December 2017 e e-ISSN: 1857-8187 e p-ISSN: 1857-8179

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1134334 Research Article
- -
Features of Personal Pronouns in Cuneus .Q. X Keywords: Cuneus Prophetarum, Pjetér
F A H (O Bogdani, morphological features, the
Prophetarum of Pjetér Bogdani N ) personal pronouns, declination,
T —— documented Albanian, etc.
Shpétim ELEZI Faculty of Philology, University of Prishtina “Hasan Prishtina”, Kosovo.

This paper describes in full the systematic features of the personal pronounced in one of
the old Albanian texts of the XVII century, such as the Cuneus Prophetarum of Pjetér Bogdani. Specifically, through the
descriptive method, the grammatical features of the personal pronouns of the first two persons, singular and plural, are described:
uné, ti, ne, ju, (I, you, we, you) which are also real pronouns in the period of documented Albanian. While the complete paradigm
of their declination in this old Albanian text is reflected, cases appearing in Bogdani are also viewed in comparison with the
pronoun forms found in forerunning authors, thus proving to give a general picture of their use of Albanian in this period. Thus, the
paper deals with a grammatical problem like this of the original pronoun in this old Albanian text from the synchronic perspective.
This view of the grammatical categories of pronouns in Bogdani's work is of interest in the field of historical morphology and old
texts of the Albanian language.

1. Introduction

The pronoun system of Albanian language in the Cuneus Prophetarum of Pjeter Bogdani,
as in all other works of the XVI-XVIII century, it is expected to be presented with seven types of
pronouns: personal, reflexive, demonstrative, possessive, conjunctive, interrogative and indefinite,
as it appears in modern Albanian. This class of words, being composed of different kinds of both
meaning and structure, is quite heterogeneous in documented Albanian. In this documented state,
on one hand, in some of them, such as in personal and demonstrative pronouns, conservative traits
inherited from IE are shown, such as supletivism, compare. uné — mua; (a)i — (a)té and apophonia
exX..mua > *meé-m [ me-je > *me-m; ti > *ti / (e) tu > *tu; na > *nos / ne > *naos, while in some
other pronouns, per example in possessive, interrogative and conjunctive pronouns, there are more
elements of a new structural type developed within the Albanian language, such as their
declination by paradigms of nominative declination, as per ex.: endings -je, -sh in declination
forms of reflexive pronouns meje, teje,nesh, jush, declination paradigm of pronouns cili — cila /
cilét — cilat which is entirely the same as the declination paradigm of the respective names guri —
néna / gérét — nénat, declination at the forefront of the word of the possessive pronouns im — tim —
sim, joné — soné — toné&, which also appears in the declination of the first forming element of some
indefinite pronouns kushdo — kujtdo — ké&do, cilido — cilitdo — cilindo, or even the proposition of
the article in some of them i tillé, té gjithé, i sejté, i cili etc. Since in the Albanian of the authors of
the century the 16th to the 18th centuries these changes appear to be consolidated in the system of
pronouns, as scholars of historical grammar (Demiraj 1988, Bokshi 2004, Bokshi 2010, Topalli
2011) state, these belong to the pre-written period of Albanian, while in the period of written
Albanian the changes in the system of pronouns are almost negligible (Topalli 2011: 565).
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This means that this class of words from the period of old writings to date is completely
consolidated as a system as well as in its subsystems, while the changes encountered are more of a
phonetic character reflected in their formation. This is also noticed in the Cuneus Prophetarum
Bogdani, as regards the pronouns system in general, but also with regard to the class of personal
pronouns. Therefore, in order to look closely at the state of development of the personal pronouns
of the documented Albanian in the XVII century, in the synchronic plane through the descriptive
method, the features of the pronouns in the Cuneus Prophetarum of Pjeter Bogdani are fully and
systematically described, whereas by comparative methods the pertinent forms of the
correspondent forms in the forerunning authors and modern Albanian are seen. The research was
conducted based on the critical edition of Anila Omari’s “Pjetér Bogdani, Cuneus Prophetarum
(Ceta e profetéve)”, Tirana, 2005.

2. Personal Pronouns in Cuneus Prophetarum of Bogdani

Proper personal pronouns in documented written Albanian are found only for the persons |
and Il singular and plural. Those of 11l person, such as ai / ajo, ata / ato, both in Albanian and in
other IE languages, are originally demonstrative pronouns and are still used as such. Moreover,
leaving temporarily aside the context of use, their forms emerge in the same CP? as the ones from
which they came, such as: ai / ajo, ata / ato, without having any particular morphological markers
in their use as personal pronouns or demonstrative pronouns. Thus, they are demonstrative
pronouns, as evidenced by the deity of distance a- in opposition to the deity of proximity ké-, but
which perform the function of the third person, also with particular morphological and semantic
features for the gender and number. According to Bokshi, the essential difference between the
personal and demonstrative pronouns lies in the fact that the first substitute the discourse persons,
and the latter don’t do so.

