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ACCENTUAL DOUBLETS IN DAUKSA’S WORKS

Among the words provided with accentual diacritics in the two 16th-century
Lithuanian works of Mikalojus Dauk3a — the 1595 Kathechismas and 1599 Postilla
Catholicka, there are a number of forms with a double marking of stress, such as gen.
pl. daikti, gen. sg. dtilféiimo, and acc. sg. tripiiti. The view that such forms are typo-
graphical errors is found in both Brender 1935, 233: “...wenn z.B. ein Wort mit
zwei Akzentzeichen auf verschiedenen Silben angetroffen wird, so kann man schon
mit einem ausgesprochenen Druckfehler rechnen...” andvan Wijk 1935, 447: “Die
verschiedene Betonung ein und derselben Form wird in vielen Fallen auf Druckfehlern
beruhen; wie zahlreich dieselben sind, ergibt sich aus den vielen Formen, wo zwei
Silben mit Akzentzeichen versehen sind...” The characterization of such
doubly-stressed forms as Druckfehler can be traced to Endzelin 1911, 50:
“Druckfehler kommen zwar vereinzelt auch in dieser Hinsicht vor [i.e., regarding
stress] (so haben zuweilen in einem Wort zwei, selbst benachbarte Silben das
Akzentzeichen, z.B. Gen. S. smdrkdus Post. 3215)”. In this article, which represents
work-in-progress on Dauksa’s patterns of accentuation, I propose that, rather than
printing errors, such forms in fact represent an intentional usage on the part of Dauk3a.

The rather frequent forms which appear with two accentual diacritics in the Dauks3a
texts can for the most part be assigned to the following types, each of which warrants
a separate investigation: (a) a stress mark appears on both a stem (either a root or
suffix) and a desinence: (root:) daikty gen. pl. 635, iféity 3 conditional 69,4, Zmdgiis
nom. sg. 123so; tignimi instr. sg. 141s6; (suffix:) piktibiti gen. pl. 127.2; (b) a stress
mark appears on both a root and a suffix within a derived stem: kdntribes gen. sg.
1512, priefinikai nom. pl. 1064, drgfumi instr. sg. 147, (which implies nom. sg.
*drgsimas), giltines gen. sg. 325; (c) a stress mark appears on both elements of a
compound: wiffagdlinti acc. sg., 224, Wiéfipatis nom. sg., 71a; géraddrimus acc. pl.,
1563; (d) there is double marking within a disyllabic desinence: wiffémis instr. pl.
fem., 94.9; didémis instr. pl. fem. 99; (this type is rather rare); (e) a prefix is stressed,
together with the stem (or desinence): pérgdbentu 3 conditional 183; pranafldwimai
nom. pl. 33s; dtldidze’me” 1 pl. pres. 513 dttéifk 2 sg. imper. 124s.

Although I would claim that the use of double markings is motivated in all these
cases, the extensive material dictates limiting this paper to a consideration of the
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forms in a single representative category, in this case (b) — essentially derived nouns
and adjectives, together with the derived stems of category (a). I hope to treat the
remaining categories in a fuller, final version of this paper.

The accentual material of this investigation is drawn from Dauk3a’s 1595 transla-
tion into Lithuanian of a popular Catholic Catechism of the period. Dauksa’s Cat-
echism was the first substantial work in the language to be provided with accent marks,
and has survived in a single copy now housed in the rare books collection of the
Vilnius University library (Lz 4165-41661144963). There have been three scholarly edi-
tions of the Catechism to date: Vol'ter 1886; Sittig 1929; and JakStiene and
Palionis 1995, a photographic reprint with commentary. Unfortunately, these edi-
tions are inadequate for accentual analysis, since, among other shortcomings, they
fail to reflect instances of acute diacritic on the letter “i”, the most frequent vowel
letter in the entire corpus (see Young 1998). The data adduced below include such
cases, which are based on my own reading of the original text.

