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Within the present paper we have proposed to stuaigl formation by means
of progressive derivation with preffixes and suéxin the post-December written media.

There have been analysed 1130 entries excerptett facrionarul de
neologismesi  abrevieri recente (DNAR})- Dictionary of Neologisms and Recent
Abbreviations (DNRA)py Elena Trifan/ Adrian loan Trifan which contaioser 9,000
entries excerpted from the written media in thaqued990-2001 and which have been
supported by contexts issued out the results enemathon the search engine provided
by the websitevww.google.ro

The paper is outstanding mainly due to the nevgirmal and unique character
of the studied material.

Out of the 1130 entries existing in the presentepapnly 108 are registerd in
other dictionaries, namely DCGRDEX2 and DN, out of which 34 are formed with
preffixes and 74 with suffixes.

Neither any of the compounds formed with the pxeHi ex-, ne-, non-, re-,
inter-, nor any of the compounds formed with the suffixes, -ita are registered in the
dictionaries we have consulted, namely DERCR, DN4. 12 compounds formed with
the preffixde-, 4 withdes (dez), 3 with hiper-, 3 with post, 2 each withultra-, anti-,
contra-, co; 1 each with:extra (superlative),supra, extra (exteriority), pre-, 12
compounds each formed with the suffixes, -ant, -iza, 8 each withismand with bil, 5
with -izare, 4 each withtor and ar, 3 each withac and giu, 1 each withay and +ada
are registered in other dictionaries.

The paper contains the following paristroduction Derivation with preffixes
Derivationswith suffixes Conclusions General Bibliography Abbreviations of quoted
works, Abbreviations of newspapers and magazines

The analysis of each affix contains: a descripbbiheir history; observations
on the spelling-related aspects; existing regisinat of the analysed words in other
dictionaries; meaning of the affix and of its comgs; semantical relations; stylistic
values; morophological class; etymology and oldnetghe roots; domains of the
compounds and their viability.

The following categories of preffixes have beenlygse: superlativessuper,
ultra-, hiper-, extra, supra, anteriority:ex, pre-, exteriority: post, negativene-, nor,
iterative: re-, privative: des (dez), de, opposition:anti-, contra, interiority: inter-,
associationco- and the following catergories of suffixes: agsubstantivalsist-, ar-, er-

, tor-, el-, giu-, ac, as-, abstracts:izare, -iada, (-ada), -ism, -ita, adjectivals: ant, -bil,
verbals: iza.

In terms of morphological class to which the compigibelong, the latter are:
659 nouns (289 formed with preffixex and 370 witlffiges), 431 adjectives (308 formed
with preffixes and 123 with suffixes), 49 verbs (ftmed with preffixes and 25 with
suffixes) and 2 adverbs.

As far as the morphological class of the compousdsgarded, one can notice
that all prefixes, aparsuper present differences to the ones registered in. FIr a
comparative approach we shall mention first thephological classes of the compounds
after 1990 and in brackets the ones in FGlira-: 61 adj., 11 n., 1 compound with n.
value and adj. (FC n., adjhiper-: 18 n., 25 adj., 1 verb (FC n., adgktra-: 16 adj., 5 n.,

1 v. (FC adj., n.)supra: 18 adj., 15 n. 2 v. (FC n., adj., ve): 18 n., 1 adj. (v., n., adj.),




pre-: 9 n., 10 adj. (FC v., n., adjppst: 18 adj., 33 adj., 6 n. (FC v., n., adpg: 30 adj.,
12 n., 1 v. (FC adj., n., v., adv., pron., comtgerj.), non: 46 adj., 43 n., 1 adv. (FC n.,
adj.),re-: 22 n., 7 adj., 6 v. (FC v., n., adjde-: 25 n., 7 adj., 5 v. (FC v., n., adjdes
(dez): 16 n., 1 adj., 6 v. (FC v., n., adj., adv.emd, anti-: 21 adj., 8 n. (FC adj., n., v.),
contra: 19 n., 2 adj., 1 adv. (FC n., adj., unter-: 9 adj., 1 adv. (FC v., adj., ngo-: 9
n., 1v. (v, n, adj.).

