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Bonbloe n3ameHeHMe HaYMHaeTCsl C Manoro:
MpoHOMMHaNbHbIEe KNUTUKU B TEKCTe ApeBHepycckux nertonucen XIlI-XV. BB.

AHHOTaNNA

B npoTrBONONOXKHOCTE 3aNaAHO- U F0KHOCIABSHCKUM SI3bIKaM, COBPEMEHHBIE BOCTOY-
HOCJIaBSIHCKHUE SI3BIKU HE MMEIOT SHKINTHYECKUX (popM MecTonmeHuid. O1HaKo B JpeBHEPYC-
CKOM SI3BIKE YIOTPEOISIIOCH MHUPOKHH Habop Takux (Gopm. OHM BBIILIM U3 yIOTPEOICHUS
B KOHIIE JIpeBHepycckoro nepuona, B XV—XVI BB. B cratbe paccmarpuBaercs yrorpebie-
HHE DHKJIUTHYSCKMX MECTOMMEHHH B TekcTe naTu jeromuced XII-XV. BB., B3ATHIX
n3 HKPSl. Ananu3 cocpenoTodnBaeTcsi Ha YacTOTHOCTh YMOTPEOJEHUS SHKIUTHUECKHX
(hopM, Ha CHHTAKCHYECKYIO MO3UIMIO0 SHKIUTUK, HA YCTPOWCTBO IEMOYEK SHKIUTHK U Ha
aHOMAaJIbHBIE CTPYKTYpHL. B cTaThe mpearaeTcst B3I, COTIACHO KOTOPOMY MCUE3HOBE-
HUE TPOHOMHHAIBHBIX SHKIMTHYECKAX MECTOMMEHHH SBISETCS HE CaMOCTOSTEIHHBIM,
000COONICHHBIM OT JIPYTHX S3BIKOBBIX M3MEHEHHWH MPOIIECCOM, a «IIOOOYHBIM SIBICHHEM)»
3HAYUTEIHHOTO HCTOPUUECKOT0 IPe0Opa3oBaHus, pa3pylIeHNs BUIO-BPEMEHHON CHCTEMBI 1
CJIE/IOBATENILHOTO OcaadeHus kareropun T.

KiioueBble cii0Ba: sHKIuUmMUKA, OPEGHEPYCCKUL A3bIK, KAMe2opus 8pemeHu, OuaxpoHuye-
CKUI CUHIAKCUC, NPOHOMUHATTbL

0. Introduction

The aim of the paper is the investigation of clitics in Old Russian (OR), more spe-
cifically, in the texts of OR chronicles. It is well known that these little elements
were extensively used in Old Russian but only certain types have been preserved in
contemporary East Slavic languages. At the same time they still ,,prosper” in con-
temporary South Slavic. In Old Russian texts they seem to be quite ,,annoying”, as
at first glance they do not seem to obey the rules of syntax when appearing in differ-
ent positions in clauses. Moreover, they can be easily confused with other homony-
mous forms which further hinders their examination.

The investigation of clitics in Slavic centers around contemporary South Slavic
languages, as they provide a vast material for research. As for diachrony, research
on OR clitics focuses on the use of clitics in the ,,0ld Russian vernacular”, that is, in
the Birchbark Letters [ZALIZNIAK 2008] or in legal documents [DOYKINA 2018].
The present study, however, aims at the study of clitics — more precisely pronominal
clitics — in the texts of chronicles. Interestingly, although diachronic processes have
been frequently studied relying on the language of chronicles, not much research has
been done in the field of clitics on the basis of these texts.
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The exploration of Old Russian data has been carried out relying on the corpus
of Old and Middle Russian texts. The corpus contains the machine-readable ver-
sions of the texts of chronicles with annotions and search possibilities [MITRENINA
2014]. The corpus contains four subcorpora: Church-Slavonic, Middle-Russian,
Old-Russian and the Birchbark corpora. The Old Russian corpus
(http://www.ruscorpora.ru/new/search-old rus.html) comprises 17 original docu-
ments: all of the OR chronicles and a number of translated texts. The corpus does
not contain information about which edition of the text is used. For the present
research I created a subcorpus of the texts of chronicles.