As a consequence of this difference, the personal pronouns appear only in function of the
component segment of the phrase, i.e. replace the nominal phrase, while the demonstrative
pronouns appear in the function of the segment of the phrase: [ai djalé etc.] (Bokshi 2004: 9). This
difference between them being treated separately is generally done in the historical grammar of the
Albanian language, as in the Historical Grammar of Albanian Language of Demiraj (1988: 445-
455) and in Topalli’s Historical Grammar of Albanian Language (2011: 566-575), whereas today's
standard grammars Albanian also systematize the demonstrative pronouns of distance into the
reflexive pronouns, as it is done in Grammar of Albanian Language | (Agalliu et al., 2002: 220-
224). Thus, turning to the first two first persons, they are proved in CP with the following forms:

Person | Singular Plural
I Uné Na
1 Ti Ju

% CP stands for Cuneus Prophetarum.
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2.1. I Person Singular
2.1.1. Nominative: uné

In nominative case, unlike other predecessors in which forms with u appear (Buzuku,
Matrénga, Budi, Bardhi), in Bogdani, the personal pronoun of the I person singular is regularly
proved by the form uné, ie. with the adding —né. In fact, in Budi along with the form u appears
also the form uné. But, in Bogdani in all occasions appears the form uné, except in one occasion
with the apostrophe un’ as a marker of the final &:Vajtonj un’ e mjera nji té madhe gjamé(l, 164).
Ex.:

pérse tue kjané uné prej Guri ndé Hast (Té primité XVII), Uné jam aj qi jam, e aj qi ashté dérgoj mue... Uné
Zotyné, e nuké ndérrohemi(l, 1), Nje uné kam me voté te bijt"e Izraelit e kam me u thané... Uné jam aj qi jam (I,
13), A thue uné qi banj té tjeré me 1&m, veté nuké lenj... Uné qi apinj tjeréve t&é 1&@m kam veté me mbetuné pa
frujt... gjithékush té besonjé se uné posi banj me lem té tjeré (I, 14), Biri em je ti, uné ty leva sod... Ndégio mue
Jakob e Izrael té silléné uné thérres. Uné veté, uné i paré e uné ma i mbrami... pérse nje uné po vinj e kam me
gjéllijtuné ndé mjedis ty (I, 15), Tash po u kallézoj uné juve ato té tr1 drité té nalta (I, 17), Uné bana mbé giellt qi
té lenjé drita e paméngueme(ll, 2), Uné jam bari i miré (11, 13), me mé ardhuné Ama e Zotit tim ke uné (l1, 15), E
uné dhashé atyne urdhénimeté jo té mira... i vobek jam uné (11, 25), uné e yt até t& kemi lypuné(ll, 35), Si vjen o
Zot ke uné me u pagézuem, tue pasuné uné nevojé n’teje? (IL, 38), I pérgjegj: Krishti i vobek, e uné i bégaté;
Krishti njinueshim, et uné giné; Krishti dveshung, e uné bukuré veshuné; Krishti ndé pésime, e uné ndé gézime e
bukuri (II, 41), Uné jam udha, e dérejta, e jeta(ll, 42) etc.

2.1.2. Dative / accusative: mue, mé

In dative and accusative, in Bogdani emphasized form appears with mue and non-
emphasized form appears as mé, same as in Bardhi and differently from forms muo, mé of Buzuku
and Budit and forms mua, mé found in Matrénga. Tonic form mue is fully consequent not only in
this occasion, but also in general in comparison to the nominal and verbal system, in which cluster
ue appears usually: grue, krue, muej; muer, shkruem, bashkuem etc.