Regarding the suffix derivation one can notice:thia suffixes er, -el, -giu, -
ac, -, -izare, -iad, -ism, -itz form only nouns. The suffixst forms 93 nouns, 26 nouns
with adjectival value and 44 adjectivestor: 21 nouns out of which 11 have both
substantival and adjectival value and 15 adjectivas 27 nouns out of which 9 have
adjectival value also;ant 35 adjectives out of which 3 have both adjectiaad
adverbial value and 2 both substantival and adjelcti

Overall, 612 lexical creations ar formed with ppeds and 518 with suffixes.

In terms of semantics, 238 compounds are formeld suiperlative preffixes: 76
with ultra-, 76 with super, 44 with hiper-, 35 with supra, 7 with extra; 133 with
negative preffixes: 90 withor; 59 privatives: 36 witlde, 23 withdes (dez), 43 with
ne-; 39 with posteriority prefixespost; 38 anteriority: 19 withex, 19 with prea; 35
iteratives withre-; 34 opposition: 22 witltontra, 12 with anti-; 15 of exteriority with
extra; 11 interiority withinter-; 10 association with the preffco-.

On an individual basis, decreasingly, the prefixeave the following
productivity: 90non, 76ultra-, 76 withsuper, 44 hiper-, 43ne-, 39post, 36de-, 35re-

, 35 with supra, 23 des(dez), 15 extra ,exterior, outside”, 2Zontra, 12 anti-, 11
inter- 10co-, 7 extra ,very”.

A comparative analysis on the productivity of theefixes before 1990,
mentioned in FC II, and after 1990, highlights tbkkowing aspects: a) The prefix has a
reduced productivity than FQriper- (FC — 115; DNRA: 44)extra- (FC - 42 with all
values; DNRA: 22: 7 superlatives and 15 expressraxity), supra (FC — 198; DNRA:
35),ex (FC- 42; DNRA: 19); b) The prefix gas a very redd productivity than FCre-

: (FC: 186; DNRA: 19)ne (FC — 449; DNRA: 43)re-: (FC — 338; DNRA: 35)des
(dez) (FC: 395; DNRA: 23)de (FC — 192; DNRA: 36)anti- (FC: 281; DNRA - 12),
contra (FC — 158; DNRA: 10)inter- (FC — 105; DNRA — 10)o- (FC — 106; DNRA —
10); c) The prefix has slightly higher productivityan FC:ultra- (FC- 68; DNRA — 76),
post (FC — 35; DNRA: 39); d) The prefix has a defilytdigher productivity than FC:
non- (FC — 26; DNRA: 90).

In terms of oldness, 2 prefixes are aligs(dez) enherited from Latin ande-
Slavic, and the others are neological: of Latirgiori by means of loans from Romance
languagescon, contra, ex- extra, non, pre-, post, super, supra French originde.,
ultra-, Greek origin by means of loartsper-.

Out of the 518 compounds formed with suffixes 378 aubstantival, 123
adjectival, 25 verbal.

Out of the substantival compounds, 259 are formét agent suffixes: 118
with -ist, 27 with -ar, 21 with {or, 27 with ar, 6 with er, 9 with €l, 9 with giu, 5 with
-as, 4 with -ac;, 170 with abstract suffixes: 63 witlzare, 47 with {ada (-adz), 46 with -
ism, 14 with ita.

Out of the 123 adjectival compounds, 44 are formvét -ist, 35 with ant, 29
with -bil, 15 with +tor. The 25 verbal compounds are formed with the suiffi.



On an invididual basis, decreasingly, the suffidesve the following
productivity: 162 (118 nouns + 44 adjectives) wist, 63 with -izare, 47 with- iada (-
adz), 46 with-ism 36with —tor (21 nouns + 15 adjectives), 35 witmt, 29 with bil, 27
with -ar, 25 with iza, 14 with ita, 9 with el, 9 with giu, 6 with er, 5 with ag, 4 with -
ac.

