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7. 1 have argued on other grounds for a consultant/client relationship, and thus
for some degree of joint composition, in Lysias and the Corpus Lysiacum,
148-174.

8. B. Rosenkranz, Indog. Forsch. 48 (1930), 131 f. postulates a ‘Kanzleisprache,
die der Entwicklung der lebenden Sprache nur langsam nachfolgt’, and implicitly
identifies prose literature with ‘die Sprache des taglichen Lebens’.

9. E.g. yAar(r)av, W. Peek, Kerameikos iii (1941), no. 3.29. Ibid. no. 2.5 f.
mpbo(c)e seems to point the other way, but the Attic defixiones sometimes contain
elements of poetic language designed to give magical potency (e.g. &rea, phimore).

10. The history of -owo vs. -ois is less tidy, but comparable.

11. Stylistic variation (cf. the end of section 4 below) may possibly have deter-
mined the choice of dAel{wy after two instances of éMrrwy in close succession.

12. Cf. M. B. Walbank, Athenian Proxenies of the Fifth Century B.C. (Sarasota,
Fla., 1979), no. 63. (1 owe the reference to Dr D. M. Lewis, who tells me that the
decree will appear in IG i° as no. 177.)

13. Cf.a mid-fifth century document from Halikarnassos, Meiggs and Lewis no.
32.42-5 Tobran EAebfepov Evas, 8s & . . . , karbmep . . ., tmucalety.

14. A slip for mapaBévros. Cf. Meiggs and Lewis no. 38 (Selinus, fifth century)
7-10 & ypvoto[s] EMa[olavrals] . .. xabfeuey 0 Ads . . ()] ypbipavres (sic) wr.

15. SEG x 114 (IG i* 103), a commendatory decree of 421/1, begins with a
long &re-clause, but the verbs therein are coordinated by re and «at. IG xii (1)
1032.1-20 (Karpathos, s. IV ex.) is more complex, involving some participial
clauses.

16. In Wege der Forschung cclxxv (Aristophanes und die alte Komddie), 131 .

17. It seems to me that when Xevkwrhs, Aompiorhs and doyiorhs are not to be
found among the c. 1700 entries in the index of G. Redard, Les Noms grecs en -ms,
s (Paris, 1949), nor Mpéapxucés and Afovpyucbs in the index of P. Chantraine,
Etudes sur le vocabulaire grec (Paris, 1956), 75 pages of which are devoted to -uxés,
something has gone wrong with our approach to the history of fifth-century Attic.

18. i.e. Mtews, with omega despite the following 8bveos.

19. d\pbverr happens not to occur in Attic prose (despite several references in
the orators, e.g. Is. ii 34, to money raised by sale); but though in epic and Euripides,
it is not specifically poetic, for it is attested in colloquial contexts in comedy (Ar. fr.
324, Eup. fr. 258).

20. ‘pv]6utoe’ in SEG x 142.8 was a false reading; cf. E. W. Handley, BICS 23
(1976), S8.

21. H. T. Wade-Gery, Essays in Greek History (Oxford, 1958), 182, translates
as if we had &w karaduchon and (181 n.) betrays some uneasiness about the syntax,
but does not consider the possibility of € . . . karadkba[ne.

GREEK FACTITIVE VERBS IN -ow, -wwwvw AND -wvw

By ELizaBETH TUCKER

IN reconstructing linguistic history comparative philologists tend
to look at the facts either from a formal or a functional point of
view, but rarely from both at once. It is the aim of this article’ to
attempt to combine both approaches in reconsidering the early
history and prehistory of some classes of denominative verbs in
Ancient Greek.

From a morphological point of view the denominatives in -ow
represent a regular type of Greek verb, as their conjugation is
parallel to that of four other important classes, the verbs in -ew,
-aw, -vw and -ww.” But in function the -ow denominatives are quite
distinct, as their meaning is invariably factitive. Their functional
equivalents are verbs in -aww and -vvw. All three suffixes could be
employed to derive factitives from thematic stem adjectives, and
Greek possessed functional doublets such as Aevkbw and Aevkalvw
both meaning ‘I make white’, and both derived from the o-stem
adjective Aevkbds ‘white’, or cepvbw and cepvivew both meaning ‘I
make grand, I magnify’, and both derived from the o-stem adjective
oeuvds ‘grand, solemn’.?

This investigation will begin with the -ow verbs, as they form the
largest and most productive class of factitives based on o-stem
adjectives. The verbs in -awvw and -vvw will be considered in the
second part of the article, where an attempt will be made to
explain why the suffixes -ow, -auvw and -vvw could all convey the
same sort of meaning.

As far as the history of the -ow verbs is concerned there is
general agreement on two points. Firstly, the -ow class is a Greek
innovation: the derivation of -ow verbs from o-stem nominal forms
within Greek is clear, but their morphology cannot be compared to
that of any verbal class in any other IE language. Secondly, present
stem forms are very scarce in Homer, which suggests that this
tense-stem was the last to be created.*
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At this stage all agreement and all certaiqty ends. No detalli:,d
study of the Greek -ow class has been made since Erpst Frafsnkg s
Griechische Denominativa, published in 1906, and' in the interim
the decipherment of Linear B has shown that the origins of the -ow
class go back further than was previously assumed. A fresh exami-
nation of the early Greek evidence is therefore necessary.

Attic possessed a unified -ow class, and here all -ow verbs .regu-

larly show a factitive meaning, e.g. SovAéw ‘1 enslave‘, Imakeinto a
slave’ beside the noun Soddos ‘slave’ and %)\evﬁ'epbw. 1 frce, I make
free’ beside the adjective EAetdepos ‘free’. However, in Homer there
appear to be two semantic types: a type whose meaning hgs be'en
described as ‘instrumental’, e.g. mupybew I fortlfy, I equip wztfz
towers’ beside the noun mfpyos ‘tower, fortification’, or olvbéw I
make drunk, I make affected by wine’ beside. the noun olvog
‘wine’;’ and a type whose meaning is facfitive in tl.le t}arrow?r
sense, €.8. dAabw ‘I blind, I make blind’ bfes1de th§ ad;ectxve. &.At.los
‘blind’, or pPéw ‘I straighten, I make straight’ beside the ad]ect1v§
dpd6s ‘straight’. This semantic distinction co;re_sponc!s to the deri-
vational history of the verb in question: if it is denyed from an
adjective its meaning is factitive, if from a noun it shows the
instrumental meaning.® :