As a feature of Bogdan, there is a lack of atonic form mé in both cases in pleonasm uses.
“Bogdani doesn’t write the full form of the shortened personal pronoun if it is followed by a
complete form of personal pronoun” (Ashta 2002: 81). Nowadays we say: mé tha mua/mue, mé pa
mua/mue, but in Bogdani we have: D. Ndé besoni Hyjit, ende mue [mé] besoni... Kyj ashté Biri
em i dashuni, i silli miré [mé] pélgen mue(I, 16), Mbélidh mue gjithé Izraelné mbé Malté
Karmelit (I, 56), [mé] Ashté dhané mue gjithé pushtetja (1, 61), Zoti em miré [mé] foli mue (I, 55),
Tha dotori, mue [mé] duketé se kje samaritani, i silli pat méshérier pérmbi té plaguemit (I, 79), qi
ke me [mé] shérbyem mue shtat vijet té tjeré (I, 133), Ashtu ende Zotyné, do me thané Ati, [mé]
tha mue, e kuja fjalé ashté t€ bam... [mé] ashté dhanuné mue pushtetja mbé giellt ¢ mbé dhét (I,
105), Do me [mé&] 1am mue kambété (IL, 92), Aj pérséri i tha: Mue ti nuké [mé] flet? (I, 113); K.
Uné jam aj qi jam, e aj gi ashté [mé] dérgoj mue (I, 1), gish po [mé] kujton ti mue (I, 99), NierT qi
mue [mé] shef nukeé jet gjall (I, 95), Zotyné [m&] pushtoj mue ¢’kur s€ zanit s€ udhévet tinaj (11, 1),
Té [mé] puthuné mue (I, 61) etc.
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However, in such situations, although rarely, there are also occasions of using a tonic form
mue alongside the use of atonic form mé, which sometimes appears with elidedé as m:” in front of a
word with a stressed vowel: E Shpirti t’ndégiuemit tim ka me mé pérgjegjuné mue (I, 16), Zotyné
mue mé foli posi drita e ndénatijesé (I, 104), Se valété mé mbytné mue (I, 115), M ashté dhané
mue téndimi i mishit tim (I, 39), a ti k& pér t&¢ mé lam mue kambété? (I, 92), ti mue mé lae
késhtu?... pérse deshte késhtu me dekuné e mue me mé lané? (1, 122) etc.

In CP he following uses are noticed: Pérgjegj Jona, [mé] merni mue, e mé shtini ndé dét (I,
143), where it is noticed that the first half lacks shortened forms mé, while in the second part it is
displayed, but, of course, as the occasion requires, without the presence of the full form mue.

In rarer occasions, there are also occasions of agglutination of the atonic forms with the
imperative verb: Banjéménieriné mbé gasét e shembélltyrét tané (I, 41), Shpétomé, o Hyj, pérse
mé hin€ ujénaté ndjeré mbé shpirtit tem (I, 107), falma ende mue (I, 72) etc. In the last example
we have the occasion of merger of the shortened forms: mé + e = ma.

However, the occasions of use of atonic form are more frequent: pérse mé ziheté drita (I,
1), ndé mé thashiné: qish eméné ka?(I, 13), nuké mé duketé keq bam me prekuné disa kafshé té
filozofisé (I, 37), Kam me thirré pérdité, e nuké ke me mé ndégiuem... Méshérier, o Hyj, se mé
ndépérkambi nierT (I, 59), se mbé nji Zot qi mé bani kaqgi té miré e aga mé deshti, e aga té miré e
méshérier t& madhe mé déftoj? (I, 63), A do me mé mbytuné, posi ja bane dje misirasit? (I, 87),
Tha Mojzesi, ndé mé pévetciné pér eméni“té ati, qi po mé dérgon, qish t u thoem (I, 88), Prashtu
bane bé t€ mos mé ngac bijt€ e mi (I, 101), Pérse mé pérze emzot, qish t€ kam bam? (I, 102), Pérse
populli mé mbajti pér asgja... Tue prituné, prita Tenézoné, ¢ mé pérgjegji (I, 106), e ndé et teme
mé nginjné me ufullé... po mé vjen et (I, 108), Izraeli nuké mé njofti (I, 119), As mé thue ndér gish
lis pae se féjej Suzana ndé kopéshté?... pa mé thue ndéné qish lis pae Suzanéné me féjyem? (I,
130), ndé rafsh me mé adhéruem (l1, 41), Ju... e ma fort mé mbani, kush thoni se jam uné? (11, 71),
ata gi kané me mé pam nuké kané me mé besuem... e kané me besuem e me u shélbuem ata qi
nuké kané me mé pam... Pér qish mé shkruen e déshéron qi uné t€ vinj me t€ pam (II, 50), Ky kje
gi mé bani me mbetuné pa Hyjné tem (Il, 123) etc. Tonic form of accusative mue is noticed to be
used in different structures of prepositional phrase in the function of object and modifier: nuké ke
me pasé pjesé me mue (11, 92), thoté Zotyné bukuria e aravet ashté me mue (I, 94), se ata ka me
déshmuem pér mue... pérse aj pér mue shkroi (I, 58), tue kjané shkruem pér mue (11, 50), Ndé
bashkoft€ Zotyné eménit e vet mbi mue (l, 14), e thoj Jezu biri i Davidit ki m&shérier pérmbi mue
(11, 69), A s e di ti se mbé mue jet me té krygésuem, e me té léshuem? (11, 113), qi té thurén nji
gardh ndér mue e ndér ata (I, 83), ndé mue géndron (Il, 94), Tash njofta se nuké ndéjeve nji
t’vetémit birit tit ndépér mue (1, 67), Aviténiu ndaj mue® e gjegjéni kété puné(l, 15), Tr1 heré ndé
motémot té dalé pérpara mue® (1, 14) etc.

