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powixoéavog, ov “Purple-robed”. Add this word to LSJ; see
Pindar, Fr. 75.14 Snell gowixoedvay . . . ‘Qodv. The epithet here is
Koch’s restoration; it is generally accepted by the editors.

gotpdocopar Add Pindar, Fr. 332 Snell.

ydous, 17 LSJ do not recognize adequately that this word may bear
the meaning “song”’, ‘“poem”. See Gow on Theocritus 16.6, Rumpel,
Lexicon Pindaricum s.v. ydoi (p- 483). In Pindar see, for example,
Olympian 13.19, Isthmian 3.8.

yetpddeinzog, ov “manifest, S. OT 901 (lyr.).” A cross-reference to
daxtviodextéw and daxtvAddeixros would be apposite.

Rules of Accentuation in Classical and Modern Greek*

By IreNE P. WARBURTON, University of California, Irvine

In the introduction to The Sound Pattern of English') (1968)
Chomsky and Halle state that “we have two concepts of surface
structure: input to the phonological component and output of the
syntactic component. It is an empirical question whether these two
concepts coincide. In fact, they do coincide to a very significant
degree, but there are also certain discrepancies. These discrepancies
.. . indicate that the grammar must contain certain rules converting
the surface structures generated by the syntactic component into a
jorm appropriate for use by the phonological component.”

The purpose of this paper is: to present and compare two phono-
logical rules of classical greek (CG) and modern greek (MG), in-
volving accentuation and boundaries; and, to furnish a case of syn-
tactically motivated environment for phonological rules, as well as
a case where the environment of the phonological rules is not syn-
tactically motivated and must be defined by some readjustment rule.

An important rule of accentuation of CG is the so-called ‘“‘ante-
penult rule,” or ‘‘rule of limitation.” 2) According to this rule a Greek

*) I want to express my gratitude to Professor F. W. Householder for
reading this paper, and for his valuable comments and suggestions. However,
I am alone responsible for the views expressed here.

1) N. Chomsky and M. Halle, The Sound Pattern of English pp. 9—10 and
for a more detailed discussion pp. 364—372.

%) About this rule see among others, C. Bally (1945), R. Jakobson (1937),
A. N. Jannaris (1897), J. Kurylowicz (1958), and J. Vendryes (1938).
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word may not be accented further to the left than the antepenult,
Furthermore, the antepenult may receive the accent3) only if the
ultima is short. Thus, according to the position of the accent, the
words are classified as either accented on the ultima (oxytones and
perispomena), the penult (paroxytones and properispomena) or the
antepenult (proparoxytones)4).

The difference in accentuation cannot be attributed to phono-
logical features of the stems; sometimes it can be attributed to the
suffix as for example in the case of the verbal adjectives ending in
-tos, such as ayanntds ‘loveable’, diafards ‘crossable’, etc., where the
suffix is always accented. In this case, the reason for the verbal
adjectives being oxytones is morphological. However, there is a
large number of cases (especially among nominals) where the ac-
centuation pattern cannot be attributed to the suffix; compare 6dd;
‘street’, piloc ‘friend’, mdAeuoc ‘war’; all three forms are nouns of the
second declension nominative singular but their accentuation is
different. Therefore, the stem of oxytones such as 66d¢c will have to be
marked in the lexicon with a feature such as [+ ultima accented]?)
whereas paroxytones, with a short ultima such as cwz7jeos ‘of the
saviour’ will be listed in the dictionary as [+ stem —final accent).
However, a large number of nouns and adjectives and all the finite
verb forms are either proparoxytones, dv$pwmog, ndieuog, Fdlacoa,
Aéyouev, Eleyov, or paroxytones with a long ultima drdodmov, woléuov,
Paldoongs, opilw, dpilews, ete. These words can be left completely
unmarked in the lexicon with respect to the accent which will be
automatically assigned to them by the “antepenult rule” (as will be
formulated below). Even among these stems there will be cases of
specific irregularities®).

The antepenult rule may be formulated as follows:

3) About the nature of the CG aceent the general agreement is that it was
a pitch accent. This view is shared by Vendryes, Bally, Allen and others.
In MG the acecent is stress. In this paper, I will be using the term accent to
refer to both the CG and the MG variety.