One of the most striking features of Dauksa’s accented forms is their variability:
in both the Catechism and the Postilla, the same wordforms may show now one, now
another syllable under stress. This variation is not random, but can be seen as reflect-
ing a competition between a more conservative accentuation and an innovating one,
as demonstrated in SkardZius’ 1935 classic Dauksos akcentologija; for example
pirmiaus (conservative) : pirmiéus (innovating; modern pirmiaii(s)) or galibe (con-
servative) :galibe (innovating; modern galybé/galjbé). One is immediately struck by
this accentual variability in glancing through Dauksos akcentologija, which, unfor-
tunately, does not provide a sense of frequency among competing forms'.

As illustrated on the data of nominal derivation, Dauksa’s double marking of stress
can be seen to function as a conflation of these innovating and conservative accentual
possibilities. In the following, for a given derivational suffix, every stressed instance of
the word in the Catechism is adduced; multiple instances of a stressed word are given
in parentheses after the first attestation of the word. Forms which appear with variable
stress (i.e., with either root or suffixal stress, or both root and suffixal stress) are under-
lined. Supporting data for the accentual pattern of a base is given only in the case of
doubly stressed words. Citation numbers refer to the page and line in the Sittig edition
of the Catechism (Sittig 1929); Sittig’s numerous misprints have been corrected
after the Catechism original. DK (DaukSos katekizmas) refers to the Catechism text.
An accentual characterization of each suffix is provided according to Stundzia
1995, who follows Garde 1976. In this approach, “dominant” refers to affixes which

! One of the criticisms levelled at this otherwise unsurpassed work is the lack of a statistical analysis
of accentual data: thus Brender 1935, 232: “Indessen hitte er zweifellos des 6fteren mit etwas grosserer
Sicherheit entscheiden kénnen, was vorliegt, wenn er sich gegen die Statistik nicht so ablehnend verhalten
hatte”, and van Wijk 1935, 441: “Fir die Beurteilung solcher Fille ist es erwunscht, dass wir die
relative Haufigkeit der zwei Betonungen wissen”.
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determine the accentuation of the stem in which they appear, irrespective of the
accentual properties of the base. Dominant strong affixes impose fixed stress on ei-
ther the base or suffix of a derived stem; dominant weak imposes a mobile stress
pattern on the stem. With nondominant (“transparent”) affixes, the original stress
pattern (fixed or mobile) of the base is retained in the derived stem.

-iafis (comparative adverb): Dominant stressed in the modern standard
(Stundzia 1995, 149 f.); nondominant (“transparent”) in DaukS3a:

Root stress: Pirmiaus (Pirmiaus, Pirmie‘us, Pirmie’us, Pirmie“us, Pirmie‘us,
Pirmiaus), mdZeus, ddzneus, ggdze"us (gddie‘us), tgkeus, wéike‘us. Suffixal stress:
pirmiéus, geréus (ge‘réus), daugéus, trumpie‘us, tabieus.

Doubles: pirmieus 20.s, (Pirmidus 33,, pirmidus 63.). A conflation of conservative
pirmiaus (Pirmiaus 482, 7414, 11222; Pirmie‘us 79s, 8214, 96s; Pirmie‘us 88,s; to DK
*pirmas AP 1, in pirmoii nom. sg. fem. AP 1 44,;; cf. also Skardzius 1935, 183)
and innovating pirmiaiis (pirmiéus 11818; also the modern norm); gréiczéus 119,. A
conflation of conservative *greiciaus (established on the basis of the modern adverb
greitai; adj. greitas, AP 4, shows generalized mobility) and innovating greiciaiis (the
modern norm; both stress variants are found in SkardZius 1935, 179).