The semantic and derivational division in the early -ow cflass that
has just been indicated may appear obvious enough, l.)ut it should
be emphasized as it leads to an important m.orphologlcal obser.va-
tion. Factitive -ow verbs derived from 22 different o-stem ad]ec;
tives’ are attested in Homer.® These show no perfect forms at all,
but their s-aorist/s-future and aorist passive tense-stems are very
common. On the other hand, among the 20 verbs with 1nstrun}en-
tal meaning derived from nouns'? perfe'ct mid'dle forms, especna!iy
participles, are nearly as frequent as sigmatic stem forms, whl.e
aorist passive forms are comparatively scarce. Thu's the Homeric
evidence reveals a clear-cut difference in the inflectional morph.ol‘
ogy of the two types that ha\lle Qeeq distinguished above according

ic and derivational criteria. '
° ”i“?lr:;aenitscnot space here to discuss all the _problems raised by the
Mycenaean evidence, but it may not be entirely by chance that. tt}e
few Mycenaean forms which appear to represent -ow verbs flt6 18n
with the pattern found in Homer, e-re-u-te-ro-se (PY I\’Ia 395,5 ‘1,
924) is almost certainly from the same verb as Attic Eevdepbw
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free’, and the adjective from which it is derived, e-re-y-te-ro
(8Aebdepo-), appears in the same series of tablets (PY Na 185, 248,
941, etc.). It is clearly a sigmatic stem formation (more likely 3rd
singular aorist active &Aev¥épwoe than future & evdepdoge), such as
those which are attested frequently among the Homeric factitives
derived from adjectives. ge-gi-no-me-no (PY Va 482) and ge-qi-
ho-me-na (PY Ta 707, 708, 713) can hardly be taken as anything
other than perfect middle participles in -wpevo-. For ge-qi-no-to
(PY Ta 642) there are two main possibilities; either it is an adjec-
tive in -wro- (which is difficult in view of the reduplication), ! or jt
is a 3rd person singular perfect middle indicative form in -cro. 12
(this interpretation involves accepting a rather unusual syntactical

furniture (11. 3.391, 0d 19.56), and, in one passage (1I. 13.407), a
shield. Swwrés is no doubt connected with the noun &iyos
‘whirling, turning’, and so if the connection of ge-gi-no-me-nq etc.
with the former is correct, Mycenaean shows perfect middle forms
from a verb which is derived from a noun.

This bipartition in derivational history, meaning and morphol-
ogy for which evidence is to be found among the Homeric (and
possibly also the Mycenaean) -ow forms suggests that the Greek
-ow class was composed of two originally distinct types of verb,
whose development may have been completely different. On the
one hand, there appears to have been a type derived from nouns
whose characteristic formation was a perfect middle stem meaning
‘to be in a state of being endowed with x/affected by x’; e.g.
kexbAwrau ‘is in a state of bein g affected by yé)os (an ger)’. The same
verbs also regularly possessed an s-aorist stem with a transitive
sense ‘made endowed with x/affected by X’ e.g. &bAwoe ‘made
affected by yé)os, made angry’. On the other hand, we find a type
derived from adjectives which occurs most frequently in sigmatic
stem and aorist passive stem forms, and whose meaning is invari-
ably factitive; €.8. &pdwoe ‘he made bpPés, he set upright’,
épdwdets ‘having been made 8p¥%s, having been set upright’

It is only the true factitives, the type derived from adjectives,
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whose function is sometimes duplicated by verbs in -aww and -vve.
However, some further discussion of the type derived from nouns
(referred to below as the yoMéw type) is necessary as a preliminary
to a re-examination of these de-adjectival -ow verbs.

For -ow verbs of the xoMbw type Brugmann’s suggestion'® of an

original connection with adjectives in -wro- (e.g. x0Abw/xoAwrbs,
orepavbw/orepavwrbs) still offers the most plausible explanation,

even though it is not supported by much direct evidence from early
Greek, and the prehistory of the -wro- adjectives themselves is far
from clear."* However, perfect middle participles, which are par-
ticularly common among the forms attested in Homer for this type
of -ow verb (Befporwpéva, redvwptvov, Kekaxwpévoy, pepvrwpéva,
rexoAwpiévos etc.) could have been created in isolation, while no
finite verbal forms yet existed, according to the well-known pat-
tern of Greek word-formation exemplified by $oa axtimra kal
rexwnuéva (Plato Soph. 294d)." In other words, reduplicated par-
ticiples in -wpevo- (e.g. xeyodwuévos) could have been created
opposite adjectives in -wro- with privative &- (e.g. *&ybAwros)
according to the converse of the Greek rule that a participle in
-pevo- cannot be compounded, but, if a compound form is required,
an adjective in -ro- must be employed.'® Mycenaean formations
such as a-ra-ro-mo-te-me-no/a-na-mo-to (KN Sd 4401 etc.,/KN Sf
4420 etc.) and a-ja-me-na/a-na-i-ta, a-na-ta (KN Sd 4408 etc./KN
Sf 4419 etc.) now prove that this pattern of word formation was
already established in the second millennium B.C. , and so could
have predated the creation of the first participles in -wuevo-. Not
only the form, but also the meaning of these participles receives an
explanation via this hypothesis, since their instrumental sense
‘being in the state of being endowed with/affected by x’ is the exact
converse of the sense shown by privative adjectives in -wro-.!?

It is easy to understand how finite verbal forms (kexbAwras,
kexbAwro) could have been created beside such participles (keyo)-
wpkvos) which had the verbal characteristic of reduplication.'®
However, in addition to finite forms with reduplication, forms
built on a sigmatic stem are also attested very frequently among
verbs of the yoAéw type in Homer. The sigmatic stem forms supply
a transitive counterpart to the perfect middle formation and adjec-
tives in -wro-; their function is seen most clearly in two Homeric
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11.264). Accordingly, in the case of this type of -ow verb there .
goqd reasons for accepting Wackern the
a01ISts 1n -woo, were created via the same process as that which
Qroduced new transitive s-aorists Opposite some inherited intransi-
tive ro:)t aorists characterized by a long vowel; e.g. éormoq ‘I set’
‘bCSIde eary ‘I stood’, Epioe ‘produced, caused to growa?geside b
was, became’ and &iwoao (Od. 8.468) ‘you made live ave
life to’ beside Biavas (I1.15.511 etc.) “to live”.2° For atad
the‘perfect active still regularly possessed an intransitive
aorist formation would be the only possible transitive co
to a (plu)perfect middle 2!

you gave
ate when

unterpart

jugation may have
stems whose origins have been
s derived from adjectives, on the

dgveloped out of the two tense-
discussed above. The -ow factitive

balsse-word wlzlzich Is invariable in all attested tense-stems.
Tugmann® compared the Greek factitive vebw ‘I make new’

as, e.g. Tydw, a d.erivative from a feminine a-stem noun, he was
unab!e to explain its factitive value. ’

| It is now ’pc.xssxble to compare vebw with a verb in a third IE
anguage, Hittite newahh- ‘to make new’.¢ newahh-, which stands




