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HITTITE AND INDO-EUROPEAN STUDIES :
THE DENOMINATIVE STATIVES IN -é-

By CALVERT WATKINS

A VERBAL suffix -& is found in a number of Indo-European
languages, regularly with stative function. The type is dis-
cussed for example by Brugmann, Grdr. 22.3.1.170-177 and
Meillet, Introduction® 209, as well as in a number of special
studies such as H. Wagner, Zur Herkunft der &-Verba in den
idg. Sprachen (1950) and ZCP xxv, 1956, 161-173, with earlier
literature. Among the formants in the several languages
which have been derived wholly or in part from this Indo-
European stative suffix -&- are the Greek intransitive and
passive sorist In -9-; the Latin second conjugation -é- of
verbs like sedére ¢ sit’, habére ‘have’; the Germanic third
class of weak verbs, Old High German habén ; the Slavic
verbs of Leskien’s class IVb with aorist stem in -é- like goréti
“purn’; the corresponding Lithuanian verbs in -éti like
gareti id.’ ; and more recently, the Tocharian third class of
intransitives in B -e-, A -a- like B lyuketar * shines’* In all
the aforementioned types we have to deal with deverbative
derivates.

Now beside this deverbative stative suffix -&- there is also
a denominative stative -&- in Indo-European. Though it is

1 H. Pedersen, Tocharisch 161-2 (KDVS, Hist.-Fil. Med. 28,11941]) and
Watkins, IE Origins of the Celiic verb 70-71 (1962). The characteristic middle
inflexion of the Tocharian verbs (Krause-Thomas, Toch. Elementarbuch 1,
200[1960]) should be compared with Latin caletur, (mihi) uidetur, a8 well as
the impersonal uses of miserers, uideri. But the third class in -eldr with
non-palatalizing thematio vowel -¢- should rather be derived from *.o-tor;
thus lyuketir = Hitt. lukkatta, as Jay Jasanoff points out to me.

The suffix *-é¢- has furthermore been identified in Hittite in the hi-verb
palzai * cries’, cf. Pedersen, Hittitisch 151 (KDVS, Hist.-Fil. Med. 25,2
[1938]) and Wagner, & Verba 50. But this is very doubtful both on inflexional
grounds, and because the older form of this verb is the middle halziyari,
which also explains the assibilation -ff- > -ziy- (Luvian Balti-). cf. Watkins,
Indogermanische Grammatik 111/2,57 (1969), and on the non-assibilation of
#¢ before *¢ in Hittite, W. Cowgill’s forthecoming Idg. Gram. 1, ch.3§33. The
inflexional pattern of the type halzai, halziyanzi is an inner-Hittite develop-
ment.
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unlikely that there is no connection between the two—as
most authors hold—they are still synchronically distinct
suffixes in Indo-European. The devérbative is a primary
suffix, attached directly to verbal roots ; the denominative is a
secondary suffix, attached to synchronically existing adjectival
and substantival stems, with the meaning ‘ be or become what
the base denotes’ : “ das Sichbefinden in einem bestimmten
Zustand, oder das Geraten in einen Zustand,” as Paul Diels
has defined it for Slavic. Their independence was recognized
by Brugmann, Grdr. 22.3.1.217. Tt is the denominative -¢- verbs
which will be our concern from this point on.,

The denominative é-verbs have been recognized principally
in Old High German, Slavie, and Baltic. Typical are Old High
German alten ‘ grow old, senescere’ ; heilen ¢ heal (intr.)’ =
Old Church Slavonic céléjets céleti *id. ; Lithuanian senéju
senéts ‘ grow old . Brugmann was willing to entertain the possi-
bility of adding the Latin type claudére ¢ be lame ’, senére ¢ be
old’, and equating them with the Germanic and Balto-Slavic
types. But subsequent handbooks have rejected this in favor
of the derivation of the Latin verbs via thematic denominatives
which was Brugmann’s first suggestion (Grdr. 21.2.1124 and
22.3.1.216) : thus albus — albé-jefo-like Greek Pidos — dide-jow.
The latter view for these Latin forms must be rejected and the
connection with *-a- restored, as will be shown below.

Traditionally at this point the handbooks introduce the
question of the form of the suffix. The basic question is that
of the primacy of the athematically inflected *-¢-, or of the
suffixed thematic form *.g-tefo-.

Brugmann posited for the present formation of these
denominatives a composite suffix *-2-3¢/4-, the -46/6- being the
standard denominative present forming morph. While the
denominatives cannot be separated from the primary deverba-
tivesin -g-3¢-, “ ebenfalls meist intransitiv,” they are a younger
formation (Grdr. 22.3.1.175). Brugmann states that the denomi-
native suffix *-g¢- does not appear to be directly related to the
thematic vowel -¢/o- of the underlying nominal form, but does
not express himself on the origin of the -z-.
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Kurylowicz, Infl. Cat. 77, states that the *-&- is an aOI‘l‘St
marker in Greek (in the deverbatives) and Balto-Slavic,
whereas the Latin and Germanic types seem to sho_w_a mo;'e
recent layer of formation, with the introduction of -é- 1n_t(? the
present system and the formation .of 2 complex suffix —eézie/o:,
thus following Brugmann. But this view of the Balto- avl;c
forms has not been universally accepte(%; cf. als‘o I A
Perel’'muter, Vop. Jaz. 1969.5.11-21, who likewise rejects the
aoristic value of *-&- proposed as well by Brugn.lann (Grdf:.
22.3.159) and Meillet-Vendryes, Tw%ité de grammasre coné}i)are':e
des langues classiques? 285. Deprived of tl.le Balto— Slavie
support, the aorist value of the Greek dffverbatlve 1nFrans1t1ves
like éudvnp, éxdpyy, érdn is more simply expl:'n.ned as ha
function of their secondary endings and the oppo,smlon to the

ems in *-gefo- : pafvopar, yatpopat, KaieTat.
pn’?ﬁ?a?sumed co;ni)ositepcharacter of the L.atln and Ge}'-
manic presents (suffix *-é-gefo-) is also uncertain ; athen}laitltc
inflexion (suffix *-é-) has been sug%eslted,’ Izlotably by Meillet,
most recently by E. Polomé. .

anlt\llgieljlf:: gfldpp. 217-218 o};' hfs Introduction® takes the thhl.l-
anian type senédju and Latin sened from a lengthened then;aiﬁc
vowel plus -zefo-, thus *-é-jefo-. But on pp. 209 and ?1 g e
suggests rather athematic forms for Latin : the d.en:n_m.la 1]\1'e
suffix is to have the form *-&-, parallel to ‘athematlc -@- in the
first conjugation. He does not express himself further'on the
source of this -&-, but simply notes that ‘ these fon'ns in 101.1g
vowel are old>. As we shall see, the subsequent evidence will
prove his hunch correct. . . a

Unfortunately, the Germanic data raise problems : ]2
phonological preform or preforms of the third class of wea .
verbs. The apparent problems are first the common source o
the Gothic stem vowel -az- and the Old ngh German stfam
vowel -é-, and second, the athematic paradlgm of Old' High

German beside the seemingly ““ semi-thematic >’ paradigm of

¢ On the origin of Germanic class III of weak verbs ’, Beitrdge zur Indo-

germanistik und Keltologie (Festschrift J. Pokorny), Innsbrucker Beitrage
zur Krulluwissenschaft 13, 83-92 (1967).
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Gothic OHG -em, -és, -et, -gmés, -ét, -ént, Goth. -a, -as, -aip
-am, -atp, -and. It is probably fair to say that more nonsenst;
has been published on this topic, on both sides of the Atlantic
than on any other but the laryngeal theory. This results froni
a fals.e evaluation of the problem. For the form of the third
f:lass 1s a pseudo-problem ; to introduce another metaphor, it
18 a symptom rather than a cause. For this reason the attemi)ts
to attack it by the * half-thematic ” inflexion with ablauting
suffixes *-&-/-jo-, even *-&-/-2i-(1) by certain authors? is
df)om(?d to failure. Such a solution, wholly unlike any para-
digm in any IE language, has in my view nothing to recom-
mend it.

