THE ALLEGED “LENGTHENED” GRADES IN THE ROOTS
OF SOME L ATIN NOUNS?

LUcCIE PULTROVA

ABSTRACT

The article is concerned with Latin primary devens nouns whose
lengthened root vowel is non-standard, as follawmfthe analysis given
in Pultrova (2011a). In all the studied cases |¢ngthening concerns the
words with the roots ending in a voiced occlusiBelilding on the
analysis carried out in this article, | propose Hypothesis that vowel
lengthening is the result of the shift of the amai accent from the final
syllable to other positions in the word.

1.INTRODUCTION

As it is generally known, there are non-standanaglooot vowels
found in some Latin nouns. Besides the much digclssichmann’s
law, professional literature commented in particuida the issue of
instrumental nounszgula, €gula, tragula® Latin historically oriented
grammar books and etymological dictionaries, bupigsingly also
Indo-European handbooks, refer in that case tergthened grade”.
But in fact, as Sihler (1979: 57) rightly puts fhothing in the
morphology of PIE would lead us to expect a lengéuegrade in a

! The article was written with the financial suppoftUniverzitni centrum pro
studium antické a &dowvké myslenkové tradiceMy sincere thanks to Jan
Bic¢ovsky for his generous assistance in preparatidghitext.

2 Sihler (1979).

® Ernout — Meillet (1932)s.v. teg; Leumann (1977: 274); Szemerényi (1990:
88); Meier-Brtigger (2000: 136); etc. Cf. also Sil{lE979: 157).
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root with anl-suffix”. Lengthened ablaut grade in general is altyu
non-systemic, and in any case limited only to a feerd-formative
types? definitely not including instrumental nouns. It ikerefore
necessary, as in the case of the said Lachmarm,4dasearch for the
explanation of the root vowel lengthening no sootiamn in Latin
history itself.

While working on the monograph drhe Latin deverbative nouns
and adjectiveswhich aimed at systematic interpretation of hoatih
nouns were formed from verb bases, | met with sdvastances of
long vowels in the root for which there is no simpikplanation: they
do not belong to inherited word-formative types hwiengthened
grade and the compensatory lengthening is out estipn either. At
the same time, the conclusion | arrived at whenkuwgr on my
monograph was that quantitative changes in Latnsaarce and they
are by no means arbitrary, that is, thd hoc explanations of
individual cases are not satisfactory.

In the introduction it is necessary to briefly expl basic
methodological approach used in the mentioned mapbg because |
draw on its results (and in many instances adjustn): its aim was
not to explain the etymological origin of individuaords, but to
cover original functional and formal characteristialways of the
whole word-formative type and on that basis to dbscthe whole
system of deverbative nouns. The original semaitaracteristics of
a number of word-formative types are hidden in §lzd Latin (e.qg.
there are no apparent differences between indilidoimina actionis
etc.). To discover the original semantics, the sgagy first step was
to separate within the given word-formative type thherited words
from the words formed secondarily, analogically.clswanalogical
formations are present in every word-formative fy@een the “most
inherited” one, and it holds that (which is actyahe of the results of
the mentioned monograph) the words thus formed fienonot

“ For their list see e.g. Beekes (1995: 166).
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correspond to the original semantic characteristios the contrary,
while working exclusively with inherited forms, theemantic
characteristics often can be clearly and almoskpeatedly revealed.
The separation of inherited and analogical fornmtiavithin one
word-formative type, however, is not trivial. Iltnecessary to build on
the results of comparative linguistics, the recartdions of relevant
word-formative types, monitoring whether the pafiéec Latin
formation corresponds to the reconstruction wh&mgpinto account
of Latin sound law$.This approach not only enables us to distinguish
(obviously, not always unequivocally) between infeekr and
analogical formations, but may in some cases leaddfustment of
sound laws. Generally speaking, it may contribatean attempt to
purge historical grammar books of Latin from minogt generally
valid rules and exceptions to these rules that avefmd there. Often
they issue precisely from the fact that the secolyddormed
formation is treated as inherited. | even consittes to be the
fundamental claim that the prism of word-formatmalways applied
when dealing with phonological problems; i.e. tirempomena should
not be studied in individual formations, but must dbserved in the
context of the whole word-formative type. In otheords, the sound
development cannot be sufficiently demonstratedndividual Latin

®> For example the adpocuusis, as suggested by its form, secondarily formed
from the vermocere; it has active meaning (“harmful = who/what doasm), in
contrast with the primary adjectives-mus which have the stative meaning (e.g.
vivus = “alive”). Another evidently secondary adjectiokthe given typgascuus
(from pascerg has in turn passive meaning (“used or suitabtepésture”). The
difference we can see between the adguus(active, from intransitive verb) and
pascuus (passive, from transitive verb), holds true for eatives formed
secondarily, i.e. in Latin itself, in general (de@trova 2011a: 36, 47 etc.), but in
no case does it hold for inherited adjectives.

