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Bei der Wurzel *gena- sind scheinbare anii-Formen auffallend
weit verbreitet. Sie fordern aber keineswegs den Ansatz einer
grundsprachlichen Doppelheit von *gena- und *gen-. Viel eher wird
es sich darum handeln, daB in einigen Formen das wurzelschlieBende
-a- vor einem folgenden Vokal geschwunden war!). Die auf diesem
Wege entstandene sekundare anit-Wurzel *gen- hat sich iiber ihren
urspriinglichen Geltungsbereich hinaus ausgebreitet. Auch in der
im Hexameter verwendbaren Aoristform &yevro liegt diese urspriing-
liche anit-Wurzel gen- vor. Es ist nicht notig, von einer lautlich be-
dingten Synkope bei éyévero — &yevro zu sprechen. Vielmehr kann
die Bildung von &yevro durch paradigmatischen Ausgleich im
Wourzelaorist *gena-, der sekundar die Hochstufe durchgefiibrt
hatte, erklart werden12).

Greek éyhpa
By CaarrLEs R. BArRTON, Montreal

The Greek s-aorist differs from the pattern usually reconstructed
for Proto-Indo-European in the ablaut grade of its stem-internal
vocalism. For the protolanguage the prevailing view is to assign
lengthened-grade vocalism to the active indicative (and injunctive)
forms (at least in the singular), e.g. pres. *weghe- ‘conveys’ : aor.

wurde. Die Schwierigkeit bei diesem Erklirungsversuch liegt sicherlich darin,
daB der transitive sa-Aorist gensa- bei einer sef-Wurzel gena- unerwartet ist.
Dieser sa-Aorist setzt seinerseits das Vorhandensein der sekundiren ani-
Wurzel gen- voraus. Die Entstehung von *gen- aus *gens- bedarf daher
immer noch einer Rechtfertigung. Als die sekundire anif-Wurzel *gen- im
Wurzelaorist &yerro vorlag, konnte nach der Proportion 2éfato : Aéxto = X :
-yevto die Neubildung X = gensato entstehen. Die von Cardona erwogene
Analogie geniugt zur Erklirung von &yevro nicht.

11) Uber die scheinbare anit-Wurzel *gen- siehe noch Cowgill, Evidence
for Laryngeals 148 und Beekes, The development of the Proto-Indo-Euro-
pean Laryngeals in Greek 244. Die anit-Wurzel gen- war lautgesetzlich im
es-Stamm *gens-08 > *genos (> pévog) und in der thematischen Bildung
*gona-o- > *gon-o- (> ydvog) entstanden. Ferner schwand -3- vor vokalisch
anlautendem Personalkennzeichen im Perfekt, so daBl auch 1. Sg. *gegona-a
> *gegona (> ypéyova) und 3. Sg. *gegona-e > *gegone (> yéyove) zu einer
anit-Wurzel *gen- zu gehéren schienen.

12) In sehr knapper Form wurde die im Text vertretene Lisung unab-
hiangig von R. Normier, KZ 94 (1980) 258, Anm. 25 vorgeschlagen.
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3sg. *wégh-s-t1). In Greek, however, for the most part the s-acrist
gimply repeats the vocalism of the present, e.g. Aéyw:&lcfa?).
Worth emphasizing here is that the s-aorist, which in Proto-Indo-
European was a late formation with a limited distribution, had
become highly productive in Greek (as elsewhere) by historical
times. In the course of this expansion the s-aorist came to replace
a number of earlier root-aorist formations, whose root vocalism
it copied. In other words the full grade inherited in the earlier root
aorists was maintained in the innovative sigmatic forms that
ultimately replaced them. Thus &evéa for *(H)yeug-me (: Ved. inj.
yojam)?).

Szemerényi 1970:264 has perceptively noted the survival of an
older s-aorist stem with lengthened-grade vocalism in Gk. 3sg.
éyrpa ‘grew old’. He reconstructs a preform *gér-s-m, which would
yield (pre-)Gk. 1sg. *#ynoa, a form substantiated in Szemerényi’s
view by the attested pple. ynoayt-. My purpose in this study is to
discuss at some length the implications of Szemerényi’s contri-
bution: in particular to comment on certain difficulties that his
reconstruction entails and to suggest a few details concerning the
structure and semantics of the PIE root *jerH,- (better than *ger-)
and its morphological prehistory in Greek and elsewhere.

The first difficulty with Szemerényi’s reconstruction is that it
disregards the manifest sef character of the root. Within Greek
itself this is plainly evidenced by the indisputably archaic noun
yépas ‘gift of honor, privilege (accorded to venerability) < *old
ago’4). We are dealing here with an ancient proterokinetic neuter

1) Szemerényi 1970:263-5 gives a lucid review of the general problem
with pertinent references. Cf. further Insler 1972:59, Rix 1976:216-7.

2) Schwyzer 1939:751, Szemerényi 1970:263. The exceptions, e.g. &reioa,
provide no evidence that bears significantly on the problems we are con-
cerned with here.

3) Cf. Rix 1976:217. In this way we perceive the relationship between
archaic Aéxro (e.g. Od. 5.487) and innovative éléfaro (e.g. Il. 9.666) and
between innovative &goar (< *sed-s-) and the archaic root-aorist formations
discernible in Vedic (e.g. sbj. sdd-a-thah), on which see Cardona 1963:14-16.
In such cases the vocalism of the present (if one existed) is of little impor-
tance.

4) For the semantic prehistory of yégas cf. Frisk 1960:299, 305; Chan-
traine 1968:220, who note that the original meaning of yépas survives in the
derivative yegaids. The process whereby a formal neologism, e.g. yfjgag, takes
over the primary function of an older form, e.g. yépac, so that the latter
continues as bearer solely of an earlier secondary function has been examined
in great detail by Kurylowicz 1964:10-14 et passim.
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s-stem, nom. *§érH,-s-@: gen. **GrH,-és-(0)s — *gerH,-6s-08 (i.e.
*jerdsos, whence yépaoc with accent after yépac)). The prime
example of the type is, of course, xpéas (<< *qréwH,-s-#), cf. Skt.
kravih®).

The assumption of sef root structure finds additional support in
the derivative ypaic, gen. ypa(f)és ‘old woman’. Scholars have not
reached a consensus as to the precise morphological ancestry of
this word, but at least the laryngeal basis (ypoa- << *§rH,- or greH,-)
seems indicated. A datum to be considered here is that ypafi serves
as feminine counterpart to the lexicalized former pple. yégoyr- ‘old
man’. This suggests primary deverbative formation, and we are
reminded of the feminine noun waic ‘ship’ (lit. ‘the one (f.) that
floats, swims’), built to the root *neH,- with a suffixal u-element?).
Hence ypaic is etymologically ‘the one (f.) that is aging, aged’ in
contrast to yépwy ‘the one (m.) that is aging, aged’.