As far as productity is regarded, compared as bedod after 1990, a novelty is
constituted by the suffixiada, which becomes very productive, followed Bare and —
ar, which is more productive thags-

Also productive are the neological suffixes, ifijiaf Greek origin, but entered
by means of loans from Romance languages: +sm, -iadq, -ita, -iza; Latin origin, by
means of intermediaryant, -bil, and also old suffixes, such asor; -ar (-er), -el of
Latin origin, giu of Turkish origin, ac of Slavic origin, as with ucertain etymology:
Hungarian, Slavic, local, and a substantival commgloguffix, neological, format in
Romanian by the suffixeszasi -re, by attaching the abstract suffise-to verbs ending
in -izaand not attested in Romanian.

Overall, one can notice that the number of abstraatpounds is higher than
the material ones.

From a morphological perspective, the roots aré:auns, 328 adjectives, 126
verbs, 2 numerals and 2 interjections.

The suffixe ar is attached only to noun roots.

A number of 92 compounds is formed from anthropasiya) 81 with sufixe: 47
with -ist, 19 with ism, 13 with iada, 2 with -el; b) 11 with prefixes: 5 witlanti-, 4 with
de, 1 with ex, 1 with pre-; 18 compounds are formed from toponyms: a) 12 wit
suffixes: 8 with izare 2 with 4ist, 1 with -ar, 1 with —iada; b) 6 with prefixes: 3 with
post, 1 with pre-, 1 with anti-, 1 with inter-; and 80 compounds are formed from
abbreviations: a) 64 with suffixes: 47 witist; 5 with el, 5 with {izare, 4 with ism, 2
with -ita, 1 with -as; b) 16 with prefixes: 6 witlex, 6 with anti-, 1 with post, 1 with
non-, 1 withre-, 1 withde-.

There is a tendency that all suffixes are attachetew roots and the other way
round.

The loan roots from other languages are more nwmsdt@an the ones formed in
Romanian.

There are almost 573 loan roots (317 with prefixed 256 with suffixes) and
353 are formed in Romanian (226 with prefixes ald Wwith suffixes).

The suffixes ar, -er, -giu, -ac do not attach to any root formed in Romanian.

The most numerous loans are still from French, &Y Which we add the words
with multiple etymology presenting a French etimon.

The suffix ay does not attach to any loan root from French.

Some of the loan roots are from non-Romance laregiaglavic, neo-Greek,
Turkish, Russian, Albanese, Germana, English.

There is a preference for loan roots from Englislthie case of 27 compounds
ouf of which 10 are formed withist, 3 with non, 3 with {izare, 3 with super, 2 with
post; 1 each withultra-, extra, ex- co-, -ar, -giu.

Even if well represented the number of loan rocasnfEnglish is still very low
as compared to the loan ones from French.



A number of 30 compounds have roots enherited ftabm, out of which 7
compounds are formed witlst, 3 with -ar, 3 with 4sm, 3 with super, 2 with extra 2
with -tor, 2 with -ag, 1 with ultra, 1 with hiper, 1 with pre-, 1 with er, 1 with el, 1
with -izare 1 with bil.

The roots formed in Romanian have been obtainediedsingly, with the
following prefixes: 28 withultra- (20 by conversion, 7 by derivation with suffixdsby
derivation with prefixes), 27 withe- (14 with suffixes, 2 with prefixes, 7 by convensj
4 by mixed processes: compounding + derivation),w2h de- (20 with suffixes, 4
conversion, 1 by compounding + derivation), 22 wdbper (10 with suffixes, 1
regressive, 11 by conversion), 21 witlupra- (11 with suffixes, 1 regressive, 8
conversion), 20 withre- (16 with suffixes, 4 parasynthetical), 18 witmti- (8
compounding, 7 with suffixes, 1 ellipse, 2 anthnoyos), 17 withhiper- (9 conversion,
7 with suffixes, 1 regressive), 14 wittes-(dez): (13 with suffixes, 1 conversion), 12
with post-(10 with suffixes, 1 conversion, 1 compoundingyyigh pre-: (5 with suffixes,
2 with prefixes, 1 conversion), 7 witx- (3 with suffixes, 4 abbreviations), 7 wiéxtra-
(6 with suffixes, 1 parasynthetical), 2 witlontra- (with suffixes), 2 withinter- (1 with
suffixes, 1 derivation + compounding), 1 with- (with suffixes) and with the following
suffixes: 68 with st (56 composed, 1 with suffix, 4 common nouns frowpgr nouns, 7
anthroponyms)12 with —ism (5 with suffixes,7 compounding)10 with — bil (6 with
prefixes, 3 with suffixes, 1 parasynthetical), 9hwiiadi (4 derived, 5 composed), 8 with
-tor ( 8 with suffixes), 8 with- izare(3 with suffixes, 3 parasynthetical, 1 compounding,
1 contamination), 7 withel (2 with suffixes, 5 abbreviations), 6 witkant (3 with
suffixes, 2 with prefixes, 1 parasynthetical)with —iza (3 with suffixes) 3 with {ta (2
abbreviations, 1 conversiqr) with —as (1 abbreviation).