1) About all the different accentual possibilities of a word see especially
Jakobson (1937), republished in English in Jakobson’s Selected Writings,
V. 1. pp. 262—271. An accented long ultima or penult counts as two morae
and if the first mora of the syllable is accented the accent mark is a circumflex
(perispomene) hence the term perispomenon e.g. ¢d¢ and properispomenon
e.g. ddpov. If the accent of a long penult or ultima is on the second mora then
the accent is an acute, dddgov, Aiury.

5) See P. Kiparsky (1987).
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If a word is still unaccented, an acute is placed on the penult if
the vowel of the ultima is “long”, otherwise on the antepenult.

'V 1
XC—C | —accent | (C) #
| +long |
Rule A. V—[+accent] | S
[V ] \Y%
X—C | —accent| C|—accent|(C)#
—long

V = any vowel, C any consonant or consonant cluster, (C) optional
consonant, # word boundary.

This rule is a low level rule; it applies after all other accentuation
rules have been applied and when the level of word has been reached.
By “word” here we mean a sequence bounded by #...# which
contains no other #, but may contain any number of + (morpheme
boundaries). Furthermore, no stem is marked in respect to this rule,
i.e., all of them will be allowed to undergo it but the rule will be
applicable only if the phonological conditions of its environment are
fulfilled. For example the stem of 66d is marked in the lexicon as
oxytone. Therefore when the suffix of the nominative singular is
added to it the result will be #68d + ¢ # and Rule A will not be applic-
able, since the last vowel of the word is [ + accented]; @idog is listed
as pido- and with the suffix of nominative singular, for example, it
becomes #@iAo + ¢ # before it reaches Rule A. In the case of #diacsa
the stem dalacoa has no marking for any rule of accentuation, thus
in the nominative, it is #®alacoa +0# and when it reaches Rule A
the rule is applicable and will accent the first syllable yielding
#9dAacoa #. The same noun in the genitive plural will be ##%alasoa
+wv# and after Rule A, #dalacod +wv# because the last vowel
is [+1long]. Then by contraction of the last two vowels, dalacody.
Thus the accentuation of this paradigm is completely predictable and
80 are, among others, all the finite verb forms.

This formulation of the antepenult rule implies that 1) it is a rule
of words rather than stems; 2) all words undergo it (since there is
no entry in the Lexicon marked as [— Rule A]) in the sense that the
rule makes sure that there is an accent on one of the last tree sylla-
bles of the word and, if there is not, it assigns it, and 3) a large
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number of words have a phonologically predictable accentuation
pattern®).

In MG the situation is very similar?), in the sense that the stems
must also be distinguished in the lexicon for differences in accentua-
tion. In fact, the same words given as examples for CG can also serve
as examples here. Of course not all classes of stems have the same
lexical items in the two languages, but we still have to separate
oxytones, paroxytones and irregular stems, as well as completely
unmarked ones, whose accent is predictable by means of the ante-
penult rule. However there is a difference between CG antepenult
rule and the one that we have to formulate for MG.

Rule A makes use of vowel length which was distinctive in CG.
This feature, however, is not phonetic in MG and, unless there are
good grounds other than this particular rule, we should not postulate
it. However, MG has accentual changes within the nominal paradigm
such as drdgwnoc — dvdpdmov — dvdodnwy, ete., and within the verb
paradigm such as yopedw — ydpeva, uwiAd(uidw) — uthodoa — uilnoa,
etc., which must be accounted for and which seem to be attributed
to the suffixes. Thus one way of accounting for this would be to
mark only the vowels of the suffixes as | +marked | which will be

[ length }
interpreted as [+long]. All other vowels are not distinet for length
and therefore are unmarked for it. Then, Rule A will be the same
for both CG and MG. Consider that even in CG it was only the length
of the ultima of a word which determined accentuation, a long
ultima counting as two morae; the length of the penult was irrele-
vant (unless it was to receive the accent).