% This occasion in the speeches of the Northern Gheg dialect, as well as in the Albanian in general, is used with the
form of the stem ndaj meje.
%" This occasion as well is used as well in the ablative form: pérpara meje.
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jetésé (I, 13), Bogdani used dative forms instead of genitive forms: ky eméné ashté emi.
2.1.3. Ablative: meje

The structure of prepositional phrase n + meje, which appears in Buzuku,it is not testified
in Bogdani, as well as in Budi (for occasions in Meshari, see Mulaku 2012: 295). In Bogdani the
form meje is noticed with and without preposition. Usualy there are contractions with
prepositionprej in 11 occasions, 2 occasions with prepositionjashté and 1 occasion with larg.
Hence, the use with preposition prej appears to be typical in Bogdani. Four occasions without
preposition are as follows: Até, ndé mundeté kurraj le té shkonjé meje ky kelshéjt o mund (I, 58), a
ende ju doni me u dam meje? (ll, 67), Krishti pérgjegj, largou meje kafsha e keqe (I, 72), Daniu
meje té mallékuem, ecéni ndé zjarm™t€ améshueshim (11, 153). Occasions with prepositionprej are:
Ashtu ende prej meje bukurin’ e giuhésé nuk’ e k& ndjeré nd anét (T€ primité XVI), Sodit prej
meje him ndé t’idhuné (I, 105), ¢ kané me sodituné prej meje (I, 153), Mejaft kallézoheté kétu se
ashté Hyj, prej meje, e se ashté nierT bashké (I, 153), Kushdo té thoeté atit o s’amésé: qishdo té
falé té jeté prej meje (11, 68), Tue pasuné pam prej meje aqa mrekulli ani késhtu ¢pejt i harrove (II,
104), E kané me sodituné prej meje gi gozhduené(ll, 119), e kané me sodituné prej meje qi kané
gozhduem (l1, 149), Prej Zotit Despot ty Zoti Jank, prej meje dashuné, pér sa ndé mot(Il, 176), tue
dashuné ende prej meje gjithé dhéné e viset’ e mija (II, 176), Ashtu pra ti sa t¢ mundesh gandro e
u ndimo, e prej meje mos shpére ndonji ndihme (11, 178); me parafjalén jashté: E uné Zotyné Hyji
yt, prej Misirit, e Shélbues nuké ashté jashté meje (I, 136), Uné Zotyné yt Hyji jashté meje nuké
ashté Shélbues (11, 148) dhe rasti i vetém me parafjalén larg: e zeméra e tyne ashté larg meje (Il,
88). As it was mentioned above, in some occasions Bogdani uses the accusative form mue with the
ablative preposition ndaj, pérpara, as in examples:ndaj mue, pérpara mue instead of: ndaj meje,
pérpara meje.

2.2. 1 Person Plural
2.2.1. Nominative: na

In CP, as among other old authors of Albanian, the nominative form appears always as na.
The form ne doesn’t appear at all. Per illustration, here are some examples: Na jemi nji té njehuné,
e 1ém pér té ntretuné pemé(ll, 5), Na t& ligaté suta, qish tjetér jemi mbise nji rrémbim(11, 12), qi na
té rréfyjmé se nuké mundemi me e shgyrétuem (11, 14), na qi ndjekémé Krishné jemi thané té
kérshtené (11, 26) etc.

2.2.2. Dative: neve, na
In CP, as well as among forerunning authors, the form of dative is always testified as neve,
na. As usually happens in Bogdani, even in here the lack of atonic form of dative na is

noticed,when tonic form is used. Nowadays we say: na tha neve, but in Bogdani we find: Krishti e
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biri [na] ashté dhané neve (I, 120), gi aso diteje [na] bani, jo vecé neve, po gjithé duer gjindje (Il,
23), Hyji veté ka me ardhuné e ka me [na] shélbuem neve (11, 46), gi [na] pérket jo mangu neve se
Madalenésé (11, 61), Pérse [na] u desh neve me besuem Krishtit (I, 67), Ata pérgjejné, neve nuk’
[na] ashté dhané me kondénuem kand mbé mort (11, 108), Nji kérthi [na] ka 1ém neve (11, 150).

