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Declension of nouns in the text®m the Ohrid Literary School

The OIld Church Slavonic language had a rich systémoun forms. However, in the
history of the inflected system of nouns there wimgovations and changes noticed in the
canonical manuscripts, which were later confirmed mtensified in the Church Slavonic period.
These changes led to loosening of the declensidnaar to shedding of the synthetic way of
expressing the relations between the words. Thiécah transformation of the grammatical
structure took a longer period of time, from IX tp the XIV Century, because the above
mentioned activities gave a concrete result anceviieished by the XV Century according to
Duridanov Cesko, 1970:11).

The disintegreation of the synthetic flexion of thouns according to Ugrinova-Skalovska
(1978:87-91) is made through the following processuixing of the stems, an increasingly
frequent use of case forms with prepositions, theng use of the case form with inadequate
prepositions, the greater use of the general case mostly accusative) and similar. The above-
mentioned processes resulted in reorganisatioheohbun paradigms. As a result of the mutual
influence (mixing) of the noun stems and the cadixgs of the nouns, the number of the noun
stems was reduced; the unproductive noun bases aliemmated; the difference between the
palatal and the non-palatal noun declension wasimdited; the functions of some cases were
expanded; certain inflections were not expressatiesinflections were crossed, etc.

These developments were caused by various faatwtsthus, when talking about the
declension system of the nouns, we must inevitabke into account the contacts with the
neighbouring, above all, the Balkan languages; gheetration of the characteristics of the
vernacular in the written language; the influendéeth® morphologic analogy, as well as the
influence of the phonetic rules. Taking into acdotline mentioned factors we will explain how
the system of case forms of nouns reacted.

The development in the history of the noun castesy will be illustrated with an accent
on the declension composition of those texts rdlavgh the activities of the Ohrid Literary
School, starting from the T2century until the beginning of the i&entury. The subject of the
research will be the representative monuments, rmpogeisely: Dobromir's Evangeliary, Bitola
Triodion, Bologna Psalters, Zagreb Triodion, Radtsisalters, Macedonian Gospel.t

The paper will focus mostly on the comparison led houn system in the previously
mentioned Church Slavonic texts with a traditiosi#iation. At the same time it will focus on
those forms that display innovations in relation tthe canonical paradigms.

1 The examples for this article have been taken ftbm publications of the manuscripts: S. Pop-Atavaso
Jluneeucmuuka ananuza Ha Bumonckuom mpuod, UMJ, Cxomje. 1995; R. Ugrinova-Skalovska, V. Despodova ,
Hobpomuposo esanzenue 1, Cromnje -Ilpunen, 1998; E. Crvenkovska3azpencku mpuoo, UMJ, Ckomje, 1999; L.
Makarijoska, Paoomupos ncanmup, UMJ, Cxomje. 1997; V. KostovskaMakeooncko uemesooesanzenue, 1IMJ,
Skopje, 2003. Examples for Bologna Psalters arentélomCesko, E. V. 1970Hcmopus 6oreapckozo ckionenus,
WsparensctBo ,,Hayka" Mocksa and Georgievski , G. 200Maxedonucmuuxu cmyouu, Menopa, Cxorje.



This will be an attempt to show if and to what extéhe texts of the Ohrid Literary School
follow the general tendency for deviation from timndition typical for the canonical texts.

In order to demonstrate the deviations from the Church Slavonic norm, the forms of
the nouns from the above mentioned text will bespnéed according to their gender denotations.
We take into account the tendency in the historpafn declination to unite the different stems
and their case paradigms by gendéegko 1970:90). A< esko believes, the unification by
gender denotation is not absolute subordinationr& type to another, because flexions from
different types of changes are chosen in orderdeguve the different functions of the forms. We
decided to review the deviations in the declinaity the gender of the nouns also because of
the current situation of declinations by genderé Mbk at the stems in which each of the three
genders can appear and focus on the changes by inasecordance with their sequence in the
paradigms3. We think that in this way we will getn@re complete and more systematic idea about
the deviations in the case system of nouns.

The masculine nouns

In the history of declination of nouns there haeet a series of linguistic novelties and
deviations from the general, codified norm of tHd Ohurch Slavonic language. The masculine
nouns gravitate towards that general tendencyhaate undermining of the case system and the
demolition of the synthetic elements of the language a result, as we have mentioned
previously, of a process of influence, i.e. the ingxof the different noun stems and the different
case endingglesko 1970:113).

The most pronounced influence on thjo—stem nouns is that of tha&-stem, which
according to Duridanov (1993:171) is conditionedtlwy equal flexion of some cases (nom. and

accus. sg. ofzand accus. pl. ofz and the general grammatical gender.
The permeation of thé&-stem in the o-stem s registered through a large number of
documented forms inthe dative singular of —orn (beside the archaic forms oby}. This

morpheme spread to other declinations, beyond thetem nouns, at the start of the Old
Slavonic period, especially among the personal sameforeign words, as well as among some

common nouns denoting living creaturesiamorn 90r, paTorn 95V (Bit)4; ApXHTPHKAHNOEH
126b15nccorn 8b8, 49b14, 116blanoki 136a9, 137a5 (Dbm)arzipaorn 25.3 cngn 8.4, 45.4,
YnkoEH 44.2 (BON);rAHrOpHERH REAHKOMOY H CAAERNOMOY 232, kAKO H MeTHORRI 15122 MHAATORLI
157v (Zag)arpaamorn110v/9,50rn 34/3, 37v/7, 61/3 ARARH 10/7 (RAM); Twcnzorn Mt15,1,icorn
Mt15.26, Mt26,49 (Mkd). Some nouns are found omlytheir older form:muaaToy, noanoy,
HocHgoy, cumonoy (Dbm). In the Zagreb Triodion there is a contanedaform of the dative

inflexion to the o-stem §y) and theii-stem (-ekH): cAMbCcONOROY pERNOEAAA €cH w Ame 97v4. We
quote a limited num ber of examples with the siagdhative inflexion fromi-stem of the inani-

