved in this retraction: (a) oxytonic o-stem nouns, LSg; (b) a-stem 
nouns, NSg. DLSg; (c) FC neut. nouns, Sg; (d) FC masc. nouns, GSg; (e) FC short 
adjectives; (f) oxytonic short adjectives. Sg.fem.; (g) non-barytonic infinitives; (h) imper
atives, 2nd Sg; (i) all FC I-participles except masc.sg; U> mobile I-participles. Sg.fem; e.g.: 

(a): Sn gradu bregu. SC gradu bregu; (b): Sn Zlma z(mi. SC z(ma z(mi; (c): Sn dno. SC vlno; 
(d): Sn kljuca. SC k/juc'a: (e): Sn be/a okrrig/o. SC be/a okruglo; (n: Sn mlada s/epa. SC mlddu 
pusw; (g): Sn tresri mreri. SC tresti mreri; (h): Sn rresi sridi. SC tresi sudi: (i): Sn rresla merto rasli 
SC tres/a meto rasli: (j): Sn brala zace/a uerta. SC bra/a k/e/a. 

This process spread to the closely-related situations where pretonic length preceded a 
blocked short-voweled syllable. The application of the rule was not universal here, but the 
greatest consistency is found in (a) the present tense, (b) I-participles, (c) supines. and (d) 
various compounds. e.g., 

(a) Sn tresem rastem SC rresem rasrem; (b) Sn sOdi/ pIsa/ dfial SC sudio p(sao vezao (formerly 
blocked); (e) Sn sridit PISa[ dfiat; (d) Sn srised zakun SC s[ised zakol1. 

Bg does not seem to have taken part in this retraction. There is just a suggestion of this 
process in the fact that a fairly significant number of FC masc. nouns have root stress in 
the articulated forms: kUucat §titat bljastat, but this kind of stress could be merely an 
imitation of the neo-acute in the non-articulated form. Short-form adjectives are very 
consistent in their root stress. but, as we know, root stress is a universal feature among 
Bg adjectives. Some neut. nouns have root stress: vim) mUako/mleka rUllo suk/lo, but there 
are many with end stress only: dleta krilii /ice. I-participles exhibit both retracted and 
non-retracted stress: pisa/ vezal siidi/; this is not too significant when we consider the great 
tendency toward root stress in the verbal system. Imperatives in Bg do not have retracted 
stress: tresi pi§! ve;"i . 

The effects of the previous retraction from a final short syllable to a preceding long could 
easily have passed on to situations where a stressed final short syllable was preceded by 
a short. This is what could have happened universally in SC and (with some reservations) 
in Sn also. In Sn, this retraction was limited to short syllables containing nonreduced 
vowels. i.e., /0 e/. No retraction occurred onto the centralized vowel /;)/ or onto /i u/. which 
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had presumably become centralized by that time; therefore, today's stezii igriij sukno have 
final stress. The /0 e/ in Sn that received the new stress were pronounced [;,c] and have 
maintained this pronunciation to this day, although they have become lengthened. Again, 
this recessive stress appears throughout the morphology: (a) FC nouns, (b) FC adjectives, 
(c) medial-columnar nouns, (d) oxytonic nouns, LSg, (e) a-stem nouns, DLSG, (f) 

present-tense forms, (g) imperatives, 2nd Sg, (h) FC I-participles, (i) FC past passive 
participles, (j) FC infinitives; e.g., 

(a) Sn k:Jllja;)/(llo,SC konja okno; (b) Sn d:Wrosir:>ka,SC dobro siroka; (e) Snjezik k3Zuh, SC 
jezik ko~uh; (d) Sn m:>stuk:Jsti, SC mostu kosti; (e) Sn g:>ri zeni, SC gori zeni; (f) Sn pletem b:Jdem, 
SC plerem badem; (g) Sn pleti pr:>si, SC pIeri prosi; (h) Sn plelo pekla, SC pJelo pekla; (i) Sn 
pletena peeena, SC pletena pecena; (j) Sn plesti pu·i, SC plesti pNi. 

At this point the reader will have recognized that I have made an obvious connection 
between the two Sn retractions and the general neo-Stokavian retraction in SC. The latter 
is dated in the 15th century, but, according to Peco (1980:47-52), its final stages may be 
relegated to the end of the 14th century or the very onset ofthe 15th. Most scholars assume 
it to have been a stepwise process, and Peco lists a schedule very much in agreement with 
what is proposed here. 