However, the length of the ultima in CG was either originally
there (historically before the antepenult rule was introduced into
greek), or it was a result of other rules independent of the antepenult
rule, such as loss of intervocalic consonants and subsequent diph-

) The difference between this rule and the recessive accent rule of Kipar-
sky is that the former applies to all words which fulfill the phonological con-
dition of three unaccented final vowels. Kiparsky’s rule, on the other hand
will apply only to the lexical items that are marked as [+ Rule F] irrespective
of any accent that may have been assigned to one of the vowels of the ending
by previous rules. Thus, here, it is seen as a general limitation on all words,
whereas he sees it as a rule which applies to a large number of words. If it is
shown that Kiparsky’s interpretation is better motivated, then the rule will
have to be adjusted but this adjustment will not affect the main points of
this paper.

7) See A. Mirambel (1959) pp. 25—38.
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thongization (yévegog —yéveos —yévovs) or compensatory lengthen-
ing because of some consonant loss (Aéovrs —Aéwv) and so on. In
MG, however, the vowels /u/ (ov) and [o/ (w) which will have to be
marked as [ +long] in the second declension noun genitive suffix and
first person singular active indicative respectively, are not long
anywhere else and are not distinct from any other vowel in terms
of length. Therefore their being long in the suffixes is not really a
feature of the vowels but of the morpheme itself and consequently
it is the morphemes that must be marked.

Rule A then in MG should read

Rule A . C[V }
—accent | (C) #
V—[+accent] / +LONG
= ns] s
—accent | —accent | (C) # |

If a word is still unaccented, an acute (high stress, in this case)
is placed on the penult if the vowel of the ultima belongs to a
morpheme marked “long”, otherwige on the penult.

Or since the word LONG here does not really have anything to do
with length we could call this feature [+ Accent Shift] or something
to that effect.

Notice that the new MG suffixes are never long. Compare

nominative singular ddracoa

genitive singular CG =~ daddoons

genitive singular MG Jdiacoag,
where the -7¢ of CG has been replaced by MG -ag which does not
cause any accentual change.

Also notice that in some of the nouns even the suffix -ov which in
most cases must be marked [+LONG] is considered short, e.g.
700 ddoxalov ‘of the teacher’ along with ro6 dacxdAov. Furthermore,
the genitive plural of proparoxytone first declension nouns, such as
uéliooa, genitive plural CG uedoadw is going out of use®) in MG and
is replaced by a prepositional phrase; in part, probably, because of
the distance that the accent will have to move?).

8) See note 7.

%) A deeper study in the area of MG accentuation may reveal that there
are other reasons to support reconstruction of vowel length or the use of a
sequence of two vowels in the relevant endings. In that case, the rule will be
simpler i.e.

V — [+ accent] /| — CVCV
and this change will not affect the main points of this paper.
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The second line of the environment of Rule A is the same in both
versions of this rule.

Another rule of accentuation which operates in both CG and M@
is the “enclisis of accent”. According to this some unemphatic
particles and pronouns (possessive and personal for MG, also in-
definite for CG and others) lose their accent and become phonetically
attached to the preceding word. If the word they become attached
to is a proparoxytone (or a properispomenon e.g. ddgor in CG) then
a new high accent is assigned to its ultima. Thus:

CG davdownds tis ‘a certain man’
dddedy T ‘a certain gift’

MG 70 adroxlynté pov ‘my car’
uidncé pov ‘speak to me’

The rule of enclisis is different in the two languages so we will
examine each separately.

A necessary condition for the enclisis of accent in MG 1) is that
the enclitic immediately follows the word it modifies. Thus we have
the contrasting sentences.

1. ¢ yeirovdc pag to movAnoe ‘our neighbor sold it’
2. 0 yeivovag pac to movAnoe ‘the neighbor sold it to us’

In 1. the enclitic xag is a possessive pronoun modifying yeirovag
and therefore the enclisis will oceur giving, 6 yefrovds uag. In 2. the
unemphatic pronoun uag (which is potentially an enclitic) did not
condition the phenomenon of enclisis on its preceding word dvdgw-
mog, because it belongs syntactically to the following verb phrase.
In this case, i.e. sentence 2., the pronouns uag and zo have become
proclitics (words such as prepositions, etc., attaching themselves
phonetically to the following word) but proclitics never cause any
change in accentuation and the reason is the fact that greek ac-
centuation is limited only to the last three syllables of the word.
When we say that proclitics and enclitics attach themselves phoneti-
cally to the following and preceding word respectively, we mean
that the resulting clusters on their boundaries are subject to the
phonological rules of morpheme medial clusters. Compare the
sequence [sm/ in the following examples.