The loss of pronominal clitics — similarly to other types of diachronic changes —
was not an independent process, but rather constitutes a sequence of a bigger chain
reaction invoked by the disintegration of the tense - aspect system. I suggest that the
exclusion of these elements went hand-in-hand with the alternation of the pro-drop
parameter and the proliferation of subject pronouns.

The paper is structured as follows. In the first section I summarize the theoret-
ical preliminaries necessary for the discussion of the topic: the definition of clitics
and the characteristics of pronominal clitics. The second section focuses on the
properties of clitics in contemporary Slavic languages. The third part discusses the
OR system of clitics, more specifically on OR pronominal clitics. The fourth part
is devoted to the analysis of the texts of chronicles relying on the Russian National
Corpus looking at the distribution of clitic pronominals, their placement, cluster-
izing properties and specifics of their hosts. The last section is devoted to the place-
ment of the investigated phenomenon in the complex of parametric variation en-
voked by the disintegration of the tense - aspect system.

1. Theoretical preliminaries
1.1. On clitics

A clitic by definition is a word that lacks word-level prosodic structure, hence it must
attach to a prosodic word in order to be pronounced. These little elements have at-
tracted much attention, as they participate in almost all levels of grammar: phonol-
ogy, morphology, syntax, semantics, pragmatics, and the lexicon.

Clitics are phonologically deficient elements, as — according to the above defini-
tion — they fail to meet the prosodic minimality conditions. They are unstressed and
unstressable. Therefore, they require a host to attach to.

Morphologically, they often overlap in function with affixes since they express nom-
inal properties (case, possession, definiteness) or verbal categories (tense, aspect, mood).

As for their syntax, one of the cornerstones of research concerning clitics is their
placement.

Traditionally, two clitic positions can be distinguished: 2P/Wackernagel (1), (2)
and V2 (3).

(1) Comp/X — CL
(2) Comp/XP — CL
3)(XP)V-CL
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According to Wackernagel's Law [1892] clitics belong to the first tactic unit of the
clause. However, second position may be defined in various ways: after the first full
stressed word (1) or after the first phase (2). V2 designates the verb-adjacent position
(3), where no other element can intervene between the clitic and its verbal host. And,
of course, there are languages where both alternatives are possible.

Clitics are often grouped together to form clitic clusters. A cluster by definition
is a string of clitics that neither allows insertion of non-clitic elements nor permuta-
tion of clitics when they are contiguous [KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2013: 181]. Clitics
templates show variation across languages [KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2013: 179].

Semantically, clitics can be of two kinds: local (that belong to a given word and
specify the meaning of this item, they immediately follow their host) or phrasal (that
relate to a whole phrase and have a more general meaning).

In some languages, clitics have a discourse function, like interrogative clitics in
Finnish or the enclitic particle mo in Russian, which carries a contrastive interpreta-
tion, [LUIS — SPENCER 2012: 19, 34].

All in all, we can conclude that clitics primarily supply grammatical information,
therefore they represent closed lexical classes, that is, they appear as determiners, auxil-
iaries, prepositions, complemetizers, conjunctions or pronouns [FRANKS ET AL.: 2004].

There are several classifications of clitics. Probably the most widespread is the
differentiation between simple clitics that are simply phonologically deficient ele-
ments and special clitics (clitic auxiliaries and clitic pronouns), which, beside their
phonological deficiency, appear in special syntactic positions.

The focus of this paper is on pronominal clitics, so in the following section I am
going to take a closer look at this subtype.

1.2. Pronominal Clitics

It has become apparent from the previous section, that clitics constitute a hetero-
genous class as regards their function and grammatical features. Languages employ
cliticized auxiliaries, pronominals or discourse markers. Undoubtedly, the most
widely studied class is that of pronominal clitics.