Other analogical forces seem to have been at work in the corresponding Bg words. Once 
again there is only a hint of a similar retraction in a few morphological forms that can just 
as readily be explained in other ways. The articulated forms of FC masc. nouns with a short 
root vowel frequently display root stress: konjat bobi'it meNit; but here the formerly 
accented syllable was not a final one, and the recessive stress may be laid at the door of 
the original neo-acute. Medial-columnar masc. nouns rarely show recessive stress: ezik 
covek ko:;u.x. Short form adjectives all have the recessive stress: siroka debelo visoka; but 
these are undoubtedly all due to the original neo-acute on the canonical masc. form. Neuter 
nouns are mixed, but all may have the final stress: bedro rebro celo selo. Present finite 
forms and imperatives do not retract: pletii pleti peka peci. Bg FC I-participles do have 
recessive stress: plel pie/a pekiil pekla; but again this may be due to ther original neo-acute 
in the masc. form. Past passive participles even have the root stress: p!eten pletena, pecen 
pecena; but this seems only a part of the general tendency to promulgate root stress in 
various past forms. 

If we are correct in our assumption of a stepwise development in the neo-Stokavian 
retraction, then the next logical accentological event should have been the extension of this 
process to all words with existing stress on non-initial syllables, or to all words with 
existing stress on final long syllables. This operation completed the effect of the neo
Stokavian retraction. Note that in this (reasonably long) selection of examples, the stress 
was on a non-final syllable or on a final long syllable: 

jelenu gorama beseda teletina cesala pfsala naglasak Ijilbimac pftanje narei'je prfgoda ui'iteljica 
dolina pletuCf tresuc'T rastite pletite strane gore momaka jezera glava pomoc'nfk ispleru lome. 

The last three events to be discussed here, to round out the general picture of South Slavic 
accentology, do not involve movements of stress but rather changes in the length of 
accented syllables. These changes concern only SC and Sn, since Bg by this time had long 
lost CS length distinctions. The first of these changes is the shortening in SC of a variety 
of long-falling accents located on initial syllables immediately before one long, or two or 
more short, syllables. The two short syllables seem to count as one long one here; bear 
in mind that in Sn too at one time we have encountered an intolerance of two successive 
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where the new -ovi suffix appears in plural formation, e.g. (NSg NPI): drug drugovi vrat 
vratovi L,st liStovi. The second group comprises the products of a secondary oxytonic 
retraction, where a variety of derivatives has yielded an initial stress on a long syllable: 
sunce GPI suniicii; mladast mudrast; ::.akleo ::.aklela; nacet naceta iskoviin iSkoviina; 23 Sg. 
aorist ::.akle zatrubf; nagrada priJava. As representatives of the third group I have discov
ered only some a-stem neo-acute formations where length was either maintained or created 
before sonorants, e.g. (NSg GPI): bfljka bi1jiikii majka majiikii brojka brojiikii. 

The last two length adjustments are both lengthenings, and occur only in Sn. The first 
is the lengthening of fixed medial short stresses, to produce the so called 'new circumflex' 
of Conservative Standard Slovene. It is quite easy to conceive of this occurrence as a 
lengthening, if one considers the many instances of medial length brought about by both 
retractions (rising) and advancements (falling). There are a number of morphological 
situations here: (a) PI. and Du. imperatives, (b) present tense forms where a secondary 
retraction was blocked by a reduced vowel, (c) LSg of polysyllabic o-stems, (d) IPI IOu 
of a-stems, (e) various polysyllabic fern. nouns, (f) the NPI. of neut. nouns, most of them 
retracted from the final syllable before the loss of jers, and (g) fern. Sg. of the I-participle, 
motivated by the long-rising on fern. forms such as brala; e.g.: 

(a) pletfmo pletfte pletiva pletfla, (b) cv;}temo cv;}tere, (e) jetenu kowlca, (d) gorami zimama, (e) 
beseda telerina, (D vretena jagneta, (g) tkala cesiJIa kupoviJIa. 

Note that this particular lengthening did not affect disyllabic words where no model with 
a medial circumflex could have existed: [(pa m(si Leto raka m(sli. 