5) This morphological type has been carefully studied by Schindler 1975:
259-267, esp. 265ff. Schindler cautiously notes (267) the possibility that the
long -n- of yfjpac may point to older acrostatic inflection (nom. *§érH,-s-9 :
gen. *gérH,-s-08). That such a pattern may once have existed remains an
open possibility, but in the specific case of jerH,- I think proterokinetic
inflection more likely: (1) the semantics (cf. fn. 4 above) favor the view that
yfjeag is & neologism, (2) the spread of long vocalism throughout the entire
verb, e.g. *yépw — ympedoxw, could readily have encouraged replacement
of yeg- by yne- in nominal derivatives, (3) proterokinetic accent and ablaut
are attested in the Rigvedic s-stem, abl. jardsah (7.71.5a, 8.67.20¢), inst.
jardsa (10.86.11d), which are in all likelihood continuations of the expected
weak stem *§(e)rH,-és-. The ace. sg. jardsam (1 X each Books I and X), on
the other hand, seems to me to be an innovation built after the replacement
of bhigd — bhiydsd, ugdh — ugdsah, etc., in accordance with the proportion
bhiydsd : bhiydsam, usdsah : usdsam = jardsd, jardsah : X. Another possibility
is that jardsam is really a transformed adj. *jaras-d-. For the type cf. parug-d-
‘knotty’ : pdrus- ‘knot’, tamas-d- (AV +4) ‘dark-colored’: tdmas- ‘darkness’.
A philological detail that speaks in favor of this view is that in both
Rigvedic attestations, as at AV 1.30.3c¢, jardsam is linked with the neuter
noun dyuh. (On this point ef. Renou 1958:20.) We may be dealing here with
an original phrase *jarasdm dyuh ‘aging time-span, span of time within which
the process of aging takes place and reaches completion’ with later (redac-
tional?) reanalysis of the former adjective as a noun (accent after inherited
jards-ah, -@). On Ved. ace. sg. f. jard-m see Mayrhofer 1956:421.

¢) Risch 1974:87 correctly assigns yégag to this type while noting the sef
character of the underlying PIE root. Cf. further Beekes 1969:201 with lit.

) Again the morphological details are not a matter of universal agree-
ment. The fundamental analysis prerequisite to their solution is still Szeme-
rényi 1956:184-6 (with lit.). Cf. the summary in Szemerényi 1970:165.
Alternatively Rix 1976:147 reconstructs an ‘‘amphidynamic’’ paradigm.

Glotta, LX, 1/2 3
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However, the decisive evidence that we are dealing with a base
*GerH,- rather than *ger- comes from outside of Greek. The most
closely related set of forms, plainly etymologically comparable,
appear in Vedic in connection with the verb jdra-ti, -te ‘makes,
grows old’. The root is indisputably set. Witness the collateral pres.
jar-ya-, aor. jari-s-, pple. jur-nd- together with the derivative
jari-mdn- ‘old age, decrepitude’®). These forms speak for themselves.
We are fully entitled to reconstruct a fundamental simple thematic
present stem *§érH,¢/,- on the basis of Ved. jdra-, jdra-nt- = Gk.
yépovr-. Moreover, there is every likelihood that this forme de fon-
dation came to build an s-aorist *§érH,-s- (at least in some late
dialect of IE ancestral to Greek and Indo-Iranian) and that it was
associated with a group of derivatives of which the neuter s-stem
*JerHy-és- (Ved. jards-, Gk. yépa-) is well evidenced.

It follows that GK. éysjed is in some way the continuation of the
old aor. *§érH,-s-. Not only is this preform in accord with the
Vedic evidence, but it enjoys the further advantage of avoiding
the second difficulty with Szemerényi’s reconstruction, i.e. the need
to explain why 1sg. *#ympa (<< Szemerényi’s *gér-s-m) and pre-
sumably 3sg. *#mge furnished a paradigm that was unstable in
prehistoric Greek.

This difficulty is not inconsiderable. Szemerényi’s analysis re-
quires us to assume a prehistoric transformation, e.g. 3sg. *&ynoe —
éynead, but it is hard to understand the motivation for the process.
Why would so stable and productive a formation as the s-aorist be
discarded in favor of the unproductive type exhibited, say, by
éota®)? The assumption becomes even less credible when we recall
that Homeric éyrjpa was itself quite soon afterwards recast to
éyrjpace in accordance with the expanding sigmatic pattern. It is
quite true, to be sure, that the compensatory lengthening in other
s-aorists to Greek werba liquida is chronologically a later pheno-
menon as shown, for example, by such unlengthened survivals as
Hom. &xepoa : Att. Exepa. This suggests that if Greek had inherited
a form *&ymp(o)e alongside of pres. *pépw the forces of analogy would
rather have tended to reshape it as *¥yepoa, *#yeipa, or the like,
after a stable and productive pattern that survived long into

8) All of the forms are Rigvedic. Moreover, that the long -- of the aor.
jart-g- is an accessory morphologic marking in no way connected with the
laryngeal of the root is plainly evidenced by jari-mdn-.

9) Att.-Ion. &€ory. I shall cite this verb in its older non-Ionic form, which
is better suited for comparison.
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historical Greek. Even from Modern Greek examples can be cited,
e.g. Zuewa: ubvw, Eonewa : onslpw ondpvw, et al.

The question that arises now is how éy7jpa managed to preserve
a lengthened root-internal vocalism inherited from the PIE s-aorist
in contrast to the overwhelming array of examples (#xegoa, &iela,
#eifa, et al.) that point clearly to a prehistoric shortening of the
internal vowel. In the case of CERT-roots the shortening may have
been phonologic?®). But it has long been recognized that no such
explanation is available for the CET-roots (type: &rnsya, &cfa)l?).

What needs to be emphasized in this connection is that the
s-aorist of the protolanguage was a highly motivated category.
Originally it served to provide roots of durative lexical Aktionsart
with a complexive stem denoting the limitation or completion of
the verbal action in time. Punctual roots, on the other hand, in
Proto-Indo-European formed root aorists in opposition to charac-
terized present-imperfect stems. The complexive s-aorist, however,
was from the outset dominated by the present. It was the marked
member of the opposition, the forme fondée!). It should also be
emphasized that many durative roots had not yet formed aorists
at all in Proto-Indo-European times but remained praesentia tan-
tum1?). The productive expansion of the sigmatic formation in
many branches of Indo-European forms part of the prehistory of
the specific dialect involved.

In the case of Greek this expansion entailed the spread of the
s-aorist to a variety of stem types that originally had been confined
to the present system. In particular to derived verbs such as

9a) Through the operation of Osthoff’s law, cf. e.g. Schwyzer 1939:279,
Lejeune 1972:219-20, Rix 1976:56. It is worth noting, as Rix 1969:170 has
pointed out, that participles of the type #¢is, #evz- can no longer stand as
witnesses to this law if we follow Hoffmann 1969:4 with fn. 13 in re-
constructing *dhH,-ént- and not *dhé-nt-, i.e. [dteH nt-/, etc.

10) See Schwyzer 1939:751. Watkins 1962:23-6 examined this problem in
great detail and with valuable insights. However, Watkins’ conclusion that
the s-aorist of the protolanguage did not exhibit lengthened-grade root
vocalism cannot be accepted. In addition to the literature cited in note 1
above see Kurylowicz 1963:207-8 and W. P. Schmid 1963:225-6.