2 This refers to those Slavonic languages that tkepsynthetic flexion.

3 The paradigm of R. Ugrinova-Skalovskald Church Savonic Language, University of Cyril and Methodius —
Skopje, 1979, has been used. In the Old Churclo8ietextbooks the sequence of the cases in tradjgan is not

the same.

4.The subject of the research are Church Slavexits tof the Ohrid Literary School.Abbrevations lbé tmss are
used in this paper: Dbm - Dobromir's Evangeliary;BBitola Triodion; Bon - Bologna Psalters; ZagZagreb

Triodion; Rdm - Radomir's Psalters; Mkd - Macedan@ospel. The used abbreviations of the manuschigte

been taken from the review of abbreviations of sesiby RCSM, IMJ — Skopje, tome 111, 2001, 208.



mate nouns, objects, in cases of personificatiomgiV 1952:113)rpkxorn 67r2x mocTorn S50V,
smorn 94v (Bit).

The inflexions of thel-stem enter other cases too: ganitive singular there is the
inflexion —oy: cTPAWNAATO XEPSRHME H MFOANAATO CEPASHMS H MHP3 Tls_qu 77v (Bit); in nominative
plural are confirmed the formgomore, aAapoke, Kkcore (BOnK, poaore Mt1,17 (Mkd). According
to Duridanov (sCesko 1970:118) in some manuscripts the nominatiwelpforms of -ekn are
the result of the contamination of the flexianef the o-stem and the flexionoge of thet-stem:
KHAOKH, TrpExorn (Bon). Ingenitive plural the widely spread ending ekz has been confirmed:
roksxors 41v, 94v, 96v(Bit); ronorr 5aG aomors 87a2 cnes 92a7 (Dbm); kkkoEz, TrpEXOEa,
xHpokz (Bon); @ rpkxors 148/16, 148v/3-4Rdm); reaporz Mr6,33, Mt14,13,p0p0s Mt1,17
(Mkd). In instrumental plural there are forms with the inflexionu: rotxsmu 8r, 44r (Bit);
rotxzmn 40-4, 80-2 (Bon). Duridanov (€esko 1970:115) sees the reason for borrowing the
flexion wu in the need to avoid the homonymy of the nomireatwnd the instrumental after
replacingzi with n. Vajan (1952:111) talks about generalisation @& fiural inflexion for the
instrumental #u1 to all masculine nouns ending with.—

Among the noungo-stem the inflexions of theii-stem are usual: indative singular
eEnATAEEH 83I, enncewrn 341, moncewrn 18r, 95v(Bit); apxnepeorn 174a10,13, 174b7,1iepeorn
46b3, kecapern 9020, 10b15, 105a&zxern 31a2(Dbm); kecapern 54.4 (BOI’]),(»EGKH H AXOEH
188r18 (Zag); ypern 30v/2,65/1 (Rdm)moncewrn L9,33 (Mkd); in nominative plural kpavere
87v/2, 164/7-8 (Rdm); imenitive plural gpaverz Mr5,26 (Mkd). Contaminated plural forms in
nominative are noticed in Bologna Psalt@ysyern 251.6, xHA0RH.

The influence of th&declensionon the nouns of thp-declensionis exemplified in the
plural forms: innominative plural there is the inflexionue/ -ure: npne 65v/2,4,6,7 (RAM)pxxne
Mt12,41, Mtl14,35, L11,32 nacreipie L2,8, L2,15, L2,20 $apucene Mt15,12 (Mkd). The
inflexion —ee is rare:apxnepee Mt27,6, Mr14,53, Mrl5,3 sapicee Mr7,3, Toyaee Mr7,3 (MKd).
Georgievski (2001:40) stresses that in the ChurelvdBic text in the Macedonian area the
inflexion -<e is a rare occurrence. Somewhere ganitive plural —en is used (made with
vocalisation of the jer) of thestem instead of the old form ofiu: kb cTARMENL BEAFOAR MHWA ¥
cThixh Epaven 9r (Bit); w@anrnpen 1/19, 1v/7-8(Rdm). In vocative singulat the inflectiome is
confirmed ypne 58/4,maxne 144v/14 (Rdm).

The jo-stem nouns in Bitolski Triodion have someresting formations ivocative
singular. The forms of +o have been registeredpavro 84r, nzrarntearo 84r, most probably

because of the softness of the preceding cons¢8aRbp-Atanasova 1995:36).
The singular vocative form Zagreb Triodion is waléserved with the o-/jo- stem nouns:

ge 70v12 wve 140r], xe 7rl6.
In the wordeaactene 32-4 (Bon) the nominative plural form is formadtbe basis of the
consonant stem.