3. /pisma/— [pizma] ‘spite’

10) A preliminary version of the MG enclisis has been presented in I. War-
burton, On the Verb in Modern Greek to appear in Language Science Mono-
graph V. 6.
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4. (mas milise) [mazmflise] ‘he spoke to us’
VP

5. (o filos mas) (mflise) [o filozmas # mfilise] ‘our friend
NP VP spoke to us’

The word boundary in 4. and the one within the NP of 5. is elimi-
nated, but the one between the NP of 5. and the VP is retained.

To return to the enclisis itself, it has been pointed out above, that
the syntactic relationship of the enclitic to the preceding word is an
important factor. According to the two principles that define the
notion word, given in Chomsky and Halle (1968), sentence 1. will be
analyzed as follows:
(( (6 (ehrorvas) ( pas) ) ( ( 70) (mobhnoe) ) )

SNPD D N NP PNP VPP PV VVPS

thus it consists of two words which we may call phonological words
in order to distinguish them from the environment of Rule A.
These are:

6. (#0#yeivovas #uac#) and

1. (#710 #mobAnoe #)
Sentence 2. will be:
(( (06) (yelwovag) ) ( (pag) ( w0) (moddnoe) ) )

SNPD DN NNP VPP PP PV VVPS

and it will be analyzed into:

8. (#0 #yeivovag#)

9. (#pag#T0#HmovAnoe #)

The enclisis rule will have to state that within the context of
phonological word if the last three vowels are unaccented then the
second from the end must receive the accent; thus tentatively:

Rule B.

—accent —accent
V —[+accent] | [ \' } —C [ A ] (C) #1
#1 = Phonological word

Notice however that every time there is an enclisis taking place
the fourth vowel from the end is accented: e.g.,

10. ¢ dvdgwmog pag [o 4ndropdz mas]
11. 76 adroxivyro uov [to aftokinité mu]
12, @pépe pov 70 [fére mi to]
13. 8d¢ pov oy [66z mu ton]
14. ddc pov vove [66z mu téne]
15. @épe Tove [fére téne]
Glotta XLVIIT 1/2 8
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In 13. there are not enough unaccented vowels for the enclisis of
accent to take place. The pronouns uov zov are still enclitics in the
sense that they are phonetically attached to the verb and constitute
one word with it, but for the enclisis of aceent there must be three
unaccented vowels. We should note that the accent of the enclisis
may fall on the ultima of the preceding word or on one of two
enclitics (12) or on the first syllable of the enclitic itself (15). As
mentioned above, in the cases where enclisis occurs, the fourth
vowel from the end is always accented, therefore if we make use of
the restriction that no two consecutive vowels are allowed to have
a high accent!) we can formulate the rule of enclisis as follows:

—accent —accent
Rule B a) V—[+accent] | X—C A% C A% (C) #1
b) VCVCV -VCVCV

Notice that part a) of Rule B is the same as the second part of
Rule A, “antepenult rule” and that vowel length is not a factor
here. It may be of interest to note that vowel length was also
irrelevant in enclisis for CG since of the vowels taking part in it
counted as short12).

In view of what has been presented so far we may now formulate
the steps of MG accentuation.

a) Stems are separated into oxytones, paroxytones and pro-
paroxytones in the dictionary by marking the oxytones and the
paroxytones as such.

b) Some of the suffixes will have to be marked with a morpheme
feature which we may call [+ LONG] or something to the same
effect.

