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ON METHOD

Abstract. The basis of linguistic reconstruction is the comparative method, which
starts from the assumption that there is “a stronger affinity, both in the roots of
verbs and in the forms of grammar, than could possibly have been produced by
accident”, implying the existence of a common source (thus Sir William Jones in
1786). It follows that there must be a possible sequence of developments from the
reconstructed system to the attested data. These developments must have been either
phonetically regular or analogical. The latter type of change requires a model and a
motivation. A theory which does not account for the data in terms of sound laws and
well-motivated analogical changes is not a linguistic reconstruction but philosophical
speculation.

The pre-laryngealist idea that any Proto-Indo-European long vowel became acute
in Balto-Slavic is a typical example of philosophical speculation contradicted by the
comparative evidence. Other examples are spontaneous glottalization (Jasanoff’s
“acute assignment”, unattested anywhere in the world), Jasanoff’s trimoraic long
vowels, Eichner’s law, Osthoff’s law, and Szemerényi's law, which is an instance
of circular reasoning. The Balto-Slavic acute continues the Proto-Indo-European
laryngeals and the glottalic feature of the traditional Proto-Indo-European
“unaspirated voiced” obstruents (Winter’s law). My reconstruction of Proto-Indo-
European glottalic obstruents is based on direct evidence from Indo-Iranian,
Armenian, Baltic and Germanic and indirect evidence from Indo-Iranian, Greek,
Latin and Slavic.

Keywords: Balto-Slavic; comparatve method; historical phonology; historical
accentology; long vowels; monosyllabic circumflexion; acute; circumflex.

The basis of linguistic reconstruction is the comparative method, which

starts from the assumption that there is “a stronger affinity, both in the
roots of verbs and in the forms of grammar, than could possibly have been
produced by accident”, implying the existence of a common source (thus Sir
William Jones in 1786, cf. Beekes 2011, 13). It follows that there must be
a possible sequence of developments from the reconstructed system to the
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attested data. These developments must have been either phonetically regular
or analogical (cf. Beekes 2011, 55-82). The latter type of change requires
a model and a motivation. A theory which does not account for the data in
terms of sound laws and well-motivated analogical changes is not a linguistic
reconstruction but philosophical speculation.

In her dissertation, Yoko Yamazaki discusses four categories of
“monosyllabic circumflexion” in Lithuanian (2016, 25f.):

I. 3rd person future forms of monosyllabic stems: s6ks — Sokti ‘to jump’,
vys — vyti ‘to drive’, etc.

II. reflexes of PIE root nouns: Latvian guiovs ‘cow’ < *g“6us < acc.sg.
*g“om, Sué ‘dog’ < *kud, etc.

I11. prepositions/adverbs: nud ‘from’ ~ niotaka ‘bride’, vél ‘again’ ~
Latvian vél ‘still, yet’” < PB *veli, té (permissive particle) < *teh;, cf.
Gk. tfj ‘there’, etc.

IV. pronominal forms: tué < *toh; (m.sg.instr.) ~ gertioju ‘the good’ (m.sg.
instr.), tié < *toi (pl.nom.) ~ gerieji (pl.nom), tués < *tons (pl.acc.) ~
gertiosius (pl.acc.), etc.

She concludes that the data can be explained by “a combination of MC in
the Proto-Balto-Slavic time and the dialectal tendency of West Aukstaitian
dialects of Lithuanian” (2016: v).