Pronominal clitics — just like pronouns — bear nominal features (number, person,
gender, case, definiteness), and enter into agreement relation with the verb. A wide va-
riety of languages use pronominal clitics as direct or indirect objects, Romance lan-
guages employ subject clitics as well. Syntactically, pronominal clitics are treated as ar-
guments and as such they are generated within the VP. Chomsky [1995: 249] claims that
clitics share properties of heads and phrases. As such, they are subject to movement: they
can take higher positions in the structure and adjoin to other head categories.

There are two syntactic phenomena that are associated with pronominal clitics:
clitic doubling and clitic climbing.

In some languages, pronominal clitics are freely permitted or even required as
doubles to overt arguments, thus doubling an argument. For example, in Albanian
the direct object when definite, is doubled.
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(1) Agimi po e véshtron hénén
Agim. Def. Prog it watch.3.sg.Pres. Moon. Acc. Def.
Agim is watching the moon. [LLUIS — SPENCER 2012: 155].

The phenomenon when the clitic appears in a higher clause (matrix clause) than the
verb whose argument it realizes is called clitic climbing. In the following French
example the direct and indirect object clitic arguments belong to the non-finite lexi-
cal verb (montré), however, they have been raised to a position next to the finite
auxiliary (ai).

(2) Je le lui ai déja montré.
I it to him have already shown.
I have already shown it to him. [LUIS — SPENCER 2012: 163].

2. Clitics in Slavic

Slavic languages inherited clitics from their Proto-Indo-European and Common
Slavic ancestors. Some remnants of this system have been preserved in the contem-
porary languages as well, but in the course of linguistic evolution the system of clitics
has undergone substantial changes.

On the basis of the interaction of word order and clitic systems, Zimmerling
[2006], Kosta and Zimmerling [2013] worked out a typology of Slavic languages,
where they are classified into four types.

Languages belong to the ,,W-system” (where W stands for Wackernagel) if they
have grammaticalized constraints on the placement of clusterizing clitics to clausal
2P. Languages of this type are Slovak, Czech and Old North Russian.

In ,,W+ systems” (i. e. modified W-systems) clusterizing clitics are put into a
fixed position and verbal forms are placed adjacent to them. Languages with verb
adjacent clitics belong to this type, such as Bulgarian and Macedonian.

L, W*-systems” (degraded W-systems) do not impose absolute restrictions on the
placement of clitic clusters in 2P, but employ alternative linearization strategies as
well. As aresult, different types of clitics are placed according to different principles.
For instance, clitic particles take 2P, clitic auxiliaries adjoin to V or VP, while clitic
pronouns may both pattern with particles and with auxiliaries. Typical Slavic W*-
systems are OCS and Old South Russian.

Languages that lack grammaticalized constraints on the placement of clitics are
referred to as ,,C-systems” (where C stands for communicative). East Slavic lan-
guages belong to this group.

Besides the syntactic position of clitics, Slavic languages differ in the type of
clitics (discourse, pronominal, auxiliary) they retained from the Common Slavic sys-
tem and in the inventory of operations clitics are involved in. In the table below I
present data concerning these aspects.
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Clitics as dis- | Auxiliary Pronominal clitics
course mark- clitics Clitic Clitic
ers doubling | climbing
East Slavic Russian 4 - - -
Ukrainian v Only in SW - -
Ukr!
Belorussian v - - -
West Slavic | Czech/Slo- 4 v - v
vak
Polish v v - v
South Slavic | Serbian/ 4 v - v
Croatian
Slovene 4 v Ina W dia- 4
lect, Gorica
Slovenian?
Macedonian v v v v
Bulgarian v v v v

Most clitics have been preserved in South Slavic languages and consequently these
clitics participate in most syntactic processes.

3. Clitics in Old Russian

Old Russian employed only clause level enclitics, which originally conformed to
Wackernagel's Law, that is, they took second position after the first phonetic word.