The second Sn lengthening embraced all the remaining vowels under accent in short 
open syllables. This could have been abetted by the gradual accumulation of long vowels 
under stress over the centuries, especially in those syllables with original pretonic length. 
Examples here include (a) words with former pretonic short syllables, (b) barytonic words 
with stress on the first short syllable, and (c) medial columnar words with a short vowel 
under stress:6 

(a) bnja djbro bsti zeni pletem pleti p/eli plesti pletena, (b) [(pa m(si lito delati delalo 
bUkovina pravicka. (c) brati kren(ti kupovdlo zeliti zeleJo loNti loNlo. 

Beginning with the fall of the jers, I have attempted to link the accentological histories 
of the three South Slavic literary languages that have more or less free stress. I have dealt, 
in chronological order, with: (I) the retraction occasioned by the loss of the jers (Sn, SC, 
Bg); (2) the analogical retraction generated by the loss of the jers, and calculated to retain 
the oxytonic : FC opposition (Sn, SC, Bg); (3) the retraction from the newly contracted 
(long) syllables onto pretonic longs (Sn, SC, Bg); (4) the analogical lengthening before 
long syllables, based on development 3 (Sn); (5) the oxytonic advancement (Sn, Bg); (6) 

the retraction from final short syllables to pretonic longs (Sn, SC); (7) the retraction from 
final short syllables to pretonic shorts (Sn, SC); (8) retractions elsewhere (in terms of 
changes 6 - 7) (SC); and (9) changes in length, involving shortening (SC) and lengthening 
(Sn). 

University of Washington 
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EDITORS' NOTE: We regret the inconvenience to this article's readers, and the impo
sition on its author, occasioned by typographical expedients which resulted from modifi
cations in the printing system. Note in particular, in the text, the use on and ii, respective
ly, for the soft and hard jers; the use of the circumflex accent for long falling vowels in 
SC; and the permanent omission of the acute accent on Sn Ie :JI. 

REFERENCES 

I. The following abbreviations are used: NGDAIL for the cases; SgDuPI for the numbers; MFN 
and masc.fem.neut. for the genders. For Sn, the 'Old Norm' is used throughout, but with e :J 

for the traditionally unaccented open 'e 0', and e 0 for closed 'e 0', traditionally marked with 
subscript dots and hooks. Standard accentological diacritics are used, except on Ie :JI, which 
are to be read as always bearing the acute accent. Note also that only the Standard Sn, SC and 
Bg languages are considered here. 

2. Missing in Bg. 
3. Bg pleren with secondary recessive stress. 
4. Sn d:Jbri has been influenced by the corresponding short forms with open [:J]. 
5. E.g., Sn p(sem mldtim krine miMi bili hvdljen sajen; SC pfsem mliitrm krene mliidr beIr hviiljen 

sudjen. 
6. Note that the fem. I-participle had already acquired the long falling accent. 
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POVZETEK 

GLA VNE ZNACILNOSTI JUZNOSLOV ANSKEGA NAGLASOSLOVJA 

Avtor zacenja svojo razpravo v sredini juznoslovanskega naglasoslovja, kjer so tri naglasne paradig
me ze ustaljene. Najprej dokumentira po kronoloskem zaporedju upad polglasnikov, odloNlen za vse 
nadaljnje naglasne spremembe, in njegove posledice. Sledi pomik naglasa v zacetno nagla5'enih 
oblikah premicne paradigme, man v slov. in bolg. Zatem je vrsta umikov: 1} 5 kratkih odprtih kon('nih 
zlogov na prejSnje dolge doge (slov. in srbohrv.), 2) s kratkih odprtih kon('nih z/ogov na prejSnje 
kratke zloge (sleJV. in srbohrv.), in 3} splosni umik za en z/og (zadnjafaza novo!itokavskega premika 
v srbohrv.) Nazadnje so omenjene spremembe v doltini nagiasenih zlogov: skraj§anje zai'etnih 
cirkumflektiranih zlogov pred enim dolgim ali dvema kratkima zlogoma v srbohrl'. in podaljsanje 
odprtih zlogov v slov: 1) srednji bllritonski zlogi postanejo cirkumflektirani in 2) vsi ostali dogi 
postanejo akutirani. 