In earlier publications (e.g. Kortlandt 1985a; 2002; 2014b) I have
argued that there are two chronological layers of metatonical circumflex in
monosyllables, viz. an early Balto-Slavic layer which is reflected e.g. in Lith.
dés ‘will put’, jos ‘will ride’, duds ‘will give’, lies ‘will pour’, also dévi ‘wears’
(cf. Kortlandt 1989, 111), analogical kalbés ‘will speak’, Zinés ‘will know’,
and Latvian sals ‘salt’, giiovs ‘cow’, and a recent Aukstaitian layer which is
found e.g. in nom.pl. tié, acc.pl. tuds, inst.sg. tud, also adv. geriat ‘better’,
sukaii ‘1 turned’, sukai ‘you turned’, cf. geridusiai ‘best’, Latvian fié, tués with
an acute. The crucial piece of evidence for the distinction is provided by the
southern and eastern Aukstaitian dialects, where we find e.g. daris ‘will do’,
rasis ‘will write’, sakis ‘will say’ with regular shortening in accordance with
Leskien’s law (cf. Zinkevicius 1966, 361). The absence of shortening in
stoveés ‘will stand’, Zinds ‘will know’, dainuds ‘will sing’ in the large majority
of Aukstaitian dialects shows that the circumflex in these verb forms is older
than Leskien’s law. It follows that the same holds for dés, jos, dués, which
provided the model for the metatony in the 3rd person future forms of
polysyllabic verbs. Metatony then spread to the verbs in -yti in the western
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Aukstaitian dialects, e.g. darys, rasys, sakys, while shortening was generalized
in a part of the eastern dialects, e.g. des, stoves, zinas (cf. Zinkevicius
1966, 362). The secondary character of this shortening is clear from two
peculiarities. Firstly, it affected not only acute but also original circumflex
vowels, e.g. Ukmerge pus ‘will blow’ (pusti), JukiSkiai sius ‘will send” (sigsti,
also sititi ‘sew’ and siusti ‘rage’), Linkmenys vdgs ‘will steal’ (vdgti). Secondly,
it gave rise to new short vowels, e.g. Linkmenys djs ‘will give’, imperative
dor “give!’, Tverelius vazsi (= vazioj) ‘travel!’. The absence of shortening in
Tverecius duds ‘will give’ and vaziuds ‘will travel’ as opposed to jas ‘will ride’
and des ‘will put’ shows that the analogical shortening in the latter was more
recent than the Aukstaitian diphthongization of *6 to uo in the former (cf.
Zinkevicius 1966, 503 and McKenzie 1918). These examples show that
Leskien’s law never operated in dés, jos, duds, stoves, Zinds, vaziuds, unlike
daris, rasis, sakis, and that the metatony in these forms must be older than
Leskien’s law, unlike the circumflex of darys, rasys, sakys. The idea that the
shortened forms des and jas of the easternmost dialects are original and that
dés and jos are analogical (e.g. Pedersen 1933, 14; Petit 2002, 270; Pronk
2012, 236) cannot be correct.

In monosyllables, Leskien’s law affected the high vowels -y- and -i-
only, e.g. gis ‘will heal’, bus ‘will be’, also ji ‘she’, acc. jius ‘you’, except in
northwestern Zemaitian, where we also find inst.sg. to, acc.pl. tius. In the
3rd person future forms of the verb, the shortened high vowels are gradually
replaced by circumflex long vowels on the analogy of the non-high vowels in
the western Aukstaitian dialects, including the literary language, e.g. vys ‘will
chase’ (vyti) or ‘will fade’ (vysti), sius ‘will sew’. The spread of the circumflex
in 3rd person future forms of monosyllabic verbs with a high vowel is taking
place right before our eyes (cf. Senn 1966, 231 and Petit 2002, 248). The
highly frequent form bus ‘will be’ appears to resist the spread of the circumflex
even in the northwestern Aukstaitian dialects, where the development is
pervasive. It follows that we cannot identify the early metatony in dés, jos,
dués, stoves, Zinés with the recent metatony in tié, tuds, tud, sukaii, sukai
because Leskien’s law was younger than the former but older than the latter.
Contrary to Petit’s account of my view (2002, 262f.), this analysis is not
based on a comparison with Slavic or Indo-European but on the internal
evidence of the East Baltic languages.