Some nouns ending withrean and-aps makedative singular forms with the inflexion —
ok Of the 4i-stem:gnnapern 82b3(Dbm), n npneeae porTenern 193v16 (Zag)msitapern 112v/14
(Rdm). Nominative forms in plural are for either according to the old state an(rarely):
nporonnTene 86V, TEppaAHTene 87T, xpannTeae 871 (Bit); apzaxaTtene 113-4 (Bon) or according te
Stem 0N He: ZAKONOYMHTEAHE 46v/14-15, maitapue 39b12, 56al pnisapue 45al15 (Dbm);
caoyknTeate 115r3, oyunreare 106r3 (Zag);cetatreane 154v/14 (Rdm); ataaTeane Mt21,35
zakongvHTeane L5,17, prisapie L5,2 (Mkd). In the plural forms we can see the influeof¢he o-

/jo-stem nounse muTapn 102r16,npkmaapux oyunTeas 22v25 (Zag) (the replacemento®i has

been done phonetically).

The i—stem nouns underwent most changes under the moftuef theo-/jo-stem. It is a
fact that the interaction was registered even & @id Slavonic canon Duridanov (©esko
1970:119), so that the Church Slavonic languagéhis process of mixing of the stems has
progressed to such a degree that it is difficultseparate the original-stems (Duridanov

1993:172). Even though the nouns of the typez were already on the road to disappearance,

the typical endings of thiestem had the tendency to spread to the other giajsn 1952:111).
Forms of theu-stem nouns display hesitation between their owftexions and the
inflexions of the o-/jo-stem. Not infrequently ihet Macedonian Church Slavonic manuscripts

parallel forms are documented. The old flexions waiteessed: ingenitive singular oTh Aomoy
31b11,mxxacka monoy 36al19 (Dbm)mupoy Mt25,34 (Mkd); indative singular muporsi Mt18,7
(Mkd); in nominative plural aapore (Bon); ingenitive plural aomors 5/6 (Dbm). In the Zagreb
Triodion there are a certain number of nouns vhth parallel use of inflexions from both stems
(Crvenkovska 1997:34). Idative singular is founduazyTn muporn 76r17 but alsoGiykyenne
mrpoy 113rl15, then the nounptxz: & resxs 14r10,n0 i@ pazanunnxs rekxors 14rl7 (Zag) i sl.

The case flexions of th&-stem nouns are not carefully maintained in thdofahg
examples: in theenitive singular there often is a (with both inanimate and animate nouns)

instead of the expected inflexiosy: wya 1 cha n cTro aAxa 761, cna Troero 85r (Bit); kona 83al4,
aoma 158a5 cna (Dbm); meaa 27.1 (Bon);cna Troero 17v6 (Zag);aoma ero 140v/4(Rdm); gona
L13,15,mnpa L12,30,cziva Mt10,37, Mt12,5, Mr10,35 (Mkd); idative singular the inflexion —
oy pervadesns croems 20V, wiys u cN3 0 Axs cToms 48r, cns mapuns 90r (Bit); cnoy 71-1a (Bon);
AONECH cNoy croemoy 154r6 (Zag)enoy 112v/16, 130v/19, 132/6 (Rdm).

The only example oficcusative singular with the inflexion - of the o—stemna 148v/6

(Rdm), confirms the interruption of the Old Slavwonitradition of distinguishing
inanimate/animate nouns by forming the singulamfen accusative. The old accusative forms
are back for the inanimate nouns and they coinaitle nominative ones. The reasons according
to Duridanov (sCesko 1970:124-125) are: either mechanical copyirigeoldest original or the
phonetic concurrence of with a4 and with that of accusative and nominative of fiaminine
nouns, which by analogy was most probably transéeto the masculine nouns as well; or a
strong process of forming a general nominative-sattue case form is underway. The
archaisation of forms of the inanimate nouns segariConev (SCesko 1970:125) because this
archaic feature is kept despite the numerous neselt



The nounczinz has vocative forms along the o-steme 45v, 46r, 49r (Bit);cne Mt8,29,
Mt9,17, Mt15,22 (Mkd). In the locative singular fos visible is the influence of the non-palatal
vowel declensionks mups 24r (Bit); Tpuya npcTa Eb Gyu 1 cNE 1 cTHMb Ack 34V1 (Zag);mupk
Mt25,13, L11,21, L14,32nk Mr9,12, L18,31 (Mkd). The formant —ov-, which iBaracteristic

for theu-stem nouns in dative singular, in nominative arditive plural, can be seen as part of
the stem in other forms in plural, to which theecaglexion is added Makarijoska (1997:68): in

dative plural cnoroms 107/7, 118/12,119/1@Rdm); in locative plural aomortxs (Bon). The
vocalisation of the strong jer is the reason fer@ppearance of the form for locative plurais:

Bb cNoxb 88Vv/3 (RAm).