11) Kiparsky (1967) introduces the convention that the posttonic mora is
also accented with a high accent, thus the noun Adyog is actually Adydg. This
convention among other things, will account for the lack of enclisis in
Adyos Tig on the grounds that the ultima of Aéydc carries a predictable high
accent. It will also explain why the enclisis accent is not placed on the
antepenult of the complex Word + Enclitic, but on the penult; because the
antepenult is a posttonic mora. Allen (1968) suggests that the posttonic mora
has a predictable falling accent and the high accent plus the falling accent
constitute the contonation. This falling accent is essential to the contonation
and this is why we cannot place a high accent (the enclisis accent for example)
on the posttonic syllable. These two views, may be compatible i.e. the high
accent on the posttonic mora which Kipardy postulates may be turned into
a falling accent by later rules.

12) See treatment of Enelisis in the studies cited in Note 2.
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¢) Rule A, part a), applies within word boundaries that do not
contain another word boundary.

d) Rule A, part b), applies within word boundaries that do not
contain another word boundary.

e) If the word that has just been accented is followed by one or
two enclitics and they are in the same phrase then the word boun-
daries between them are eliminated and Rule A, part b) applies
again.

f) Rule B, part b) is now applied.
Thus we actually have:

[ — accent
1, Rule Aa) V—>[+accent] | —C| V } (C) #
"+ Long
—accent —accent
2. Rule Ab) V—>[+accent] /| —C| V } C{ V (C)#
] —long

3. Elimination of # between word and enclitic if they are in
the same phrase.

4. Reapplication of Rule Ab)

5. Rule Bb) VCVCV — CVCVCV

The main conclusions for MG are, that the antepenult rule operates
cyclically and that the phonological word is a syntactically motivat-
ed environment, since it is a particular kind of a phrase (not all
phrases but the ones that end with enclitics).

In CG situation is different in several ways.

In the first place, it is argued!®) that the enclitics are oxytones
which lose their accent in the context of enclisis. The main argument
in favor of this view is the fact that in places where enclisis does not
oceur, such as sentence initial position, for example, the enclitic

13) Jannaris, for example among others supports this view. Vendryes,
(1938), however, offers a different interpretation of the cases where an enclitic
appears as an oxytone. He claims that the high accent on the ultima of an
enclitic nédeg Tivé¢ is the result of the application of the rule of eneclisis and not
the accent of the enclitic itself. Allen (1968) also claims that the enclitic
lacked any accent of its own. If it is proved that Allen’s view is correct then
the CG enclisis rule will be simpler in that it will lack the rule which eliminates
the accent of the enclitic. However, another rule will be needed to place the
high accent on the ultima of the dissyllabic enclitics after a paroxytone.

I have followed here the more common interpretation of the enclitics being
oxytones which lose their accent under certain conditions.

8¢
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appears with a grave accent mark on the ultima. The phonetic value
of the grave accent is probably the same as the lack of the acute
accent but the argument is that in the case where the final vowel of
a word is marked with a grave it shows that the underlying accent
was an acute which has been weakened because of the rule of
barytonisis (see below). Therefore, if we assume this to be the case,
we will have to mark the enclitics as oxytones. This was not neces-
sary for MG since the enclitics never appear with an accent (unless
followed by an enclitic). In fact, by leaving them as unaccented
words we were able to explain the enclisis by the fact that after the
boundary erasure between the preceding form and the enclitic
(because of their syntactic relation) the word was extended by one
or two more vowels and if the total number of unaccented vowels
was up to three the antipenult rule had to apply again. To come
back to CG enclisis, we will have to state that the enclitic loses its
accent in the case that the rule of enclisis applies.

Another major difference between the MG and CG enclisis is that
in the latter, the enclitic need not be in close syntactic relation with
the preceding form in order to condition enclisis. Thus we have not
only constructions such as:

16. (Aeyov i) — &leydv vv ‘I was saying something’
VP
but also:
17. (Beyov)  (vwéc tiov avdpdmawy) —
VP NP

— EAeyoy Twveg Tdv avipdmwy ‘Some of the men were saying’