(3) aZs ke TA WPHNS M NE HMAM™ TA NOMHAORATH Nak'kl [ PC]

The repertory of Early Old Russian clitics was reconstructed by Zalizniak [2008].

1) orce
2)
3) 6o;
4) mu;
5) 6w

6) dative clitic pronouns —mu, mu, cu, Hbi, 8bl, Ha, 84;

7) accusative clitic pronouns — ms, mb, Cb, Hbl, 8bl, Ha, 84, U, 10, €, b, 5,

8) auxiliaries, especially 1st and 2nd person ecwms (ecmu), ecu, ecmv (ecme, ecmo,
ecmbl), ecme, ecérs, ecma; ecmb, Cymbp, eCma

See DANYLENKOVZOIZ.
2 See MARUSIC — ZAUCER 2009.

12
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Zalizniak set up a ranking of clitics on the basis of the position they take in clitic
clusters. The first five members of the clitic template are represented by discourse
particles: orce has an intensifying or adversative function, zu expresses an alternative,
6o conveys casual, mu affirmative, and 6w1 an optative meaning. The 6 and 7" ranks
contain short form pronouns in the dative and accusative cases. Clitic auxiliaries oc-
cupy the lowest rank on this scale.

Through the evolution of language, the placement of OR clitics was submitted
to barrier rules. A barrier is a syntactic category that takes effect on the position of
clitics. The presence of such barriers signifies that the first word or phrase is empha-
sized. The Barrier Theory introduced by Zalizniak [1993: 287] and refined by Zim-
merling [2002: 88, 2009] explains the late placement of clusters and the phenomenon
of split clusters by one and the same underlying mechanism. The main hypothesis is
that the sentence-initial group/lexical head hosting the clitics may have properties of
a barrier and move all or some clusterizing clitics to the right of clausal 2P [FRANKS
ET AL. 2004, KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2013 ZALIZNJAK 2008, ZIMMERLING 2009].

(4) ¢ HHMH WKANBN'IH H BEZAKONMIH Be BO ZABRram nz PAZANA. AWTRA 2Ke HZHINALIA

IAZAORR . NA Kan$ns v Heana [VC]

Focalized elements are placed on the left edge of the clause, consequently, the clitic
takes a lower position.

3.1. Old Russian pronominal clitics

In Old Russian, the Accusative reflexive pronoun and the Dative and Accusative
personal pronouns had two variants: full forms or stressed pronouns and short forms,
i.e. clitic pronouns.

The reflexive pronoun had a long form ce6s and a short form ¢s in the Accusa-
tive. As both the function and the course of development of this pronoun differs from
that of the personal pronouns, the investigation of these forms goes beyond the scope
of the present paper.
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The following tables present the paradigm of the Dative and Accusative full and
short forms [ZALIZNIAK 2008: 129].

Dative case

singular plural dual
1st person — clitic MU HBI Ha
Full form MbHB, MEB HaMb HaMma
2nd person — clitic ™™ BbI Ba
Full form 100k/Te0b BaMb Bama

Accusative case

singular plural dual
1st. person — clitic MA HEI Ha
Full form MEHE/MEHB/MEHSI Hach HAalo
2nd person — clitic TA BBI Ba
Full form Tebe/ TeOb Bach Baro
3rd person — clitic U, 1o, € E, m H, FA
Full form ero, ek, ero HUXb eI

As Zalizniak points out [ZALIZNIAK 2008: 130-131], in unmarked contexts enclitic
forms were used, stressed pronouns were applied only with restrictions, regulated by
syntactic, semantic or pragmatic factors.