11) On the system of lexical and grammatical Aktionsarten in the Greek
and Slavic verbs see Schelesniker 1959:390—409, esp. 398-402. A neat sketch
of the situation in PIE is given by Sadnik 1962:241-3 and Aitzetmiller
19624a:250-2, 2567, 1962b:312-4. Cf. further Strunk 1968:296-8, fn. 32,
Hoffmann 1970:28-31. I have discussed these matters somewhat more fully
in Barton: Forthcoming.

12) Cf. e.g. Meillet 1937:199-200.
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(former) iteratives (type: popéw : épdonoa), causatives (poféw : épo-
pnoa) and especially denominatives of many different formal struc-
tures (e.g. pvAdrrw : épblata, Paciiedw : éfaolievoa, et al.). The an-
cient inherited formal canon Ce(R)C(¢,)- — CéR)C-s- could not
be adapted to a significant number of the present stems that were
now beginning to form s-aorists (e.g. *phulak-ye-). As a result a
new and simpler canon began to emerge: X- — X-s-. This new
canon was potentially applicable to any present stem irrespective
of its phonotactic structure: i.e. not only to the new (largely)
derived present stems but also to the old inherited primaries that
still formed aorists after the ancient inherited pattern. The reverse
was not true. The competing allomorphy could find only one
resolution. The new canon would spread and ultimately swamp
out the older severely restricted pattern??).

Hence the present, which continued to be the fundamental form
in the system, came to impose its radical allomorph on the founded
sigmatic aorist even in the case of primary Ce(R)C-verbs. The
dominant role of the present is clearly to be seen in such manifestly
neological formations as 88{8afa &xAwa (root *klei-), in which for-
mants originally functioning to characterize the present system
have been transmitted to the s-aorist14).

13) Tt is within this general framework that the phonologic shortening in
the types &5eifa &xecpoa has significance, for this sound change would have
contributed materially to the spread of the new formal pattern. A sup-
portive role may also have been played by the neosigmatic former root
aorists like & evéa (cf. above, fn. 3), énépaca (cf. below, fn. 39), with un-
lengthened vocalism; and by such nonfundamental categories as sub-
junctive and future.

1) Cf. Schwyzer 1939:752. Parallels elsewhere are not uncommon. Com-
pare the Latin type sunzit with unhistorical -n- extended from tungé and
especially Cl. Lat. tussit (for older fousit) with shortened root vocalism due
at least as much to subeé as to iussus (cf. Sommer 1914:557).

Note further the Pali types: pres. 3sg. puccha-ti ‘asks’ — aor. lsg.
apucchissam, 3sg. apucchi in contrast to Skt. pres. prccha-ti:aor. 3sg.
aprakgi-t; Pali nigidati ‘sits down’ — aor. 3sg. nisidi (: Skt. -sadat); Pali
bhindati ‘breaks, splits’ — abhindi (with older abhida surviving at Digha-
Nikaya 2.107% and repetitions, Jataka 3.29Y [verse], cf. abbhidd at e.g.
Ja. 2.163% [verse], glossed with abkindi by the commentator [JaCo. 2. 164%]).
For more details pertinent to this process of innovation see Mayrhofer 1951:
158-9. Mayrhofer correctly ascribes the impetus for these transformations
to the dominant position of the present stem in the Pali verbal system. The
basic facts together with an analytical explanation have been available since
Torp 1881:71-9, whose concept of ‘“‘das Streben nach Deutlichkeit” (71,
cf. 78) still holds theoretical validity today. Cf. here also Geiger 1943:198—

Copyright (¢) 2007 ProQuest LLC
Copyright (¢) Vandenhoek und Ruprecht



Barton, Ch. R., Greek " egera" [Greek] , Glotta, 60 (1982) p.31

Greek éyrjod 37

But in the particular case of *§erH,-, or more precisely its pre-
Greek continuation, the s-aorist, originally expressive of complexive
grammatical Aktionsart with a durative root, came to be felt as

201, §§ 167-9. Especially instructive are the aorist forms built to present
stems from roots of the shape Car-. Specifically, to pres. harati ‘takes’ the
aor. ahdsi (= Skt. ahargit) of canonical Pali (Suita-Nipdta, Dhammapada)
begins to be replaced by -har: in later texts (cf. e.g. the set phrase atitam
dhari ‘he brought up the past’ common in Jataka prose, Dhammapada-
Commentary, ete.). Note especially the glosses in the commentaries: to ahdst
(Dh. 3) we find avahari (DhCo. 1.44%); to 3pl. (ma) ahamsu (Ja.5.2008,
verse), (ma) aharimsu (JaCo. 5.200%); to pahasi (Vimana-Vatthu 29%), pahart
(VvCo. [= Paramattha-Dipani, part 4] 123). To pres. tarali ‘crosses, passes
over’ the older aor. atar: (Sutta-Nipata, = Skt. atarit) soon finds competition
from atari (e.g. Ja. 3.189%, 3.4531¢ [.i], both verse). Note the coexistence
of the competing stems already at Sn. 1045-8, kaccimm su te . .. appamattd
atdru jatisi ca jarafi ca . .. [ ... te . .. ndtarithsu jatijaran & . .. ‘have not
those . . . (who are) zealous passed beyond both birth and old age? . . . they
. . . have not passed beyond birth and old age . ..’ (cf. 1079-80). To present
caratt ‘goes, moves about’ the older acdri (Sutta-Nipata, Dhammapada)
begins to give way before innovatory acar: (already Sn. 344). Cf. further, for
example, the repetition of acar’ utdyam ... vandni ... ‘now this (bird)
moved about . . . the forests . ..” (Ja. 2. 16322, verse) as acart vatdyam . . . at
DhQo. 1.144%. As a final example to pres. karot: ‘does, makes’ we find along-
side of the inherited s-aor. 3sg. akast, 3pl. akamsu akasu(m) (= Skt. akarsit,
akdrsuh) an emerging ‘“‘regular’’ aorist formation 3sg. kar: (e.g. DhCo. 1.45,
with akari already at D. 2.15718), 3pl. karimsu (common); for further details
Geiger 1943: 197-8, § 166. Similarly in Ardhamagadhi Prakrit we find aor.
Isg. akarissarh and, for the final stage of the process, even 3pl. -kuvvimsu,
built to the innovatory thematic pres. stem kuvva- (3sg. kuvva-t) (forms from
Pischel 1900:359—60).

In Slavic to pres. 3sg. vede-ts ‘leads’ the inherited s-aorist pattern, 1sg.
vé8s : 38g. *vé, was disrupted in the first instance by the penetration of
former imperfect 2, 3sg. vede. The resultant system of the earliest Old Church
Slavonic MSS (Marianus, Sinai Psalter, Clozianus) was itself soon (Su-
prasliensis) transformed into 1sg. vedoxs (West Slavic independently to
vedech) : 3sg. vede, and the replacement of the root allomorph »é (morpho-
phonemically véd-), historically at home in the s-aorist, by the allomorph
ved-, at home in the fundamental present, becomes complete. For more details
see, ©.g., Diels 1932:23840, Vaillant 1966:57.