® For example the IE adjectives 4to- are quite unambiguously reconstructed as
follows: R(z)}tos e. g. from the root tend; “to cut”, the respective adjective
would read tnd-tds which should realise in Latin as tehsus but what we
actually have in Latin is evidently analogitahsus
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examples, unless the preceding analysis unequlyocanhfirms that
they are inherited formations.

It must be emphasized that this principle is d{riobserved also in
the present article (this much in excuse of thgtleyn introduction).
Despite the fact that it is only the individual wer— i.e. the ones
relevant for a concrete explanation — that aredidtelow, standing
behind this choice always is a thorough analysisalbfexcerpted
words of the given word-formative type. | do ndt lthem here only
because it would be both impossible regarding tope of the article,
and at the expense of the clarity of explanation.

2.ANALYSIS

Now let us turn to the topic itself. The followirmyitline presents the
nouns and adjectives with non-standard lengtheninthe vowel in

the root, while it holds that the given nouns cdnbe simply

explained as analogical formations. In brief: tise df inherited words
containing, inconsistently with the PIE reconstimtctbased on the
comparison with other languages, a long vowel ia thot, even
though in compliance with the up to now formulatamlind laws it

should be short.

2.1 Subst. &x

Latin has only two simple roatomina agentisrex and dux The
subst.dux corresponds to the reconstructed original mobaagigm
(*déuk-s duk-€3 with the levelling across paradigm having taken
place in a way usual in Latin, that is accordinghe form of weak
cases (thus diux > dux according toducig. Applying the same
method, we would expect from the roobsfeg-’ to get the root

" All the reconstructions in this article are ciaztording to LIV.
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substantive *tex, regis® while in fact we haveéx, régis. The long
root vowel in this substantive and in others detiveom the same
root’ lead in the past to the attempts to offer anotéeonstruction of
this root; e.g. Sihler (1977) propose&g’-, but this reconstruction
was not accepted nor it would have solved the tsimait would
mean to accept that — unlike in the casedok — the analogical
levelling took place in favour of strong caseséftg’-s, *rh,g’-és >
rex, **ragis > regis), which would completely deviate from the
system. The substantiveex then, if we follow a standard
reconstruction, exhibits a secondary lengthenindp@®foot vowel.

2.2. Subst.e

Beside the agent root nouns there are two paradafnastion root
nouns reconstructed for the protolanguage: 1) satrosvith the root

in o-grade in strong cases ameehjrade in weak cases, and 2) with
mobile accent, with the root ggrade in strong cases and zero-grade
in weak cases. These paradigms are semantically cresrly
distinguishablé? Latin nouns of this type may thus reflect eithalt
grade or zero-grade (= the forms of weak caseshefréspective
types). These two types (without a clear semansittndtion between
them) comprise all Latin substantives of this tywéh the exception

® Here and below (and also above in the note 6)wbyasterisks | mark the forms
that should have developed from the generally aedeconstructions according
to the formulated sound laws, but that in fact dbexist.

% E.g.régula (see below 2.4Yégnum

10 Cf. e.g. Rieken (1999: 13); the nouns of the fgstup should allegedly be
nomina rei actagthe nouns of the other grompmina actionisin reality, at least
judging from the Latin materialpomina actionisand nomina rei actaeare
difficult to distinguish one from another. Accordimo Rix (1979: 736), the root
nouns of the second type (feminines) are genetadlyoldest type of PIE action
nouns (Schindler 1972, however, considers thetfjst of the root nouns with-
grade to be older than the other).
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of one™ léx, légis (root *eg’-). The longé in the root defies it being
simply classed with one of these paradigms.