Stressed forms were obligatorily used in the following cases [ZALIZNIAK 2008:
131, DOYKINA 20187

1) In the beginning of clauses or immediately after vocatives:
(5) Tege ke nopoBaeT, ReAHKOMS Khrazto (Tale)

2) the pronoun is after a preposition:
(6) ukaorana ko Mk K. AaBBEAORHYH. H GTocaaks Reeroaopnyk. (SC)

3) the pronoun is co-ordinated with another word:
(7) 1 ce NLENR He AEHIIH MeNE H ch MAAAENLLE" cHMb. (SC)

4) the pronoun has an attribute or adjunct:
(8) erpa SHKIRAEM, K TERE EAHNOMS MPHREMAEMT, HALIEMS CNACHTEAK H BadropaTeato (Tale)

3 Examples are taken from the Suzdal Chronicle (SC) and The Tale of Mamai's Battle (Tale).
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5) the use of the enclitic resulted in the appearence of clitics of the same rank (our
corpus did not contain such examples)

6) the pronoun bears emphasis, e.g. in juxtapositions:

(9) muk wrvnna Knkiags a ne mosk (SC)

In other words, clitics were excluded from contexts involving contrast, emphasis and
coordination [KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2014].

From the 15th century on, clitic forms started to disappear and were gradually
replaced by stressed forms.

The intensity of this change varied depending on the following factors [ZALIZ-
NIAK 2008: 167-168]:

1. The literary nature of the document. Texts under the influence of the vernacular
take in new forms earlier.

2. Difference in number, as universally the singular tends to be more conservative
and stable than the plural or dual.

3. Difference in case, as the loss of clitic pronouns starts earliest in the Dative plural.
As regards person, the change affected third person forms the earliest.

The loss of enclitic forms and the paralell spread of full pronouns was thoroughly
investigated by Zalizniak [2008], who studies this process in 11-16™ century docu-
ments with literary, religious character and in documents reflecting the vernacular
(the Birchbark Letters). Doykina [2018] examined the same process in 14%-15" cen-
tury legal documents, testaments and treaties of princes.

4. What we can find in the text of chronicles

The language of chronicles is referred to as a ,,mixed language”, which is character-
ized by that the intermingling of Old Church Slavonic and Old Russian elements.
The reason for the diversity is the chronicles contain a wide variety of genres and
styles, and therefore a mixture of several norms (that of sermons, hagiography, legal
documents or folk epic) [WORTH 1977: 261, 264].

The peculiarity of the language of chronicles in a linguistic sense is that owing
to their ,,bookish nature” they preserve otherwise dissappearing forms and structures
longer than texts reflecting the vernacular (i. e. the Birchbark Letters).

The investigation of clitics in OR chronicles is carried out by using the Russian Na-
tional Corpus. Research in the corpus facilitates the quantitative and the distributional
analysys of clitic pronouns, which facilitates the monitoring of diachronic changes.

The Old Russian corpus contains six chronicles from the 12" to the 15" centu-
ries: the Primary Chronicle (PC) (12 ¢.), the Kievan Chronicle (KC) and the Gali-
cian Chronicle (GC) (early 13™ ¢.), the Volhynian Chronicle (VC) (late 13™ ¢.), the
Suzdal Chronicle (SC) (14" ¢.) and the Novgorod 1st Chronicle, or Synod Scroll
(NC) (15" ¢.).
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In the course of the investigation I will look at: the quantitative analysis of the
distribution of pronominal clitics in 12"-15" century texts, the position of clitics
within the clause, the peculiarities of clitic clusters and hosts.

4.1. The quantitative analysis of pronominal clitics

The disintegration of the OR clitic system started in the 11"-12® centuries, and pronom-
inal clitics were out of use by the 16" century [ZALIZNIAK 2008]. The change affected
pronominal clitic forms differently, depending on their person and number features.

Accusative Dative Reflexive -cs
sg. du. pl. sg. du. pl.

PC 363 14 172 102 - 65 62

KC 500 9 19 158 24 35 192

GC 124 6 106 40 (1) 3 134

VC 109 - 27 79 - 4 29

SC 329 7 93 39 - 15 51
NILC 164 5 78 15 - 12 315

The data presented in this table conforms to the tendencies suggested by Zalizniak
[2008: 167—168]. The loss of clitic pronouns starts in the Dative. Singular forms are
more conservative than dual or plural forms and by the 15™ century 3™ person clitics
were rarely present. In the text of the Novgorod 1. Chronicle only one 3™ person form
can be found.