As a final typological parallel consider within the New English suffixed-
preterite, the productive and expanding category as against the ablaut-
preterite, such innovatory forms as dream-ed (/driymd/) kneeled leaned (with
root vocalism copied from the fundamental presents) that have emerged to
compete alongside of older dreamt (/dremt/) knelt leant (with suffix ac-
companied by alteration of the root vocalism from that of the present). In
standard New English the replacement of dempt by deemed and of sempt by
seemed has been complete.
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terminative, i.e. nondurative (punctual). This shift in grammatical
Aktionsart, complexive — terminative, had as a direct consequence
the morphological transformation whereby the neological charac-
terized present ynmpdoxw replaced the inherited simple thematic
present *yépw, canonically to be expected with durative roots?!s).
(As already noted the older stem survives in Ved. jdra- and in Gk.
yépo-vt- ‘old man’, the lexicalized former present participle?!®).)

The model for the transformation *yépw —> ynedoxw is to be found
in the well-defined group of verbs in Greek that exhibit sk-presents
to either (1) root aorists or (2) neosigmatic aorists and whose roots
are inherently nondurative (terminative, ingressive, momentaneous)
in lexical Aktionsart. Of at least late Indo-European provenience is
(&-)pa : pd-oxw cf. Ved. d-ga-t d-gan : gd-ccha-ti with originally ter-
minative Aktionsart as rightly noted by Delbriick 1897:59-6117).
Further examples of archaic character are Zu(e)urto : uloyw (< *mig-
ske-) ‘mingle, mix’ (terminative), (&-)dpa : -d:8pdoxw?®) ‘run off, run
away’ (terminative), (&-)yvw :yiyvdoxw!®) ‘recognize, take cogni-
zance of, be(come) aware’ (momentaneous)??).

15) For the type cf. e.g. *bhére-ti ‘is carrying’, *wéghe-ti ‘is conveying’,
*sérpe-ti ‘is crawling’, et al.

18) The participial origin of pépwy has long been recognized, e.g. Brugmann
1906:454-61, esp. 460. Cf. further Specht 1936:215, Chantraine 1968:218
and Strunk 1967:107 with citations (fn. 298) of adjectival usage. Strunk’s
discussion is in support of his view that zévwy ‘sinew, tendon’ is a lexicalized
former root aorist pple. to rdwv-ra:, ef. Ved. pres. 3sg. tand-ti : aor. d-tan.
For a discussion of the process of lexicalization whereby a derived form is
reanalyzed as an independent lexical item and so rendered exempt from
later changes affecting the fundamental form or system of forms see
P. Kiparsky 1974:257-75, esp. 266-71, with numerous examples. The
process is abundantly exemplified by the PIE ni-participle in various
historical languages, cf. Brugmann 1906:650, who cites Gk. dgywy, Lat.
sapiéns, NHG Freund, et al.

17) The durative root for ‘go’ in PIE was *ei-/¢-, which formed originally
no aorist. Cf. Meillet 1937:199, Cowgill 1960 :487.

18) Root aorist inflection in Indic is guaranteed by Ved. 2sg. imv. dra-hi,
3sg. drd-tu, etc. For the correct interpretation and alignment of these forms
see Narten 1964:149-50.

19) On the Vedic root-aorist opt. jfieyds and the Indo-Iranian evidence for
root-aorist inflection of this verb in PIE see Insler 1975:2, fn. 5.

%) Some additional Greek examples are diddoxw ‘teach’ (term.), dvijoxw
‘die’ (moment.), uiuvijoxw ‘remind’ (term./moment.), (&)loxw ‘cause or deem
to be similar’ (term.), fpdoxw ‘leap’ (moment.), et al. The verbs in -loxw
e.g. efpiaxw ‘find’ (moment.), dgagioxw ‘fit, join’ (term.), would augment the
group appreciably.
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In the second subgroup we find éxdpeoa : xopéoxw ‘satiate, satisfy’
(term.) Fjgeoa : doéoxw ‘please’ (term./moment.), et al. That this
formal pattern constituted a well-defined functional category is
indicated by its having served as model to a few derived non-
primary verbs, e.g. duédvoa: uedboxw ‘make drunk’ (term.), cf.
also éyeveidoa (yeverjoavra already Od. 18. 176, 269) : yeveidoxw ‘grow
a beard’ (term.). The form xopéoxw together with collateral xogéy-
voue is of interest here, since it furnishes a secure example of an
sk-present built within historical Greek as a motivated forme fondée
to a terminative aorist forme de fondation. Both present stems are
in all probability neologisms struck within the historical period to
fill out the paradigm of a verb that had earlier been defective2!).
The root pattern -oge- (like the -5- of yngdoxw) cannot possibly
derive from canonically acceptable present stem-formations (e.g.
*ky Hy-ske- > *xpwoxe-, and for the -n-present we would have to
expect a *xopviu: parallel to otdpviuc). It can only derive from the
aorist, where éxdgeca is simply the sigmatic replacement of an
earlier (sef) root aorist *kerHs-t. Compare the morphologically
parallel éotdpeoa ‘spread out (bedding, etc.), made smooth’ (term.)
with its Atharvavedic (12.3.38) counterpart 2sg. astaris, both for
earlier root aor. *sterHs-t22).

The reinterpretation in pre-Greek times of the aorist *(é-)ynea-(c)-a
as terminative in grammatical Aktionsart was linked to a reinter-
pretation of the inherent semantics of the root, i.e. to a shift in
lexical Aktionsart, from durative and atelic ‘aging’ to stative ‘old’.
In his painstakingly thorough study of this and related etyma
Porzig 1954:343-9 points out that the root *jerH,- (Porzig writes
*Geré-) stands in an eastern group (Greek, Armenian, Indo-Iranian)
as opposite to *yu-wen- ‘young’ (or a later replacement of this) to
designate the biological age of living beings, whereas the pair
*newo- : *seno- ‘new’ : ‘old’ refers to length or priority of time in
use, in a given position, etc. In the West (Celtic, Germanic, Latin,

21) Frisk 1960:919, Strunk 1967:122, fn. 349; cf. Chantraine 1968:565-6.

22) Kogévvou: is simply morphophonemic {xogpec-vi-}. The -n-present to
*ster H,-, however, is clearly ancient in the light of Ved. sfynd-, on the one
hand, and OIr. sernaid, Lat. sternit, on the other. Strunk 1967:53-4, 1969:
223 with fn. 15, has seen in the Latin and Irish forms an archaic present
*ster-n-Hy- (*sterna-) : root-aor. *sterH,- (cf. further fn. 39 below). For the
original root-aorist inflection of *sterH,- see Narten 1964:281, Strunk 1967:
53, 113—4. On the distinction in Vedic, both formal and functional, between
(anit) sty- and (sef) sif- see Narten 1964:278-81 and Cowgill 1965:155.
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Lithuanian) the situation is different. The marginal dialects (Celtic,
Lithuanian) use *seno- in opposition to both *yu-wen- ‘young’ and
*newo- ‘new’33). Porzig rightly observes that each of the respective
geographical areas stands sufficiently well defined as a locus of
linguistic innovation to preclude reliance on geographical distribu-
tion as a criterion for deciding about the state of affairs in the
protolanguage. However, he suggests that the morphologic paral-
lelism *sen-o-8 : *new-o0-s decisively favors archaic semantic align-
ment (i.e. antithesis) and that accordingly the original system, best
preserved in the East, was as follows:

*newo- *seno-

*yuwen- *Ger H,-

In the West the application of *seno- in the sense of ‘venerable’ to
the social position of the aged??) led by a process of metaphorical
extension to the ouster of *jerH,- as an attribute of human beings.
Hence the innovatory asymmetrical system:

*newo- \
> = *seno-
*yu-wen-

Porzig’s morphological argument, however, is not compelling.
In the first place the supposed counterpart to *JerH,-, *yu-wen-
‘young’, functioned, like *seno- and *newo-, as a primary (i.e. non-
derived) adjective?5). The morphological structure of the positive

23) In Latin and Germanic only in opposition to *yu-wen-, but this is a
manifest innovation. Cf. Porzig 1954 :348.