Even in the Old Slavonic thestem makes forms according to théjo-stemand theti—
stem, especially in genitive and dative singulaoider to get rid of the existing syncretism of
these forms Duridanov (§esko 1970:120). The enforcement of the flexionghefother stems

on thei-stem nouns is visible: igenitive singular the forms with %/-a: cs n&Ts 131218 (Dbm);
ornk 106.3 (Bon); @ ra 19/12, 20/15, 130/1@rnt 134/17 (Rdm)ra Mt1,22, Mt23,37, L10,27,
wrvk L12,49 (Mkd); in dative singular the inflection-ogn of u-stem:reu 23v, 87v, 95(Bit); rgux
30b7, 37a21, 94lep_esn 114a6(Dbm); qp_esi (Bon), rku Troemoy 97v18 (Zag)rkn 6v/10,11,12
(Rdm). The forms imative singular on -oy of 0-/jo-stemxks roy 18r, 34r, 501(Bit); roy 158/15
kb roy 146v/9,1Q mo nxtro 103/14 wrnto 56/13 (Rdm); ros Mr4,10, Mr10,20, L19,8nxToy
Mt22,16,wrnoy L4,39 (Mkd); in accusative singular there isra 111/14, 158v/18, 153/1@dm).
In vocative singular there are forms inus--e: rn 95/13, 123v/3re 72/12(Rdm).

In the plural forms they keep their forms unchahda nominative plural the inflexion —
He, —n IS usediraTne 154al17 (Dbm)aroane 50/8, 56/1, 129/5ar0an 50/8,157v/14nxTn 165/15
(Rdm); ingenitive plural -en, -nu is used:aropen 154v/7, aropnn 97v/16 (Rdm); inaccusative
plural a form of -ne has been confirmedroane 164/2(Rdm).

Themasculine vowel a-/ja- stem nounwhich in nominative singular end withn/-zinn
have transformed their inflexionxaua L12,58(Mkd). The activity of a phonologic factotifn)
is noticed ingenitive singular: eomn Ne weTagn 174124 (Zag).

The consonant stemsvere scarce to be kept as stable. That is why Evére canonical
period (Vast 2005:7) they are under the influence and graviteweards the other productive

stems. Especially distinguished is the influencehefi-stem, which is justified, having in mind
the same gender and some equal inflexions (Malk&ad]997:70).

Very rarely innominative singular there is the old form of=z for which, according to
Ugrinova-Skalovska (s. Makariojska 1997:70), thisrevidence that it disappeared even before
the X Century:kamer 13r (Bit); kamel aextwe 159a8 (Dbm). Nominative with the form of

accusative rinstead of # is found:ocTagaens ecTh kamens 25b8 (Dbm)kamens 109/9,maamens
82/7, 115v/113Rdm). In the form foigenitive singular: ne kamenn akpoe-oma 17r (Bit) we can
see the influence of thiestem nouns, and in the casekafiene 25a14, 102b18 (Dbm) the old
inflexion with —e has been usedwmene 25a14, 102b18 (Dbm). Just so as likeem nouns form
the singular form of dative with -ogn: anern 1 maTe 37019 (Dbm), but the influence of the vocal



o-/jo-stems is also possiblane Mt6,34 (Mkd). An interesting formation is when ethwvord-
forming suffix morpheme-og/-eg is combined with the inflexions of the dative conant stem:
MHPA EFATAATO AWK MAAMeNeRH Tpkaack S50V (Bit). An example of the equation @iccusative

singular with nominative (si) is registered in the Dobromir gospelaTo 0ThRAAHTE NAMB KAMbI

25b5,kozbmETe kamel 159a9 (Dbm).

The influence of th&stems is confirmed on the masculine nouns witbrasenant stem
in the obliquecasesin locative singular na kamenu 93r (Bit); na kamenn 53al15, 102b19, 104a20
(Dbm); na kamenn Mt7,24, Mt13,20, L21,6npu kopkank L3,9, ks maamenn L16,25(Mkd), but the
old forms with —e are also usekopene Troero 65r13 (Zag). It is possible that the singular form
for locative with ++ was acquired from the jo-stem (Crvenkovska 1997:Bhen innominative
plural aenue 15a17 (Dbm)xamenne 51r12,64v7, 78v29Zag); Renne 91v/15 105/15, 105v/13
(RAm); anve Mt24.22, Mr13,19, L2,22 (Mkd); igenitive plural -en: @ anen 97v/14 ann 97/7,
106/19 (Rdm) oruu: antn Mt4,2, Mt11,12, Mr2,20 (Mkd).

The following changes affected the masculine nodasbling of vowels, contraction of

vowels, elimination of the differences between the palatal and the non-palatal declension).
Doubling of vowels occurs in the case inflexions foominative and accusative plural of

the o-/jo-stem nouns: gr EkkbiH Eca 371, Ko AEOphIH 8F, moxoTNaI& maoaki 31r (Bit); mxxin
Mr6,44, napoain L5,3, svennynn Mt18,1 (Mkd); in instrumentale plural ¢z vaksi 27v (Bit). The
same occurrence is confirmed in the case of tha newra (a-stem)xca casruin 85r (Bit).
Contraction of vowels occurs in masculine nouns of various stemgemtive plural: anu
36a9, 65a6, 96a3 but alaanen 130aldand asnnn, annn (Dbm); mzxu 132a17 but alsazxuu,

AHNapH 57a3 but als@aunapun (Dbm); indative singular ks cxan L12,58 (Mkd).