The Baltic future represents two Indo-European paradigms, viz. an
s-present of the type 3rd sg. *tresti, 3rd pl. *trsenti, with accentual mobility
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between the suffix and the ending, and an s-aorist of the type 3rd sg. *terst,
3rd pl. *tersnt, with fixed stress on the root and monosyllabic lengthening
in the 2nd and 3rd sg. forms (cf. Pedersen 1921, which Yamazaki does not
cite, and Kortlandt 1984; 2002; 2005a; 2008; 2012b). In Lithuanian, the
future of verbs with a high vowel continues the original s-present whereas
the future of verbs with a non-high vowel represents the s-aorist injunctive.
Both formations must have existed side by side in Proto-Baltic in view of
Prussian tetks ‘make!” beside postasei ‘you will become’. Lithuanian bus <
*bils has an exact correspondence in the Old Irish subjunctive -bé < *bwes
‘be’ with generalization of the zero grade root in the paradigm. There is
no reason to assume that the zero grade was taken from nasal presents or
a-preterits, as Yamazaki maintains (2016, 99-103). Her account of the
historical background of the s-future (2016, 94-98) is entirely misguided,
evidently as a result of her reliance on Jasanoff’s characteristic methodology
of multiplying hypotheses (cf. Kortlandt 2004a; 2005b; 2009b). Note
that Villanueva Svensson (2012) also disregards Pedersen’s and my
publications mentioned above.

The circumflex of Latvian sals ‘salt’ and giiovs ‘cow’ shows metatonical
length in *sal- and *gov- from earlier *seH,l- and *g“eHsu- as a result of an
early lengthening in original monosyllables, as in Lith. dués < *dos < *deH s~
(cf. Kortlandt 1985a, 118f.). Villanueva Svensson objects (2011,
15) to my loss of a laryngeal after a long vowel in Latvian sals and guiovs
that we find an acute in ndss ‘nostril’, Lith. ndsis (1) ‘nose’ < *neHs- (cf.
Kortlandt 1985a, 119). The objection does not hold because all of these
words have the vocalism of the acc.sg. form, and the same holds for Latvian
zuioss ‘goose’ and zvérs ‘beast’, Lith. Zgsis and Zvéris, both of which had
mobile stress (cf. Pronk 2012, 216; Kortlandt 2012a, 251; 2013b, 14).
There is no evidence for a PIE phoneme *a in the words for ‘salt’, ‘goose’
and ‘nose’, nor for the vowel *e in the PIE paradigm of ‘cow’, nor for a PIE
paradigm with fixed stress in the case of ‘cow’, ‘nose’ and ‘beast’, nor for a
generalization of the original nom.sg. instead of acc.sg. accentuation in the
words for ‘salt’ and ‘nose’ (contra Villanueva Svensson 2011, 15, 20). All
of these ideas depend on supplementary hypotheses which are superfluous
if the logical consequences of the laryngeal theory are taken into account.
Yamazaki follows the traditional doctrine reconstructing PIE *g“ous,
acc.sg. *g“om, obl. *g“éu-, *nas, *nas-, *ghye"r, *g’hyer—, *sal, *sal-, *g’hdns,
*¢"ans- (2016, 115-127). These reconstructions are incompatible with the
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laryngeal theory, as Lubotsky has demonstrated (1981; 1989; 1990). Her
etymological connection of the word for ‘beast’” with Vedic d-hruta- ‘not-
gone-crooked’ (2016, 59) is not convincing: the latter word must rather be
connected with Lith. pa-Zulnus ‘crooked, oblique’, pazuilti ‘to bend, stoop’,
Slavic zwlv ‘bad, evil’. Her relative chronologies (2016, 118-141) are not
based on the comparative method but on preconceived ideas about possible
pathways. Contrary to her assumptions (2016, 132), there was no “acute
assignment” (because glottalization was never automatic in long vowels), no
early i-apocope (because such forms as *dosti never existed and final *-i was
preserved in case and tense endings), no early generalization of i-stems (as
is clear from the preservation of consonantal gen.pl. forms such as Zgsj and
zver), and no shortening of long diphthongs (Osthoff’s law, cf. Kortlandt
2014b, 220). The Proto-Baltic word for ‘dog’ was not **$6 (Yamazaki
2016, 138) but disyllabic *Sug, as is clear from Vedic $ua, Greek xvwv and
Welsh ci (not **pi), and the same holds for **Zmé ‘man’ (2016, 140) in view
of Old Latin heméo < *d"gemé (cf. Kloekhorst 2015).