However, with regard to this case form, the occasions of the use of both tonic and atonic
forms are found more often in CP: Andaj duheté neve me na u kallézuem kafshét™e pérshpir¢ime
(1, 56), na déftohené ato puné gi na duheté neve me bam (I, 57), késhtu thoné se neve rréshim na
thoné Izrael e Jakob (I, 78), Ma neve kéndyj tutje me mos na u falé (Il, 20), vecé bani pér té na
dhané neve shembélltyré té t’pérvutit tinaj (11, 26), pér té na dhané neve shembélltyré (II, 28), Bir
si na e bane neve késhtu (II, 35), Gjithé naténé rrij nd’uraté pér t€ na dhané neve shembélltyré (Il,
36), se gish na duheté neve paré gjithé kafshévet pér t u shélbuem (11, 38), si mundeté ky neve me
na e dhané misht’e vet pér ta ngrané (I, 67), Pérse asndonji kafshé na duheté neve me pasé z&ll
(11, 97), Neve s na hin ndér vesht prashtu (II, 106), pér té& na dhané neve shembélltyré tha m’za (11,
119).

The occasions of the use of atonic form without the tonic one are found more often: qi na
pat pérmetuem me bé (II, 11), Na del kétu pérpara nji té vum roe fort té bukurité (11, 12), pér té na
bam me dijtuné se kush do t& délirété té zemérésé vet e té shpirtit (II, 12), Po na thoté me marré
thepiaté e malé (II, 20), pérse nuké patné fuqi me na shélbuem (Il, 25), eja té na shélbojsh (I, 25),
pér té quem veértytné vet pér té na shélbuem (I, 25), pérse ligja plaké kish me mbastuem me na
bam hir ¢ méshériet (II, 25), mbajti Zoti yné Jezu Krishti pér té na shélbuem (11, 26), pér té sillét
udhé na duhej me u vum mb udhé (I1, 42) etc. In some occasions the agglutination of atonic form
following a verb in imperative form is noticed: Pash Tenézoné té gjalléné kallézona se a vértet je
biri i Hyjit gjallé (11, 102) etc.

2.2.3. Accusative: ne/né/neve, na

The tonic form of accusative ne/né is testified with shortened and long e, as well as in
other old authors of Albanian, while atonic form is found as na. However, alongside tonic form
ne, in CP the accusative form neve appears very often as per analogy with respective dative forms,
as in the following example: tue na grishuné neve ndé durim mbé shembélltyré™té tinaj (I, 107).
However, form neve is never noticed to be used within prepositional phrase, in which structures
the use of tonic form ne and sometimes ne is used more often with prepositions ndér, me, mbi, pér,
pérmbr in functions of object and modifier, as: i silli tashti po gjélli ndér ne (I, 36), ndér ne (ll,
44, 49, 78, 92; 1, 10, 29, 30, 144, 158), Ndé kété puné jané ende me ne gérqijté (I, 50), me né (I,
120; 11, 55, 75, 94), qi ka Zotyn€ mbi né (11, 167), mbi né (1, 43, 87), me u lutuné pér ne (I, 23),
pér né (I, 25, 86, 118), E ndjeré t€ derdheté shpirti s€ nalti pérmbi né (11, 140). Even in this
occasion, the cases of the use of atonic form without tonic form are more often: Pérse na urdhénon
ndé ferré me shkuem (I, 20), Kishash, lteresh, sé& mirash tue na dvuem (Il, 20), tue na
ngushélluem mbé kété méndyré Zoti yné Jezu Krishti (11, 21), Krishti mallékimit na nxuer (11, 25),
me na bam me dijtuné (I1, 38), tue na pérléftuem dité e naté (11, 39), Zoti yné Jezu Krisht me na
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mpsuem si té kishim pér ta mQjtuné (11, 39), qi té dashunité t€ mos na largonjé (11, 40), gi na dau
gjithé sé ndérdymesh e fétigésh (11, 42), pér té na shpim mbé té€ lumt tané (11, 42) etc. As it was
emphasized before, Bogdani’s charactreristic is the use of tonic form neve without atonic form na,
as in the following examples:aj [na] bani neve, e jo na vetévetéhené(l, 1), [na] Bekofté neve Hyji,
Hyji yné[na]bekofté neve. Hyji do me thané, na bekofté neve Hyji Até, [na] bekofté neve Biri,
Hyji yné pérse bam nieri, [na] bekofté neve Shpirti Shent (I, 13), pér t&€ mos [na] lané neve
t’huejve ndé kété jeté(l, 24), nd até gjytet kishte pér té [na] pajtuem neve fajétorét€ me Atén’e
giellet (I, 76), me sa ma té madh té nxeté duhej neve me [na] mbajtuné ndershim (11, 14) etc. Por,
ndonése mé rrallé, hasen edhe rastet e pérdorimit té té dyja formave: e Zoti i pajsé pérse na ka aj
neve lém sé riu qiellsé e Parrisit (II, 121), leu Djaliné kérthi, qi neve na mpsoj(l, 169), pér té na
cartuné ty e neve, qi po jesémé (11, 108) etc.