-iausia- (superlative adjective and adverb): Dominant stressed strong in the mod-
ern standard (Stundzia 1995, 82); nondominant (transparent) in Dauksa:

Root stress: brggeufiu (brdge*ufio, brageusiu, brgge“usiu), fwéczeusios, Wire“ufios
(Wireufes), matone‘ufes (matone‘ufes, matone‘ufe’s, matone‘ufes, matone‘ufes,
matbne“usio, Matoneufe’s, matoneufe’s, matoneufes), miete’ufes (mieteufes, miele“usj,
mielgufe’s, mieleufgs, mieleufes). Suffixal/desinential stress: priwalauffes, fweczéu-
fios (Bweczéufios, Bweczéufia, Pwe-czéufios, fweczéufiy, fweczéusio; [weczie"ufemé,
Bweczeuféi), di-dzéufes (didZiause’s, didZidusius), tabidufe, Saldzeiifgs, matonidufegs,
brggéufi.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): didZe“iify nom. pl. masc.
82.. A conflation of conservative *didziausias (established on the basis of DK *didis
AP 2, in didziy gen. pl. 163,4; on the other hand, dide’fniu instr. sg. masc. 47,7; 130s;
didzéis instr. pl. masc. 137z, didiimo gen. sg. 125, didiimas nom. sg. 13123, all argue
for a mobile stem. SkardzZius 1935, 150 treats didis as an old oxytone {i.e., even-
tual mobile stem]) and innovating didZidusias (di-dZzéufes nom. sg. masc. 219,
didziause’s acc. pl. fem. 89%;, didZidusius acc. pl. masc. 160z7). Like *Svericiausias (see
below), the assumed *didZiausias would violate Saussure’s Law in its failure to shift
stress forward onto the acute of -idusia-. mieléufgs voc. (= nom.) sg. masc. 124. A
conflation of the well-attested mieliausias (miete“ufgs voc. [= nom.] sg. masc. 125z,
mieleufes voc. [= nom.] sg. masc. 130, miele“usi acc. sg. masc. 1404, mielgufe’s voc.
[= nom.] sg. masc. 1495, mieleufes nom. sg. masc. 1524, mielgufgs voc. [= nom.] sg.
masc. 157x) and an unattested mielidusias (the modern norm). The stem miel-/méil-
is routinely AP 1 in DK (méilyii voc. [= nom.] sg. fem. 6014), as is méilé in modern
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Lithuanian. Note also the derivatives with transparent root stress: DK méilingas,
méilingumas.

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: fwgciéus/és nom. sg.
masc. 51;7. The stem of Svencidusias is innovating in comparison with Svesiciausias
(DK fiwécZeusios gen. sg. fem. 144,¢); Sveritas, according to Skardzius 1935, 150,
is originally an old barytone, although there seems to be no trace of this in the
Catechism. Assuming the root was indeed circumflex (as in the modern norm), the
conservative Svericiausias seems to violate Saussure’s Law in its failure to shift stress
forward onto the acute of -idusia-. Examples of innovating stress (modern norm)
are fSweczéufios gen. sg. 144, fweczéufios gen. sg. 18,, fweczéufia nom. sg. 25s,
Pwe-czéufios gen. sg. 26ss, fweczéufiy instr. sg. masc. 321, fweczéusio gen. sg. 98.
The forms fwgczie®ufemé loc. sg. masc. 97s and fweczeguféi loc. sg. fem.? 1184 show a
stressed ending characteristic of mobile stems. The end stress in fwgczéusfés is un-
explained.