We find an acute in the nominal prefix j-, e.g. jlanka ‘bay’, jpédinis ‘heir’,
Jsunis ‘adopted son’, indévé ‘poison’, as opposed to j- in jlinkas ‘concave’,
iprastas ‘usual’, Jsuka ‘screws in’, ifidas ‘dish’. This is the same alternation
as in pokalbis ‘conversation’, protévis ‘ancestor’, prietémis ‘twilight’, pérpykis
‘anger’ beside po ‘about’, pré ‘through’, prié ‘at’, pef ‘across’, cf. also niio-,
nué- and sg-, sg- (e.g. in samdo ‘hires’, safidas ‘component’), and the short
prefixes pa-, pra-, pri-, nu-, su-. Since the Balto-Slavic acute was a glottal
stop which developed from an Indo-European laryngeal or preglottalized
stop after an original short vowel or diphthong, j-, p6-, pré-, prie-, pér-, sg-,
nio- are the expected variants of j < *in, pa-, pra-, prié < *prei, per, sarm-,
*na (Prussian na ‘on’) before an Indo-European word-initial laryngeal or
preglottalized stop, e.g. in nesti ‘to carry’, duoti ‘to give’, cf. Greek fjveyxov
‘I brought’, 6idwut ‘I give’. Thus, the rise of the acute in the prefixes is the
same as in the reduplication syllable of dilodu as opposed to dedu ‘I put’,
Greek 7ifnue (cf. Kortlandt 1977, 323). The acute nominal prefixes are
also attested in Slavic, e.g. Russian pdguba ‘ruin’, pdsynok ‘stepson’, prddedy
‘ancestors’, sudoroga ‘cramp’, sumerki ‘twilight’, which clearly show that
the formation can be dated to the Balto-Slavic period. Apart from the tonal
difference, there is an apophonic distinction between zero grade in Lith.
J-, pri-, nu-, su-, also Slavic ve ‘in’, s» ‘with’, and full grade in Lith. pa-,
pra-, prie-, nuo-, sg-, Latvian ie- ‘in’ < *en, Slavic po ‘after’, pro ‘through’,
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pri ‘at’ < *prei, na ‘on’ < *noH, so- ‘together’ < *som, ¢- ‘in’ < *on- in otro
‘inside’, otroba ‘entrails’, Russian vnutri, utréba. It appears that the vowel
of Lith. nu-, su- and Slavic vs, sv represents a secondary zero grade on the
analogy of the o-grade in Lith. nuo-, sg-, Slavic ¢-, so- (cf. Trautmann
1923, 4; Vaillant 1950, 173; Kortlandt 2007, 10; 2009a). Glottalization
was preserved under the stress in both nouns and verbs, as is clear from Lith.
pér- and Russian vy- < *ud-, also Latvian nuést ‘away’, pruéjam and prudjam
‘away’ (Buga 1959, 426), but was lost in proclitics, as in Lith. nué, pé, pro,
pef, Russian péred. For the Lith. particles laf (optative) and vél ‘again’, Latvian
lai and vél, Yamazaki assumes an Aukstaitian layer of recent metatony in
monosyllables (2016, 165). No conclusions can be based on such particles as
Lith. ni ‘now’, té (permissive), né ‘not even’ beside n, te, né.