2.3. Subst.&lées and ambges

This word-formative type, feminine nouns-#s, gen.-is, belongs to
the most complicated of all deverbative nouns. Aeptly it is a
merger of the two originally different word-formadi types, the nouns
with passive characteristic (the typgues, “a heap = that has been
piled up”), and the simple denominations of actigmgich may
commonly turn into concretes) with no further speatharacteristic,
simply denoting the action or state in a way tlineg tespective root
does. The same characteristic (or, rather, thenabsef one) applies
also to roolnomina actionisfrom which these substantives may have
actually been derivet.

With regard to the unclear reconstruction of thisravformative
type we have to take into consideration the twasiids forms of the
root: withe-grade or with zero-grade. However, two substantives

1 A special case is also the subsix, by mistake not included in the monograph
Pultrova (2011a). LIV gives the root in the formvek'-. If reconstructed correctly
(the number of various irregularities in derivatiblom this root of individual
formations does raise doubts), then the root aatimmn should either have the
form 1) *wok"-s, gen.wék'-s > ** vox, vecis> **vex, vecigunless the rounding of
the vowel in the neighbourhood of labial consondraid stepped in the process —
then the result would have been more likelwdx, vocis but with the short
vowel), or 2) wékK"-s, gen.wKk"-és> **vex, vecigwith the same possibility of
rounding the vowel). That the long in Latin substantive is secondary and
apparently relatively late is suggested by the denativevodaire.

2 For the inflection of the root nouns is absolutielgntical with the inflection of
the subst. inrés, with the exception only of nom. sg. This casmisoot nouns the
place of sound changes (reduction of consonanterk)sand by doing so in fact
deviates from the paradigm, which Latin “does nio¢ koo much” (e.g. the root
noun to the verlsedé would have the nominative &s etc.). The change in
nominative, and thus the transition from the romaims to the nouns with suffix is
thus absolutely understandable and simple.
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correspond to neither of therezdes (*sed) and amhiges (*h.eq).
They both show lengthening of the root vowel.

2.4. Subst.agula, egula, tragula, cargulum

Some other representatives of this word-formatiwgpet i.e.
instrumental nouns with the suffixeslus, -ula, -ulunt® could be
perhaps considered secondary deverbatives (i.evedeifrom an
already “complete” Latin verb), e.gingulumfrom cingere ferula
from ferre etc., but it is not the case of those nouns writtetthe
heading, because they would then have to haveotine &f **regula
(rego), **tegula(te), ** trahula (traho) and **coagulum(coag) or
** cogulum (cogo). At the same time, we cannot speak about a
lengthened ablaut grade — first, from the compstratpoint of view it
does not have any sense here (see the first ppragfathe present
article); second, at least in the case of the subgjula the Latin
result would have to be different*eg! "- > **treg-.4

It is commonly held that Latin nouns hulum, -ula, -ulusare
substantivized adjectives irulo-'®> In fact, the only pair of a
substantive and an adjective from the same bakatin is stragulum
— stragulus and the semantic characteristics of these twodwor
formative types differ so muchthat such interpretation must be

13 In Latin, instrumental nouns are formed also bgfiagl other suffixes:bulum
-culum -strumand others (for a complete list see Pultrova 20124ff.).

14| leave aside the problematic development of tiitéal *d"- in t-. In the case of
the subst.caagulum the development is not quite clear of the potérgraup
*-hyeg- (> -&g- or ag-?).