P

n

N

50 TRANSACTIONS OF THE PHILOLOGICAL SOCIETY 1981

beside the adjective newa- ‘new’, belongs tq a lgrge class of Hltt;te
denominatives which are derived from adjectives by means o‘ a
suffix -ahh-, and which possess a factitive sense, eg. ar‘awalgb- to
make free’ beside the adjective arawa- ‘free’, marsa}_z‘{z- to corrupt’,
to falsify’ beside marSa- ‘false, bad’, dannattal‘]}}- to deyastate’
beside dannatta- ‘empty, deserted’, paprahh- ‘to make impure
i ant- ‘impure’ etc. B
bels;dnggger addr}:)ssed to the Philologigal Society in 197'1 C.
Watkins took the Hittite process of derivation to reﬂegt the situa-
tion in the IE parent language.? According to Watkins IE pos-
sessed a denominative suffix *-a-(*-eH 2-).wh1ch was used to der}ve
verbs with a factitive value from adjgctx:es, anfl who.se fun‘ctl.on
was quite distinct from that of the suffix *-a- V&thlch built femmmﬁ
nouns. Thus, Lat. novare, OHG niuwén and Hitt. ne‘wa}_zb- may a ’
continue an IE factitive verb *new-a- (*new-eH ») ‘to make new
derived from the adjective *new-o- ‘new’. Wa’d‘(ms a‘lso states: “The
primary comparative fact in Greek is the contmuatlon’ ,of the ﬁtlrlzc-
tion of this suffix in the verbs in -ow like vebw “renew”. There has
been a formal innovation in Greek, whic.h Wwe may or may not be
able to give a satisfactory account l?lf. Iguzt;t is clear that the innova-
ion i ndary and einzelsprachlich’.
tlol{*‘lr:fn?e: cs)emartzltic point of \gew this comparison. and recons(tir.uc-
tion is very attractive. If the Greek -ow verbs derl\fgd from a ]elf-
tives continue an IE class which possessed a factitive value, the
value of the Greek verbs no longer creates a problem. On t E
other hand, it is difficult to accept the equation unless the lGre.et
verbs may also be related to the IE prototype from a forrpa hp01n
of view, and at first sight it appears impossﬁ?le tf) e)_(plfun owka
suffix *-eHy could be continued by a §uff1x -3-/-6- in Grfeeh .
Nevertheless, it might be possible to explain the morphology o the
Greek verbs via a formal replacement, as Brugmann and Watkllr;s
envisaged. Such a replacement would be understandable fortt e
following reason: in all the languages where there are certain

reflexes of this IE class the suffix *-g- is used to derive factitive |

verbs primarily from thematic adjectives.?’ This s.uggests tilat in
origin the suffix may have consisted of the thematlc vowel -e-h+
*-Hy. Thus it seems that Greek could have simply renewed the
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ancient connection that once existed between the factitive verbs
and their thematic base-words. However, Brugmann’s suggestion
that vedw was directly replaced by vebw is at odds with the Homeric
evidence which indicates that the present with -¢- is a later crea-
tion than the other tenses with suffix -o- .28
There does not appear to be any direct evidence to show pre-
cisely how this replacement may have come about in Greek, but in
view of the conclusions reached above concerning the origins of
the other type of -0 verbs the following hypothesis may be sug-
gested.
The present inflection that Greek would have inherited for the

*-a- factitives cannot be reconstructed securely, since a clearly
defined morphological class with this suffix is preserved only in
Hittite; here both -hi and -mi conjugation forms occur, and it is
hard to determine which are the earlier.? Notwithstanding this
uncertainty concerning the original inflectional pattern shown by
the *-a- factitives, we may still be reasonably sure that the present
stem inherited by Proto-Greek for this class would have been dif-
ferent from that of denominative presents on a-stems, which

were built with the suffix *-ye-/-yo-.** However, Greek created a

complete conjugation with the full range of tense-stems for

denominatives of al] types, and it is hard to imagine what form, for

instance, an s-aorist from a factitive *-a- verb could have taken
other than *~d-srgz. This would have been formally identical to the
s-aorist created for the g-stem denominatives (e.g. &ripnoa

< *e-tima-srgz) and yet its semantic function would have been
completely different.

If the earliest -ow verbs belonging to the other group, the deriva-
tives from nouns, were created in the manner suggested above, an
§-a0rist in -woa with a transitive value may have been in use in this
type of o-stem denominative from an early date in the history of
Greek. Such aorists could have served
of aorists in -woq for the inherited factitives, so that they were
differentiated formally from the g-stem denominatives in theijr
sigmatic stem. In other words, after the analogy of -woa aorists
which stood beside o-stem nouns and meant ‘I made endowed with
x/affected by x°, aorists in -woa meaning ‘I made x’ could have
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been derived within Greek from the same o-stem adjectives wl}ich
in the parent language had served as the base for a verbal deriva-
tive in *-eH - with factitive value.’! A sigmatic stem would be the
only tense-stem that could be created in the first instance after the
model of verbs of the yodbw type, since it is the only tense-.ster‘n
whose value is close to that of the inherited factitives and which is
likely to have existed at an early date.

If the -ow verbs derived from adjectives continue an IE type of
denominative factitive that was associated with thematic stems, the
question then arises: what is the origin of the formations in -avw
and -vvw which fulfill the same function in Greek? '

Homer sometimes uses a factitive in -avw besides an inhent.ed
thematic adjective, and the expected -ow formation is lacking
altogether or does not appear until later Greek; e.g. deppusivy (1.
14.7) ‘made warm’ beside depubs ‘warm’, cf. Lat. formus, Av.
garama-, etc.: *deppbw is never attested; Aebrawov (Od. 12.172)
‘they were making white’ beside Aevkés ‘white’, cf. Skt.. roca-, Lith.
laitkas, etc.; Aevwbw is first attested in Pindar. -vvew derivatives from
thematic stems do not appear at such an early date , but over a
dozen are attested in Attic authors (&8p6vaw/&Bpbs, a8pbvw/ &8pbs,
amalMvew/dmadbs, raxbvw/kaxbs, Aapmpbvw/daumpbs, )\ev'rr{):iw/
Aemrrbs,  padaxbve/padarbs, opadbve fopadbs,  mpabve/mpdos,
oepvbvw/oeuvbs, ordnpbvw/oxdnpbs, opodptvw/opodpbs, pudptve/
padpbs, etc.), and some are also used by Herqdotus. '

The -aww and -vvew factitives which stand besides thematic stc?ms
represent only a small proportion of the denominative formations
where these two suffixes appear. In order to consider the problem
they pose, it will be necessary to take into account thfe other ‘types
of verbs which are parallel from a morphological point of view.