In the definition of the enclitics it is implied 14) that the enclitic
(if it conditions enclisis) not only loses its own accent but it also
becomes part of the preceding word. Therefore, the boundaries
between the VP of sentence 17. and the following NP will be eli-
minated, and consequently the surface structure which was the
output of the syntactic component will have to be corrected in order
to furnish the input to the phonological rule of enclisis. Thus the
notion phonological word is not a syntactically motivaded environ-
ment as was the case with MG. It would seem sufficient to formulate
the rule of word boundary erasure before every enclitic within a
sentence and then apply the same rule that we used for MG. The
derivation for 16. would be:

1) See for example Bally (1945), Jannaris (1897), Vendryes (1938).
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(BAeyor #7l)
VP
a) boundary erasure, &leyoy i
automatic loss of the accent of the enclitic, &leyor 1
antipenult rule, Zeydy 7, which is correct.
The derivation for 17. would be:
(BAeyov)  # (Twéc #Tdw #dvdodmwy)

YP NP
boundary erasure, Eheyov Twés #Tdw # dvdpdmwy
accent loss, Eheyov Twec #Tow # Avdodmwy
antipenult rule, Eheydy Twes #TdY # dvdodmwy

which is also correct.

This procedure, however, will yield the wrong results in the case
where a paroxytone is followed by a dissyllabic enclitic such as.

18. dvdpa Twvd ‘a certain man (accusative)’
where the enclisis does not take place. If we apply the same rules to
this construction the derivation will be as follows:

dvdpa #Twd

boundary erasure, dvdoa Tivd

accent loss, dvdoa Tva

antipenult rule, dvdpa tiva which is wrong for CG.

MG on the other hand allows this to occur as was the case of 15.
(p- 9) i.e., pépe Tdve ‘bring him’ though more often, péprove or pépe
Tov.

Thus the rule of the word boundary erasure will have a further
restriction in CG.

Rule Ca)
—accent
# >0 | [V } CV — Enclitic
#
—CV
Enclitic

Where V = any vowel accented or not.

This rule states that the word boundaries between a word and an
enclitic are erased if the ultima of the first word is the only syllable
or a non-postonic one and in all case if the enclitic is monosyllabic.

Thus the boundaries will be eliminated in:

19. éwijp tic

20. avdodc Tvdc

21. @vdownog Tis
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22. dvdowmor Twvés

23. &l vl

24. wij tic ete.
but not in:

18. dvdpa Twwd and similar cases because the enclitic is dissyllabic
and the ultima of the preceding word is a posttonic syllable.

After Rule Ca) has applied then the enclitic loses its accent
automatically and the antipenult rule reapplies. Thus:

Rule Cb)
[+accent] — [—accent] /| (CV)CV
Enclitic
Rule Ba)
V —>[+accent] | —CVCYV
#
b) VCVCV — CVCVCV
Thus avijo #Tig
Rule Ca) awje tic
Cb) awmije tis
Ba) inapplicable
dvdowmor #Twés
Rule Ca) dvdowmor tivés
Cb) dvdpwmot Twveg
Ba) drdowmoi Tives.

In dvdpa #7wd, Rule Ca) does not apply and consequently none
of the other rules will apply either.

Notice that in the cases where an oxytone precedes the enclitic
this oxytone will not undergo the rule of barytonisis®) according
which an oxytone loses its word final high accent if followed by
another word and no punctuation mark (i.e. sentence boundary)
intervenes between them. The fact that barytonisis is blocked when
the oxytone is followed by an enclitic is accounted for by the rules of
enclisis proposed above. The barytonisis does not apply because the
boundary after the accented syllable is erased and the oxytone dvjp
has become a paroxytone in drfjo Tic and dvdpds has become a
proparoxytone in dvdgdc twog.

The phonomenon of synenclisis (i.e. a sequence of more than one
enclitic) has been obscured by lack of agreement between the gram-
marians and the manuscript tradition. The grammarians, on one

15) An extensive treatment of this rule is presented in Vendryes (1938).
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hand, claim that every enclitic will be accented except the last one,
and they cite examples such as:

25. mpiv vé cé To . ..
where mpiv is a preposition and the rest are enclitics.

Some manuscripts, on the other hand, provide us with examples
which do not obey the above rule. Thus, there are cases such as:
26. 0008 TL v two monosyllabic enclitis in sequence.

27. 7 v o€ mov three monosyllabic enclitics in sequence.