2.2.4. Ablative: nesh

Ablative appers always with the form nesh and it is testified in 11 occasions, of which 5
occasions are without presposition: Ashté ma i largu nesh ndér gjithé pianetét (1, 26), Do ende
Zotyné nesh ta hamé me loqika té tharéta (I, 65), idhujit’ e mortné nesh, jashté me dvuem (I, 162),
Kéta jané ata 12 ndépér té sijt shkroj S. Gjoni Evang. se duelé nesh (I, 78), i silli mbé kété
méndyré kurraj nesh nuké daheté (11, 94), and in 4 occasions with preposition n larg: larg nesh
3758 milja (I, 33), larg nesh 507 milja (I, 33), larg nesh 1225 milja (I, 34), Burgatori sa i madh
ashté, gjané, pértogark e larg nesh (11, 165), as well as in 2 occasions with preposition prej: pér té mirét
tané duheté ende prej nesh té dashuné e vepéruem (I, 102), prej nesh grishuné me him ndé shtépit’
tona (11, 61).

2.3. Il Person Singular
2.3.1. Nomitative: ti

This form is used in Bogdani, as well as in other Old Authors of Albanian® as well as in
modern Albanian. Thus, it does not represent no dinstinction. As per illustration, we are providing
the following few exmaples: Jetet sé jetésé e pér jet€té jetésé ti je Hyj (I, 1), Si mundeté gja me
géndruem pa mos dashuné ti? (I, 2), Lumja ti o gjind’ e miré (I, 4), Pérse ti pérzune dijené, dvoj ty
té mos jesh ma prifti em(l, 83) etc.

2.3.2. Dative / accusative: ty, té

Dative and accucative forms in Bogdani tonic forms appears as ty and atonic form as té,
same as in other old authors and in modern Albanian. As in the occasion of personal pronoun of
first person, the lack of atonic form té also appears, as a feature in both these cases as a pleonasm,
when close to the verb tonic form ty is found.

%The term Old Authors of Albanian is used in the reference to the first documented Albanian authors namely Gjon
Buzuku, Leké Matrénga, Pjetér Budi, Frang Bardhi and Pjetér Bogdani.
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Nowadays we say: té tha ty, té pa ty, while in Bogdani we find: Ty [t€] pérket lavdi Hyj
mbé Siont (I, 6), Paré yllit dritésé [té] leva ¢y (I, 15), pérmbi nji malesh qi kam me [t€] kallézuem
ty (1, 67), Ty kané me [t€] lévduem véllazénit (I, 70), po gjithé t’aféré, [t€] leva 7 (I, 105), ¢ ka me
folé atyne gjithé gish kam me [té] thané ¢y (I, 106), kin€se ende té pafeté, [t&€] adhérofshiné #y (I,
107), qish kish pér té [té] gjetuné 7y e pronejet soteje (I, 130), nje Regji yt ka me [té] ardhuné # (I,
153), nuké ka me i kjané féshtir me [t&€] bam ende 7y vajzé virgjiné me mbetuné me barré (11, 13),
Nuké [té] thom ¢y lypé udhéné (11, 42), Po [té] thom 7 ¢ou nalt (11, 60) etc.

However, in some rare occasions the use of emphasized form ty are found jointly with non-
ephasized form té: Uné té falinj 7y dijené gi po mé lypén (I, 110), 7y kam me té dhané dryenat™e
regjénisé qgiellet(I, 72), mé ngjall até qi té€ thoem uné #y (I, 55), gi té doj aga fort sa té due uné ty
(11, 122) etc. Occasions with only tonic form appear even more rarely: Hyji #y si purrini(l, 4), As
mue as #y (I, 111) etc. Tonic form of accusative ty is noticed to be used in different structures of
preposition phrases in functions of object and modifier: Falemi Mri hirplota, Zotyné me ty (11, 12);
0 Zoti em qish té banj uné pa 1y? (11, 125); Zot neve pér ty (1, 40), qi po flitené pér ¢y (11, 50); Té
ma naltété mbi ty mos e lypé(l, 5); nuké gjan zeméra joné ndjeré té pushonjé nde ty (1, 40), aj qi
ashté bam ndé ty (11, 19); o pérpall t& bamené, po gértoe ndér ty, e até vetémé (11, 75); qi ashté lem
pérpara ty (I, 111), asht€ ndonji regjént qi jan€ kjané pérpara ty (I, 111), nuk”e kishim prim
pérpara ty (11, 107), duelé pérpara ty (11, 177) etc. In these latter occasions personal pronoun is
used in ablative function pérpara ty for: pérpara teje, as in the occasion of personal pronoun of
the first personpérpara mue for: pérpara meje.