The -vvw class will be discussed first. From a derivational point
of view denominative -wvw verbs fall into the three principal
groups™ indicated below:-

(1) —vvw verbs based on u-stem adjectives. '
e.g. Hom. faptvew ‘I weigh down, I make heavy’ beside Bapbs
‘heavy’
Badbvw ‘1 deepen’ beside Bads ‘deep’ .
Whvw I steer, I straighten’ beside i ‘straight
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(2) —vvw verbs based on s-stem nouns.
e.g. Attic kaA\vw ‘I beautify’ beside xéAos n. ‘beauty’
pnxbve I lengthen’ beside Kdjros n. ‘length’

(3) —vvw verbs based on o-stem adjectives.
e.g. Attic dmadbve ‘I weaken, I make soft’ beside amadés ‘soft’
Aerrdves ‘I make thin’ beside Aemrrés “thin, meagre’

The above examples show that in the cases where the base-word
is an adjective -vyew possesses a factitive value. The suffix clearly
originated in the verbs of group (1), that is, in the formation of
factitives from u-stem adjectives. This is proved not only by the
phonological shape of the suffix, but also by the fact that groups
(2) and (3) are hardly represented in Homer, but increase in size
later on. The chief problem that is raised by the process of
derivation from u-stems seen in group (1) -vwew verbs concerns the
origin of the nasal suffix. Denominatives in -ve, the other class of
early-attested derivatives from u-stem adjectives, do not possess a
factitive value, e.g. Homeric 19w ‘I go straight, I press on, I am
eager’ beside the adjective 19¢ ‘straight, direct’ and 16ye T steer,
I straighten’. Thus it appears that it is the nasal morph which
confers the factitive value.

In the -awew class the situation is more complicated. -auvew verbs

are found besides three main types of nominal stem, and these
three groups are illustrated below:-

(1) —aww verbs beside n-stem adjectives and nouns,
¢.g. Hom. &ppaivw ‘I am foolish’ beside &ppwy ‘foolish,

senseless’
z ¢ 9 T
moyuaive ‘I am a shepherd’ beside o)y m,

‘shepherd’
doduaive ‘I pant, 1 gasp’ beside dodua n. ‘panting’
(2) -asvews verbs beside adjectives in “PO-, ~€po-, -apo-, -a)eo-, -aAipo-
e.g. Hom. kvdatvew ‘T glorify’ beside rvpbs, KkvSdAyos
‘glorious’
‘I soak’ beside Siepds ‘wet, fluid, swift’
I stain’ beside peapbs “foul, dirty’
‘I parch’ beside &falos ‘parched, dry’

)
Haive
(kar) alaive
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/ (3) -awvw verbs beside o-stem adjectives.

e.g. Hom. Aevwatves ‘I make white’ beside Aevkds ‘white’
Jepuaivew ‘I make warm’ beside depubs ‘warm, hot’
Aaaivew ‘I make smooth’ beside Aeios ‘smooth’

In the verbs of group (1) the suffix -awvw can be explained by
the common Greek derivational process of adding the inherited
denominative suffix *-ye-/-yo- to the bare nominal stem (e.g.
moyualvew < *poimnn-yo). For group (2) a prehistoric n-stem nom-
inal form has usually been reconstructed on the basis of the
attested 7- and [-stems.* These verbs feature prominently in Ben-
veniste’s Origines de la formation des noms, Chapter m,> as evi-
dence for an IE r-/I-/n-stem alternation, but it should be noted that
in many cases the Greek denominative in -aww provides the only
evidence for an n-stem alternant.* Group (3) can to some extent
be explained via cognate nominal stems in n-/r-/l- (e.g. abatvew
from adovf) or adaléos rather than ados), but for several early
attested verbs (e.g. Homeric levkalvw, Aeiaivw, éppatvw) no such
connection can be made.

In addition to the morphological problem presented by the
verbs of group (3), there is a semantic problem which involves the
-uvw class as a whole. The denominatives which stand beside an
existing n-stem adjective or appellative, that is, those belonging to
group (1), regularly mean ‘I am x’.*” For example, moyatvew means

‘Tam a mouf)y’, dppaivw means ‘T am &gpwy’. In this group there is |

no trace of the factitive sense® shown by Aevkafvw ‘I make Aevicés’,
énpaive ‘T make Enpés’, and most verbs of group (3). On the other
hand, the verbs of group (2) where an r-/I-/n-stem alternation in

the base-word has been postulated may all be interpreted as facti- {
tives to the existing adjectives; «vafvw means ‘I make xvdpbs/ |

xvdaAipos, 1 glorify’, watve ‘I make wapbs, I stain, I pollute’, and
SO on.

Accordingly, on the grounds of meaning we might expect groups
(2) and (3) to have a common origin, and it becomes difficult to
understand how they can represent the same basic process of deri-
vation as group (1). In other words, we begin to suspect that a
process of derivation by means of the suffix *-ye-/-yo- from
n-stems is not the only source for -awvw, but that here, as in the
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case of -vyw,
value,

T_‘he %(ey to this problem lies in the -vye verbs of group (1) - the
denvatyes from u-stems — and the -aww verbs of group (2) - the
verbs which stand besides adjectives in -pb-, -€po-, -a)eo-, etc. For in
both groups, the adjectival formations with which thé vel.'bs are
ass.ocuflted belong to so-called Caland systems. That is, they are all
adjectives built with the sort of suffix which is rémoved and

replaced b i-suffi ;
Colr)npound,y an i-suffix when they appear as the first member of a

the presence of a nasal is associated with factitive

Cf. kvdaivew simplex xv8-pbs
Satvew Si-epbs
dorve dpr-ts (Hesych.)

compound  kv8-t-brepa
Si-t-mrerhs
dpr-t-movs

; Thfe comparative‘ évidence of Hittite here again helps to clarify
the picture. In addition to the suffix -ahh- which was mentioned

abo.vc.:, Hittite also employs a suffix -nu- or -anu- to derive verbs of
factitive value from adjectives of the Caland type:¥

Ct. adj.tep-u- ‘small, insignificant’ — verb tep-aw-ahh- ‘to

. ’ . humiliate’
nakk-i- ‘heavy’ — nakk-iy-ahh- ‘to make heavy, to treat as
. o o ' important’
Supp-i- ‘pure, holy = Supp-iy-ahh- ‘to make pure, make

holy’

and teg-u- ‘small’ = verb tep-nu- “to make small’
mi-u- ‘soft’ = mi-nu- ‘to soften, to weaken’
palh-i- ‘wide’ = palh-anu- ‘to widen’
hark-i- ‘white’ - harg-anu- ‘to make white’

-anu- appears to be a conditioned variant of
larly appears after two consonants, and indeed th
be purely the result of orthography .4

_If the morphology of the Hittite factitives in
with that of the factitives in -nu-
regularly added after the adjecti

-nu- as it regu-
€ vowel -a- may

. -ahh- is compared
» 1t appears that whereas -ahh- is
ve’s suffix, when -nu- is employed
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the adjective’s suffix is removed and -nu- takes its place. On the
basis of such Hittite evidence A. Nussbaum has argued*' that the
denominatives in -nu- represent the inherited type of factitives to
Caland adjectives, since it is here that we find the substitution of
one suffix for another which is the hallmark of Caland systems.*

From the outline of the Greek and Hittite facts which has just
been given it can be seen that Greek -aww/-wvw and Hittite
-nu/-anu- fill exactly the same morphological and functional slot
in the derivational system of their respective languages: they build
factitive verbs to a class of archaic adjectives with certain mor-
phological peculiarities, the so-called Caland adjectives. There are
also morphological grounds for believing that in Hittite the facti-

tive formation in -nu/-anu- represents an inherited category, and at |

least one Hittite verb of this type appears to continue an IE lexical
item, cf. Hitt. tepnuzzi/tepu-, Skt. dabhnoti/dabhra-.** In other
words, there is evidence that in the IE parent language there was a

type of factitive formation which was peculiar to Caland adjec- |

tives, and which differed from, for example, the factitive formation
i thematic stems, Accordingly, the Greek verbs in -aww/vve
which stand beside Caland adjectives must also be the functional
reflexes of this IE type of factitive formation.