Even though the tendency #iminate the difference between the palatal and the non-
palatal declension and vice versa is most prominent with the feminmins, examples of
influence of the non-palatal on the palatal destnfhave also been noticed in the masculine

nouns in these cases:lotative singular with the inflexion + instead of-u: aciaeapt Mr2,26, w
knazt Mr3,22 (Mkd); ininstrumental singular with -oms instead of emn: ch Mocewnmb 1 aponoms
10r, mocewmz 33, Heznkuaomn mppkomn 85V (Bit); in acustaive plural with thw onflection =i
MOCTARHIWA KNAZhI 1O RceH ZeMu 32/1,KoNblbl e Thi ocNora 88V/16 (RAm).

The influence of the palatal vowel declension lo& $ingular vocative form in the non-
palatal stems is pointed out by Pop-Atanasova (BB)5kpTs cte 67v. Then the tendency for
equating the palatal and the non-palatal stemgsible® in: genitive singulacz wnoro monoy
iwpaant Mr3,8 (Mkd); in instrumentale singularaaaems oymupaz 117r21 waphkHMH 7kno
raaaems 40r24 (Zag)raaaems 159v/5 (Rad).

The neuter nouns
Deviations from the traditional state are notigethe neuter nouns.
Most intensive is the influence and then the d@quoaif the declension of th@nsonant —
es- stem nouns with the o-stem noun@&oneski 1982:135). According to Duridanov (1998:8
the es-stem nouns lose the characteristic suffex,-and with that the specific flexion for the



consonant stems. This occurrence is registerediave Old Slavonic texts, and is confirmed in
the manuscripts with Macedonian provenience in €uBlavonic. The reasons according to
Ugrinova-Skalovska (1979:79) are: the equal fororsnbminative, accusative and vocative and
the equal number of syllables.

In the form forgenitive singular these examples have been seeria (Dbm); Aptra
moascka 75r10(Zag); nesa 90/2, mkaa 113v/1,wka 158v/8 (Rdm)aptra Mt3,10, L3,9, L21,29
Akaa Mt 11,2, Mt23,5, Mt25,16 (Mkd) with the charactéigsinflexion —-a of the o-stem. In
dative singular the inflexion-oy is confirmed aptrs mpcroms 47v (Bit); aAtnoy L23,51, Thaoy
Mt6,22, Mt6,27, L11,34 (Mkd)but in acustaive singular: Tkao 43v/15 no iTkaece 149/17
(Rdm). Inlocative singular there is « from the o-stemna aptrt 21r, 38r,na nesk 451 (Bit); of
the nounoko - &b oyt 52b1, 5, 6 (Dbm)}A;EH Na TEAE Moemb MonokH 4V5 (Zag);ke wyk Mt7,4
(Mkd). Ininstrumental singular the inflexion ems was accepted which according to Georgievski
(2001:45) is found in many other older manuscripigkroms 20v2x, 36r (Bit); wkomn 84/6
(Rdm); akaoms L11,48, L23,41, L24,1%koms Mt 18,9, cacromz Mt 18,16, Mt 22,15, Mt 25,15
(Mkd). Plural forms ingenitive have been confirmed: nempuraznnxs atas 69v12(Zag) and in
locative with -txs: w Akatxs mu 34V (Bit). In the exampl® gckxs Akakxs cronxs 167v19 (Zag)

the plural inflexion for genitive is used with tleeative inflexion sxs under the influence of the

pronoun following it (Crvenkovska 1999:35).
In the manuscripts with consonant stems the arctoims with an expanded stem are
preserved. Apart from this it is possible to addht® expanded consonant stem case inflexion of

the vowel o-/jo- stem or thiestem (most frequently in genitive and locativegsilar): yroaecemn
TRoHME 99V (Bit), Ao kpEmene 4204 nmene moero paan 14al2 107al8, 107b10a0 KONbLJA NECH
15a19 c» necn 107a13 NO i cb nesce 96b4, caorece ero 137b19 (Dbm)w nmenn 29/12, 29/19,
89/10, umento 35/7, 41/14, 101v/¥a Nereh 60V24 mo cAoRecH 28V19, neysaenne wropecn 38r22
(Zag), Taece 149/17 (Rdm), apkreca Mr8,24, ovech Mt7,3, caorecn L9,29, Thaeca L24,3

wgveTa Mt12,10 (Mkd).
With the -es—, -en- andkt- stem nouns there are forms according toittleclination.
For example in genitive singular moaossnaa kpimend 109b4, e nscn 107213 Ao koNsYa NECH

15a19 (Dbm)umenn Mt10,22, L21,17 (Mkd); inlocative singular na necu 4216, 72a489a3,&s
ovech 52a19 (Dbm)na necu 114/13, 126/19, 127/10 (RAMy,umenn Mr 9,39, 19,49, L10,17na
Nen Mt6,10, L11,2, L15,7w otpovaTh Mt2,8, L2,17 (Mkd). The forms for genitive and |biva

singular with + according to Duridanov (€£esko 1970:121) are formed under the influence of
thei-stem and appear even in the Old Slavonic periadti;in the Macedonian manuscripts.
Imenkiteceno n vapo vo Radomiroviot psaltir vo lokativ mno’ina se j&aat so nastavkta

-aXh: Eb cenaxh 76/132, 83/4rs vapaxs 161v/3 —ne mopa

In genitive dual it is interesting to note the form of the nat as:wvro which according
to the opinion of &epkin (s. Makarijoska 1997:71) is either takendast of the literaryvuro or
the further phonetic change of the fosmto .