M) “Sie stehen nicht mehr im aktiven Leben, aber sie verkérpern die ehr-
wiirdige Tradition’ (349).

25) *yu-wen- is earlier *yu-Hen- (more precisely *H,yu-Hen-) as shown
by zero-grade *yin- (cf. Ved. gen. yiinah). See Hoffmann 1955:39-40.
Etymological connection of *(H,)yew- ‘young’ with *H,oyu ‘age, lifetime,
eternity’ does not invalidate the above analysis, since it is unclear that the
derivational interrelationship was still felt vividly by late IE times. As in
the historical languages PIE *yu-wen- was a prime: the basic formal ex-
pression of a basic, universally human, concept.
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differs from the simple CeR-o- shape of the latter two, but the
indisputably archaic comparative *yew-yos-2¢) provides sufficient
formal parallelism (*yew-yos- like *sen-yos-, *new-yos-)*7) to indicate
that *yew-[*yu- patterned in Proto-Indo-European with *sen- and
*new-. In function too we find a parallelism: each of the three roots
denotes a state not a process.

On the other hand, in Proto-Indo-European *§erH,- was funda-
mentally a verbal root, atelic and durative in lexical Aktionsart,
denoting the process of aging. The formal evidence for this has
already been presented: the simplest morphological structure we
can recover—either by comparison or internally—is the simple
thematic present stem *gerH,¢/,-, which well accords with the as-
sumption of inherent durative semantics. It is worth observing
that no evidence for a comparative adj. *§erH,-yos- exists, because
no adjective existed. Syntactic adjectives were furnished by the
participles *§érH,o-ni- ‘aging’, *§rH,-nd- ‘aged’. In the historical
languages these forms became more or less lexicalized, and even-
tually bona fide adjectives, invariably of a markedly derivative
character, came to be coined. But the formal disparity of these, cf.
Ved. jarand- + Gk. pegaids = yepagde, etc., is more than enough
to demonstrate their recent origin.

Moreover, Porzig’s 1954 :348 observation 2®) that Slavic provides
no evidence is not immediately acceptable. Surely there is no
reason to doubt the cognation of OCS (ss-)z6ré-ts ‘to grow ripe’ and
its congeners?®?), and the semantics are quite in keeping with the
assumption of an originally durative root3°). To clarify this point I
shall briefly sketch the formal processes whereby a PIE simple
thematic present *§erH,e-, which may well not yet have formed an

) Secured by Rigvedic superl. ydv-ig-tha- (cf. post-Ved. cmpv. ydv-iyas-)
in conjunction with OlIr. da, Welsh ‘eu ‘younger’, cf. Pokorny 1959:510,
Szemerényi 1968:36.

27) Ved. sdn-yas-, Lat. seniér-, OIr. stniu; Ved. ndv-yas-, etc.

28) “, .. mehrere Angehérige der Ostgruppe, namlich Slawisch, Tocha-
risch, Hethitisch, in unserem Falle die Aussage verweigern”.

2?) Recent (re-)affirmations of cognation can be found, for example, in
Vasmer 1950-:462, Sadnik-Aitzetmiiller 1956:336, Pokorny 1959:391,
Vaillant 1966:371, V. Kiparsky 1975:30.

30) I shall not attempt here to settle such questions as (1) whether or not
*Ger Hy- originally meant ‘rub’, (2) the prebistory of the word for ‘grain’ in
northern and western IE, (3) whether Slav. ‘ripen’ is a specialized narrowing
for earlier ‘be aging’ or the older meaning applied metaphorically to persons
in certain eastern branches.
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aorist in the dialect ancestral to Slavic, came to be replaced by the
zoré-je- attested in the historical languages. Alongside of inherited
simple thematic (Leskien’s class I) *zere- pre-Slavic fashioned a
collateral derived class IV B verb with stative force, i.e. *zere- ‘be
ripening’ — *zir-i-[*zir-é- ‘become ripe, be ripe’. Compare the com-
monly cited stative OCS bedi-/bsdé- ‘be awake’ alongside of in-
herited bljude- ‘watch, guard’ (< *bheudhe-, cf. Skt. bodha-ti, Gk.
nebde-tar, Goth. -biuda-n, etc.). To the “second” stem of this new
derived stative pre-Slavic built a derived adjective in *-lp-, which
in addition to its regular function as “resultative” participle came
to serve as the ordinary adjective for ‘ripe’. On the other hand, the
verbal forms proper were homonymous with the etymologically un-
connected *zir-i-/*zir-é- ‘see’. Hence there existed ample motiva-
tion for the transformation of the deverbative class IV present *ziri-
to the denominative (secondary) stative class IIT A *zir-é-je-31).
The formerly derived adjective had become fundamental: *ziré-lo-
now motivated *ziré-je- after the (imperfect) model of the type
*staro- — *sldar-é-je- (the transformation was moderated by the
aorist *ziré-s-, which was common to both the older class 1V and
the new class IIT inflection). The significant parallel here, pertinent
to the prehistory of Gk. ymedoxw is simply the shift in lexical
Aktionsart on the part of *§erH,- in pre-Slavic from atelic durative
‘be ripening, aging’ to stative ‘ripe’.

For the protolanguage, then, it seems best to follow Wacker-
nagel 1914:114-5, fn. 1, in the view that the primary adjj. *seno-,
*newo- and (quasi-primary) *yuwen- formed a semantically cor-
related asymmetrical system: *seno- served as antonym to each of
the other two respectively. The root *§erH,- was primarily verbal
and stood apart.

In pre-Greek *§erH,- underwent a semantic development com-
parable to that of its congener in Slavic: a shift in inherent seman-
tics from durative and verbal to stative and substantival. The
semantic common denominator to yéew», pieas, ynodaoxw, ete. is
simply ‘old’, and by historical times the verb had long since ceased
to be felt as a forme de fondaiion. Prehistorically this shift helped
to motivate the transformation *yépw — ynodoxw. A much later
consequence has been the creation in Middle and Modern Greek of
the morphologically simple neofundamental o-stem substantive

31) On the similarly motivated transformation of zeréti to Czech zrdéi see
Vaillant 1966:371.
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yépos ‘old man’, as against derived verb ysor®, éyépaca ‘grow old,
make old’. In this light the Armenian o-stem cer, gen. ceroy ‘old
man‘ has no claim to antiquity.