Wha.t. is important is to recognize that in fumction the
Germanic denominative third class weak verbs, principally in
0ld H‘igh German, continue unchanged the Indo-European
denominative statives in -¢-. That is the primary comparative
fact. The formal implementation of this suffix is of secondary
lmportance ; comparison shows that an innovation has taken
plfme—scarcely surprising in a language of the European
middle ages. But the innovation is einzelsprachlich, and it is
wholly improper to attempt to build a new reconstruction of
Indo-European on such a foundation.

Consider an illustration. Indo-European had a factitive
?uﬂix *-3- (*-epy-, *-09,-), suffixed to adjectives in the meaning
*to ma]fe something what the adjective denotes’. Thus from

neyo- ‘ new " we find Hittite newabh- ‘ make new, renew’
Latin noudre, and Old High German nsuwén. The primar}:
comparative fact in Greek is the continuation of the SJunction
of this suffix in the verbs in -ow like vedw  renew’. There
has been a formal innovation in Greek, which we may or may

* Wagner, é-Verba 40 ; W. P. Schmid, Studien zum baltischen und 1dg.
Verbum (1'963).; M. M. Guxman, Srav. gram. germ. jaz. 4.388(196) ; O.
Szemeré_nyl, Einfahrung in die vergleichende Sprachwissenschaft (1970).’ All
are ultimately based on H. Flasdieck, Untersuchungen uber die germ.
schwachen Verben I11. Klasse (1935). )

" fpes . X o .

S hf[jhe H'lttlte verbs in -ai (3 8g. bi-conj.) and -aizzi (3 sg. mi-conj.) are a
C emglew.hung or mirage, being independent but parallel developments
from (partially) similar initial conditions. cf. note 26 below.
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not be able to give a satisfactory account of. But it is clear
that that innovation is secondary and einzelsprachlich.®

The dialectal distribution of denominative secondary -&- is
different from that of deverbative, primary -é-, since the
former is unknown in Greek, and in Germanic confined to Old
High German. This fact has led some scholars to share Brug-
mann’s view that the denominative type is the more recent,
essentially a matter of individual dialects, and in some sense
less noteworthy. Typical is Wagner, ZCP xxv, 1956, 161* :
¢ Als sekundare, einzelsprachlich ausgebildete &-Verba be-
trachte ich die meist denominativen Verba vom Typus ...
sendti, senére, altén.” In the same tradition is the verdict of
Z. P. Stepanova, Vop. Jaz. 1965, ITL : the denominatives are
“javno bolee pozdnogo proisxoZdenija.’ Similarly Polomé,
Festschrift Pokorny 911, Yet we should not make the mistake
of thinking that a synchronically secondary suffix cannot be of
equal antiquity in Indo-European with a synchronically
primary suffix, and perhaps even older.

The Old High German derivatives in -én are collected (not
exhaustively) and analyzed in an exemplary dissertation by

§ Gk. vedv < *ney-d- is an archaism preserved as an agricultural tech-
nical term in the quite ancient secondary meaning ‘ replongh ’; ef. Latin
noudre agrum in the same sense, and especially Greek (7)) veids ‘ re-
ploughed field ’, which shows an older form of the * feminine * of the Indo-
European adjective *neyjos than Skt. ndvyd. On the secondary character of
the feminine gender in Indo-European, stoutly maintained by Meillet, see
now W. Kaster, Die griech. Adj. zweier Endungen auf -OZ (1967) and E.
Neu, IF 74, 1969, 235-41, against A. Kammenhuber, M8S 24, 1968, 70 f.,
76 ff. The former are surely right. To the Anatolian evidence discussed by
Neu should be added that—which is conelusive—of the Luvian collective
suffix -ah-it- (adduwal-ahit- * badness ’) which in its first part continues un-
touched the form of the Indo-European collective *-03y-, later becoming the
feminine in -d-. Luvian -ah-if- furthermore can be compared with the
metrically and formulaically archaic feminines of the Homerie type mpeafyida
repy (Hymn, Hom. 29.8), mufls Bacidnidos (Z 193), ef. Bacidnida Tipfy
(Hes. Theog. 462). The parallelism is striking, though the constitution of
-ab-it-(-ah + it- or -ah + i +¢-) and 8- (&> 9+ «8-) is doubtless in-
dependent. The Old Hittite nouns like maniy-ahh-i- (maniy-ahh-as-) ‘ rule’ :
verb maniy-ahh- * rule, hand over’, parar-ahh-i- (KBo III 60 II 10) of
unknown meaning : verb pararahtfa (KUB XXXI 110,7) are also doubtless
related.
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‘I;Erl'ch Aumann.® Representative samples from older glossa-
01‘-13.1 sources, all from attested thematic adjectives, are beside
(:tlten, ar’men ‘egere’, berahtén * splendiscere (sic)” blethhé
pal{ere g breitén * extare, vastum esse’, Sulén "putreree’n
nazzén madere’, swarén ‘ingraviscere (sic)’, tunkalé ’
caligare ’, warmeén cale(sce)re ’. ’ ”
Fo'r the semantics, compare the native speaker Notker’
g!ossmg of forms of swarzén, warmen as ¢ dispositus ad ni eres
d?nem, (:ialorem ’, and especially the passage (I 520 ed. Pig:r)
iscussed by _Aumann, p. 34, where Notker exemplifies th
‘prop.os1£:10n st fit aliquid et non est by a derivative of 5
' white ” : Ter nu wuizet. ter neist nok nieht wuiz  he is wh’tmz
ing now ; he is not yet white ’. o
Aumam? prefers the term stative (Zustandsverben), and
notes specifically that the inchoative force is often a fuI;c:: o
_Of th_e preverb 4r-. Though the term is improper, ¢ inchoati IOI}
is still probably the best single definition of t}’le functioxllvf)f
the class (so Meid, Germanische Sprachwissenschaft 3,250
[19677), but several old derivatives show © durative ’ sta’t'
‘va,lue, with no trace of the inchoative force. Such are br g .
be broad ’, and especially starén ¢ stare’ from *stara- * siziﬁ'y’&
(OHG star). The formation of this denominative &-verb must
be' Common Germanie, recurring in Old English stars, .
Mldd.le pow German staren, and Old Norse stara (é-verb) 'll‘a}?’
as§oclat10n with the eyes is ancient, cf. OHG starablind <qui .
blind’, OF stzrablind, ON starblinda © blindness’ e
The type is clearly still productive in Old Hiéh German ;
but a number of derivatives attest the great antiquity of tllll ’
type. We have ér-sorén ¢ emarcescere ’ as an early AlZmenn'e
‘gloss,’ though there is no Old High German adjective "‘sEc
dry’. Bu.t we have Old English séar, Middle Low German ?T
presupposing Germanic *sauza-, an ancient Indo-Europea 33"
Jective found in Lithuanian safisas, Old Church gla\lrloa' ;
suxs, ar:d Greek ados. In ser(a)wén *tabescere arescenlc
marcere* we have a derivative of an adjective *se;‘wo- WhiI:;;

. S ,
Denominative.c. Verben im Altgermanischen (Diss. Leipzig, 1935)
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is attested nowhere in Germanic, but recurs in Old Irish serb
¢ bitter’ (Aumann 21 ; Pedersen, VKG 1.78).