The most numerous Romanian roots are formed byaten, 191, out of
which: 178 by progressive derivation: 165 with sud§, 13 with prefixes, 3 regressive,
10 parasynthetical, followed by 90 formed by commuting (out of which 56 receive the
suffix —ist), 67 by conversion, 1 by ellipse, 1 contaminati®moots are formed by mixed
processes: compounding and derivation.

Out the composed roots, most of them are recemewgiations.

Overall, both for the prefixes and suffixes derieat most of the roots are
negological, and 120 roots are recent, posteriol380. Decreasingly, the following
affixes present a preference for recent roass: (43 derived words)anti- (11), izare
(10),ne (9),de (9), post (8), super (6), €l (5), 4ada (5), non (3), re- (2), co- (2), Hor
(2), contra- (1), inter- (1), -ar (1), 4ta (1), -ant (1). The only old affix which is attached
to roots appeared after 199(ks.

Some roots are previous to 1990, but have achiaeedmeanings after 1990:
ales emanat demarare front, patrulater, have passed through grounding of meaning:
decembristrevoluionar or are used with their figurative meanirggiscaval a ciupi, a
ciripi, ciolan.

Most of the derived words are monosemnatical.

All the derived words formed with prefixes are msemantical, and out of the
ones formed with suffixes only 27 are polysemafitiGa with -iada: balconiadi,
borcaniadi, ceferiadi, golaniadi, hingheriadi, telefoniad, Universiad:, 6 with ar:
boschetay bulinar, cuponar maionar, revar, votkar, 6 with tor: ciupitor, micinator,



mazglitor, normalizator, siluitor,fepuitor, 2 with 4ist: canalist cotrocenist 2 with €l:
albastrei, ceagei, 2 with -as: schimba, vatras, 2 with -ismt sereismungurism

Meaning extensions are undertaken by a small nuofogerived words formed
with the prefix re-: redemarare, repropulsa, refadizare, reinocentareand with the
suffix -iada: golaniadi, mineriadz, telefoniadi.

Some of the derived words develop synonymy, antgnymmomonymy,
polysemy relations.

Out of the derived words formed with prefixes, thalowing develop
semantical relationshiper-: 2 pairs of synonyms, 1 pair of antonynae: 2 pairs of
synonymspre-1 pair of paronymsanti-: 1 pair of synonymgje-: 1 pair of synonyms.

All the derived words formed with negative prefixeg, non and with
privative: de-, des (dez), apart from the ones formed by parasynthetieaivdtion,
develop grammar antonymy relations with their roots

Out of the derived words formed with suffixes, tbees formed with the
follwogin suffixes develop semantical relationsst.-13 pairs (series) of synonyms, 5
pairs of homonyms, 2 pairs of paronyne; 7 pairs of synonyms, 2 pairs of homonyms,
-ar 4 pairs (series) of synonymgjiu: 4 pairs of synonyms, 2 pairs of homonynes, 2
pairs of synonyms;izare 2 pairs of synonyms, 3 pairs of antonyms, 1 pair
homonyms, iada: 3 pairs of synonyms.