The results of the preceding investigation lead me to the view
that Homer’s &y1jpd®?) is not a replacement of an earlier s-aorist.
It 28 the inherited s-aorist (= Ved. jdri-s-). The phonological trans-
formations that this view presupposes present no difficulty. In the
fundamental third singular form, for example, after the replace-
ment of PIE *-s-t by pre-Gk. *-s-e(t) we have *egérase(t) > *egérahe
> *egérae > éyrjpa. (For the contraction of word-final *-ae to -a
we can compare the 3sg. imperf. (8-)rfua < *-a(h)e < *-aye(t)3).

The attested nonfinite forms likewise present nothing that is
difficult. The nom. sg. pple. yneds continues an earlier *ynod(o)a(»)s
and the stem ynodvr- < *ymod(c)avr-. From this follows the acute
accentuation of the nominative after the inherited pattern, ordyt- :
ords = ynodvr-: X. It now also becomes clear why there has been
confusion as to the shape of the infinitive: both ynodva: and ynedvar
have authority. The former was readily fashioned to the base yngd-
after the loss of intervocalic -o- but before contraction, i.e. when
the aorist was still 3sg. *(8-)y7jgd-s. The replacement of awkward
*ymod-ar (< *ynedoar) by ynedvar was no more than the automatic
extension of the usual postvocalic allomorph -va: as a consequence
of the phonologic change that had brought about a restructuring

32) The final quantity is secured by Od. 9.510.

33) In this way we meet the objection raised by Osthoff 1906:237 against
the view that éyfjpa was an asigmatic aorist continuing PIE *-g-t. With
Osthoff we would in that case rather expect *sy7gn in Homer and ‘‘Ionian”
authors (e.g. Herodotus 6.72). But Osthoff’s own belief (235-40), which
unfortunately recurs occasionally in current literature, e.g. Pokorny 1959:
391, that Greek originally formed simple presents *yépd-ut (whence ulti-
mately the attested pple. yneds) and collaterally *ycpd-w (whence ulti-
mately the “imperf.” éy7jpd) and that the -- of the attested verbal forms in
place of the expected -e- was due to the influence of 7jfdw is untenable on
both functional and formal grounds. On Osthoff’s patently forced inter-
pretation ot II. 17.197, Hesiod Op. 185 and 189, et al. see Specht 1936:
214-5, and note further Od. 14.67, where ... xé ... dwnoey . . . &l . .. éprga
can hardly be a “mixed” condition. The impossibility of trying to account
for the -n- on the basis of #f7, 7#fdw has been neatly and convincingly
demonstrated by Frisk 1960:305. Moreover, from a strictly formal point of
view Homer and Hesiod oppose the stems yngaocxe-: ynoa-. The first is
unequivocally present. Can the second plausibly be considered a collateral
variant of the first while the aorist is fortuitously unattested? Cf. further
Chantraine 1973:380.
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of the shape of the stem, i.e. *ynodo- > *ynpd-3¢). The latter
form, ynodvat, is newer and arose only after contraction. The
point of departure was 3sg. (-)y7jed, now perceived as stem - zero-
ending, with ample models in (-)dpa@ — dpdrvac, (-)yrew — yvéva,
etc.35).

As Volkmar Schmidt 1968:15-18 has demonstrated, -y7jea also
served as the foundation for pf. (3sg.) ye-yied-»-¢, fut. ynea-oe-,
verbal adj. a-y7pd-rog, as well as neosigmaitic aor. éyrjpaoa. Schmidt’s
thorough documentation leaves no doubt that the nonaorist forms
have -pa-. Nor is there any reason to ‘“‘emend” to -gn-. Schmidt
rightly analyzes the intrans. aor. éyijpdca (Hdt.7.114 +) as a
sigmatic extension of éyrjod like 2Biwaa : éBiw or xarédvoe (h. Ap.
443) : xatédv, and observes (fn. 49) that, ‘““die sigmatische Erweite-
rung langvokalischer Wurzelaoriste einer gerade im Ionischen be-
gonnenen, das Attische nur streifenden, in der Koine voll ent-
wickelten Tendenz entspricht”’.

However, Schmidt goes on to defend the view that éjea is an
athematic root aorist (so too Chantraine 1968:220). Specifically,
éynpd (with -n- from yfjgac) replaced an earlier *#ypa. This view,
put forth by Schwyzer 1939:708 has also been adopted by Gil 1964:
176, who explains the -7- on the basis of 7jf%. (In what follows 1 shall
examine Schmidt’s exposition in some detail, but I shall omit
reference to other versions of the root-aorist hypothesis as well as
to its history for reasons of space.)

Schmidt holds the -a@ to be an Aeolicism, which was preserved in
the Ionic epic because at a certain point in the tradition the form
was falsely interpreted as a contract imperfect. The basis for this
misinterpretation was the transformation *2ypa — éyrjpea, which
brought about a disyllabic base, an extremely rare structure for an
old root aorist in -a. '

#) Only in this sense is it correct to cite present infinitives of the type
iotd-var. As duly noted by Osthoff 1806:238 and Specht 1936:215, this
comparison goes back to Herodian. Specht’s proportion, lovdc: iovdvar =
yneds : X, is imprecise. Not only is it unlikely that the shape of the in-
finitive depends upon the (nom. sg. of) the participle, but it is especially
improbable that a present infinitive would serve as model for an aorist. We
should expect rather ynodva:, which in fact we find, after ordva.

35) Such concurrent doublets are commonplace: cf. NEng. dreamt : dreamed,
Uit : lighted, ot al. It is no surprise to find the archaic anomalous yzngdva: in
Aeschylus (Choepk. 908) and the younger regularized ynedva: in a play
produced half a century later (Soph. OC 870).
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The analysis, which is not only complicated and artificial but
also forces us to make numerous unsupported suppositions, is
untenable. Aeolic forms in Homer exist, but we are not compelled
so to deem &p7jpa simply because of a after p. And why does Schmidt
neglect the good authority for ynedvat? Moreover, it is doubtful
that contemporaries of Homer so misunderstood the categorial
distinctions of their own language as to feel that &jpd was an
imperfect. Even so, could the whole complex of formes fondées
(veyrjpdxe, ete.) in literary Ionic really have been built up on the
basis of a wrongly interpreted borrowing from another dialect?
And just how did an imperfect come to serve as a forme de fondation?
Surely éy7jpa was felt by those who used it as a living form to be
just what it had always been, an aorist. The only “misinterpreta-
tion”” was formal: with the phonologic loss of -¢- it was no longer
felt as an s-aorist but as a root aorist akin to Zova. Hence ye-yrjoa-»-¢
like Bé-fn-x-¢ like E-pyw-x-¢ to -piea, -fn, -yrw, ete.