As noted, these denominative statives in -é- are productive

only in Old High German. But Aumann (p. 40) convincingly
explains the virtual absence of denominative stative é-verbs
from East and North Germanic by the spread there of the
stative-intransitive-inchoative -nan-verbs. At the same time
he points out that Old Norse skorta ‘lack ’ from skortr ‘ short-
ness, lack > beside Old English scortian ‘ get short’ from scort
¢ short, small’, together with ON stara ‘ stare’ and cognates
(discussed above), show that the category did exist also in
North Germanic, where we have fuller documentation than in
East Germanic. These forms would indicate that the category
of denominative é-verbs once existed in Ingvaeonic, and that
in these dialects we must reckon with a secondary transfer
from é- to o-inflexion. Aumann’s conclusion, with which we
can entirely concur, is that ‘ Die e-Ableitungen vom Nomen
miissen darum nach Bedeutung und Bezeugung als selbstindige
Gruppe anerkannt werden. Die bisherigen Uberlegungen
haben sie als urgermanisch erwiesen.’ The distribution within
Germanic suggests clearly that Old High German preserves an
archaic category which has been formally renewed elsewhere
in the family . As E. Sehrt has stated (Festgabe Th. Frings
6[1956]) - Das Ahd. hat das urspriingliche bewahrt.”

Baltic and Slavic both show a present suffix *-é-je/o- (in-
finitive stem *-&-) in denominatives built on adjectives (and
less frequently nouns) with stative meaning. In Slavic the
pure stative value predominates, while in Baltic the inchoative
force is common. Thus we have Old Church Slavonic bogatéjo
<1 am rich’ from bogats, Lithuanian senéju ‘I grow older’
from sénas, Latvian dzeltgju ‘I grow yellow’ from dzelts.
Possible common Balto-Slavic word-equations are rare, but do
exist, as in Russ, CS radéts se ¢ blush’ = Lith. rudéti = Latv.
rudét (on which see further below), or OCS wvetadajp ‘ I grow
old’ = Latv. vecgju (Stang, Das slav. und balt. Verbum

163 [1942]).
Although so eminent an authority as Stang (sbid. 50, 166
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and Vgl. Gram. der balt. Sprachen 362 [1966]) prefers the ex-
p?anatmn via lengthened thematic vowel *-¢-, there is in my
view no real objection to Brugmann’s assumption of a stative
suffix *-&-, further extended in the present system by the
productive *-jefo. Lengthening of the thematic vowel is not
an Indo-European process. The resultant composite -Zie/o-
then. may have given its characteristic shape to the class of

Slavu.: verbs in -&jo, Baltic -gju, whatever the origin of other

f}mctlonally diverse members of this class in Slavic and par-

Flcularly in Baltic. Alternatively, the inflexion of the statives

in -¢-, if originally athematic, was itself influenced by the

formal pressure of other patterns, such as the denominatives
in Balto-Slavic *-d-je/o-, *-ou-ie/o-, and perhaps *-5-jefo-. If
the Germanic and Latin types were originally athematic, as in
appearance Old High German 1 sg. -ém and Latin 3 pl. -,ent <

*-ént(s), this latter explanation is to be preferred for Balto-
Slavic.

Balto-Slavic is noteworthy for differentiating the inflexion
of (%enominatives (Lith. senéti senéju) from that of the dever-
batives (Lith. minét: minjn). The ° aorist stem’ in *-é- of the
latter has perhaps in Balto-Slavic spread to the deverbatives
frf)m the denominatives. Such a view is entirely consistent
with Kurylowicz’s brilliant derivation (Infl. Cat. 79-84) of the
present stem of the Balto-Slavic deverbative statives from
Indo-European perfects : 3 sg. OCS moni[ts] = Lith. mini IE
*m.n-er.

. Two factors combine to obscure almost completely the one-
tuile presence in Celtic of the Indo-European stative suffix
*-Gi-'. The first is phonological : the merger of IE *-¢- and
*-¢- into -7- already in Common Celtic times. The second is
.morphological and semantic : The stative function (inter alia)
13 assumed by the new and highly productive suffix which
appears in Old Irish as 3 sg. dep. -aigedar. Bruce Boling sug-
gest§ to me that the latter type is in fact to be derived at least
pa¥t1a1.ly from stative *-e- suffixed to the very productive
adjectives in -@ko- (OlIr. -ach). He promises to discuss this at
greater length elsewhere.
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That the category once existed in Celtic is shown first by
the isolated presence of the Old Irish verb -ruids ° blushes,
turns red’ <*rudhét. The verb is preserved in a number of
languages ; see below for cognates and discussion. In the
second place, the -&->-2- is one of the basic sources for the
0Old Irish i-verbs of class Amr (cf. Watkins, Idg. Gram. 111/
1,170, since Early Welsh 3 sg. -it, lsg. -4f must go back to IE
athematic *-éti, *-émi. Other forms are phonologically less
certain ; for example Old Irish fee ‘ hot’, nom. pl. teit can
correspond either to Sanskrit tdpant- ¢ hot * (*tep-efo-) or to
Latin tepent- (*tep-g-). In view of the general proximity of
Ttalic and Celtic one should perhaps opt for the latter, but
the Trish form is equivocal.

A final piece of evidence may be mentioned. Early Hittite
shows a number of verbal abstracts with the suffix form -ema-
(frequently spelled -ima-). Typical is weritema¥ ‘ fear’. As
will be shown at greater length below, these abstracts are
derived from stative verbs in -&- : the Indo-European form of
the suffix would be *-&-mo-. Now one of the characteristic
forms of verbal noun for Old Irish i-verbs (class Am) is -Vm,
feminine d-stem : do-meiccethar  despises > — dimiccem (Thur-
neysen, OIGr. 453). Such forms may be phonologically derived
from *:-ma- ; they could have been originally formed to sta-
tives in *-&-, and then spread beyond their original bounds.
So do-meiccethar could well have been an original stative in
*_g. (Celt. *7-) ; cf. OHG hazzén ‘ hate’ for the semantics.

The denominative stative é-verbs in Latin, the type senére
“be old’, have been recently catalogued and studied, as part
of a very useful larger work on denominative derivation as a
whole in this language, by X. Mignot, Les verbes dénominatifs
latins 81-144 (1969). It is worthwhile noting at the outset
Mignot’s immediate conclusion (p. 100) : ¢ On retiendra donc
que la formation s’est presque toute entiére constituée a date
préhistorique ; qu’elle est surtout représentée par des formes
peu fréquentes ; que son développement ultérieur demeure
des plus limités ; et que, n’étant guére plus vivante, elle se
distingue mal d’autres types in -ére, fléchis de la méme maniére.’
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This is. not the description of a productive class of thematic
denominatives in any Indo-European language. That alone is
adequate to justify the rejection of the very common view that
these forms represented denominatives built on the thematic
vowel (the *-ejefo- theory) ;7 for had they existed as such, they
would have remained productive. ’

' The best argument against seeing thematic denominatives
in the Latin second conjugation is the simple fact that
“straight’ thematic denominatives, i.e. not the -are type
appear in'Latin in the fourth conjugation. The type is that of"
largiri “ give generously ’ (largus © generous ’), saeuire * rage’
(saeuus ‘ furious ’), seruire ¢ be a slave’ (seruus ‘ slave’).8 Of
a total of 36 denominatives in -ire, -#7 in the archaic period,®
fully 11 are from thematic stems, of which all are adjectivés
except seruus and procus.10