(10)- & rgnkom™ NOREAE NSCTH THA KOPABAE NA Ne TTHMh Ke W Ne noropbiia GpAZHTH

maKko B'hIC BZATHIE [N 1. C]

4.2. Clitic placement

In the light of typological variation even within the Slavic languages with respect to
clitic placement, I start with this problem.

As it has been already referred to in 3, the canonical position for clitics in Com-
mon Slavic was 2P, however, it has two variants, depending on whether the clitic is
attached to the first phonetic word or to the first phase.

Our data shows that in the majority of examples clitics take second position after the
first phonetic word of the clause regardless of the time of creation of the manuscript:

(11) raKo NPHKOAHAN C8Th BOArApE. Svale TANPHNATH BRpS croto [PC]

(12) n cTROpH B'EUR HA [POCAARAH AROPR H DEY HORIMOPOAKLLEM C8Th MH OJOYAHRA B

p8cH A Bal RoAsHH B'h KiiZkxs [N L. C]
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(13) nocoan ke Boaopnmrkpors . ngukxars Konppamorn nova em$ MoARHTH npn Bk
£ro BORPRY. TAKO TH MOARHTH BPATh TROH RoAoAHMEY K. paAs TH ERIK NOMOrATh.

Za TRow copomord [VC]

In numerous cases pronominal clitics take the 3™ position in clauses introduced by
conjunctions.

(14) NOKAOHHRCA IAMS pYE WITh MA MEPEWEHAHAS . H BOAOCTH MH Ne Adak. [KC]

(15) n Hrops nava moanTHCA Ko RCEROAOAS M MOAROK HINERAMICA PEKA NE KOYELWIH MH-
AOBPA NPO YTO MH WEQEKA® tecH KhIIER™ 4 NPEATEAERS MH HE BAACH NPZHMATH H NO-

cadwa tero Beeronopn [SC

This phenomenon is probably due to the alternation of the narrative strategy. In ear-
lier chronicles, clauses in the narrative chain discourse particles marked the bound-
ary of clauses. They took 2P and attached to the first, topicalized element of the
clause. In the passage below, the clause boundaries can be defined relying on the
placement of the clitic xe:

(16) HZAcAR™s cABIAR™S KopoaA noweas oyzke He Kaitaga na Boaopnmepka npnenkguo
KE NOAK™BI CROH WCTARH HAZAAH € BPATOM™ CROH GTONOAKoM TOMATkI 2Ke NPHAOCTA K pkuk
K Ganok8 RoaoAHMEQKO HE POCTARAAAS BALLE APSHHNS CROIO HA BPoAkxs HHAK mEwH a

HHA'R KONNHK™BI KOpOAk KE NAYA CTARAATH MPOTHRS M8 cROH MoaK'kl HA BpoARyx [SC]

By the 15"-16" centuries, discourse particles were gradually displaced by conjunc-
tions resulting in the lower placement of pronominal clitics.

Already in the 12™ century text of the PVL, deviations in clitic placement can be
detected, as numerous examples containing clitics moved rightward in the structure
can be found. These deviations are due to the emergence of barriers (see 3.). Sentence
initial words had properties of a communicative or grammaticalized barrier. Com-
municative barriers are phrases that acquire special communicative status in the
clause. For example, initial NPs and PPs could be topics. Grammaticalized barriers
are particular lexical heads or formal parameters of phrases. For example, in ONR
initial multi-word groups consisting of two or more stressed word forms were oblig-
atory grammaticalized barriers [KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2014: 465-466]. Barriers
prevented clitics or clitic clusters from taking their canonical 2P position:

(17) #{topicp [XP]} — CL....V = #[BARRIER {ropice [XP]} [V- CL]...}

Barriers, at the same time, affected word order as they attracted verbs to 2P, resulting
in clitics adjoining verbs. Before the appearance of barrier rules verbs did not have
a fixed position in the clause [KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2013, 2014]. In (18) below the

4 The scheme is taken from KOSTA — ZIMMERLING 2013.
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NP, in (19) the adverb has properties of barriers, in (20) the negative particle features
as a garammaticalized barrier.