15 For example Brugmann (1906: 373); Leumann (197B):3Hackstein (2003:
55).

16 Adjectives in-ulus have active meaning and denote a typical qualitghef
subject (“who often does something”), with slightlggative undertone in some
cases. Adjstragulus= “used as bedding” is the only adjective wittsthuffix that
does not correspond to this characteristic — itamarcurately belongs with the
adjectives of purpose, which (unlike in e.g. Czetite typekropici) do not
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rejected, as it is rejected by Nielsen (2004) aitde& (1979), the
authors of the treatises on Latin instrument noukscording to
Nielsen, the Latin instrument noun-suffdlumis a mere conditioned
variant of -culum (< PIE *tlo-); in other words, Latin suffixes
-culum-cula and-ulumy-ula are in complementary distribution. In his
article, Sihler addresses in particular the noudrthetyperegula with
lengthened root vowels. As he correctly statesethe absolutely no
foundation for the lengthened grade, and thus gtrbe assumed that
the lengthening of the vowels here is as late anlLdhe most
probable explanation is that the suffix had orifinaeen a complex
one and that the compensatory lengthening to cosapenfor the
reduction of the consonant group took place. Thestion is,
therefore, what the suffix originally looked lik8ihler excludes sl-,
because the reduction of this group in contact wetars would yield
a different result-/I-, with long vowel), and suggestsd®l-. Nielsen
(2004) partly agrees and partly criticizes Sihlesisggestion. She
agrees in that it is the compensatory lengthenitey the consonantal
cluster’s having been reduced due to which the leogels in the
words concerned must have occurred. However, slectse as
unmotivated the assumption that the mentioned exlugtould be the
one with the group d"l. She herself offers to reconstruct the suffix
*-tlo- in these nouns, or to regard them as diminuticesnpletely
contrary to the normal way in Latin she thus pressimrogressive
assimilation -Gtl- > -g-kl- (instead of the considerably more probable
regressive assimilation -G > -k-tl-).

If we accept the hypothesis that the lengthenedeVasvthe result
of compensatory lengthening here, then we havéntogy opinion,
agree with Sihler that the most probable suffixheould be *d"-. In
the present case, however, taking the broader xonteto
consideration, | personally do not consider thadtsesis about the
compensatory lengthening completely unequivocatk ttonspicuous,
and Nielsen herself notes it, that the nouns dsslisire derived from

constitute any productive word-formative type intiha Thus it is most likely
itself a secondary derivative from the instrumentain, not vice versa.
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roots that are subject to the so-called Lachmalawsin Latin, and
that in these word bases we more often meet theatie#es with — in
Nielsen’s words (2004: 212) — “irregular ablautf. (o the present
article:rex, amhiges, coagulum.

Although it is not quite unambiguous (with regaodthe fact that
many representatives of this word-formative typeyeven though
do not have to, be regarded as secondary derigatapulus— capi,
above mentionedingulum ferula and others), it is more probable to
reconstruct their root as unstressed, that isfio geade, and the suffix
as stressed (cf. e.g. the mentionsttlzgulum from *sterhky-; no
representative of this word-formative type defieis interpretation —
the only questionable one is the subspagula, see below). What we
witness here is the lengthening of the vowel in dniginally zero-
grade syllable. Attempting this reconstruction,west add among the
non-standardly lengthened representatives of tbislvilormative type
also the substiepagula, whose root could otherwise be, as it is and
out of context, understood to have originated frtra full grade

*pehg-.

2.5. Subst. catba

Subst.collega is a representative of a relatively productive davor
formative type ofhomina agentis- the compounds with the suffia
(e.g. agricola, perfuga advena indigena etc.). Concerning the
meaning, they are identical with root compoundstkef typeartifex,
obsesetc.), sharing also that the second element ofdhgpound does
not exist separately in the given form (as a sixpl€his is also why
already Saussure (1909) offered an opinion that dbmpounds
ending in-a are originally nothing else than the root compaufrdm
seg-roots (i.e. CeC/RH). This interpretation, howevsrot generally
accepted.

As already said, this is a relatively productivpaywithin its frame
there exist relatively many analogically formed @aunds. It is not
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quite clear how they were prototypically stressd#te type fuga
testifies to zero-grade of the rddt.gena on the other hand, to the
full one (even though it is far from definite her&yhile the other
representatives may be reconstructed both waystece(or originally
identical?) root type has definitely zero-gradetr@adex, tdicis).
Thus in no case can we think of a lengthened abjiade in the subst.
collega; what is the most probable here is again the lemgtigeof the
originally zero-grade syllable.

2.6. Subst. ingo

Subst.indago, “encirclement”, is a representative of the unpicitve
type of action nouns with the suffig, -inis. It includes also the subst.
propago = “seedling, offspring, generationtom@go = “fastening”
andasper@ = “the action of sprinkling, a spray”. The latt&vo are
apparent secondary compounds, fr@aspergereand compingere
respectively (here, however, with the form cleaalyalogical to the
subst. propago). Subst.indago and propago seem to be primary
derivatives.

Latin substantives ending #a, -inis (including -do, -dinis and-go,
-ginis) correspond — albeit it is not clear at first sighto the original
hysterodynamic paradigm (<-én, -né9.”® In such case their root
would have been in zero-grade and what would hakent place there
was the lengthening of the originally unstressedpzyrade syllable.