2.3.3. Ablative: teje

Bogdani uses regularly the form teje, differently from Budi who besides teje uses more
often ze. Occasions of the use without preposition of ablative case are not present at all in CP.
Among the occasions with preposition, those with prepositions n, prej and mbas are testified.
Unlike the occasion of the personal pronoun of the first personuné, which, as it was mentioned
above, is not testified with preposition n of ablative case, the personal pronoun of the second
person, as among ol authors, it is testified in Bogdani with this preposition in these occasions: Ndo
té mos ish n'teje thirré si kish me rnuem (I, 2), A di gja se Zotyné do me marré sod tand Zot
n’teje? (I, 71), Si vijen o Zot ke uné me u pagézuem, tue pasuné uné nevojé nteje? (1, 38), Qish
ashté zané n teje prej Shpirti Shent ashté (I, 15), falemi: se n teje Ligja ka me dalé (I, 169), e si
muné jeté gi na n teje té dahemi? (Il, 67), pérse ka té madhe nevojé n teje (I, 103), Mbasi uné ty
leva, kur u dashé kurraj n teje? (11, 122).

Five occasions appear with preposition prej: prej teje mue ka me dalé (1, 144), prej teje
mue ka me Iém aj qi t€ pushton Izrael (I, 28), tue pasuné marruné uné letéré prej teje (l1, 176),
mbasi prej teje e tradhétijet soteje po gjindemi fort ungjuné e liguné (Il, 176), tue kujtuem se
keshe me kjané prej teje miré pam (II, 177). While one occasion appears with preposition mbas: as
mbas kéndajnaj mbas teje ka me Iem (I, 111). As mentioned above, oins ome occasions Bogdani
uses the accusative form ty with ablative preposition, as: pérpara, as in ex.:pérpara ty instead of:
pérpara teje.
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2.4. 11 Person Plural
2.4.1. Nominative: ju

Nominative appears always with the form ju and since it make no difference with the use
in forerunning authors and in modern Albanian, we will give only some examples for illustration:
se té kéqijté mbé kété jeté lulézojné e ju pésoni (I, 43), Té kéqijté asgja kané mbé qgiellt, e ju asgja
mbé kété jeté (I, 43), Lumté ju qi mbilléni pérmbi gjith€ ujénat (I, 58), e ju kini me kjané populli
em (I, 96), Eni tek uné ju qi po fédigi (I, 100), Gjith€ ju kini me u skandalixuem pérmbi mue
sonéte (I, 153), Kéto fjalé si i merrni vesht ju? (ll, 34), Tash ani gjukoni ju a jam uné Mesia (Il,
60), ndalniju ju kétu e iténi quem me mue (11, 98), Kondénonie ju, posi ligja juej (I1, 107), Ju mé
kini prum kété nier1 lidhuné (I, 110) etc.

2.4.2. Dative: juve, ju/u

In CP, as in forerunning authors, atonic form of dative appears always as juve, while atonic
form besides ju appears as u as well. As usually happens in Bogdani, even here the absence of
atonic form of dative is noticed ju/u in pleonasm use. Nowadays we say: ju tha juve, but in
Bogdani we have: jo sé zani tinézé [ju] kam folé juve (I, 15), [ju] Thom uné juve mos Kini kujdes
jetésé sajnaj (I, 48), té silléné [ju] pérzieva juve (I, 114), ka me [ju] kjané dhané juve pér t u
nxjerré (I, 122), pérse [ju] kam dhané juve Dijésin’ e Gjyqit (I, 137), ashté vértet se kam me [ju]
dhané juve ligjeté (Il, 82), E shpirtiné tem kam me [ju] vum ndé mjedist juve (I1, 140), nukeé [ju]
ashté dhané juve me dituné kohété e casné (Il, 153) etc. However, there are occasions when in the
same structure of a sentence tonic form juve appears sometimes without atonic form ju/u and
sometimes with it. Compare Nje uné kam me [ju] dérguem juve Illiné profeté (II, 153) — Nje uné
kam me u dérguem juve Illiné profeté (II, 157). However, although less frequently, in the text are
testified occasions of the use of tonic forms jointly with atonic ones: Tash po u kallézoj uné juve
ato t€ tr1 drité té nalta (I, 17), i forté ka me u shélbuem, kinése juve t’kérshtenéve (I, 149), Uné u
thom juve (I1, 136) etc. While in this occasion: Pa shiféni gish doni me mé dhané se uné juve jau
ap n doré (11, 91) shortened form ju of form juve merged with form e of form até appears as jau,as
in Northeastern Gheg and not as jua. There are also very few occasions of the ise o atonic form
without the tonic one: e kam me ju bam ndihmé (I, 53), e ka me ju thané xgidh (I, 83) etc.