(18) Haank 2Ke MENE OVKE K TOMOY NE MOMKEMb TERE ZPKTH. OV2Ke BO CANYE HALLE ZAHAE L.
H BO WEHAR RebRX WCTAXOM™B. H TAKO NAAKARIIECA HAA HHML. Bee MboxKkecTRo. [VC]
(19) u nocaeAk NPHREAE 14 Ks CORE M'OPIH H KENBI IEld HZ HORAIOPOAA H OV CERE M
Awgwawe [N 1. C]

(20) peka M camsl IACHE 'RXAAS KHIARR . NOCAAHAH MA KHIANE & HE CTROPH MH NAKOCTH .
a ¢t TROH KHIaRs . [KC]

4.3. Clitic clusters

In the language of chronicles, clitics often cluster. However, we can find less clusters
in the language of chronicles than in ONR (in the Birchbark Letters) and the clusters
are shorter as they contain maximum 3 elements. The cluster in (21) contains a clitic
particle, a dative plural clitic, and a reflexive clitic. However, examples with linear-
ised clitics are very rare. Split clusters as in (22) are more typical.

(21) a KTo H'hI NOMOKET HO CTROPHM MHP™h ¢k UpcHh. Ge BO Nkl CA N0 AANKRAS . H

o B8AH AOR0ANO Hamk [PC]
(22) cecpa TEOM OYMHPAKOYH . REARAA Mk TA NORATH Z4 cA. Tako pekaa. [VC]

As data shows, the ordering of clitics within the clusters is: clitic particle (xe, 60,
nu), followed by dative, and then accusative clitics. The reflexive clitic is located
always at the end of the cluster.

Most clusters contain two elements, either a clitic particle and a pronominal clitic
(23), (24) or two pronominal clitics (25) (26).

(23) BceroaoA™ 2KE ¢ CROIEK BPATIEK OVeTPRTE H H L"RAORARIIECA PAZHAOWIACA PAZHO TH
A4 Boaopnmepns ReeROAOAS THICAYIO MPHREN CepEBPA TH ARK cT'R TRMk BO H BALIETH

Oy MoAHAS THOVREPHH tem8 Reeronop [SC]

(24) HiKe MHAORAX™ 1O AKH CROK ALJEPh POAHMOYH . BrK Bo HE Add MH CROMKB POAHTH

Za mon rpkxmi. [VC]
(25) pexa emoy ave TH MA OVEHTH ciioy Na cems mkemk. a oygnn [KC]

(26) HO Z™ EcMb. RO TROEH RoAH. & AdH MH TA Bik. Hmkrn akn wiia cork. u

cAovKITH TOR'R €O Reelo NPARAOK . A0 Moer 2kuRoTa. [VC]
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4.4. Clitic hosts

The previous examples (25), (26) lead us to another question, that of clitic hosts.
Universally, clitics are claimed to be indifferent to their hosts. In the case of clitic
pronominals this statement does not really hold.

(27) n nakmi oaroguvh. Havawa ngocHTH. oy ONoAKa  vTo Wkl Wik AEHAAK MgH

gawems with [KC]

(28) IgapHo Ke cA Zanpb emoy / TAKO peKA. / NE BOERAAK. IaZk TERE. / Ho AHTRA TA

ROERAAA / Mocoas 2ke pve LIIRAPNORH / TaKo TH MoARHTH KNAZK Roaecaars. [VL]

In the vast majority of cases, pronominal clitics are attached to verbal hosts, and they
also adjoin nouns, adverbs and sporadically adjectives. The dominance of verbal
hosts is probably due to the fact that pronouns are arguments, therefore they are lo-
cated within the VP.