Mignot’s work has the advantage of broad if not exhaustive

coverage, and in particular, the Latin forms arranged accord-
ing to their date of attestation. Notably p. 82 ff. shows the
!aotal population of denominative -&-verbs with attested base
in Latin starting from the archaic period (from the beginning
to 100 B.c.). We have both derivates from both adjectives and
nouns, l?ut the stative value predominates clearly. Examples
fror}q adjectives in the early period are senére  be old ’, clarére

shine’, lentére ‘ be slow ’, nigrére ‘be black ', pigrére © be
lazy ’. Examples from nouns (which usually still describe the
:state of the subject) are anére © be old (of a woman) ’, florére ¢ be
in flower’. As is evident, the semantic slots are similar to
those already noted in Germanic, Baltic, and Slavic, and the

. " ef. M. Leumann, Lat. Gram. 202, 318 (1926) ; F. Sommer, Hdb. der lat.
aul- w. Formenlehre 458 (1914); Meillet-Vendryes, Traitéz 286 (1948) ;
Ersnout, Morphologie hist. du latin® 146 (1953). ’
) Deponent -3r7 is doubtless older, cf. the Hittite middle denominatives in
iya..
*1 add to Mignot’s list (18-20) gnarire *
. i gnarire ‘ make known, tell’ (gndrus
knowle‘dge'able’) and procire ‘ask in marriage’ in the supine prfm‘tum
(procus * suitor °), both archaic forms found in Livius Andronicus.

10 Mignot’s figures X ; : .
data of pp. 18_g20.e on p. 63 are misleading, and do not agree with the
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label ¢ stative’ (rather than for example Mignot’s ‘ essive’)
fully justified.

We have already noted that a number of languages of the
family attest an Indo-European suffix *-G-, earlier *-op,-
(*-e2,-) with factitive force, suffixed to adjectives. It means
‘ to make something what the adjective denotes’, and should
be etymologically kept apart from the denominatives in
*_G(-jefo-) coexisting in the same language. The suffix is
ancient in Indo-European even though °secondary’, i.e.
forming derivatives from synchronically existing stems.

In Latin, genuine oppositions could exist between a stative
and a factitive from the same stem. The stative is subject-
oriented, the latter object-oriented. Compare the discussion
of Mignot 125-128. An example is cldrére ¢ be clear, be shown’
(cl@rus) beside cldrdre ¢ make clear, show’ (or the much more
frequent dé-clardre), both occurring in Lucretius, 4.778 and
6.937. Beside albére ‘ be white’ we have déalbdre ¢ whiten,
make white’. A prehistoric instance not noted by Mignot
(because the nominal base is no longer found in Latin) is
liquére * be clear ’ (pple. liguéns * fluid °) beside ligudre ‘ make
liquid, liquefy’, from a lost thematic adjective *wlhkw-o-
occurring in Welsh guwlyb ¢ wet’ (fem. gwleb), and built on the
earlier u-stem *wlik-u- found in Old Irish fléuch ‘id.’

Such oppositions remained relatively rare in Latin, partly
because of the obsolescence of the -ére stative type, and partly
because the -dre factitive type came to be used intransitively
as well, due to its formal identity with the productive denomi-
natives, which were indifferently transitive or intransitive.
Thus in place of old nigrére  be black ’, found only in Pacuvius
and Accius, Lucretius uses nigrdre with stative meaning
(2.733), beside the contemporary factitive meaning of the
compound dénigrdre ‘ blacken, make black’. Yet the very
existence of such oppositions of derivative in -é- and -G- in
Latin, and vestigially also in Old High German (mikhilén
‘eminere ’ : mihhilon ‘ magnificare’, skuldigén ¢ schulden’ :
skuldigon ° beschuldigen’, einén ° vereinzelt sein’: emnon
‘ unite’, merén ‘ mehr sein’ : merdn ‘ mehren’, Aumann 42)

PHILO. TRANS. 1971, E
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is a notable archaism, recurring otherwise only in Hittite, as

ill appear. .
WI{AB Ii)'gl: the original inflexion and the source of t.he I_‘atm
sign -é-, Mignot hesitates at length between athematic *-e'- (as
in dialectal Greek -npu), *-&iefo- (as in Greek an(.l Indo-Ira'ma.n),
and *-gjefo- (as in Balto-Slavic), finally coming qut shgl}tly
favoring the last. The connection with the deverbatwe statives
he regards as secondary. Most handbooks of Latin have opted
for the -iefo- thematic denominative type. But' as has bee.n
shown above, the presence of fourth conjugation thematic
denominatives, as well as the semantic value and chrqno-
logical distribution of these statives in Latin argue against
a straight thematic type -eze/o-, and favor the original presence
of a morpheme of stative value ; it Would.be strange not t.0
identify this morpheme as *-é-. The phonetics of Latm permit
either athematic -&- or composite -&-2¢/0-. The 3 pl. -ent argues
for the former (*-efonti would surely have yielded *-eunt), and
we could explain the 1 sg. -ed directly as -e:f —}-.6 (compare
Sappho’s mobfhjw), as part of the general e!lmmatlor} of' 1 sg.
*_mi in the Latin indicative. The athematic denominative as
well as deverbative type in -&- would then have imposed' its
pattern, as universally admitted, on the 3 pl.. of the causatwc.s-
iterative type monére, which had a genuine inherited thematic
suffix -ejefo-. )

The Ttalic dialects offer no help either way. Thg e-Yerb
type is indeed attested, but never in the p]_:esent infllcatlYe :
of. Oscan pitiad ‘ possit” (*pot-&-, Lat. pote1.w, potm),' fatvfwlr:
¢ dicere ’ (*fat-é-, Lat. fatért), turumiiad ¢ trepidet (vel sim.) :

The case of Oscan pitiad, Latin poténs, deserves special
notice. The underlying verb *pot-é- ° be able’ must ‘be a dg-
nominative to the i-stem adjective Lat. potis. The t-stem 13
ancient here in the simplex, of. Skt. pdtih, Gk. Trfims; the
consonant stem *pot- appears only in composition, Lat.
compos, hospes, cf. Gk. Seomdrns. We must therefore assume

11 Gep Vetter, Handbuch der italischen Dialekten 44, who first saw that this
verb must be a stative.

78
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that, like the thiematic vowel, the -i- of an ¢-stem noun is
deleted already in Common Italic before the suffix -6-. This is
confirmed by the existence from Early Latin times of putrére
‘be rotten’, from the ¢-stem adjective puter, putris.

In Early Latin adjective stem-final -i- is apparently deleted
also before factitive -a- : cf. leudre ‘ lighten’ (lewis), grauar:
‘ consider weighty ’ (grauis), turpare ‘ make ugly’ (turpis),
celebrire ¢ celebrate ’ (celeber), simuldre < make like’ (simalis),
or Ciceronian attenudre ‘ make thin’ (tenuis). Here however
the i-deletion is doubtless attributable to the fact that (with
the exception of celeber and turpis, both etymologically isolated)
the Latin i-stem of the adjective is secondary. Compare re-
spectively Gk. élayds ‘light’, Bapds ‘heavy’, Juadds
‘like’, and Skt. tanu- ‘thin’. In particular Latin tenu-i-
‘ thin’ — attenu-d- ‘ make thin’ etc. reminds us of Hittite
parku-i- ‘ pure’ — parku-nu- ‘make pure’. 1 may state
parenthetically that the i-stem of neither language has any-
thing to do with the feminine gender.