-ingas: Dominant stressed strong in the modern standard (StundzZia 1995,
62); transparent in Dauk3a:

Root stress: méilingais (méilingas, méilingg, méilingg, méilingu, méilingu; derived
méilingumu), *ndringas in noringe®fnis, fte*buiklingas (ftebuiklingai). Suffixal/desinential
stress: mietafirdingas (miefafirdingus, mietafirdingai), reikalingg (reikalingai, re“ika-
lingai, reikalingg), iSmintingump (iffimintingai), ftebuklinga;

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (compound): méifafirdingi nom. sg. pl. 103,7.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): figbuklingas nom. sg.
masc. 1394 (ftebiiklingai adv. 142,,, ftebiklingai adv. 1631,). A conflation of conserva-
tive stebuklingas (fte’buklingas nom. sg. masc. 1493, ftebuklingai adv. 1525),
well-attested in the Postilla (SkardZius 1935, 157; he has no examples of stress on
-ing-) tostebuklas (ftebiikias 142:4) AP 2; and stebuklingas (ftebuklinga nom. sg. fem.
129:,), the modern norm. Note that, assuming acute tone for the -ing- (although
Old Prussian -ing- points to circumflex and Latvian broken tone is ambiguous in
this position: Young, 2000), stebuklingas would violate Saussure’s Law.

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: mielafirdingoi loc. sg.
fem. 142y, Zalingy gen. pl. fem. 1285. In these two forms, we have the conflation of
a conservative stress alternation between desinence and stem-final syllable, still
preserved in East AukStaitic dialects (Skardzius 1935, 161), and an inhovating
pattern (the modern norm) which fixes stress on the suffixal syllable.

-ybé/-ybé: Dominant stressed strong in the modern standard (Stundzia 1995,
65); transparent in Dauk$a:

Root stress: gdlibe, piktibes, Kdtribe, drdfsibe, [ijkibe[fe. Suffixal/desinential stress:
karalibes, [tipribe (Stipribes), galibe® (galibe®, galibe®, galibes, galibe*, Galibe, gatibes,
galibg, wiffogalibei, wiffogalibei, galibe, galibg) piktibe (piktibe’s, pikti[beffe], pikti-
bg), [ukibes (fukibe’s, fukiben, [ukibe’s, fukibe), fargibe® (fargibes), geribe (geribes,
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' geribe, geribe®, geribe, geribe, geribei, geribes, geribes, geribes, geribei), bie‘uribiu
(biauribes, Biauribe, biauribg), Ruftibe, niekibg, wienibe®, Teisibe (teisibes, teisibes),
Miernibe, pitnibeie®, ¢°[fibei, newertibé, fatdibei (fatdibe), filpnibg, linxmibe (linxmibefp,
linxmibe).

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): gdlibes acc. pl. 2617, (gdli-
be nom. sg. 10047). A conflation of conservative galybé (gdlibe nom. sg. 48,), and
innovating galybé (12 instances, including the compound visogalybé: galibe® instr.
sg. 35s, galibe® instr. sg. 3533, galibe” instr. sg. 5214, galibes gen. sg. 9511, galibe® nom.
sg. 9726, Galibe nom. sg. 1027, gafibes gen. sg. 1143, galibg instr. sg. 1244, wiffogalibei
dat. sg. 1324, wiffogalibei loc. sg. 133, galibe nom. sg. 13614, galibe instr. sg. 138;).
Barytonesis for *gal- is supported by DK teip gdlis (i.e., the root-stressed participle
galis,cf. SkardZius 1935, 199) 29s; translating the Polishtak mozny, and wiffoga-
lis nom. sg. masc. 95,3, wiffogalifis 1363. Like the above $vedciausias, didZiausias,
stebuklingas, galybé would violate Saussure’s Law if the suffixal formant is acute.
Assuming the tonal variant -ybé (the earlier modern standard) would resolve the
difficulty, but the instrumental singular (for example, galibe® 355) consistently shows
penultimate stress in DK, suggesting an acute syllable. géribe®s acc. pl. 6417. Possi-
bly a printing mistake; I can find no evidence of barytonesis for géras, -a; according
to Skardzius 1935, 148 the base is an old oxytone. The form gerybé is well at-
tested in DK: geribe acc. sg. 693, geribes acc. pl. 117, geribe acc. sg. 129,, geribe®
voc. sg. 1304, geribg acc. sg. 13015, geribg acc. sg. 13610, geribei loc. sg. 1362, geribes
gen. sg. 142, geribes gen. sg. 14624, geribes gen. sg. 160ss, geribej loc. (dat.?) sg.
161,53 and geribiy (see below). kdntribes gen. sg. 1514. A conflation of conservative
karitrybe (Kdtribe nom. sg. 104g; note also kgntrumo gen. sg. 1174, and kdntrumg
acc. sg. 141; kdntrus nom. sg. masc. 1172, kdntrei adv. 10517) and innovating kantru-
mas, the modern standard. Biauribe’s acc. pl. 1544. A conflation of conservative
*biatirybé (Skardzius 1935, 114) established on the basis of DK *biadirus AP 2:
bfaurumi instr. sg. masc. 5317, bigurus nom. sg. masc. 133, and innovating biaurybé
(DK bie®uribiy gen. pl. 81z, biauribes, gen. sg. 853, Biauribe, nom. sg. 90s, biauribg
acc. sg. 9245). The problem of Saussure’s Law arises again for karitrybé and biaitiry-
be, unless the suffix is taken to be circumflex.