Is it possible to go beyond this functional equation, and explgin
the shape of the Greek suffixes by comparing them with the Hittite
formation, and trace both back to a prototype in the parent lan-
guage? At first sight there is none of the formal equivalence upon
which such phonological reconstructions are usually based. .Hov&"-
ever, in both languages the factitives contain a nasal Wh}Ch is
unexpected in view of the shape of their base-words, and it was

pointed out above how in the Greek -vvw verbs, at least, the facti- |
tive value is undoubtedly associated with the presence of the nasal. |

If the Hittite derivational process is re-examined in the light of}
this observation, it appears possible to distinguish three slightly {

differing processes. These are illustrated below:-

(1) Infixation of -n-/-an- before a u-suffix.
e.g. adj.tep-u- — verb tep-n-u-
mi-u- - mi-n-u-
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park-u- —

i parg-an-u-
tass-u- -

tas-n-u / tass-an-u-

(2) Substitution of -nu-{-anu-
suffix of another type.
€.g. adj.hark-i-  — verb harg-anu-

for an adjectival i-suffix or Caland

palh-i- — palh-anu-
mekk-i- — mak-ny-

danku-i- — danku-ny-
dann-ara — dann-anu-

3) Additiqn of -nu- to the adjectival suffix.
€.8. adj. malisk-u- — verb mali§k-u-ny. *

It is pgssi.ble to explain this situation diachronically if the
process of infixing a nasal before the suffix of a Caland ad jective in
-U- seen 1n type (1) is taken to represent the earliest stage. The
process found in type (2) is basically the same: -n- is infixed i‘nto a
parallel u-stem derivative, which could be supplied through the
alternation of suffixes characteristic of the Caland system. But
because no adjective in -u- from these roots was in use in the’
!anguage, such forms could be resegmented into root + suffix -ny-
in the manner shown above. The final stage in the development is
represented by type (3). Here -nu- is used as an independent suf-
fix, and is added to the adjectival stem.

As in the case of the suffix -ahh-, the earliest Hittite process
Prc?bgbly reflects the situation in the parentlanguage. The process of
}nf1x1ng *-n- into roots + *.y- enlargement is undoubtedly archaic:
It survives in relics in many IE languages, but is productive in
n_one.45 The one Hittite -nu- factitive which is proved by compara-
tive evidence to continue an IE verb shows a process of infixation
(tepu-[tepnu-).*

At this stage it is legitimate to ask: if Greek inherited a process
of infixing a nasal into u-stem adjectives in order to derive factitive
verbs, how might this process have developed within Greek? It is
well known that in the case of some inherited types of deverbative
present formation Greek built a nasal suffix out of an inherited
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* nasal infix. For instance, in a present such a Aumévew the inheritefi
nasal infix (cf. Lat. linquo, Skt. rinakti) is preserved, but an addi-
tional nasal suffix was created out of it within Greek. In th.e pres-
ent kéuve the suffix -vew is derived from an inherited nasal infix in
a root which ended in a laryngeal (cf. Skt. Samnite). The verbg in
-y are also a case in point. Formati0n§ 51.1ch as ordpvupe, which
probably contains an inherited nasal infix in a root enlafged by |
*.u- (cf. Skt. strnomi)," were resegmented, and t}}e suffix -vlvp.t
became productive in creating new presents, e.g. 8€LK-VU’:LL, Kepay-
wu. Where, however, the nasal was infixed into a‘nommz‘ll base-
word, the Greek remodelling may have taken a shghtly‘dxfferent !
course, as synchronic comparison with the existing adjective would
allow the nasal to be identified as a verbal mgrpheme. I would |
suggest that in these cases the inherited nasal infix alone was trans-
formed into a suffix.*®
It is another common feature of Greek verbal morphology thata
nasal suffix is often further extended by a second suffix *-ye-_/-yo—; f
e.g. present kAivw < *kli-n-yo (cf. perfect xé-xAi-par), or ﬂ?(vvw <i
*plu-n-yo (cf. mé-md-pas, mAv-rbs, Skt. plavate, OCS ph‘m, et‘c.).
Hence the nasal suffix which had been built out of the inherited
nasal infix may then have been extended by *-ye-/-yo- :o prod_uce 3
complex suffix *-n-yo, or, when added to a u-stem, -u-n-yo, the
earlier form of -tvw. Thus, for example, Bapbvw may ultlfnat'ely
continue an IE factitive *g“rH-n-u- derived from the IE adjective
*g"rH-u- ‘heavy’ (cf. Gk Bapbis, Skt. guru-, Lat. gravis), the nasa
infix having been transformed at a Proto-Greek stage into a suffu
and then redetermined by the addition of a second denominative
o ‘
K 0. oy g
SUfIffouvz may be explained in this way, is ther.e any p'ossﬂ)lhty of
accounting for -auve, whose function and distrlbut}on is so closgly :
parallel, via the same sort of reconstruction? In FhlS case a precist
explanation is harder to find, but there can be little doubt that mE
origin it must be connected.

In addition to the facts of distribution already mentioned for

-vvw and -awvw, namely that in Homer -vvw belongs witl_l u- .stem.s |
while -auvw belongs with Caland stems of other types (ad‘]ect.lves in
-po-, -€po-, -apo-, -akeo-, -akuo-), and some thematic adjectives, i ;
should be pointed out that in a small group of verbs, compose
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exclusively of factitives, the suffixes behave as conditioned var-
iants of each other; e.g. yAukalvw ‘I sweeten’ (not *ylurbvw)
beside ydukts ‘sweet’, and aloxbve ‘I disfigure, I dishonour’ (not
*aloyaivw) beside alaypbs ‘ugly, base’. As E. Fraenkel noted,* the
principle governing this variation is that the same vowel in two
successive syllables is avoided. The close connection between the
two suffixes which allowed such substitutions suggests that -wvw
might be explained via -vve. It is possible that -awew first arose in
cases such as the factitive beside kuSpés, where *kvStwew had to be
avoided. However, -auvw is more likely to have arisen as a result of
morphological, rather than phonological difficulties in the em-
ployment of -vvw. When parallel u-stems could no longer be sup-
plied beside the Caland adjectives in -po-, -aleo- etc. in order to
build a factitive verb (in other words, when the Caland system was
no longer productive), the nasal suffix could not be added directly
after -po- or -adeo-, as these adjectival suffixes ended in a thematic
vowel, and so the factitive formation in -ow would have been
obligatory.*® In order to preserve the characteristic Caland type of
factitive, the adjectival suffix may have been deleted (in true
Caland fashion) and replaced by the same suffix *-nyo that was
added to u-stems, with the result that a variant suffix -awvw came
into being.