The scantily attested pple. ynoelc, ynoérroc (Xenophanes, ALG
(Diehl-Beutler) I frg. 8(9); ALG III frg. iamb. adesp. 25 (26B);
of. EM 231, 2) cannot be used as evidence for a pre-Greek root aorist
active that later fell together in Ionic with the é-aorist (type: duiyn).
As the concurrent doublets attested in Herodotus (6.72:7.114)
indicate, éy7jod was obsolescent (if not already obsolete) by this
period. For an intransitive verb of state the é-aorist was at
least as suitable a formation as the s-aorist despite the greater
productivity of the latter. Hence with Frisk 1960:304 and
Chantraine 1968:220 ynoeic was simply remodeled after dausic,
ueyeic, ete.

Of the difficulties in trying to explain the -%- of éysjpd on the
basis of p7jpag I shall cite three: (1) as Ved. jards- and Gk. yépag,
yeoaids show, p7jpag is itself a relatively recent innovation, (2) it is
hard to understand why y7pac worked so quickly to recast the
(formerly fundamental) verb and so slowly on its own proper
derivatives (Homer still only yzpaids, yepairegog), (3) it is in prin-
ciple unlikely that analogy would operate to produce an aberrant
anomalous form from a previously canonical one.

Finally, the supposed root aor. *&pd itself is entirely without
support either in Greek or elsewhere in Indo-European, and the
assumption of a root aorist for this verb violates the principle
that root aorists and uncharacterized presents did not anciently
coexist as purely inflectional counterparts. Historical ynedoxw
reflects nothing old, and surely to inherited pres. *§érH,e-ti an
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aor. *jreH,t is unbelievable either as an inheritance or an inno-
vation 39).

In Attic intrans. éyrjpd@oa appears first in Xenophon and Plato,
both of whom also furnish citations for the pres. ymodw, which
entails aor. éyjpaca. Hence the opposition we find in Aeschylus
between intrans. ynodvac (Choeph. 908) : trns.-csv. éyrfpdoay (Supp.
894) probably represents the norm of older Attic as of older Greek

in general.

An objection to the findings of this study might be raised on the
grounds that PIE set roots formed sigmatic aorists of the type
(é-)méod-a(0)-a in Greek??). But in fact this type has no bearing on
the prehistory of éy7jpa. To put the matter simply : népaca continues
a PIE asigmatic root aorist—the sigmatization is a Greek in-
novation ®8). éyrpa continues a PIE sigmatic aorist—it is a Greek
inheritance. Unlike *§erH,- the root *perH,-, for example, is mani-
festly nondurative and telic in lexical Aktionsart. The charac-
terized nonfundamental pres. mépymue is matched by Olr. ernaid
‘bestows’ as well as by renaid ‘sells’ and is in all likelihood of P1E
provenience as the marked member of an opposition -n-present :
root aorist 3?). Thus neither the mechanics nor the chronology of the

36) Perhaps this is put too strongly. But I know of no convincing demon-
stration of the existence in P1E of such a correlation on the inflectional plane
and no clear explication of the position of such a pattern within the PIE
Aktionsart-based system of tense-stem oppositions. Unconvincing, for
example, is Hamp’s 1976:90-1 attempt to reconstruct aor. *gwieH,- (>
é-Blw-v) to athem. root pres. *gweiH,- (i.e. *g¥eys- > Arm. kea-m).I think
Hamp may be right about the present of this nonpunctual root, but Normier
1978:132-4, following an idea of Eric Francis, has convincingly identified
éflwy as a (stative) é-aorist (< *gwiH,-eH,-). Similarly did-var (< *wlH,-
eH,-).

37) For the -d- see e.g. Od. 15.428.

) For the analysis of (é-)mépa-o(c)-a as the replacement of earlier root
aorist *perH,- (*pers,-) see Strunk 1979:92-3. Schwyzer 1939:752 gives
further examples and literature and rightly observes that all of the forms
are recast root aorists. Note also the unlengthened -&¢- at home in the root
aorist.

3) On the archaic PIE pattern -n-present :root aorist in general see
Strunk 1967:22-3, 30 and passim, 1969:217-8. For the subtype with FG I
root vocalism, e.g. pres. 3sg. *stér-n-Hy-ti (OIr. sernaid, Lat. sternit) : aor.
3sg. *stérHy-t (Ved. d-stari-t*), see Strunk 1967:53—4, 1969:223 and espe-
cially 1979. In this last-mentioned study (89-95) Strunk shows that in
particular the Greek forms Ion.-poet. mepvd-: Aeol. mogva- (Hesych.): aor.
nega-o- continue a PIE system pres. *pér-n-H,- (*per-n-o,-) : *pr-n-Hyt : aor.
act. sg. *pérH,-. The continuation is quite straightforward save for the
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respective replacements of PIE *§érH,-s- by ynea- and of PIE
*perH - by mepa-o- can be compared. This applies a fortiori to the
derived verbs (originally praesentia tantum) like érfudoa, et al.

References

Aitzetmiiller, R. 1962a. Slav. iméti und das idg. Perfekt, Die Sprache 8.
250-62.

— 1962b. Uber Prifixe bei nicht-durativen Verben vom Typus mréti,
Z81Ph. 30.310-36.

Barton, C. Forthcoming. Notes on the Baltic Preterite. IF

Beekes, R. S. P. 1969. The Development of the Proto-Indo-European
Laryngeals in Greek. The Hague.

Brugmann, K. 1906. Grundri8 der vergleichenden Grammatik der idg.
Sprachen. Vol. 2, Part 1. StraBburg.

Cardona, G. 1963. Greek heisa and Sanskrit sdtsat. Lg. 39.14-16.

Chantraine, P. 1968. Dictionnaire étymologique de la langue grecque. Paris.

— 1973. Grammaire homérique. Tome 1. Paris.

Cowgill, W. 1960. Gothic iddja and Old English éode. Lg. 36.483-501.

— 1965. Evidence in Greek. In Evidence for Laryngeals. Ed. by W. Winter.
The Hague. 142-180.

Delbriick, B. 1897. Grundri der vergleichenden Grammatik der idg.
Sprachen. Vol. 4. StraBburg.

Diels, P. 1932. Altkirchenslavische Grammatik. I. Teil. Heidelberg.

Frisk, Hj. 1960. Griechisches etymologisches Wérterbuch. Vol. 1. Heidelberg.

Geiger, W. 1943. Pali Literature and Language. Trans. by B. Ghosh. Re-
printed New Delhi, 1978.

Gil, L. 1964. Sobre la historia del aoristo atemético griego. Emerita 32.
163-183.

Hamp, E. 1976. *gweiH,- ‘live’. In Studies in Greek, Italic, and Indo-Euro-
pean Linguistics Offered to Leonard R. Palmer. Ed. by A. M. Davies and
W. Meid. Innsbruck. 87-91.

Hoffmann, K. 1955. Ein grundsprachliches Possessivsuffix. MSS 6. 35-40.

— 1969. Vedisch vidh, vindh. Die Sprache 15.1-7.

— 1970. Das Kategoriensystem des indogermanischen Verbums. MSS 28.
19-41.

dialectally apportioned ablaut-levelings in the Greek presents and the in-
novatory sigmatization of the aorist. The -n-stems recur in Celtic: OIr.
renaid ‘sells’ (< *prnH,-) and at least typologically in ernaid ‘grants,
bestows’ (< *per-n-H-). (Etymologically ernaid may derive rather from
*perH,- ‘give’ than from *perH,- ‘sell’.) Cf. the similar independent analysis
by Lambert 1979:211-12.