For wu-stems the only example given by Mignot is Lat.
anére ‘ be old’ from anus, -ids ‘old woman’, Latin having
eliminated u-stem adjectives. But this example is suspect,
since the u-stem of anusis a probable innovation (after socrus,
Ernout-Meillet s.v.), cf. Hittite kannaé ¢ grandmother’, and
anére (dm. Aey.) is in any case a nonce creation by Plautus
himself. If however we go beyond Mignot’s lists to earlier -&-
statives without extant adjectival base in Latin, it appears
that the -u- of u-stems also undergo deletion as part of the
derivational process. Deverbative u-stem nouns are rare and
unusual in Indo-European ; Lat. acus, -is ‘ needle ’ must be
a substantivized adjective *aku- ‘sharp’, as its feminine
gender might also suggest. cf. Leumann, Lat. Gr. 237. The
adjective occurs elsewhere in Latin as first member of a com-
pound in aci-pénser (variant aqui-pénser) ‘ sturgeon’, and in
aqui-folium (-ia) (for *aci-folium, *aku-) ‘ holly’. From acu-
‘ sharp ’ the stative is Old Latin acére ‘ be sharp, sour’ (Cato) ;
thus *ak-u- — *ak-é-. If ante-classical algus m. (or algu n.)
¢ coldness’ is a substantivized adjective *algu- ‘ cold ’, compare
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then algére ‘be cold’ (from Naevius): *alg-u- — *alg-é-.
These morphophonemic relations are ancient in Indo-European.

Still another case may be noted. The parallelism of the
adjective suffixes *-u- and *-ro- has often been noted : com-
pare Lat. acu-: Gk. drpos ‘ pointed’; Hitt. tepu-: Skt.
dabhrd- < small’ ; Lith. dubtis ¢ deep’ : Toch. B tapre ‘ high’
(*dhubk-ro-) ; Gk. 845 : Toch. B sware ‘ sweet * (*swad-ro-)
ete.

Now perhaps the single most notable Indo-European stative
in -¢- is evidenced by the equation Lat. rubére ‘ be red” = Old
Trish ruids “is red’ == OHG rotén (OE rudian, ON roda) =
Russian Church Slav. rsdéts se = Lith. rudets © turn reddish ’,
which has been presented by a number of scholars.* This
equation is rightly regarded as indicating the Indo-European
antiquity of the formation, but not precisely for the reasons
generally adduced. Manu Leumann cited in Wagner points
out that there is no Indo-European adjective *rudhos  red’,
only *roudhos and *rudhros, and therefore Wagner concluded
that the aforementioned verbs must be derived from an Indo-
European primary verb *rudhé-. On this basis there existed
only ““ gewisse semant1sc ke Vorbilde zur Ausbildung von
inchoativen &-Verba schon in Indogermanischen.” Similarly
Meid loc. cit. : “ Die Anfiinge dieses nur im 4 % d. produktiven
Typs liegen bereits in vorgerm. Zeit.”

On the contrary we may state that the stem *rudh-é- attests
an extremely archaic level of secondary derivation in Indo-
European : it is derived from the adjective *rudh-ro- with the
morphophonemic change known as Caland’s law, which re-
quires the deletion of the secondary suffix -ro-. The deriva-
tional relation *rudh-ro- — *rudh-é- is exactly parallel to that
of such archaic types as Vedic ‘ positive * §uk-rd- ¢ brilliant * —
‘ comparative’ $éc-iyas-, Greek wvdpds —> xudi- as first

12 Specht, KZ lx, 1935, 33 and apparently independently Aumann 13 ;
Wagner &Verba 8 ; Guxman, Srav. gram. germ. jaz. 4, 189 ; Meid, Germ.
Spr. 3,260. The addition of the Old Irish verb (v. infra) to the list I owe to
an oral communication of Heinrich Wagner. On the OHG form, rotén beside
(ir-)rotén, note Aumann loe. cit.
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member of a compound.? Whatever the ultimate historical
explanation (Kurytowicz, Infl. Categ. 232 is inconclusive), the
arrows indicate a synchronic derivational relationship (* foun-
dation ”’) which is Indo-European in date.

This example is not unique. We have other instances of the
identical morphophonemic relation, which seem to have gone
unnoticed in the literature heretofore. A particularly clear
one is furnished by the Latin adjective macer ‘ thin’ (*mak-
ro-), with its evident cognate Greek paxpds ‘long’. The
Tonic comparative udoowv from *mak-jon- shows the same
relationship as Indic sukrd- : $6ciyas- noted earlier. Now in
Plautus there is found the verb (hapax) macére in the meaning
‘ be thin . Previous views have merely noted the relationship,
with the details ignored or unexplained (Ernout-Meillet s.v.
macer, Mignot 94). But the relation *mak-ro- — *mak-é- is
clearly identical with that of *rudh-ro- — *rudh-é-. Despite
the isolation of the Latin verb we must have to do with a
genuine archaic survival.

I suggest that we have a further example of this archaic
derivational procedure in Latin piger (*pig-ro-) — piget
(*pig-¢-). The original sense of piger was ‘slow’, as in the
derived verb in Accius Tr. 267 melius pigrasse quamde proper-
asse est nefas, and of pigére ¢ to be slow ’, as attested in Paul.
TFest. 235,3 : piget interdum pro tardari, interdum pro paenitere
poni solet. cf. Ernout-Meillet, Dict. étym. lat. s.v. piger and
Mignot 134, who notes that the personal forms of pigére are

furnished by the new stative pigrére built directly on the ad-

jective. We have thus a renewal of the verb in its primary
function, as pigrére, and the restriction to impersonal use
(secondary function) of the old form pigére : a classic setting
for the operation of Kurylowicz’s fourth law of analogy. The
verb is etymologically isolated ; in the light of the basic Latin

13 of, Wackernagel (-Debrunner) Allind. Gram. 2,1,69-80, Kurylowicz,
Infl. Cai. 232. Chantraine, Festschrift Pokorny 21-24, brings new Greek
examples, and we may add to these the perceptive analysis of the inherited
formula {epdv uévos in G. Nagy, * Classical Greek’, forthcoming in Curreni
Trends in Linguistics (Europe).
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meaning of ‘ slow, unwilling ’, Hirt’s connection (Idg. Gram. 1,
9299) with German ficken would presuppose a general Germanic
fleshly hebetude which seems far-fetched.

Latin also knows a productive class of verbs with the
thematic suffix -scd, -&scere,'® discussed by Mignot 145-228.
Karly examples are flaccescere (Pacuv.) ‘ become weak’,
consendscere (Plaut.) ¢ get old’, ex-albéscere (Enn.) ‘turn
white *, clarescere (Lucr.) ¢ become clear ’. The quantity of the
vowel in -@sc- is established by nétésceret CIL VI 1257¢18 with
apex, and by Aulus Gellius 7.15. As has been pointed out, the
formation is particularly frequent in composition witha preverb.

The genesis of this formation is clear from the synchronic
Latin data. We can juxtapose derivative in -ésc- and derivative
in -6-. cf. senére: consenéscere, flaccére : flaccéscere, albere
exalbéscere, clarére: claréscere. The ultimate source i8 &
nominal form, usually adjectival : the pattern Adj. — Vb.
in -&- —> (Preverb ) Vb. in -é-sc- is clearly ‘l’ancien pro-
cessus de dérivation’, with Mignot 181-183 and already K.
Sittl, Arch. fiir lat. Lex. 4, 1884, 465-533. Thus flaccus —
flaccsre — flaccescere, o clarus — clarére — claréscere. This
process was later troubled by the occasional elimination of the
middle step (a linguistic commonplace), to be expected with the
obsolescence of the statives in -ére ; but that is a later develop-
ment and outside our concern.

These forms are traditionally termed ¢ inchoatives’, an
improper term going back to the Roman grammarians. They
are actually progressive in force, and focus on a developing
state : the state of becoming, rather than being, what the base
adjective denotes. As Mignot points out (228), the forms in
-@sc- preserve the stative value of the forms in -6-; ‘ils leur
ajoutent une nuance sémantique, & savoir P'indication expresse
d’une progressivité dans Pinstauration d’un état.’