The inflexions of thepalatal vowel stem deviate before the inflexions of thie
declination. In the Bologna Psalters and in some of the othes tthe inflexion forgenitive

singular -eu is systematically applied to the jo-stem nounsciviénd with-uxe instead of the old
—HH. MNOKLCTROMZ Eh?HxAneH mouxs 26r10, rako ciib M?\pAh MNOrHXh Tipkrpemenen 54v16 (Zag);
BezakoNen 24/3, 77v/16, 122vOG npkrotwenen 52/10-11, chrptwenen 104v/15 (Rdm). The

inflexion -exs is confirmed in one case tcative plural gs kHanpexs 42/12 (Rdm). It is possible

that this inflexion was derived with a vocalisatiofithe jer (Georgievski 2001:45).
An interesting example of thestem is registered idative singular in the non-palatal

vowel stem:uroen 2.2 (Bon). Kuljbakin (€£esko 1970:120) talks about permeation of the dative
form -okn of theli-stem to the neuter nouns. According to Vajan (1B62), the neuter nouns

can appear with this inflexion when they are peifgash
A frequent occurrence in the neuter nouns, esihe®é the —jo-stem with -ie is the
contraction of vowels.Examples of contraction of vowels are noticed icatove singular and

genitive pluralgs EAroronenH 146/16,;NAM€NH ckit 111v/8, kb wEHAH 7V/9, Kb wEAHYenn 24/10
(Rdm); knrn L16,11, mo mpkaanu Mr 1,14 (Mkd).In locative plural apart from the contracted
forms (nuxmuxs): kb mucannxs Mt21,42, wnparaanuxs L1,6 (Mkd) there are also non-contracted
formsgs ckpornynux 111v/15 (Rdm).

The feminine nouns
In the declination of the feminine a-/ja-stem nodhe changes are not great (Rusek
1964:20). Thga-stem nouns ending withun/-zinn  there is only transformation of the singular
inflexion for nominative a/-t/-ta: masnnk 96a7 (Dbm) MATHI Mt6,4, pasnunk Mr 14,69 (Mkd).
In some manuscripts the old inflexions are usedsinn 113a3 camaptneing 13105 (Dbm);
FPEAZINH EO OV EA Ne oyAzEapEeT ca 35.12a,MpKTA MHAATOMZ EBO CTOANE TPAREARNAI CRAHH
Encemoy Mupoy 38.2¢ (Bon). Duridanov (€e3ko 1970:114) believes that the singular inflexion

the Old Slavonic language is replaced only withspeal names, while in the Church Slavonic it
Is spread to other nouns. The reason for thiseigghdency to form one paradigm in the feminine
ja-stem nouns.

Vocative singular with — is well preservedsije 8r9, awe 101v29 mapte 64r3 (Zag). The
plural form for genitivenz ronen 89r20 (Bon) is made with the vocalisation of theoisg
semivowel.

During the phonetic replacement=zfwith u with the a-stermouns the forms igenitive
singular appeareda pasorn 20r6 (Zag); innominative plural xkenu npuaows nomazath Ta 165v19
(zag).

With the -i-stem feminine nounswe can see the inflexioren (<en), beside-un in
genitive plural:@ namacten 3v, @ moxoren 181, @ ctpcten 90r (Bit); zanortaen 27V27, 63v28,
64v18 (Bon); & nanacten 48r4, 57v5 caacten 18rl7, 66v26 numxs cTpren 33r2 (Zag); ©
ZAMOREAHN 21/4 & nanacten 52v/5 @ ckprien 14/2,14/16 xaasnn 27v/15 (RAmM); & paEbINeH
Mr14,66 (Mkd). With vocalisation of the jers the followinigrms were madeinstrumentale
singular (-smw-ems) cTprems 74v5 (Bon);genitive plural with -en (above mentioned)dative



plural (-smz-emz) cTprema 4613, 74v5 (Zag); inocative plural (-sxw—exs) & moxoTexs 54r14,gn
ckprinexa SOV17 (Zag).

The scarceini-stem nouns with &-(-zg-) underwent assimilation of the productive noun

stems (a-stem aniestem). Even in the Proto-Slavic period they werdar the constant influence
and were attracted by the a-stem nouns (Durida@8@:173). Innominative singular the archaic

forms arosni 173a12,crekpst 8103,4 (Dbm) are confirmed in certain examples, usitally the
archaic forms are not present. We will also mentiom nominative and the vocative singular
form with —age: cTa ects ypkre 53v/3 (Rdm). An interesting case is the appearana@winative

and vocative singular with an inflexion of nominative plural withzgn: cTara ypken 321, LpkEH
RMHeTh TH xe 64v (Nnominative)n recenn ca p§\( cA LpKkEH ExHra 49r (vocative.The form in
nominative singular with thes-flexion: ypkes 127013 (Dbm)nptcTara kphks Moanka ca 6713, TH

ecH e Kphh 71v2Q kb KpoEb MpkAokH ca 24r8 (Zag) is under the influence of the accusative
form.