The case of the -wvw and -vww verbs turns out to be very similar
to that of the factitive -ow verbs. Provided that it is accepted that
some morphological remodelling must have taken place within
Greek, both classes may be related to IE prototypes.

If the reconstructions proposed above for the prehistory of all
three verbal categories are correct at least in outline, it becomes
possible to answer the question that was posed at the beginning of
this article: how did doublets in -ow and -avw, and -ow and -vvw
come to exist in Greek? It has been suggested that all these suf-
fixes continue IE factitive formations, but that -aww and -vvew were
not originally associated with thematic stems. In Hittite the facti-
tive suffix -ahjs- appears to have been extended from thematic
adjectives (type newahh- beside newa-) to adjectives of the Caland
type (type tepawahh- beside tepu-). In order to explain the Greek
-wvw and -vvew derivatives from thematic stems it may be supposed
that in Greek a levelling process operated in the opposite direc-




cam

TRANSACTIONS OF THE PHILOLOGICAL SOCIETY 1981

tion, and that it was the Caland type of factitive (built with suffix |

-vvw OT -auvw) which was here extended to the othe{ t?lass of adj.ec-
tival forms (namely thematic stems) where a factitive formation
had been inherited from IE. -wvw must have been extended before
-vvw to adjectives with a simple thematic stem because it was the
form of the factitive nasal suffix which was employed in the case of
Caland stems that ended in a thematic vowel (stems in -po-, -aleo-,
etc.). Thus Aevkaivw etc. is found already in Homer, but oeuvive
etc. not until Herodotus and Attic authors.

St. Hugh’s College,
Oxford

NoTES

1. The article is based upon the text of a paper which was presented before 8 :
meeting of the Philological Society at King’s College, London, on 20 January 1978, .
Here I would like to express my gratitude to Professor. A. Morpurgo Davies for her |
advice at all stages during the preparation of this article; to Dr. A. Nussbaum for ¢

: . > gt . . s ‘Law’ and
making available to me his unpublished Harvard dxssert%mqn, Caland’s ‘Lay
the Ca%and System (Cambridge, Mass., 1976), and for bringing to my attention the
unpublished dissertation by H. J. Koch (see n. 39 pelow); and to all scholars who
offered criticisms and comments following the reading of my paper to the Philolog
cal Society. ,
2. Cf. Zow()w, kowdiow, tkolvwoa, kexolvwka, kexolvwpal, Exowbdny and guiéw,
QuMow, tpldnoa, meptlnxa, megilpa, EpuMiy, etc.

3. levkbw is attested, e.g. Pindar (ed. Snell) I. 3/4 87 (Aevkwiels), Xen. Hel.|

i vw); i . 0d. 12.172 (Aebrar
2.4.25 (¥evkdvvro), Pl. Lg. 785a (Aedevkwpbvw); Aevkaivw, €. Oti
vov), El(.lr. LA. 156 (Aevkalve); oeuvbw, e.g. Hdt. 1.95, 3.16 (oeprdiv); oepvbve, €4
Hdt. 1.99 (¢oéuwvve), Ar. Ran. 1020 (oepvuvbpuevos), Eur. LA. 996 (oepvbverar), Bl
Phdr. 244d (oeuvbvovres).

4. Cf. E. Fraenkel, Griechische Denominativa (Gottingen 1906) [ Gr. Denom.}|

67-114; K. Brugmann, Griechische Grammatik (4th ed.‘ by A. Thumb, M}lnich
1913) [Gr. Gr.*], 357; K. Brugmann, Grundriss der vergleichenden Grammatik do

Indogermanischen Sprachen (2nd ed., Strassburg, 1916) [Grundriss?], 11.3, 206 ani}

227; J. Wackernagel, Sprachliche Untersuchungen zu Homer (Gottingen, 191§)

[Sprach. Untersuch.], 282 ff.; E. Schwyzer, Griechische Grammatik 1 (Munich}

. Gr.], 726-728; P. Chantraine, Morphologie historique du grec (2ni
;3f4gagi(;s,rlg;6rl%, 252; E. Risch, Wortbildung der homerischen Sprache (29d e:é
Berlin, 1974), § 114a; J. Kurylowicz, PTJ 28 (1970), 26-28 and Metrik uhe
Sprachgeschichte (Warsaw, 1975), 20-21. However, the ﬁrs_t point, namely that ;
-ow class is a Greek innovation, has only been accepted (?urmg the present century.
and it has been questioned again very recently by J. Dishington, Lg 52 (1976), 86311
who attempts to revive an equation between the Greek -ow class and the 3rd wei
class in Germanic that was originally proposed by H. Moller in 1880.
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5. The ‘instrumental’ type of meaning in Homer is distinguished by Fraenkel,
Gr. Denom., 67 ff., Brugmann, Gr. Gr.A, 357-358, A. Debrunner, Griechische
Wortbildungslehre gHeidelberg, 1917), §§ 198-199, Schwyzer, Gr. Gr., 727, 3,
Risch, Wortbildung?, § 114a. )

6. This generalization covers all the cases in Homer where the exact meaning of
the 0-stem base-word is known. At first sight xaxéw appears to be an exception. For
whereas in some passages (e.g. Od. 16.212) the sense expected for a factitive based
on the adjective xaxbs is found, the verb more often means ‘to do wrong to, to treat
badly’ (e.g. Od. 4.754). However, this difference in semantic pattern is explained if
two separate verbs are recognized: (1) kaxbw ‘I make bad’ derived from the adjec-
tive kaxbs ‘bad, cowardly’, (2) xarbw ‘I afflict with evil, I make affected by evil’
derived from the frequently attested substantive xaxéy n. ‘evil, misfortune’.

7. The adjectival base-words are &iorbs, &habs, &Mos, Srevmvbs, yuibs, yuuvbs,
Soypubs, Dobs, laos, kaxbs, kvblos, Kuprbs, podvos/ubvos, dios, dubs, buoios, pdbs,
mepaios, moTbs, *cabs/oobs, auplbs, xfipos. In addition the adjective Sfios probably
represents the base-word of Spibwy etc., and an o-stem adjective *1dvbs ‘bent’ may
be reconstructed as the base of i5vdy, tSvwdels.

8. A complete list of all the Homeric forms from -ow verbs is given in my
unpublished dissertation, Secondary Ablaut — The Development of a Regular Con-
jugation in Early Greek (-ew, -aw, -ow,-vw, - Verbs) (Oxford, 1979), Vol. n,
1281f. This list is not reproduced here as the forms may easily be traced via the
standard Homeric indices and concordances.

9. The perfect middle participle forms attested for xaxbe are in line with the
derivation suggested for this verb on semantic grounds in n. 6.