(29) BcA BOAPHI HORIOPOAKCK™AIM K'BIEROY / H ZAROAH 14 K'h YETKHOMOY X OF / H MOYCTH

14 AOMORk / 4 Hikira oy ceBe ocTagH [N 1. C]

Dative clitics in numerous cases are attached to nominal hosts and are placed on a lower
position in the clause. In these cases, they function as possessive markers. This phenom-
enon is attested in Bulgarian, Macedonian, OCS and OR [ZALIZNIAK 2008: 35].

(30) Tota ke Zuarw nowea &b oyrke Toprn B PSen / caniwars caigms Hzacaagato / 0 Eic”

nPoTHRS GMOAHNCKS lem8 BbCTh / BPAT TH oymepas BAvecaaR™ / a Pocmreaagms nosbakenrs [SC]

In certain cases, for example in names, the dative possessive clitic splits the phrase (31).

(31) wibm Ke NORbAAYIMMTEL  NOWEAk. / & BPaTh MH AeRs. H MBCTHCAAR®. H

CHORELL MH. / BOZAOPORKH AH. / WHEM Ke NogBAAoHms rene. [VC]

Zimmerling [2013: 55], analysing the above phenomenon, notes that OR had both clause
level and NP level dative clitics attached to nominal heads. Clause level dative clitics are
normally merged at 2P, while NP-level possessive clitics did not have a fixed position.

5. Conclusions

The analysis of the texts of OR chronicles pointed out that although the language of
chronicles preserves forms longer, nevertheless, we can detect a decrease in their
number. The language of chronicles contains less and shorter clusters of clitics than
the text of the Birchbark Letters. In the majority of cases, clitics took 2P and adjoined
a verbal host. Numerous examples reflect the effect of barrier rules (especially with
adverbs and NPs), dative possessive pronominal clitics are also represented.
The above anomalies from the language of chronicles led to the transformation of the
clausal structure and to the loss of pronominal clitics in OR. The reduction of the clitic
system, however, was only the side effect of a more substantial syntactic change.

DOI: 10.31034/049.2020.01 19



Beata GYORFI

6. Loss of the clitic system

The loss of pronominal clitics, on the basis of OR chronicles was not an isolated
process but indirectly accompanied a more substantial change, the disintegration of
the tense-aspect system.

Jung and Migdalski [2014], studying the degrammaticalization of clitics into weak
pronouns, point to the fact that a couple of dynamic changes containing clitic typology
correlate with the typology of tense distinction: Slavic languages with independent
morphological exponents of tense (Bulgarian or Macedonian) have V2 clitics.

OR was also claimed to be a pro-drop language [JUNG 2018, JUNG — MIGDALSKI
2014, MADARIAGA 2011] but by the 13™ century it started to lose its pro-drop char-
acter owing to the disintegration of the tense - aspect system, that is by the weaking
of TP. In pro-drop languages the D-feature of T is checked by a V-to-T movement,
in non-pro-drop languages the overt subject raises to SpecTP.

With OR having this pro-drop nature, verbs took the 1st position in clauses, so
pronominal clitics adjoining them were located in 2P and were at the same time V2
clitics, as well. With the weakening of T, the number of overt subjects checking the
D-feature on T rose. Consequently, pronominal clitics together with their verbal
hosts moved rightwards, became gradually split from their verbal hosts and were
gradually replaced by full pronouns.

Parallel with the spread of overt subjects went the proliferation of full subject
pronouns. In OR 1% and 2" person pronominal subjects were employed only in spe-
cific contexts where the logical stress fell on them [IVANOV 1964: 374]. 3rd person
pronominal subjects appeared in the 13—14™ centuries: the pronoun on®b evolved
from the demonstrative pronoun and originally referred to the subject of a remote
clause [BORKOVSKIY — KUZNECOV 1963: 321]. 3" person pronominal subjects in
their present function — referring to the subject of the preceding clause — appeared in
the 15-16" centuries [GYORFI 2016].
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