Apart from the oldgenitive inflexion in singular with -zke: kprke 61b7,13 ne ypkke
122a3,127a8, 151a4 (Dbm), thexi-is also used. The influence of tistem or the a-stem is
possible after the transformation ton (Crvenkovska 1999:35). For examplgsen 112a7,
142al1 (Dbm);H;EAEM MA @ kpein 104v18 (Zag); ypken Mtl12,5, Mt21,12, L1,21 (Mkd). In
accusative singular with vocalisation of the semivowel (also usualtfve canonical texts)zgw -
okn the formna ceekporn 81b3,4(Dbm) was achieved. This is a violation of the sgtism of the
accusative with the nominative form. The influenmfethe a-stem in the singular form for
accusative can be seen in the exampdepses L12,53(Mkd). Makarijoska (1997:70) talks about
expressing accusative with a genitive-accusativen favith «e even in some Old Slavonic
manuscripts, which is also confirmed in the DobmsnEvangeliary:arossge Biknrx 75b17,
AtoebRe HMATe 166a7 (compare with genitive singulassrnge 138a7, 168a22).

The influence of thé&stem nouns is noticed itocative singular gs arorsgn 168b14,16,18
(Dbm); b arorzrn 74v15 (Zag)ge ypwken 7/10, 16/16 (Rdm); imominative and acusative plural
cmokgre 112/1, 163v/1 (Rdm).

The —er-stem feminine nounsmainly don’t have changes that would show that they
inclined towards certain more productive groups gideska 2003:29), i.e. there is no great
influence of the other stems. Even the Old Slavemanuscripts (MoSin 1954:45) confirm that

the feminine nouns with a consonant stem have aofriwo forms ofaccusative singular with -

e and-b: YbTH oEA TEOEro H Mpe 98D4 An BPATHER AH cecTphI AH oq_A AH MPE AH KENK AH YAAA 583,
Na MaTeps 84b3(Dbm).

The-» forms are regular, while those with might be under the influence of the genitive
inflexion and might express accusative with the itj@traccusative form of the o-stem.
Frequently in the Church Slavonic language the @oast stem feminine nouns often use the
genitive form with the meaning of accusative untlee influence of the masculine nouns,
Duridanov (sCe8ko1970:124).



We will present the forums faiominative and accusative plural with —a (ja-stem) instead
of -n: aAbiepa Hropencknl 35/11 mokpkux Abyepa crox 116v/10(RAm).

There isdoubling of vowelsin the vowel stem nouns: genitive singular @ mzksin 45r
(Bit); in nominative and acustaive plural caagsin 33r, Na canzni 351, kb m3cThinud 89r (Bit);

zekaann Mrl3,25 naroysim Mt24,7, cecTonn Mr10,29(Mkd).

In the manuscripts of the Ohrid literary schocérthis concurrence of the flexion of
various cases i.e. new syncretism forms appearubeaaf the deviations from the regular use of
the nasalsThe lack of distinction or the mixing (replacement)of the nasalsis an important
phonetic factor which, in the case of feminine mguled to the appearance of an accusative

flexion in genitive singular with the a-/ja-stemums:uzs Teox &TpoEx 8I, HZh KTpoRx TH 16V,17V
(Bit); n BpaTHER M cecTph H olya H MaTepe 87DQ n xennl v vAAL M BpaTHER 8709 (apart from the
regularspatra (Dbm); nzrean nz Temnnyx awx mox 141-8a(Bon); and the other way around,
accusative singular borrows an inflexion of gemitiw instead ofk: n exe TRopHTH c& HCKpENHHME
BAATOCTZINA H ArORORL 36-3 TEO& RonA 434, KpoThlHH ke NacABAATE Zemaa 36-11 (Bon). After
the soft sounds °, {, c, y in accusative singular there is the replacementnpocTpt aecnuyz
crox (Bon. Cant. I,12)npormHNax Nego FAKO H Kok& 57-40 0 MOTOKOMZ MHWTA TEOER NAMOHWH & 35-

9 (Bon). An exception in some manuscripts is the dou@fter which the nasalis preservedkz
mputva 59/17 (Rdm).-a instead of-x is used in the palatal change in instrumental darg

naapknuyea 178b8 (Dbm).

The general tendency fequating the palatal and the non-palatal declensiors most
frequent with the feminine nouns. The influencehe& non-palatal stem on the palatal is seen in

the permeation of the case inflexion fnitive singular, where instead of the expectedthere

is -n1 (Or + after the replacemenbn): nzn XEbI wAef‘l?\hl (Bit); moazanl Mr5,26, wrpokornyn Mr5,40
(Mkd). The permeation of the forms of the non-palahange in the palatal one can be seen in:
nominative plural where s1 appears (even the instead ofzi achieved phonetically).

The non-palatal stem deviates before the inflexioh the palatal stem iaccusative
plural chwspazoviie nkona 41r26 canza sTonn 132r27(Zag).