As mirrored in the respective suffix forms, they are the

14 Tn some cases our manuscripts hesitate between -escere and the later
form -iscere, whioh had a considerable fortune in Romance. No notice of this
post-classical variant spelling of these verbs has been taken here, following
the mode! of K. Sittl, Arch. fir lat. Lex. i, 1884, 465-533.
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marked member of the opposition -&- : -¢ + sc-, and 1t 1s not
surprising that these verbs in -&sc- tend to spread at the ex-
pense of those in -¢-. Just so, we can observe on the semantic
level that in the Old High German stative verbs in -én it is the
stative value of becoming which predominates ; altén ‘ grow
old, senescere ’,not ‘ be old, senere ’. Formally and semantically
it is the marked stative which encroaches upon the domain
of the unmarked ; the ultimate result is the weakening (as in
Latin) or complete elimination (as in Germanic) of the original
opposition of the two. We shall have occasion to observe a
Hittite parallel below.

‘We may retain the existence in Latin, from the earliest
times, of a tripartite set of possible derivatives from adjectives
and occasionally substantives : a factitive in -@-, a stative in
-é-, and an ‘ inchoative’ stative in -&-sc-. All three may be
represented by the same stem ; compare

clarare clarere claréscere
-albare albére albéscere

-nigrare nigrére nagrescere
liquare liquére liquéscere.

The last is noteworthy in that the adjectival base exists only
in Celtic ; the formation in Latin is prehistoric.

The formation in -sc- is quite productive in Latin through-
out the historical period, unlike that of the stativesin -&-. But
this continued productivity should not magsk from us the basic
fact that the category is ancient in Latin ; the proliferation of
verbs in -ésc- is a specific characteristic of the archaic style.
Compare Pacuvius (Trag. 77 Ribb.) flucti flaccescunt, silescunt
wents, mollitur mare ‘ the waves grow gentle, the winds grow
still °, or Furius Antias apud Gell. 18.11, who uses (together
with incréscere ‘ grow’) lutéscere ‘ turn to mud’, noctéscere
“become night’, wiréscere ‘ get one’s strength back’, and
opuléscere ¢ grow rich’, all seemingly coined by him, within
six lines.®

15 Wendell Clausen points out to me this passage and its archaic character.

A parallel to Furius’ noctéscere is Notker’s nahtén in Old High German. On
opuléscere see further below.
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If the category of verbs in -ésc- as well as those in -&- is an
archaism in Latin, it is worthwhile examining cases whose
formation must be prehistoric because the nominal base is no
longer extant. Such are notably nstére ¢ shine ’ and nitéscere,
pitére * stink ’ and pitéscere, which with fatéri © confess ; pro-
claim ’ and Oscan fatium ‘ speak ’ must be derived from old
lost nominal forms in -to- : *ni-to-, *pii-to-, *bha-to- (Gk. dards).
The verb silére ‘ be silent ’ and siléscere must be derived from
a suffixed nominal form *si-lo-, since sil- is not a permissible
Indo-European root form. The form is older than Latin ;
stlére has a Germanic cognate, Goth. ana-silaida ° éxdmacer,
became still °, a third class weak verb which continues, at least
indirectly, a *si-l-¢-. The semantically identical Latin tacére,
con-ticéscere likewise goes with Gothic pakan owwmdy, be
silent” and especially Old High German dagén ¢ id.’ which as
Meillet Introduction® 209 rightly saw, presuppose an oxytone
Germanic stem *pag-é-. With these forms we reach an Indo-
European category of ‘adjective-verbs’. The close semantic
connection between adjective and verb has been well brought
out in generative grammar ; it is interesting to observe the
phenomenon in Indo-European itself. The category deserves
further investigation, to bring out the full range of semantic
and syntactic relations and their morphological implementa-
tion. cf. roots like *tep-, *kal- (Av. sarata-, Lith. $dltas © cold ’,
with the primary verbal root attested in Ossetic ; Lat. calére
“ be hot * 2).

Particularly interesting is lacere © be light * and licéscere
‘ grow light’, both from Plautus on. Nothing indicates that
this verb is a denominative from the root noun liz ; OLat.
lio-¢- is an old stative form *leuk-é- of the adjective-verb root
*leuk- which we see in the Old Hittite pres. mid. lukkatia,
luggatta, pret. lukiat © is light > (*leuk-t0).16 As adjective-verb,
on an extremely archaic level of Indo-European word forma-
tion, consider the following sets :

1% On the Hittite forms and the archaic character of the middle luk(kat)ia
cf. E. Neu, 8tBoT v, 110(1968).
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nominal  *leuk-o-  Gk. Aevxds
*leuk-to- OHG liocht ‘ bright’
*leuk-oto- Goth. liukap  light’

verbal *leuk-o Ved. roca-te, OHitt. lukka-tta
*leuk-to  OHitt. lukta-t
*leuk-oto  OHitt. lukkatia

Noun stem and 3 sg. med. verb ending are identical, which can
scarcely be accidental. On the formal renewal -o(-) — -to(-) —
-oto(-) see Watkins, Idg. Gram. 111/1, §§ 27, 69.

In Plautus licére is both stative ¢ be light’ and causative-
transitive ‘light, ignite’. 'We have a formal falling together
in Latin of two Indo-European forms : stative *leuk-é- and
causative-iterative *louk-eje/o-. The latter is attested not only
in Vedic rocdyatt and Avestan raoéayeiti, but also in Hittite
lukkizz © lights, sets on fire .17 The existence in Hittite of the
classical Indo-European o-grade causative-iterative has now
been demonstrated in exemplary fashion by H. Eichner,
MSS xxviii, 1970, 9-18, who shows that Hittite wassiezze
¢ clothes ’ continues the *yos-éie-t7 in Vedic vasdyati, Gothic
wasjip, and Albanian vesh, all in the same meaning.!®

One other Latin verb attests the conflation of a stative and
a causative. Torrére ‘ dries (trans.)’ corresponds not only to
Old High German derrén, Skt. tarsdyati * dry (trans.)’ from
*tors-egefo-, but also in the participle torréns ‘dry’ to Old
High German dorrén ‘dry out (intrans.)’ from *#rs-é-. The
causative-transitive *tors-ézefo- is responsible for the par-
ticiple tostus << *trs-to- ; the causative-iterative *louk-éiefo- is

17 Compare Plautus Cas. 118 lucebis facem ‘ you will light a torch’ with
early Hittite (KUB XX 10 III 4-5) GI8 zuppari lukkizzi * he lights a torch’.
Add Plautus Curc. 9 luces cereum, Ennius Ann. 156 lumina lucent, as well
as the more recent (in form!) zuppari lukkanzi of KBo VIII 72 Vs. 10.
Hoffmann’s view of this Hittite verb, KZ lIxxxii, 1968, 214-220, cannot
stand.

18 The same recognition in Hittite of *yoséjeti (as well as of *loukéjets) was
previously made, independently, by both Warren Cowgill and myself, that
of the origin of Albanian vesh likewise by Eric Hamp. ‘Il y a I3 une pré.
somption de vérité.’
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probably also responsible for the unexpected sigmatic per-
fectum liazz < *leuk-s-*®

For Mignot (Verbes dénom. 180 ff,, 227) as well as other
authors, the forms in -ésc- are a Latin innovation, built out
of & combination of two inherited elements, -é- and the well-
known present-forming suffix -sc-. Yet it is not easy to see
precisely how the creation of the type came about in the pre-
history of Latin. In particular the deverbative suffix *-sk- in
prehistoric Latin did not go through a period of marked
productivity. Rather the contrary : most of the -sc- forms,
notably the deponents in -iscor : Hitt. -skahba(ri), show all
the signs of being retentions. Nor is there any clear reason for
the suffixation to verbs in -&-, despite Mignot’s circular state-
ment (181). If we cannot account for the creation of *-é-sk-
(-¢- -+ -sk-) in prehistoric Latin, there is a good chance that it
is inherited, even if no immediate comparanda exist.