2.4.3. Accusative: ju/jii/juve, ju/u

This pronoun in accusative is testified with two tonic forms: ju and juve. The latter as per
analogy with the respective form of dative juve. While besides atonic form ju appears u as well.
Even here there is a lackof pleonasm use, as in examples: Pérse [ju] urdhénoj juve Zotyné qi té
mos hani gjith€ drushit sé€ Parrisit (I, 47), e kam me [ju] kapércyem juve (I, 64), Pérse ndé Krishné
Jezu me Ungjill uné juve [ju] leva (I, 82). However, there are occasions of both tonic and atonic
use: Sa heré juve deshta me u mbéledhé ndéné krahé, e nuké deshté (1, 81), as well as use of only

esmiyee
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But, form juve is never noticed being used in the structure of preposition phrase, while it is
used only the emphasized form jii/ju with prepositions ndér, ndé, me, pérmbi as an object or
modifier, as in examples: Ndér jii nja ashté djall (1, 59), ndér ju (1, 64, 96, 137; Il, 24, 67, 111), po
i forté asht€ nde ju (11, 143), Kam me derdhuné pérmbr ji ujét’e déliré (I, 58), Me déshir
déshérova kété Pashké me ngrané me jiz (11, 109), Paq kjofté me ju (11, 136), uné kam me kjané me
Jju ndjeré mbé t€ sosmi’té jetésé (11, 138).

2.4.4. Ablative: jush

This form is testified only in 3 occasions, of which 2 are without preposition: Uné kam
xgedhuné 12 jush (11, 67), aj qi jush té jeté pa faj, sill e i bjeré (II, 76) and 1 with preposition
mbas: e qish té vinjéné mbas jush (II, 75). In one single occasion with ablative preposition
pérpara the form of dative appears juve:uné pérpara juve e kérkova (I1, 110) instead of: pérpara
jush.

3. Conclusion

In conlclusion, in the following table in summary form we are presenting the complete
paradigm the declination of personal pronouns, as presented in CP.

Table 1. The outlook of declination of personal pronouns
Person | Person 11
Case Singular Plural Singular Plural
N. u-né na ti ju
D. mue, mé ne-ve, na ty, té ju-ve, ju (u)
Acc. mue, mé ne/ne-ve, na ty, té ju/ju-ve, ju (u)
Ab. me-je ne-sh te-je ju-sh

As it can be seen from Table 1, in terms of tonic forms, the first two persons singular and
plural do not have a gender marker, as is not shown in the CP any occasion of a locative case or
preposition, which is evidenced in the nominal system. The first person of nominative appears
regularly in the form uné, unlike the previous authors in whom it comes out the form u.

Whereas the personal pronoun of the first person plural appears regularly in the form of na,
and the form with metaphonyne is not proved at all in nominative case, which characterizes the
whole Albanian of the old authors. Accordingly, the metaphonized form ne is more recent and is
created in analogy with the other forms of dative neve, of accusative ne / neve and ablative nesh,
which in Bogdani and in other old authors. Also, the tonic form of the two persons plural of
accusative it is noteworthy that in addition to the forms ne dhe ju in, which also appear more often
as constituent segments prepositional phrase (ndér ne, ndér ju), also appears in the forms neve and
juve which certainly appear under the analogical influence of the respective forms of the dative.
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In general, the declination paradigms of personal pronouns are constructed with the same
grammatical tools as in modern Albanian, as with suppletism (uné - mue), with shifts of phonemes
(ti —ty, na — ne) and with case endings according to the model of the nominal system (me-je, te-je,
ne-ve, ju-ve, ne-sh, ju-sh).

With respect to the non-emphasized forms, both dative and accusative cases in singular and
plural are testified with same atonic forms, but, as seen above, with the very frequent characteristic
of their absence in the position before the verb when after it are the tonic forms (ende mue [mé]
besoni (I, 16), Krishti e biri [na] ashté dhané neve (I, 120), Hyji yné[na]bekofté neve (I, 13), Ty
[t&] pérket lavdi Hyj mbé Siont (1, 6), jo sé zani tinézé [ju] kam folé juve (I, 15). This limited use
of short forms may have been caused to some extent even under the influence of the Italian
language. Another feature that is noteworthy in terms of the non-ephasized forms is that the atonic
form of the second person plural of dative and accusative appears in addition to today's form ju, as
well as with the form u.
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