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: geribiy gen. pl. 143,.
piktibige gen. pl. 1271, These two forms point to an otherwise unattested alternation
between suffix and desinence, on the model of -ingas.

-ysté: Dominant strong in the modern standard (StundZzia 1995, 64); transpar-
ent in Dauksa, with a tendency toward the modern situation.

Root stress: bédrifte® (bédrifte), déiwifte. Suffixal/desinential stress: iauniste
(iauniftes), karalifte (karaliftes, karaliften’, karalifte, karaliste, karalifte, karalifte,
karatifte, karalifte, karalifte=mus), Diewiftes (Die-wiftei, deiwifte, Deiwifte), zmogifte
(zmogifteie, zmogiftei, Zmogiftei, zmogifte, Zmogifte), mietafirdifte’s (mietafirdiftes,
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mietafBirdifte, mietafirdiftes, mietaBirdifte, mietafirdifte(p, mietafirdiftes), Mote‘rifte
(mote‘riftes), kunigiftes.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): kardlifte nom. sg. 44,
A conflation of a conservative *karalystée (Skardzius 1935, 112), built on kardlius
(kardlus nom. sg. 15,, kardly gen. pl. 15s, Kardlys nom. pl. 79, Karalau voc. sg. 123,,
Kardly gen. pl. 1234, Kardlys nom. sg. 1374, Karélui dat. sg. 158:6) and karaljsté (karalifte
nom. sg. 914, karaliftes gen. sg. 41s, karaliften’ 42,, karalifte nom. sg. 43s,, karaliste nom.
sg. 49y, karalifte acc. sg. 5%, karalifte nom. sg. 103s, karafifte nom. sg. 104,, karalifte
nom. sg. 149,, karalifte=mus dat. pl. 158,; also the modern standard). Note the double
marking of stress in the secondary verb karalauii 2 sg. pres. 1322, built on the same
stem; Kunigifte nom. sg. 93,7. Alongside regular kunigysté (kunigiftes gen. sg. 100;,),
to mobile kunigas (DK kinigas nom. sg. 15s, kunigy gen. pl. 15s); influence of
kardlysté? daklifte, nom. sg. 129;,. Conflation of conservative *dklysté (established on
the basis of barytonic dklas, Skardzius 1935, 142; note also dklumas, Skar-
dzius 1935, 58, but DK akléii nom. pl. 1364) and aklysté, the modern norm.

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: mergiftés gen. sg. 1504.
Representing mergysté (modern standard), with unexpected desinential stress char-
acteristic of mobile stems (note also -ybii, above).