As noted already in the nineteenth century by Brugmann,
Grdr. 2121029 and 22.3.1.350, and further elaborated
especially by V. V. Ivanov, Obiceindoevr. sistemy 139-174
1965) as well as Watkins Idg. Gr. III/1, 56 (both with re-
ferences), the Indo-European morphs -s- and -sk- show exten-
sive parallelism of distribution from the earliest times. We
find the secondary suffixes Tocharian A -s- but Tocharian B
-sk-, Luvian -3- but Hittite -8k- ; the primary present suffixes
*Lopth-s- in Old Irish céssaim ‘1 suffer’ but *kepth-sk- in
Greek wdoyw ‘id.’ ; and finally the root constituent *pog,-s-
in Hittite pah§- ‘ protect’, Old Church Slavonic pas-¢ ‘1
herd, pasture’, Latin pas-tor 20 ¢ ghepherd ’, beside the Latin
present pasc-6 ‘ I pasture * with the unextended root in San-
skrit pa- ‘ protect’ and the Latin perfectum pd-ui. Further
examples were cited already by Brugmann, loc. cit. A par-
ticularly striking case, hitherto unrecognized, is the Armenian

19 The *leuk-s- of the sigmatic * aorist ’ ldzf may perhaps also be compared
directly with the *leuk-sk- of the Armenian aorist luc'i, 3 sg. eoyc’ (whence
pnes. luc'anem * I light [trans.]’) ; see further below. Note also the Toch-
arian eausatives 3 eg. B. luksdm, A lukds ‘ lights (trans.)’ < *luk-scjo-.

2 The long vowel is guaranteed by the archaic spelling paastores CIL I*
638, cf. Leumann, Lat. Gr. 48, 314.
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weak aorist in -¢’- < *-sk- beside the classical sigmatic (-s-)
aorist.?

Now Hittite shows a formal class of denominative mi-verbs
characterized by the suffix -e§-, built on adjectives and occa-
sionally substantives, and showing the meaning ‘ to become
what the adjectival or substantival base denotes ’. Typical
examples are dannait-e§- ‘become deserted’ (dannatta-),
maré-ed-  become false’ (marfa-), nakk-es- ‘ become heavy,
weigh (on one’s conscience)’ (nakki- ‘ heavy’), palh-es-
‘become broad’ (palhi-), tepaw-ei- ‘become small’ (tepu-),
danku-e3- ¢ become dark, black’ (dankui-), park-e- ‘ become
tall* (parku-), and GEME-adfar-es- ‘ become a slave girl’
(Sumerian logogram GEME with the suffix -§ara- denoting
females), from a substantive. The type is well-known, and
recognized in all the standard grammars.®

It is evident that these Hittite verbs are semantically
;dentical with the Latin and Germanic ‘ inchoatives’. On the
basis of the archaic parallelism -s- : -sk- I equated already in
1962 (Celtic Verb 76-77) the Hittite inchoative suffix -e3- with
the Latin inchoative suffix -ésc-. Thus we would have *--s- :
*_z.gk-, with the stative -é- common to both.

From the phonetic point of view the equation of Hittite
-¢(§)- and Latin -&(sc)- is impeccable ; for an example of Indo-
European -&- (-g,-) giving Latin -&- and Hittite -&- we need
only compare Latin fe-ci and Hittite te-zzi from IE *dhé-
(*dhep,-). We thus obtain the following picture, which will
display the relation of the respective forms in Latin and
Hittite :

$1 Thus the real equation is not Gk. &wwp: Arm. pres. zgenum, both in-
dependent creations of *yes-nu-, but rather Gk. &ofo)ar < *yes-s- : Arm.
aor. zgec'ay < *ges-sk-. Note especially the archaic Rigvedic aor. 3 sg.
apras* filled * < *e-plé-s (Watkins, 1dg. Gram. I11/1, §33) beside Arm. elic” <
*¢.plé-sk-. The present lnum *1fll’ is secondary, and like zgenum built on
the aorist stem.

22 Sep Friedrich, Heth. Elem. 273(1960), Sturtevant, Comp. Gram. of the
Hitt, Lang. *126(1951), Kronasser, Etym. der. heth. Sprache 308402 (1968),
Kammenhuber, ¢ Hethitisch > 190-191 (Hdb. der Or. 1.Abt.2.Bd.1.u.2.Abschn.
L£.2[1969]).
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stative inchoative
Latin *.g- *-g-gk-
' Hittite *-¢-s-
It is clear that one crucial element is missing, in order to
complete the quadrant, namely a Hittite reﬂ;,x of simple
sta?:we. *-¢-. And it is perhaps the absence of this element
whlc:; is re;pcl)lnsible for the lack of attention that my earlier
equation of the Hitti i i
oo the Hit te and Latin suffixes has found in the
We are now in a position to identify this missi i

suffix -&- in Old Hittite, where its exiZt.ence was ?i:::&:;‘lle
unsuspected. The Hittite suffix form is -e-. The first severa);
examples are furnished by newly edited texts of birth-omens
whose yvnting closely resembles the cuneiform ductus of the
old I?mgdom, as reported by their editor, K. K. Riem-
schneider, StBoT 9 (1970), after collation by H. Otten. All
these verbs in -z- are found in the apodosis of conditional
?t?ntences beginning, to judge from parallels, tak-ku 1Z-BU

if a foetus’, and describe the state which can be predicted
from the given omen. The examples follow ; the numbers in
parentheses before each lemma refer to the number of examples
attested of the stative verb in each. ’

‘(l) KBO XIIT 13 Vs. 14 14 LUGAL-4$ na-ak-ke-e-z; © the
}(mg will be important’. The verb nakke-, here ‘ be weighty,
1mPortant ’, is derived from the adjective nakki- * hea ’
weighty, ponderous ’ (both in the good sense of ¢ importal;rty ;
and the bad sense of * burdensome ").2¢ Beside na-ak-ke-e-zi the
same text has JLUGAL-us na-ak-ke-es-zi, with the (elsewhere

23 (¢,
oo gﬁmggge Kammenhuber, loc. cit. 320 and the silence of Kronasser,
. 4 Hittite nakki- is the exact semantic equivalent of Lat. grauis, and as
I‘n(:epend-ent Hii‘;tite creation must be the replacement of Indo,-Europe::
];gee zg-u- in grauis, Gk. Bapis-, Skt. guru.. As rightly suggested by R. S. P
?s,‘ Tlfe Development of the PIE laryngeals in Greek 93(1969) Hitt.
:w.lch-, weighty * < *nok-i. is related to Gk. perf. énfroxa, aor t;ve K ‘.
bal_.);o:r . .For t.he semantios compare Ossetic baryn © weigh ; fl‘OlI‘l Ira)xlli:rll’
ya-, 1terfzt1ve to bar-, IE *bher-, or Bengali dhars ¢ heavy ’ from I
Aryan bhar-ika- to the same root. v m fade-
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well-attested) regularly suffixed form nakke3-. The context is
too scanty to prove or disprove a semantic contrast, but the
scriptio plena na-ak-ke-e-z1, which this text never uses for
-e¥-verbs, shows that it cannot be a simple scribal error for
na-ak-ke-e-(e§->zi, as Riemschneider prints it (with justified
doubts in the commentary).