28. &l mep i ge poi gnoifive enclitics8).

In the last three cases if the total number of the syllables of the
enclitics is more than two then there is an accent on every other
enclitic.

Since there is no conclusive evidence in support of either side we
will try to show what are the implications of each view in relation
to the rules proposed here for enclisis.

In 26. we could assume that the word boundary before the first
enclitic 7¢ and also before the second enclitic uw are eliminated
simultaneously and then the antipenult rule applies, or that the
boundary before the first anclitic is eliminated first, grouping the first
two forms together and then the boundary between this first group
and the second enclitic is eliminated. The result in either case will be
the same and correct for 26. and 27. but not for 28. which suggests
that a cyclic operation of the rules is necessary. Thus if we eliminated
the word boundaries before every enclitic simultaneously in 28. the
result would be a very long word and since the elimination of the
boundaries causes the loss of the accent on the enclitic the word
would only have an accent on the first form i.e.:

&l mep TIc o€ pot Prot
and the antepenult rule would accent only the third vowel from the
end

&l mep Tic o€ poi grot
which is not correct according to the manusecripts. If, on the other
hand, we apply the rules of enclisis cyclically, first to the first two
forms then to the result of the first grouping plus the second enclitic
and so on, we will produce the accentuation pattern given in these
manuscripts, e.g.:

el # o #vic # oé# pol #enol is analysed into:

(el #méo) # vis) # 0€) # pol) #pnoi)

18) Vendryes (1938) discusses these two conflicting views on Synenclisis

and he provides the examples that I have used here. He seems to support the
manuscript tradition rather than the rule of the grammariens.
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Step 1 (e #nép)
Rule Ca) &i nép
Cb) &l nep

Rule Ba) & nep

Step 2 el mep # vl

Rule Ca) einep tic

Cb) &l mep T
Rule Ba)
inapplicable
b)
Step 3 el mep Tic # oé
Rule Ca) e&i mep tic o€
Cb) &l nep tec o¢
Rule Ba) &i nép 7ic oe
Bb) &l nep tic oc
Step 4 &l mep i o #poi
Rule Ca) &i mep tic oe poi
Cb) e&i nep 1ic oc pos

Rule B inapplicable

Step 6 &l mep tic e pot#gmol

Rule Ca) &i mep 1l oc pot gnoi

Cb) el nmep vic oe pot grot

Rule Ba) &l nep vis o pol pnou
which is the pattern given in the manuscripts.

The grammarians’ view that in synenclisis all enclitics are accent-
ed except the last one suggests a different enclisis rule which may be
something like the following:

‘Accent the final non-posttonic syllable before an enclitic. Erase
the accent of the enclitic and eliminate the boundaries before an
unaccented enclitic’, i.e.

—accent
Rule Da) V —[+accent] / [V ] C— # Endlitic
#
automatically following the application of Da.
b) [+accent] - [—accent] | (CV)CV

Enclitic
¢) # —o | — Unaccented
enclitic
Furthermore apply this set of rules simultaneously. Thus the
derivation of Toly # yé # aé#7d

will be
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Rules Da) and b)  mody #yé #oé #vo
only the last one is unaccented since it is not followed by another
enclitic.

Rule De¢) Ty #yé #0é To
only 7o becomes phonetically attached to the preceding form.

Unfortunately there is not enough evidence in support of one
view over the other. The advantage of the first solution (Rules Ca,
b, Ba, b) is that it makes use of rules well established in other parts
of CG grammar and it explains the phenomenon of enclisis in terms
of the antepenult rule whereas the second solution proposes a new
rule which has no other function in the grammar as far as we can see.

Conclusion

If we accept Rules Ca, b, Ba, b to be the appropriate ones for CG
enclisis then the antepenult Rule operates cyclically in both MG and
CGi.e. it operates within words that do not contain a word boundary
and also within phonological words which consist of any word
followed by an enclitic. The major difference between MG and CG
is that in MG the notion Phonological word is syntactically motivat-
ed whereas the same notion in CG is defined by special rules which
convert the syntactically derived surface structure into a phono-
logically appropriate one.
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