-tojas: Non-dominant, post-tonic both in modern Lithuanian (StundzZia 1995,
77)? and in DaukS3a: izgétbetoies, izganitoiii (izganitoie®s, Izganitoiau, izganitoiu, izga-
nitoio, izganitoie, iZganitoiei), reditoie’s (reditoiaus), daritoiii (daritoie’s, daritoiu,
Daritoiau), fu-twértoie®s, pritaritoig (mus) (uztaritoius), mokitoie’i, wdiftitoiaus (wdifti-
toio, wdiftitoio, wdiftitoiop), krikf3titoie®s, atgiditoie®u, mitétoie®u, gimditoiu.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): gimditoiy gen. pl. 3314
and ddritoig, acc. sg. 22,5. Apparently conflations of *gifidytojas and *darytojas and
regular gimdytojas (DK gimditoiu gen. pl. 1615, and modern norm), darytojas (DK
daritoiii acc. sg. 26,7, daritoie®s nom. sg. 281+, daritoiu instr. sg. 2839, DAritoiau voc.
sg. 123,). The forms *giridytojas and *darytojas would suggest infinitives *girfidyti
(girfido) and *daryti (ddro), which violate Saussure’s Law. Both gimditoiy and ddritoig
are supported by analogous double marking in other derivations in DK, which sug-
gests that these are not chance forms: for gimditoiy, note gimdiwe® voc. sg. 60z
(alongside gimdiwé nom. sg. 28x; modern gimdjveé); for ddritoig, note dari-tumbi-
me® 1 pl conditional 50,9/51,, and ddrity 3 conditional 77s. The root stressed forms
are possibly explained as contaminations with causative infinitives of the type -inti’
which typically fail to show the effects of Saussure’s Law in the modern language:

> Modern artéjas seems to be isolated in having suffixal stress.

I Note Skardzius 1941, 545: ,Kad ir jvairios kilmés biidami, veiksmaZodzZiai su -yt ir -inti daZnai
yra tarpusavy kaitaliojami be kokio nors Zymesnio reik8més skirtumo®). Saussure’s Law is also violated
in infinitive tfiréty 110;,; barytonesis is found in the participle triris 1134, and a number of other forms.
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lerigvinti (: lefigvas), tuftinti (: tuftas), budinti (verbal base *bud-): (cf. Stundzia
1995, 137); and, from the Postilla, grafidinti (= DK graudinti 203, also the modern
norm): Skardzius 1935, 232.

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: Gimditoiémus dat. pl.
101,. Representing gimdytojas (DK gimditoiu gen. pl. 1615, and modern standard)
with unexpected desinential stress characteristic of mobile stems.

-élis, -élis: Dominant stressed strong, both in modern Lithuanian (StundzZia
1995, 64) and in DaukSa: kathechifmeli, waiké-lemus, grudélis.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): wdlgdéles gen. sg. 9y,
for valandéleés, perhaps under the influence of barytonic forms of valanda, valandg,
a mobile stem: DK walgddy loc. sg. 5523.

-inykas ( = -inifikas): Non-dominant (transparent) in modern Lithuanian, but with
a tendency toward dominant post-tonic strong (i.e., mobile bases acquire root stress:
ldiskininkas : ldiskas 3; Stundzia 1995, 76); apparently transparent in DK (there
are too few examples to be certain):

Root stress: Kdnonika, priéf-iniku (prié(finikai, priéBi-niko, priéfynikus),
wié-tinikas, tdrpinike (tdrpinike®, tdrpinikamus, tdrpinikus), muitinikg (muitinikg),
bédriniku. Suffixal/desinential stress: darbinikamus.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): priefinikai nom. pl.
1062. Represents the standard priesininkas, also found in DK (priéf-iniku gen. pl.
3243, priéffinikai nom. pl. 50, priéfli-niko gen. sg. 53, priéfynikus acc. pl. 95.4) and
the influence of suffixal stress (darbinikamus dat. pl. 10623), although this would seem
to go against the tendency of the modern language, which is to generalize root stress.