The Aukstaitian metatony which is found e.g. in tié, tués, tué, sukai,
sukai was more recent than Leskien’s law, according to which acute long
vowels in final syllables were shortened, e.g. in nom.pl. geri, acc.pl. gerus,
inst.sg. geru ‘good’, suku ‘I turn’, suki ‘you turn’, cf. gerieji, gertiosius, gertioju,
suktiosi, sukiesi. In monosyllables, Leskien’s law affected the high vowels -y-
and -u- only, e.g. gis ‘will heal’, bus ‘will be’, ji ‘she’, acc. jus ‘you’, except
in northwestern Zemaitian, where we also find inst.sg. to, acc.pl. tus. The
circumflex of Zemaitian téi, té, i (Yamazaki 2016, 176) is not metatonical
but reflects the original stressed masc. nom.pl. form *tai < *toi, not the
neuter form *taHi that is reflected in the Aukstaitian variant tie and Latvian
tié (cf. Kortlandt 1993, 46, not cited by Yamazaki). The metatony did not
reach the westernmost Aukstaitian dialects, where we find tie, tios, tiio with
an acute. Leskien’s law preceded the Aukstaitian metatony, which is a much
more local development and has nothing to do with the early Balto-Slavic
metatony in dés, jos, duds, liés and dévi. The acc.pl. forms Zemaitian tus, tas,
Aukstaitian tidos, tgs, Latvian tuds, tds are the phonetic reflexes of *foHns,
*taHns, with generalization of the acute in these endings because in the acc.
sg. endings *-am < *-aHm, *-im < *-iHm, *-um < *-uHm the laryngeal had
been lost at an early stage (cf. Kortlandt 2014b, 220; 2016, 92, for the
loss of the nasal in *-oHns see Kortlandt 1977, 323f.). The Aukstaitian
endings of fem. nom.sg. ta, inst.sg. ta, tg, acc.pl. tas (Yamazaki 2016, 169—
174) were taken from the nominal flexion. The dialectal inst.sg. form tuém
< tuomi (Kortlandt 2004b, 72; Yamazaki 2016, 177) adopted the ending
-mi, like Slavic témb, and its circumflex resulted from the apocope of the final
vowel, as in the illative miSkafi < miskana ‘into the forest’ (cf. Kortlandt
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2005c¢, 67). Contrary to Yamazaki’s view (2016, 179), there is no reason to
assume that the early Balto-Slavic metatony affected pronominal forms. For
the personal pronouns I refer to my earlier study (2013a).

We may now reconsider the role of the comparative method in distinguishing
between linguistic reconstruction and philosophical speculation. I will limit
myself here to the etyma listed by Yamazaki in her introduction (2016,
25f.): Lith. $6ks, vys, Latvian guovs, Lith. $ué, nud, vél, tué, tié, tués. The
verb $6kti ‘to jump’ has no reliable etymology (Derksen 2015, 454) but
belongs to the same category as joti ‘to ride’ < *-eH -, future jos < *jas with
loss of the laryngeal after coloring the preceding long vowel. The form vys of
vyti ‘to chase’ < *-iH;- (Derksen 2015, 508) must be analogical because it
contains a zero grade root and there was no long vowel *-i- in Proto-Indo-
European. Latvian guovs ‘cow’ reflects the acc.sg. form *g“éHsm, with loss of
the laryngeal after coloring the preceding long vowel, like sals ‘salt’ < *seH.l
(cf. Kortlandt 2014b, 221). Lith. sué ‘dog’ was disyllabic on the evidence
of Vedic, Greek and Welsh (see above). The preposition nué can be identified
with Latvian niio and Slavic na < *noH (Yamazaki 2016, 147) with loss
of the acute in the proclitic form but its preservation under the stress in
the nominal prefix, e.g. in Lith. nidorasas ‘copy’, Latvian nuédala ‘section’.
The metatony in Lith. vél, tié, tuds, tué is a recent Aukstaitian dialectal
development that is reflected in the standard language, cf. Latvian vél, tie,
tuds, tué with an acute. Thus, the early Balto-Slavic metatony is the loss of a
laryngeal after coloring a preceding long vowel.