17 Also the substauriga is in better accord with this explanation: thegorg- is
more easily explained as having originated direfittyn *-i-h,g- than through a
non-standard contractioni¥ag- (< *-i-h,eg-) > -ig-.

18 Since the proof of this assertion would undulyeexied the length of this
article, |1 will confine myself here to referring Rultrova (2011a: 147f.), where |
summarize the instances of realisation of the oaigstressed suffixa as Latine
(as an example, let us cite here at least thexsofficomparative, gerior- <
*-jés-— proterodynamic paradigm).
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2.7. Subst. coagio

Subst.contzgio belongs with the fevmomina actionisderived by the
suffix -io, -ionis. Leumann (1977: 365) sees the nouns of this type as
neologisms, which they in their majority undoubtedie}® Brugmann
(1906: 312), on the contrary, says that in regarthé ablaut relations
this word-formative type must be already Proto-hitloopean. In the
group of words of this word-formative type theradewntly are also
primary derivatives, as they do not correspond anmf to the
respective verbcondicb, dicio x (con)dicerg contzgio x contingere
The substantivedicic andcondict have the root in zero-grad®the
root of the substcontzgio does at first sight look as full-grade
(*tehg®)-), but with regard to what has been said in premegoints
and with regard to absolutely undisputable zeralgraoot in
(condicia, the zero-grade (h.g"- > tag) and its secondary
lengthening is more probable here as well.

3. RESULTINTERPRETATION

Could there be found a common characteristic of gheve listed
nouns with the non-standard lengthening? One ctarsiic feature is
evident at first sight: the lengthening concerne tioot syllables
ending in a voiced occlusive. But that alone doessuffice — there
are many inherited words with the root ending wmo&ed occlusive,
whose root vowel is short, e.g. (from the rootsetison our list)
tegu)ymen agmenand such.

Another characteristic feature seems to be (in scases it is sure,
in others possible or probable) the fact that tyl&alsle that is the
place of the lengthening was originally a syllablezero-grade. In

9 For exampleobsidi = “a siege, blockade” (frompbsicere), ocadic =
“slaughter, massacre” (froocadere), etc.

20 Also the form of the suffix indicates that theserds are apparently originally
mesostatic @, -onis < *-én, -én-ssee above the note 18).
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contrast, the above mentioned non-lengthened demgsagmen etc.

were stressed on the root, and thus the root $gltaflects full ablaut

grade.

But, does such lengthening make any sense? Hemminar
digression is necessary. In my earlier vibikdealt with the question
of establishing the Classical Latin accent ancaldted the following
theory: Classical (ante)penultimate accent in namimflectiorf?
reflects very accurately the Proto-Indo-Europeanent; regarding
that:

» The accent of the original static paradigms renwinets original
position (with the exception of barytonesis — see third bullet
point);

 The original mobile paradigms became static, iteirt accent
became columnar (which is a general Late Proto-Edmpean
tendency);

» Barytonesis took place, i.e. the shift of acceanfithe last syllable
toward the beginning of the word (this concernstérgglynamic,
but mainly mesostatic paradigms, e.dhgtés > datus.

The last mentioned rule is the key one in the dqoieste are trying
to approach in this article. In all the words/wdodmative types
written above under the points 2.1-7, what did ould have taken
place was indeed the shift of accent from the dg8able to the root,
originally unstressed, and thus zero-grade syllable

%1 pultrova (2010), extended version Pultrova (2011b)

%2 |n verb inflection, however, the situation is difént. Very briefly: Latin verbal
system is, unlike the nominal one, very innovatieenpared with the Proto-Indo-
European. There was not much left indeed from tiginal system — the only
inherited paradigms in Latin are the present indieaand imperative. Therefore
no general continuity in accentuation is to be sl (with the exception of the
very inherited paradigms that, conversely, do skontinuity). Like in Greek, in
verb system in Latin a new type of accentuation @sablished, namely recessive
accent, with the limitation on three last syllables
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1. gen® *hyr g-és> *reg-és> rég-is