-umas: Dominant stressed strong in modern Lithuanian, although certain words
of more concrete meaning show root stress (Stundzia 1995, 60-61). Dauksa: trans-
parent, with a tendency toward dominant strong, as in the modern language:

Root stress: téwainumo (téwainumg), pitnumu, patoguma (patégumo), ddrgumag,
nébaznumu (nébaznumu, noébazinumas, nobaznumu), Troffkumas, graudumag
(graudumo, graudumg, graudume), tobutumg (tébutumop, tobutume), wieZliwumu
(wiezliwumo), Romumas, kgntrumo (kdntrumg), fmarkumu, grinumo, jiZiitumas (JZi-
tumy), brggumas, [pirm’} dmzZinume®, dtkanumg, fwgkumas (fwgkumop), kdrtuma,
méilingumu, défnumo. Suffixal/desinential stress: iauniimo, apfkritumu, pitnumau,
(pitnumi), patogiimo, [tiprumii, biaurimg, mietaflirdumo (mietaflirdimo, mietafir-
dumg, méitafirduma, mietafSirdimg, mietafirdimo, mietaflirdimg), fatdgme® voc.
sg. (fatdume voc. sg.), cziftumu (czifturmi), didumo (didimas), paktufnimo (paktuf-
ntimo), piktumy.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (compound): Diéwméitumo gen. sg. 102:.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): piktiemo gen. sg. 1275.
A conflation of conservative *piktumas (to DK *piktas, established on the basis of
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piktibes 54, nom. pl., pikte’fnio 5311; but piktés gen. sg. fem. 82y; piktiig instr. sg.
fem. 144g; piktieii nom. pl. 4144; pikty gen. pl. 77 Skardzius 1935, 149 treats
the base as oxytonic) and innovatingpiktiumas (pikttimy gen. sg. 163s). drgfumit instr.
sg. 147;. Conflation of conservative *drgsumas (*drgsus, AP 2, on the basis of DK
drdfsibg 1343 acc. sg., and adv. drdffei 153¢); and innovating drgsumas, the modern
standard; cf. SkardzZius 1935, 59 and 143. kréiwumiis acc. pl. 150:4. Conflation of
conservative *kreivumas (SkardzZius 1935, 59) and innovating kreivimas (the
modern standard).

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: téwainumdp allative sg.
129,0: DK 1: téwainuma acc. sg. 94 to tévainis: Skardzius 1935, 64. Desinential
stress characteristic of mobile stems. ne*wiéZliwumy gen. pl. 812, wiéliwiifse® loc. pl.
7829: DK 1: wieZliwumu instr. sg. 98, wiezliwumo gen. sg. 147, from base viéZlyvas,
DK 1: wiézliwy gen. pl. 82z, wiezliwai 21,, wiezliwai adv. 118y; cf. also SkardZius
1935, 61. The locative plural form has a stress retraction characteristic of disyllabic
desinences of the shape -PCV, also known in modern East Aukstaitic dialects. The
forms ne'wiézliwumy and wiézliwiifse® represent another of several instances of
desinential stress characteristic of mobile stems.

-esnis: Dominant stressed weak (i.e., AP 4) or strong (earlier norm: AP 2) in mod-
ern Lithuanian (Stundzia 1995, 82); in Dauksa, transparent:

Root stress: brg-gefnis, pikte’fnio, Wire[nius, noringe’[nis, [gke’fnji. Suffixal/
desinential stress: fu dide“/niu (fu dide*fniu), artiméfnis, pige®[nis, geréfni.

Doubles; stress alternation between stem and desinence: wire’s/niéii nom. pl.
masc. 791s. A conflation of vyresnieji (to a root-accented vyresnis, DK Wirefnius acc.
pl. 1205) and vyresnieji, which is the modern norm. The form wire®sfniéii is essentially
comparable to the ukrasis found below.