10. 13 are based on attested o-stem nouns: Bpbros, tedva (n.pl.), Heerov, Forybs,
Bobv, acdy, olvos, mhpyos, phma (n -pl), orépavos, Tépvos, ybdos, xbrdov and an o-stem
*$éuos is probably to be reconstructed as the base of éuwoe; 4 are based on
feminine stems in - or -id: xopug, myv, véqupa, ptla, and 2 on stems of other
ypes: ybw/yourds, opht/oghios. The -ow derivatives from non-thematic stems
obviously represent a secondary category which increases in size in post-Homeric
Greek.

11. Cf. M. Lejeune, Mémoires de Philologie Mycénienne, Premiére Série (Paris,
1958), 228-230, and P. Chantraine, SMEA 3 (1967), 20.

12. As proposed by D. M. Jones, Glotta 37 (1958), 112 ff.; cf. A. Heubeck in
Proceedings of the Cambridge Colloguium on Mycenaean Studies (ed. L. R. Palmer
and J. Chadwick, Cambridge, 1966), 229, who, however, argues that ge-gi-no-to
etc. and dwwewrbs are all derivatives from an otherwise unattested o- stem noun *g%i-
no- ‘life, living’.

13. Brugmann, Gr. Gr.*, 357; cf. Grundriss® 1. 3, 206.

14. That the Greek -wro- adjectives continue an IE type of secondary derivative
from thematic stems has been argued by W. Meid, IF 62 (1956), 260ff. and IF 63
(1957), 1 ff. However, the comparative evidence is not very plentiful. Some of the
forms cited by Brugmann and his contemporaries (e.g. Lat. aegrotus) can no longer
be accepted, as they are now known to represent hybrid Latin-Greek formations,
¢f. M. Leumann and J. B. Hofmann, Lateinische Grammatik 1 (2nd ed., Munich,
1977), 334 and 552.

15. Cf. A. Meillet in Festschrifi J. Schrijnen (Nijmegen—Utrecht, 1929), 635 ff.,
and E. Benveniste, Noms d’agent et noms d’action en indo-européen (Paris, 1948),
164 ff.

16. In two of the three cases where an adjective in -wro- corresponding to a
Homeric -ow verb is attested at an early date only a compound beginning with
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privative &- is found: dmbpywrov (Od. 11.264) beside mupybw and &orepavdrrow

Sapph. 81(b), ed. Lobel and Page, Oxford, 1955) beside arepavbw. )

( 11;13 One(og the objections raised by Fraenkel (Gr. Denom., 109) against Brug-
mann’s theory was that perfect middle participles in -wpevo- would }}ave merely
duplicated the positive adjectives in -wro- in meaning. Hc?wever, it has beep
pointed out above that there could have been a morphological reason for tl}elt
creation, namely to complete pairs in & ... ro-/-pevo-. Fraenkel s other objec-
tions all arise from the fact that he did not recognize the existence of two subgropps
within the -ow class, each with distinct derivational, semantic and morphological

atterns. ) )

P 18. Cf. P. Chantraine, Histoire du parfait grec (Paris, '1 .927),.55 ff., on the
creation of perfect middles within Greek starting from participles in -pevo-.

19. Sprach. Untersuch.. 287-290. ) ]

20. Al: formal model for the creation of long-vowel s-aorists beside a perfect
middle with a long-vowel stem could also have been supplied by other denomina-
tive classes, cf. e.g. Homeric ripnoas beside reripprar.

21. PIuperfectgforms are in fact more common than peﬁegt forms among the
finite reduplicated forms attested for verbs of the: xoAéw type in }-Ion‘xer. Wackex;—
nagel, op. cit., assumed that intransitive present middles (e.g. yorodua ‘T am angw)
were created before the s-aorists, but this assumption may not be necessary, since
&uiboao was apparently created beside Bidvas in the absence of a corresponding
present stem.

22. Gr. Gr.4, 358; cf. Grundriss?, 1. 3, 206 and 228. B_rug.ma‘nn.’s explanation
involving the adjectives in -wro- has often been applied mdxscnmma.tely to -ow ;
verbs of both types, whereas in fact he offered a separate explanation for the

derivatives from adjectives. i )
23. Attested as an agricultural term meaning ‘I plough up, I replough’, e.g.
vewpérn, Hes. Op. 462. .

24. Cf.E. Sturtevant, A Comparative Grammar of the Hittite Language (2nded, |

New Haven, 1951), §224.
25. TPS 1971 [1973], 51-93.
26. TPS 1971 [1973]. 54-55.

27. Cf. N. Oettinger, Die Stammbildung des hethitischen Verbums (Niirnberg, |

bildung], 240 and 455, on the Hittite evidence
19;2?.) Etsfts”:gtl only tlfg scarcity of -ow present stem forms, but also tl}e frequency of
contractions and diectasis among those forms which are att§sted in Homer that
suggests the present stem is a late creation; cf. K. Meister, Die homerische Kunlst-
sprache (Leipzig, 1921), 86-87, and Schwyzer, Gr. Gr., 727, 3. Schwyzer also

takes the lack of forms built with the iterative suffix -ok- as a sign that the presents |

i were created at a much later date than those in -ew and 0w,
" zgw Cf. H. Kronasser, Etymologie der hethitischen Sprache (ers})aden, 1966),
426 ff., Watkins, TPS 1971 [1973], 85 ftn. 35, Oettinger, Stammbildung, 42 and
455.

30. In other words, formal confusion between the two types of present stem
might have occurred after the loss of intervocalic yod, but not before. Accordingly,

there would have been no formal grounds for remodelling the inherited factitive ’

presents until around the Mycenaean period or later.

31. A case such as kaxbw where two verbs derived from a homonymous noun |
and adjective existed side by side (cf. n. 6 above) would have favoured an analogi- :
cal extension of this sort (I am indebted to Professor C. J. Ruijgh for this observa- :

tion). - L )
32. If this explanation is correct, factitive presents in *-a- may have co-existed
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in Mycenaean. H. H. Hock has suggested in his unpublished Yale dissertation, The
So-called Aeolic Inflection of the Greek Contract Verbs (New Haven, 1971), 333 ff.,
that the puzzling Mycenaean verbal forms te-re-ja (PY Eb 149) and te-re-ja-e (PY
Eb 149, 495, Ep 613) may represent the same denominative as later Greek Tedetbw
(Hdt. +) ‘I make perfect, I complete’ based on the ad jective rédeios ‘complete,

33. This classification ignores some patterns of derivation which are only rep-
resented by one or two examples, e.g. drpbvew ‘I stir up, I urge on’ besides brpadéws
‘quickly, readily’ and Sndbvew ‘I delay, 1 tarry’ besides 8nd4 “for a long time’.

34, Cft. Fraenkel, Gr, Denom., 10 ff.

35. E. Benveniste, Origines de la formation des noms en indo-européen (Paris,
1935), 45 ff.

36. In addition, many of the -ave verbs quoted for the purposes of reconstruc-
tion by Benveniste do not occur until late Greek authors, €.g. eldatvopas is used by
Nicander, lcpatve by Nicander and Appollonius Rhodius.