2.gen. 1g-és> *leg-és> leg-is

3. gen. *sd-és> *sed-és> séd-is; *-h,g-és> *-ag-és> (amb)dag-is*

4.gen. Harg-léh-s > *reg-li-s > *rég-la-s (> *regulas; after having
taken the endingi then *égulai > *regulai > régulag the
anaptyxis of-u- could have of course taken place after the new
ending have been taken, the relative chronologmdear here); in
the same way alsady-léh-s > *teg-li-s > *tég-la-s etc.; similarly
*-h,g-li > *-ag-lf > *-ag-Ir > coagulr; more complicated is the case
of tragula, as the derivation from the roott.g'"-, as it is
reconstructed in LIV, is in any case non-standard

5. gen. *leg’-éh-s > *-leg-is > (col-)lég-as (and then the adoption of
the endingi same as above nagula)

6.gen. *h,g-n-és > *-ag-n-is> *(ind-)ag-nis (> through anaptyxis
indaginis)

7.gen. *th,g"-ién-s > *-tag-isn-s > (contdg-ion-s (> through
anaptyxiscontigionis)®®

%3 The genitive is used as a representative of weales according to which
paradigms are formally levelled in Latin (and notyathere).

24 Strictly speaking also this Latin form should barked by an asterisk, as the
word is recorded only in the plural.

% The anaptyxis in the ending is well explicablechdrecause the groms would
otherwise get lost, yielding the form ending-ias, unacceptably deviating from
the system. Nevertheless, it must be admitted riflative chronology, as it is
introduced here, is chosen intentionally so th& ib accord with our hypothesis
— it may have of course been another one and thwould be at variance with
our theory: *th,g")-ién-s> *-tag-idn-s > tag-isn-is — in that case there would be
no reason for the shift of the accent. And it mhestdded that this solution agrees
with the definitive form:contzgionis. Nevertheless, this cannot be considered to
be an unambiguous counter-argument, since thissfpltable word is actually
pronounced with two accents (whether we call themagry and secondary, or
else) and that on the penultimate can corresporttigmriginal secondary one:
nom.contgio, gen.contigionis.
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Put explicitly the theory suggests the followingiridg the shift of
accent from the last syllable toward the beginnighe word, the
latter was lengthened if it ended in a voiced csigleL

Let us verify now whether this rule applies for tiwbole file of
deverbative nouns excerpted for the monograph ddt(2011a). In
particular, let us check:

1. Whether we can find in the file such nouns that prevably
inherited, have a root ending in a voiced occlusiveero-grade,
while no lengthening takes place there;

2. Whether, on the contrary, non-standard lengthemogexplicable
in a usual way (compensatory lengthening, etc.» cme take place
in the syllables of other type (non-zero-gradeemding in another
sound than voiceless occlusive).

Ad 1) In the whole file of the excerpted deverbatimouns and

adjectives we found the following:

a) The compoundsgradigus florilegus, foedifragusand similar;deses
andobsesremex navigiumand similar (Pultrova 2011a: 43ff., 46f.,
72, 88ff.). In all these cases (prototypically -divdual words
could be analogical) the accent stood in all prditalon the first
element of the compound, and thus the shift of sicftem the last
syllable on the root one did not take place.

b) Adj. sagix andtagax (Pultrova 2011a: 52). The stressed suffix did
not form the last syllable in weak casag7ac-is), therefore the
shift of accent from the last syllable on the rooke did not take
place here either.

c) Adj. agilis and fragilis. The adjectives inilis were apparently
stressed on the suffix, thus the shift of accentukhapply. But ad;.
agilis could be formedecondarily taago (like major part of these
adjectives), adjfragilis is probably not inherited eitherkfrg’-Iis
> **forklis or **for-lis > **follis?).

d) Subst.herifuga perfuga transfuga— with regard to the character of
the first element of the compound secondary davieat{erfuga
from perfugb).

Lingue antiche e moder2e(2013)
ISSN 2281-4841



THE ALLEGED “LENGTHENED’ GRADES IN THE ROOTS OF SOMEATIN NOUNS 49

e) Substfuga The only really problematic case: PIE action reoum
-a (*-ehy) are reconstructed witbrgrade in the root. The Latiuga
(unlike mora and probably alsocira), however, apparently
corresponds to zero-grade same as the Gpeek. Either it is a
noun formed secondarily (possibly under the infaeeaf Greek), or
a serious counter-example to our theory.

f) Subst. classis belongs to the word-formative type with
proterodynamic paradigm, i.e. germlassis < *klh,-d-téis*
Relative chronology thus must be the followingtHg change dt >
s§ 2) the shift of accent from the last syllablerehavithout the
lengthening, as the root syllable would not in dhaen moment end
in a voiced occlusive (which would also explain foems sessus
and related forms).

g) Subst.lignummay have had, or, more likely, probably had thd roo
in full grade asdlonum donum= passive ,what is givenlignum=
passive ,what is picked up”.

h)Legio, regio — both substantives could be secondary derivatives
from lego andrego, respectively, as are most Latin representatives
of this word-formative type.