I should like here to express my thanks to Professor Strunk both for his
kindness in making his 1979 paper accessible to me and for his judicious
comments on and criticisms of various aspects of this study. The author
alone bears responsibility for its shortcomings.

Copyright (¢) 2007 ProQuest LLC
Copyright (¢) Vandenhoek und Ruprecht



Barton, Ch. R., Greek " egera" [Greek] , Glotta, 60 (1982) p.31

48 Charles R. Barton, Greek &y7jgd

Insler, S. 1972. On Proterodynamic Root Present Inflection. MSS 30.55-64.

— 1975. The Vedic Type dheyam. Die Sprache 21.1-22.

Kiparsky, P. 1974. Remarks on Analogical Change. In Historical Linguistics
II. Ed. by J. M. Anderson and C. Jones. Amsterdam, Oxford and New
York. 257-75.

Kiparsky, V. 1975. Russische historische Grammatik. Band III. Heidelberg.

Kurylowicz, J. 1963. Review of C. Watkins, IE Origins of the Celtic Verb.
BPTJ 22.203-10.

— 1964. The Inflectional Categories of Indo-European. Heidelberg.

Lambert, P.-Y. 1979. Gaulois IEVRV : irlandais (ro)-r “‘dicauit”. ZCPh. 37.
207-213.

Lejeune, M. 1972. Phonétique historique du myecénien et du grec ancien.
Paris.

Mayrhofer, M. 1951. Handbuch des Pali I. Heidelberg.

— 1956. Kurzgefaltes etymologisches Worterbuch des Altindischen. Erster
Band: A-Th. Heidelberg.

Meillet, A. 1937. Introduction & 1’étude comparative des langues i.—e. Paris.

Narten, J. 1964. Die sigmatischen Aoriste im Veda. Wiesbaden.

Normier, R. 1978. Griechisch fi@va: und didvas “Uberleben’” und “Unter-
gehen” bei Homer. KZ 92.1324.

Osthoff, H. 1908. Griechische und lateinische Wortdeutungen. Vierte Reihe.
20. 70 ydp yépac dati yepdvrwv. IF 19.217-240,

Pischel, R. 1900. Grammatik der Prakrit-Sprachen. Stra8burg.

Pokorny, J. 1959. Indogermanisches etymologisches Worterbuch. Bern und
Minchen.

Porzig, W. 1954. Alt und jung, alt und new. In Sprachgeschichte und Wort-
bedeutung. Festschrift Albert Debrunner. Bern. 343-9.

Renou, L. 1958. Etudes védiques et péninéennes. Tome IV. Paris.

Risch, E. 1974. Wortbildung der homerischen Sprache. Zweite Auflage.
Berlin und New York.

Rix, H. 1969. Review of L. Heilmann, Grammatica storica della lingua
greca. Kratylos 14.169-172.

— 1976. Historische Grammatik des Griechischen. Darmstadt.

Sadnik, L. 1962. Die Nasalprésentia und das frithurslavische Verbalsystem.
Die Sprache 8.238-49.

— and R. Aitzetmiiller, 1955. Handworterbuch zu den altkirchenslavischen
Texten. The Hague and Heidelberg.

Schelesniker, H. 1959. Entstehung und Entwicklung des slavischen Aspekt-
systems. WSlav. 4.390-409.

Schindler, J. 1975. Zum Ablaut der neutralen s-Stdémme des Indogermani-
schen. In Flexion und Wortbildung. Ed. by H. Rix. Wiesbaden. 259-267.

Schmid, W. P. 1963. Review of C. Watkins, IE Origins of the Celtic Verb.
IF 68.224-8.

Schmidt, V. 1968. Sprachliche Untersuchungen zu Herondas. Berlin.

Schwyzer, E. 1939. Griechische Grammatik I. Miinchen.

Sommer, F. 1914. Handbuch der lateinischen Laut- und Formenlehre. Zweite
und Dritte Auflage. Heidelberg.

Specht, F. 1936. Griechische Miszellen. 6. Zur Vermeidung von Wértern mit
drei kurzen Silben. KZ 63.207-26.

Copyright (¢) 2007 ProQuest LLC
Copyright (¢) Vandenhoek und Ruprecht



Barton, Ch. R., Greek " egera" [Greek] , Glotta, 60 (1982) p.31

A. J. van Windekens, Encore les substantifs grecs & suffixe -ev¢ 49

Strunk, K. 1967. Nasalprasentien und Aoriste. Heidelberg.

— 1968. Zeit und Tempus in altindogermanischen Sprachen. IF 73.259-311.

— 1969. Neue Gesichtspunkte zu Genesis und Struktur von Nasalprasentien
nach Art der ai. 7. Klasse. KZ 83.216-26.

— 1979. Anhaltspunkte fiir urspriingliche Wurzelabstufung bei den indo-
germanischen Nasalprédsentien. IL 5.85-102.

Szemerényi, O. 1956. Latin rés and the Indo-European Long-diphthong
Stem Nouns. KZ 73.167-202.

— 1968. The Mycenaean and the Historical Greek Comparative and their
Indo-European Background. In Studia mycenaea. Ed. by A. Bartonék.
Brno. 25-36.

— 1970. Einfithrung in die vergleichende Sprachwissenschaft. Darmstadt.

Torp, A. 1881. Die Flexion des Pali. Christiania.

Vaillant, A. 1966. Grammaire comparée des langues slaves III. Paris.

Vasmer, M. 1950-. Russisches etymologisches Wérterbuch 1. Heidelberg.

Wackernagel, J. 1914. Zum homerischen Akzent. NGG 97-130. Reprinted
in Kleine Schriften IT, 1154-1187. Géttingen, 1969.

Watkins, C. 1962. The Indo-European Origins of the Celtic Verb. Dublin.

Encore les substantifs grees a suffixe -edg

Par A.J.vax WINDEKENS, Leuven (Louvain)

Dans un excellent ouvrage d’ensemble, le premier dans son genre
qui ait été consacré a I'’étude du type de gr. fagidsic, J. L. Per-
pillou!) a e. a. mis en évidence: 1° que par sa forme tout & fait
particuliére le suffixe en question constitue en tout cas une finale qui
est propre au grec?); 2° que sa forme primitive a été *-éu- > gr.
-nF- “qui se réduit tantét phonétiquement tantdt analogiquement
& -ef-’3); 3° que jusqu’ici aucune des exégéses, soit anciennes soit
récentes, ne peut passer pour réussie. Ces interprétations admettent
ou bien un suffixe hérité de I'indo-européen et offrant des paralléles
dans des langues apparentées, ou bien un suffixe emprunté & une
langue non-indo-européenne ‘‘méditerranéenne’, ou bien un suffixe
issu d’““‘un développement complétement original d’éléments hérités
mais sans doute d’emploi limité’4).

1) Les substantifs grecs en -sg, Paris 1973.

%) Voir déja P. Chantraine, La formation des noms en grec ancien, Paris
1933, 125.

3) Perpillou, o.c. 62. 4) Perpillou, o.c. 76.
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