The Proto-Indo-European long vowels *¢ and *6 originated as a result
of phonetic lengthening in monosyllabic word forms and before word-final
resonants (cf. Kortlandt 2012a and 2015), e.g. Tocharian B Sem ‘came’
< *g'em-, lyaka ‘saw’ < *leg-, Latin venit, legit, hom6 ‘man’, Lith. sué ‘dog’,
Greek (dwp ‘water’, Vedic loc.sg. sundu ‘son’, also Lith. émé ‘took’, béré
‘strewed’, péré ‘thrashed’, Iéké ‘flew’, srébé ‘sipped’, Vedic dsrak ‘emitted’.
There is no evidence this this type of long vowel ever became acute (cf.
Kortlandt 2012a, which Yamazaki does not cite, and Pronk 2012). The
pre-laryngealist idea that any Proto-Indo-European long vowel became acute
in Balto-Slavic (e.g. Villanueva Svensson 2011) is a typical example
of philosophical speculation contradicted by the comparative evidence.
Villanueva claims to find instances of an acute in Narten presents,
causatives and desideratives, lengthened grade iteratives, root nouns, “Narten
nouns” and ovrddhi derivatives with an acute tone in Balto-Slavic (2011,
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21-32). He states that “the lack of direct cognates can be compensated by
a recent finding of comparative grammar”, viz. what he calls the “Narten
derivational system” that “allows us to go a step beyond the limits of the
comparative method” (2011, 21). This is what I call giving a free hand to
unrestrained speculation. As an example he adduces Vedic saddd- ‘sitting’
(allegedly from *sed-nt-), which is a nonce form, beside Old Irish sdidid
‘thrusts’ (rather than “sets, fixes”, cf. Thurneysen 1946, 336, allegedly a
causative *sod-eie- but more probably a denominative *sod-ie-), Latin sedes
‘seat’ (allegedly an s-stem but probably a root noun and possibly an é-stem,
cf. Schrijver 1991, 376) and Old Irish sid ‘peace’, where the long vowel
is secondary in view of Welsh hedd. In fact, the ablaut patterns in the Vedic
aorist are in contradiction with the postulates of the Narten system and the
concept of Narten presents or a Narten system is a mirage (cf. Kortlandt
2015and de Vaan 2004). Villanueva assumes Lith. vdrna ‘crow’ and vilké
‘she-wolf’ to be vrddhi derivatives of vafnas ‘raven’ and vilkas ‘wolf’ (2011,
30) though the former pair can hardly be separated from Latin corvus, cornix
and Greek x6pa&, ropodvn and the latter pair is identical with Sanskrit vfkas,
orkis. While the latter words have a zero grade root that is incompatible with
vrddhi, the former pair must rather be compared with Russian sérna ‘roe
deer’ and Latvian melns ‘black’ beside Lith. $ifvas ‘grey’, mulvas ‘reddish’
(cf. Kortlandt 1985a, 121). Actual vrddhi formations in Balto-Slavic do not
have an acute root, e.g. Serbo-Croatian jdje ‘egg’, méso ‘meat’, Lith. mésa (4),
Zemaitian mesa (4), Latvian miesa, Greek mov, Vedic mamsdm.

Other examples of philosophical speculation contradicted by the
comparative evidence are spontaneous glottalization (Jasanoff’s “acute
assignment”, unattested anywhere in the world), Jasanoff’s trimoraic long
vowels (cf. Yoshida 2012,240-242), Eichner’slaw (cf. Kortlandt 2003, 11),
Osthoff’s law (cf. Kortlandt 2014b, 220), and Szemerényi’s law, according
to which the Proto-Indo-European long vowels developed from the loss of
an unattested final consonant, usually *-s, with compensatory lengthening
of the preceding vowel (e.g. Yamazaki 2016, 139). Apart from the fact
that it is hard to see how Szemerényi’s law can account for such instances as
Greek 10wp “water’, fyd < *-6i ‘echo’, Vedic loc.sg. agna < *-éi ‘fire’, stindu
‘son’, it is important to note that it is an instance of circular reasoning: the
long vowel is allegedly explained by the supposed loss of the consonant that
is postulated in order to account for the long vowel. Kim (2012, 148-151)
proposes to explain the Balto-Slavic acute in the acc.pl. ending of the o-stems
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*—oms by assuming a combination of six pieces of speculation that are at
variance with the comparative evidence: (1) Szemerényi’s law yielding *-om,
followed by (2) spontaneous acute assignment, (3) restoration of the ending
*-ms from “other stem classes” (i- and u-stems?), and loss of the nasal; in the
aH-stems (4) early loss of the nasal in the ending *-aHms yielding *-as, with
acute assignment and (5) restoration of the nasal “on the pattern of other
acc. pls.” (i- and u-stems?) yielding acute *-ans, also (6) “independently in
Old Prussian and probably also Slavic”, and on top of it all: spread of the
acute to the i- and u-stem endings “at any point in the prehistory of East
Baltic” and loss of the nasal in the endings *-ins and *-uns. In actual fact,
the Balto-Slavic ending adopted the acute on the analogy of paradigms with
a stem-final laryngeal because in the acc.sg. endings *-am < *-aHm, *-im
< *-iHm, *-um < *-uHm the laryngeal had been lost at an early stage (see
above). For the reflexes of the acc.sg. and gen.pl. endings *-om I refer to my
earlier studies (1978; 2014a; 2016).