Among the a-/ja-stem anigstem nouns apart from the non-contracted formeetlaéso
some made witltontraction into case inflexions forinstrumental singular - (made after the
inter-vowel j was lost, thus equating with accusasingular)Hpoas FeZakoNoRAlE Ch IDOAHAAK
70r (Bit); cb apoyiknnk crorx 2201 Torx mtpx 52allsutxs naauyxs 113b3 (Dbm)ics shpx 42v7
(Zag); cnax 64/16 napexx 135v/1L ucruna 165/19 (Rdm). According to Duridanov (€e3ko
1970:137-138) when the forms for instrumental aoclaative singular coincide the meaning is
often eclipsed. The instrumental singular form withcontraction {otx, —etx) appears in these
exampleskkpox 21V, nethnos 751, chaox 2r (Bit); ekpos 2v15 ¢ moxganox 127v19,ch cnagox
127v14 (Zag).

There is contraction of vowels in the other simgubrms: forgenitive singular mptmo
razognaakal Mt12,41 (Mkd); for locative singular kn aaant Mt14,33, Mrl,19 (Mkd). The
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contraction of the plural form in genitiver >-u) resulted in:zanorsan Mr7,8, kocrn L24,39
(Mkd).

The forms for duality often find their right place nors @paznta ca 70r, pxys cn
MPOCTEPh NA KPTE 251, YHCTAMA WYHMA H 3CTANAMA ke yknoraTH 381 (Bit); mo AanHTAMA ovAApEET
ca 160V3 a7z ke prkama H Norama ckAZanb BHxh 94V7, wetma cTpanama 90r2 (Zag). The irregular
use of plural instead of the dual is found ARanaaecate anas 48v1Q HABXK RECEAAMH NOTAMH
169r14 weanapecaTe wreyn 153r23(Zag). The nourvyerena can have a parallel plural and
double form:oycTnt oyso moarnzamz 97v29 but alsoscranamn ykaoratd 63v1 (Zag). The
forming of the dual form of the personal names @shinterestingwsa mapka mokpuearo 21v5, g
ma ecwopma 22v13(Zag).
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Conclusion

We mentioned that this paper will attempt to shband to what extent the texts of the
Ohrid school follow the general tendency for dewiatfrom the state characteristic for the
canonical texts, with an accent on the declinatibthe nouns. After analysing the situation in
individual manuscripts it is found out how muchstprocess is expanded in the texts of the Ohrid
centre. The general tendency of hesitation andchsion is prominent in the Ohrid manuscripts,
while further on the simplification of the flex dgm of the nouns. The numerous renewed forms
in the frames of the noun paradigms of the diffedclination types are proof that this process
is not optional. The productive noun stems havegred well the old state, while prominent
among the unproductive ones is a certain hesitatibith is mainly confirmed in most Old
Slavonic and editorial texts.

In the case of thenasculine nouns the mixing of the o-stem with thé-stem is most
confirmed. Koneski (1982:134) notices that the agieg of the two-syllable inflexions with the
formant/suffix —ov- is the most distinct occurrence the process of stem equation. The
inflexions of thel-stem are not transferred with the same intensitglli manuscripts to the o-
stem nouns. The most widely spread is the datwgusar inflexion, while less so is the plural
inflexion for nominative. In genitive plural the rfas according to thé-stem are very rarely
found. Influence of thé&stem is noticed mostly in nominative plural andrsglically in genitive
plural. The flexions of th@-stem are confirmed in a limited number of exammethe o-/jo-
nouns. The singular forms for genitive, dative dochtive of thel-stem underwent changes
according to the o-/jo-stem. Forms of the palatal aon-palatal vowel stem in genitive and
dative singular (sometimes tliestem has influence in dative) can be seen amoad-stem
nouns. The instability of the consonant stems, twhis noticed even in the canonical
manuscripts, in the manusrcpts of the Ohrid litesthool is seen in the permeation of the case
endings ofi-stem and more rarely of o-/jo- stem amdtem in locative singular and the plural
forms of nominative and genitive.

The analysis shows that there is a tendency faingnthe masculine nouns in one
paradigm.

The scarcity is the reason for the non-presemaifdhe consonant stems in neuter. There
is aspiration for equation of the —es- consonaerhstwith the forms of o-/jo-stem, mostly in the
singular paradigm (genitive, dative, locative, instental singular). However, we cannot speak
about complete equation because in some manusthets are insignificant deviations and
preservation of the old forms (for example in thagi&b Triodion. There are also numerous
parallel forms as well as formations when the egednstem is kept, while the case endings of
the vowel stems are accepted. The nouns of-tlezlination influenced the consonant stems in
genitive and locative singular. The same stem initiye plural influenced the neuter nouns

ending with +e.

The review of the declination of the feminine nswhows that the old forms were well
preserved among the productive name stems. In-skem in genitive plural we can see more
often -en, and -u, -un more rarely. Thé&-stem nouns frequently have forms close to theearst
and thei-stem (regularly in genitive and locative singulampre rarely in nominative and
accusative plural). The feminine consonant noungevpeeserved. The difference between the
palatal and non-palatal declension deviates. Wighhesitation of the regular distribution of the
nasals there is concurrence of the flexions okdiffit cases, as well as the use of the inflexion of
one case in another. This redistribution is maséiween genitive and accusative singular.

12



At the end, to summarise, the system of forms e@rapromise between the older state
and the newer additions or changes (Ugrinova-Sk&®\i992:75). In the older manuscripts of
the Church Slavic literature the examples thasitlate the deviations are optional and testify
about the start of this process. The deviationhénoun system of forms in the more recent
literary monuments Ribarova (1990:167) are regyland widely represented.
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