Ad 2) What can be taken into consideration are gg@stonly the root
subst.pax, lix (*pehk’-, *lewk-), but as was already said above (sub
2.2.1&x), the root action substantives have double pamnadand here

it could be acrostatic, that is with the root inl fgrade (in contrast
with e.g.daps gen.dapis < *dhyp-€s or — possibly 4éx). A similar
case is the substzpes with the root Tewp- (see above sub 2.&dées
andamhiges).

If the proposed theory proves valid, we could add the following
substantives of the typedesamhiges, whose root ending in voiced
occlusive has a long vowel in Latin, but which, lwiespect to the

%% Following the up to now articulated sound lawd.ain the group klh;- should
yield kla-. It seems, however, also on the basis of othemples, that this
particular sound law, i.e. CRH > GRs to be restricted to open syllables.
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form of the root, could as well be a reflex of th# grade:compiges
(*pehg’-), caeds (*kheid-), labes (LIV does not give the root,
according to Schrijver 1991: 163sjlehyb-), tabes (*teh- + labial
enlargement?). Two substantives of the same warddtve type
exhibits clearly zero grade of the root, but theydran enlargement
of the root of not quite clear originclades < *klh,- + dental
enlargementstrages < *strhs- + velar enlargement.

Beside that we can consider including into thedisthe adjfitilis
< *g’"ud-Iis, where there occurs a not quite standard losiging.
The groupd! is highly unstable in Latin, in that much thatldes not
occur at all in Latin vocabulary in Classical Latgrammar books
commonly speak about assimilatidh> I, but such assimilation is
attested to only in the root initialopgus < *dlond'os) and on the
seam between prefix and root (i.e. it is the coasbof the prefix that
assimilates). For semantic reasons, such fundamemdage of the
root form in a deverbative compared to its basd \{&rd- > ful-) is
apparently not possible and this is why only aipbassimilation took
place here (besides, there are records of simsgimalationdr > tr,
see Leumann 1977: 198).

Last but not least, the whole group of so calledcthmannesque”
participles in *t0-, whose accented suffix forms the final syllable in
Latin, could be explained the same way. The lossaiding in the
root occlusive would thus be the result of a simpjeite common
assimilation.

The verb “to explain” used in the preceding parpgres of course
highly exaggerated. Admittedly, this article presahe facts based on
the material that has been merely gathered togatigit is now for a
specialist in phonetics to relevantly judge whethlee described
change, i.e. the lengthening of the syllable accomga by the shift of
accent thereon, with the limitation to the syllabénding in a voiced
occlusive, makes any sense at all. From a lay pdintew, a different
process would probably make better sense, i.e.ftinadome reason
the vowel in the syllable with a voiced occlusiveul lengthen first,
and then the sequence of a long syllable — a simait syllable with
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accent would become unsustainable, provoking & shdccent. This
process, however, cannot be presumed here: fesguse in such case
the originally full-grade syllablestgdgmen would lengthen as well;
second, the shift of accent (judging from the positof accent in
Classical Latin) is not limited to voiced occlussv@ herefore: the first
and generally valid step must have been the shificoent from the
final syllable (barytonesis) and, concurrently, teagthening of the
originally unstressed root vowels preceding a wbioeclusive must
have taken place. If the lengthening was not carotiwith the shift
of accent, but chronologically succeeded, it coulot then be
restricted to the originally zero-grade syllabllescause the difference
would mostly not be discernible between an oridynaccented
(ttgmen and unaccented ty-léh, > *tég-(u)lgd root syllable. It
remains but to repeat an appeal to theoretical gtimans to review
the proposed theory built on concrete material.

Charles University Prague
Institute for Greek and Latin Studies, Faculty ofsA
Lucie.Pultrova@ff.cuni.cz
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