The Balto-Slavic acute continues the Proto-Indo-European laryngeals
and the glottalic feature of the traditional Proto-Indo-European “unaspirated
voiced” obstruents (Winter’s law, cf. Kortlandt 1988 and 2011). Yamazaki
objects to the glottalic theory (2016, 50) on the basis of Vine’s review (1988)
of Gamkrelidze and Ivanov’s theory (1984). However, this review is
totally irrelevant because it addresses only the typological argument, which I
reject (cf. Kortlandt 1995). Yamazaki does not mention the comparative
evidence that I have adduced at various occasions (e.g. 1985b; 2012¢). My
reconstruction is based on direct evidence from Indo-Iranian, Armenian,
Baltic and Germanic and indirect evidence from Indo-Iranian, Greek, Latin
and Slavic. By giving up the assumption that the traditional voiced stops
were indeed plain voiced stops, it has become possible to explain a whole
range of phenomena in all of these branches of Indo-European (see also
Kloekhorst 2014 and 2016 on Anatolian). In my view, the Proto-Indo-
European system *t:, *t', *t that had arisen under the influence of a North
Caucasian substratum became *t, *'d, *d except in Anatolian and Tocharian,
then *t, *d, *p/0 in Italic, *t, *d, *" in Greek, later *p, *'t, *t in Germanic,
* *p *d in Armenian, *t, ¥’d, *d" in Indic, *t, *7d, *d in Balto-Slavic,
and *f, *d in Iranian, Albanian, Phrygian and Celtic. It must be regretted
that Yamazaki’s supervisors have not drawn her attention to the relevant
publications.
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DEL METODO
Santrauka

Lingvistinés rekonstrukcijos pagrindas yra lyginamasis metodas, kurio esmé — tei-
ginys, kad esama ,,didesnio artumo — tiek veiksmazodziy Sakny, tick gramatikos formy
atzvilgiu — nei toks, koks buty galéjes atsirasti dél atsitiktinumo* ir jis implikuoja bendro
Saltinio buvima (pasak sero Williamo Joneso, 1786 m.). Vadinasi, turéjusi bati ir tam
tikra galimy pakitimy nuo rekonstruojamos sistemos iki paliudyty duomeny seka. Sie
pakitimai turéje buti arba fonetiskai reguliarus, arba analoginiai. Pastarasis tipas reika-
lauja modelio ir motyvacijos. Teorija, kuri nepaaiskina duomeny garsy désniais ar gerai
motyvuotais analoginiais pakitimais, yra ne lingvistiné rekonstrukcija, o filosofiné spe-
kuliacija.

Ikilaringalistiné idéja, kad visi indoeuropieciy ilgieji balsiais virte akutiniais balty ir
slavy kalbose, yra tipinis filosofinés spekuliacijos, priestaraujancios lyginamiesiems duo-
menims, pavyzdys. Kiti pavyzdziai yra spontaniné glotalizacija (Jasanoffo ,,aktto prisky-
rimas®, nepaliudytas niekur kitur pasaulyje), Jasanoffo trimoriai ilgieji balsiai, Eichnerio
désnis, Osthoffo désnis ar Szemerényi’o désnis, kuris yra bandymo jrodyti logiskai ydin-
gu ratu atvejis. Balty-slavy akutas tesia indoeuropieciy laringalus ir tradiciskai rekons-
truojamy ,,skardziyjy neaspiruotyjy” sprogstamuyjy priebalsiy glotalinj pozymj (Winterio
désnis). Manoji indoeuropieciy glotaliniy priebalsiy rekonstrukcija remiama tiesioginiais
irodymais i$ indy-iranény, armeény, balty ir germany kalby, taip pat netiesioginiais jro-
dymais i$ indy-iranény, graiky, lotyny ir slavy kalby.
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