37. -aww derivatives from neuter n-stems nouns (e.g. Hom. doduaive, davpaive,
mualvw) do not, of course, show the same sort of meaning as the derivatives from
n-stem adjectives or appellatives. Such verbs sometimes possess a transitive value,
€.8. dvopalves ‘I name’, mpaivw ‘I grieve, I do harm to’, but the relationship of the
derived verb to its base-word may be described by the formula ‘1 perform an action
x"or ‘I perform an action to do with x’. There is no question of a factitive relation-
ship here.

38. ebgpaivew means ‘I make glad’, but its sense corresponds to the active sense of
the base-word ebgpwy ‘cheering, making glad’ found at e.g.11. 3.246 (dgpwr olvos).

39. The Hittite denominatives in -nu- have been studied recently in an unpub-
lished Harvard dissertation by H. J. Koch, I-E Denominative Verbs in -nu- (Cam-
bridge, Mass. 1973). I first learnt of the existence of this thesis from Dr. A. Nuss-
baum in May 1977, but I only obtained a copy of it, and learnt of its full contents
after my paper had been presented to the Philological Society. On several points
Dr. Koch and I had reached the same conclusions independently, and references to
the relevant sections of his thesis are given in the footnotes below.

40. Cf. Koch, op. cit., 27-28.

41. In a letter dated 2 May 1977. This part of my paper has profited consider-
ably from discussions with Dr. Nussbaum.

42. Other explanations for the distribution of these two denominative suffixes in
Hittite have, of course, been offered: e.g. Benveniste’s semantic explanation in
Corolla Linguistica (Festschriﬁ Sommer, Wiesbaden, 1955), 1-4. However, Oet-
tinger, Stammbildung, 164, now states ‘bilden von den Adjektiven des Althethitis-
chen die u-Stimme und ui-Stdimme ihre Faktitive nur auf -nu-, die -a- und
-ant-Stdimme dagegen auf -alh- (wahrend die i-Stimme sich diesbeziiglich den
ui-Stimmen ausgeschlossen haben)’. Cf. also p. 245. Koch, op. cit., 29 ff. also
argues that the distribution is governed by morphological factors, -nu- being used
primarily to form derivatives from u-stems, -ahh- from a-stems.

43. This equation is examined at length by Koch, op. cit., 39 ff., and he con-
cludes that it is valid in spite of the semantic objections that have been raised
against it.

44. There is only one clear example of this process involving an adjectival stem.
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But a process which is identical from a formal point of view is also to be seen in
derivatives from nouns such as nuntar-nu- ‘to hasten’ beside nuntar ‘haste’, or
nabsar-nu- ‘to frighten’ beside napSar ‘fear’.

45. In the cases under discussion the process yields a series of denominative
verbs, but from a formal point of view it is identical to the process which produced
deverbative present stem formations such as Skt. srnoti (< *kl-n-eu-ti), if the tradi-
tional analysis of such presents is correct. The relationship between denominatives
in -nu- and deverbatives in -nu- (both of which represent productive categories in
Hittite) is a vexed question, but there is not space to consider the many problems
which arise here. See Koch, op. cit., 32 ff.

46. Another IE verb of this type may be continued by Lat. minuo ‘I diminish’,
Gk. puvbdw id.” A factitive *mi-nu- could have been formed in the parent language
by infixing a nasal into the u-stem adjective of which traces survive in the Greek
comparative pelwy (<peiFwy) ‘smaller, less’, cf. Myc. me-u-jo, me-wi-jo, and Toch.
B maiwe ‘small, young'; cf. K. Strunk, Nasalprdsentien und Aoriste (Heidelberg,

1967), 80 ff. In addition see now Oettinger, Stammbildung, 245, on the diachronic
interpretation of the Hittite denominatives in -nu-: ‘Der Stammausgang -nu- kor-
respondiert also im Hethischen mit den u-Stimmen. Synchron betrachtet werden
die nu-Faktitive somit unter Ausstossung des Stammvokals u des Adjektivs gebil-
det, wihrend sie diachron als Nasal-Infix-Prisentien mit letztem Radikal u zu
betrachten sind.’

47. But it has been suggested recently that the Greek and Sanskrit verbs may
represent independent innovations, cf. J. Narten, Die Sprache 14 (1968), 133, and
W. Cowgill in Evidence for Laryngeals (ed. W. Winter, The Hague, 1965), 154 ff.

48. Koch, op. cit., 94, offers a very similar explanation for the morphology of the
Greek -vvew verbs, which he also argues continue the same IE category as the Hittite
factitives in -nu-. However, he arrives at this conclusion from a different starting
point, namely the reconstruction of the IE derivational process, and the equation
between Grk. Sapotve and Skt. dhrsnoti (75 ff). 1 believe that the relationship
between Jopobvw and dhrsnoti is somewhat more complicated than Koch will allow,
as dapobvw is more likely to represent a later derivative from the s-stem noun
S4poos n. (cf. kaMbvw, pnrbve, quoted above), which may have replaced the
expected cognate *Spastvw. The Greek class of -uvw factitives is not discussed by
Koch at any stage.

49. Gr. Denom., 36. ff. M. Durante, AION 8 (1968), 17 ff. has even attempted
to formulate a Greek euphonic rule applying to nominal as well as verbal
categories.

50. We are speaking of a very early stage when -ow (or its antecedent formation
in *-a-) was confined to thematic stems, just as *.¢H ,- appears to have been in the
parent language.

DIALECT CONSCIOUSNESS AND LITERARY
LANGUAGE: AN EXAMPLE FROM ANCIENT GREEK

By K. Mickey

THE literature of Classical Greece is of particular interest to us
toda‘y, both because of its high quality as literature and because of
the influence it has exercised on our own literature and culture
Part of. our appreciation of this literature must, of course, be an-
appreciation of its language. This involves more than knowing the
rules of morphology and syntax — we would also wish to gain some
}mderstanding of what stylistic effects various authors were seek-
ing, and how their works sounded to contemporary audiences. As
a means to this end, we might try to form some idea of the total
linguistic repertoire available to an author and his audience, and
then to place particular examples of language in it. ’

. In the case of an ancient language, this task is particularly dif-
flcult, for there is no possibility of observing and questioning
informants — any conclusions we draw must be based on written
statements about language, and on written language itself. From
written statements about language (from the Classical period
largely anecdotes) we learn that the Greeks were conscious o%
their cultural and linguistic unity as Greeks — to quote Herodotus
(8.144), they were united by common race, common language
common religion and common customs. Non-Greeks, on the other,
hat}d, spoke ‘barbarian’, which was thought to sound like the twit-
tefmg of birds.! Within the common language, there were, as we
might expect, regional differences in speech; it was possible to
recognize another man’s origin by his accent, and to produce
imitations of other dialects.?

The above could suggest a linguistic situation comparable to
e.g. that of modern England, where there are also clearly recog-’
nizable, but (to a large extent) mutually intelligible regional
accents. The situation in Ancient Greece was quite different, how-
ever, for there was no standard language or ‘prestige"dialec; serv-