The afore-mentioned semantical relations consitute of the proofs for the
lexical richness of Romanian, of its possibilityeopress notions as powerful as possible
and to transpose the oppositions existing in the&woan society.

Compared to the written press existing before 1989€,contemporary written
media vocabulary undergoes important mutationgspect to the stylistical value of the
derived words.

If until 1990 the written media vocabulary was dimved by superlatives, after
1900 one can notice an obviously predominant dégree connotation, ironic and
depreciative-ironic, especially for the derived d®formed with suffixes.

The derived words formed wit the following prefixieave neutral valuextra
(exteriority) , ex, nor, inter-, co-; most of the derived words formed witbre-, post-,
ne-, re-, de-, des- (dez-), anti-, contteave neutral value, followed by the depreciative,
ironic or depreciative-ironic one.

The depreciative-ironic value is stronger for therived words formed with
superlative prefixes, which before 1990 had majpbgitive and neutral conotations,
because there were mostly technical and sciemttics.

Within the derived words formed with superlativeefptes, ultra- forms the
largest number of ironic derived words.

All the derived words formed with the suffixesc-si —ita and most of derived
words formed with the suffixesist, -ar, -tor, -el, -giu, -as, -izare, -iada, -ism -iza have a
depreciative value. The positive and neutral valarespresent for most of the derived
words formed with the suffixbil, because the latter forms mainly technical anergific
words.

The same word can have more stylistic values depgrah the meaning it has
in the context.

Only 2 affixes provide depreciative or ironic valieethe derived word, namely:
ultra- si -ita, otherwise, in the other cases, the depreciat@ieievis given by the



characteristics of the referent, the linguistic teah and sometimes extralinguistic, root,
the association of a new root with an old affix ahe other way round, creation of new
words by replacing certain elements of older wogisnes of words, mixing of words
from different styles or combination of several ggsses.

Sometimes, in a context there is a sum of wordsidarwith the same affix and
all of them with depreciative value.

Out of the figures of speech, the enumeration dmurt#s more oftenly in
creating the expressive value of a word, and ratbketom the metaphor, personification,
antithesis, alliteration.

A small number of derived word has figurative meagnirevirginizare
clorofilisti, macinator etc. All the derived words formed with the suffika- have a
figurative meaning, created by the suffix.

The analysed derived words belong to various dosnapolitics, military,
economics, trade, literary, journalism, religiorhilpsophy, finances, sports, medicine
etc.

Politics and social are the better represented olmmbecause they have
undergone many changes after 1990.

All the derived words formed with the suffixacbelong to the social domain.

To this respect, the present paper may consistxaallent working tool for
historians and politicians, some of the politicaastactive after 1990 being trackable at
any time in its pages.

The derived words formed with the suffite are in line with the current
preference and trend of the Romanian language ¢omedical terms for expressing
attitudes, pleasures, actions perceived as unlyealth

It was difficult to include certain words in a doimand some belong to several
domains depending on the meaning they have; oth@re migrated from a principle
domain to other domains.

A novelty of the post-December written media is #sti®ng presence of slang
and of the colloquial style within its pages.

Most of the words formed with the suffixegiu and el belong to the colloquial
style, and also some of the words formed with otheffixes, especially withat:
boschetaysmenar spagar, repar, valutar, with tor-: ciripitor, ciupitor, repuitor, with -ist:
valutist zeciséi, with as-: schimba, with ac. schimba¢ with -ada: balconiadi,
borcaniadi, extra: extramarfi etc. Many contexts excerpted fromww.google.roare
written in an informal language, of great expreisgiv

Words such agmenarandreparare formed from slang roots.

We consider that it is still early to mention hovamy words out of the total
analysed will remain in the Romanian active vocabulbecause this issue will be
decided only by the level of use.

Even if many are ad-hoc creations, they are a pobdfie high creativity of the
Romanian language and have a strong affectie atuhaentary value.

In time, from an overall perspective, the nowadaydten media vocabulary
will probably consistute the most certain and caxproof of the changes that occurred
in the Romanian post-December society.