-asis (pronominal adjective): In the modern standard, pronominal adjectives from
a base with AP 1 retain the original place of stress (i.e., raudoénasis, dratigiSkasis); all
others show stress on the penult in certain case forms, including those relevant here:
the nom. sg. masc.: tikrasis, saldusis; and acc. pl. fem.: tikrdsias, saldZigsias
(Laigonaite 1978, 60). In Dauk3a, the original stress of the base seems to be
retained throughout, although the material is too meager to draw a firm conclusion.

Barytonic in nom. sg. masc.: tikrafis (tikrafsis, tikra[sis, tikrafsis, Ttkrafis, tikra-
[is), dmZinafsis (dmZinafis), wétafis (Bwétafis); matonufis (matonufis, matonufis,
maténufis, matonufis). Oxytonic stress in nom. sg. masc.: fatdiifis.

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix [complex desinence]):
tikrdfis nom. sg. masc. 15,. A conflation of conservative tikrasis (tikrafis 142, tikrafis
154, tikrafsis 3511, tikrafsis 98s, Tikrafis 1491, tikrafis 15214) and innovating tikrasis,
the modern standard. The other masculine singular pronominal adjectives also show
barytonic stress: Sveritasis (wgtafis 151, fwétafis 151,6); dmzZinasis (dmZinafsis 137,
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dmiinafis 149.,) and maldnusis (matdnufis 1314, matonufis 156;6, matonufis 158,
maténufis 1585, matonufis 1623;;) have bases with AP 1 and hence are not
diagnostic.The sole example of -usis is fatdiifis 139,. [GldZiasie’s acc. pl. fem. 147. To
saldis, AP 3 (note fafdifis 1396). A conflation of conservative *sdldZigsias, reflecting
the stress of the simple form (modern sdldZias), and innovating saldZigsias (modern
norm), with generalized suffixal stress.

-utis

Doubles; stress alternation within stem (root and suffix): trapit; acc. sg. 117,,
A well-known ambi-accented form in the modern language: the DLKZ? shows as
headword trupatis (2), traputis (1). :

The above material, although incomplete (a number of suffixes have not yet been
treated), suffices to demonstrate that the double marking of stress in Dauks$a’s Cat-
echism (and, by extension, the Postilla) is not the result of widespread printing errors
in an otherwise carefully-prepared publication, nor is it likely that these are attempts
to register secondary stress within a stem (although certain other categories — pre-
fixes and compounds — may well reflect this): forms such as *#raputi, *tikrasis,
*mielidusias, with adjacent stresses, are unknown in any modern dialect.

Rather, the above doubly-stressed words for the most part reflect in conflated
form the accentual possibilities (conservative and innovating) of a given stem. These
accentual possibilities may either represent late 16th-century accentual isoglosses
across Lithuanian dialects, or reflect a sociolinguistic variable within a single dia-
lect of the time®*. Occasionally, as in tripiiti = traputj, truputi 117,, the competing
forms persist in the standard language to this day. A corollary of this situation is
that the Sprachwirklichkeit of unexpected stresses such as the above fweczéusfés
nom. sg. masc. 517, or dukfféiimas nom. sg. 1053 (or, with single stress, fuguldimds
nom. sg. 25, and 26,;) should not be ruled out.

In the use of the double marking of stress, we have yet another innovation on the
part of Dauksa, alongside the accentual notation on non-vocalic “i”, the representa-
tion of nasal high vowels (Zinkevicius 1988,184), and the frequent use of lexical
doublets and glosses (DK fatdiime® : faldibe, i§éios : Ziwato), to assist the reader in
pronouncing and understanding the text. In this, Lithuanian by far surpasses the
efforts of its Baltic contemporaries in the recording of 16th-century linguistic reality.

* Lithuanian seems partial to reflecting the sociolinguistic situation through prosodic choices: con-
sider in the modern language the conservative/prescriptive universiteté, and the like, to the innovating
(and socially casual) universitéte.
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