It was noted earlier that Hittite attests as well the Indo-
European factitive suffix *-o0p,- (*-eg,-), in the form -aph-.
Thus we have also the derivative nakkiyahh- © *make heavy’,
attested in the middle voice in the meaning ‘ become heavy,
burdensome ’ in classical Hittite.

(2-3) Tbid. Vs. 11 [na-a8-ma KUR ? LUKUR ta}-an-na-at-
te-ez-zi © or the land of the enemy will be deserted ’. The verb
tannatte- is from the thematic adjective tannatta- ‘ deserted,
empty’. Another birth-omen text, which shows the old con-
junction takkw ©if’ (though the ductus is not old), has the
same form with a graphic (or phonetic) intrusive nasal : KBo
XIII 34 Vs III 18 (Riemschneider 26-39) a-pa-a-at KUR-e
ta-na-an-te-ez-z[¢ ‘ that land will be deserted’, beside the
(again elsewhere well-attested) regular form in -ef- at Rs. IV 13
nu KUR-e ta-na-at-te-es-z[¢] ‘ and the land will become de-
serted ’. Here a functional contrast seems unlikely; we have
rather the replacement of obsolete forms in -e- by more pro-
ductive forms in -e§-. Beside these stative and inchoative
forms we have the factitive dannattahh- ‘ make empty .

(4-6) Ibid. Vs. 13 a-an-za-a[§-§)i-i8 na-ok-ku-ud-Si-e-z
‘ Gnzas¥id (or ‘his anza3’?) will be the ritual substitute,
scapegoat ’. The verb is also found in the same text at line
Vs. 6, without context, and in the form na-ku-ud-[§ ?-]e-ez-2z:
in Bo 1488 Rs. III 8 (ed. Riemschneider 52-55). The latter
tablet is also old ; the editor comments ¢ Duktus &hnelt dem
der alten Tafeln’, after collation by Otten. Here the forms
could be also interpreted as an -zya-verb (so Riemschneider
55! and Van Brock, RHA 1xv, 1959, 144%3), and the 1 sg.pret.
[ra-Jak-ku-us-§i-ya-nu-un they cite would favor this, But the
expected corresponding verb in -e§- na-ak-ku-us-Je-e5(-)x[, with
unambiguous -e-, not -i-e-, occurs twice in the moon-omen text
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KUB VIII 13, 6', 8', which shows the old conjunction takku.
Hence I assume a nakkudse- ¢ be a scapegoat ’, beside nakkus-
3e3-, derived from the noun nakkussi- ‘ scapegoat’.

(7-8) Ibid. Vs. 19 J-e-z and Rs. 2 Jte-ez-z may provide two
further examples of the suffix, though the base is unknown or
uncertain. Riemschneider conjectures tanat]tezz: for the last,
which is plausible though not compelling.

(9) KUB XXXI 4 - KBo III 41, 17 (ed. Otten, Z4 NF
xxi, 1963, 156-168). *“ The cow with the crumpled horn”,
another text in old ductus, furnishes an independent instance
of the verb nakke- ¢ be heavy’, this time in a different tense
and meaning. ma-a-an la-ah-fi-e$-ki-nu-un  nu-un-na-al
HUR.SAG-a8 na-ak-ke-e-et ‘ wann ich jeweils auf einen
Feldzug zog, lag uns das Gebirge im Wege’. Here the verb is
derived from nakki- ‘heavy’ in the bad sense ; ‘aggravate,
be an obstacle ’. The sense here is clearly stative rather than
the inchoative ¢ become heavy’ of nakkes-.

(10-11) KBo VI 2 II 55 = Hittite Laws §49, in old ductus
(A of Friedrich’s sigla) ma-an hu-u-ma-an-te-e§-pdt mar-Se-e-er
¢ wiren alle miteinander falsch’ (Friedrich), ‘ tutti appunto
sarebbero ingannatori’ (Imparati). The verb marfe- ©be
false’ is derived from marda- ¢ false’.25 The inchoative verb
marded- < become false * is also attested from Old Hittite, in the
Proclamation of Telepinus: BoTU 23 A I 21 ma-a-an ap-pi-
iz-zi-ya-an-ma TR.MES DUMU.MES LUGAL mar-fe-es-Se-er
‘but when afterwards the subjects of the princes became
rebellious * (Sturtevant). A duplicate text of this passage has
however the simple stem marfe- : KUB XI 1 = BoTU 23 B
I 20 Jmar-Se-e-er, with the same spelling with scriptio plena
as the form in the Laws. Beside these stative forms we have
the factitive marfahh- * falsify .

%5 This adjective is probably to be connected with the root *mers. of Skt.
mfsyate ¢ forgets ’, mysd ¢ in vain, erroneously ’, Arm. mofanam ‘I forget’,
Goth. marzjan ¢ anger ’, OEng. mierran ¢ disturb ’, Lith. marjas ¢ forgetting ’
(Pokorny, Idg. etym. Wb. 737), to which should be added Tocharian (AB)
mirs. ¢ forget >, The e.present mdirse-tdr ¢ he forgets ’ of Tocharian B is note-
worthy, though the semantic distance would indicate that this is surely
independent of Hitt. marde..
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(12) KUB VIII 29 I 2, a text giving moon-omens and show-
ing the conjunction takku : U-UL mi-ya-hu-un-te-z1 * he will
not grow old ’, beside KUB VIII 35 Vs. 9 (also moon-omens)
a-pa-a-a§ DUMU-a8 LUSU.Gl-ef-2i ‘ that child will grow
old’, and KUB XIV 12 I 12 (Plague Prayers of Mursilis, ed.
Gotze, KI. Forsch. i, 1929) ma-ah-ha-an mi-ya-hu-un-te-es-zi
“ as he grows old . Gotze (p. 240) cited the passage above and
assumed a scribal error for mi-ya-hu-un-te-{e$Hzi. Such an
assumption is not necessary, and it is most suspicious that such
“ mistakes *’ only occur in this class of inchoatives, and not in
e.g. ga-ne-e§-zi ‘ recognizes’ or other verbs in -§-zi. The verb
is derived from an adjective *miyahu(wa)nt- ‘ old’, attested
only in the logogram LUSU.GI ‘old man’. Here again
Hittite shows also the factitive LUSU.GI-ahh- ¢ make old’.
The semantic identity of Hitt. miyahunte- with Lat. senére,
OHG altén, OCS vetwiajo ete. is naturally striking.

(13) KUB VIII I II 4 (another omen-text, dealing with
eclipses of the moon) ta-me-ta i-e-ri-ti-iz-[z ° elsewhere (%)
he will be afraid *. The stem is correctly given by Friedrich,
Heth. Wb. 252 as werite- because of the causative werite-nu-
“frighten’ and the nominal derivative werite-ma$ ‘fear’.
Beside the stative werite- * sich ingstigen ’ we have the inchoa-
tive werites- ¢ ingstlich werden ’ ; the glosses are Friedrich’s.
The verb is related to Latin uereor, itself an &-verb ; werite- is
built on a nominal derivative in -¢- (cf. Lat. ueritus), as in the
Latin type fatéri, nitére, pitére, and indeed the relation Lat.
weréri : Hitt. werite- strikingly recalls that of Lat. paene:
paenitért.

(14) The derivational set weritema- : werites- : werite- just
noted suggests that underlying wantemma- ‘ heat’ : wantes-
“ gets warm’ we should postulate an unattested *wante- * be
warm’. For the semantics compare Lat. colére and OHG
heizén. The relation of this *wante- to the later Hittite wantai-
“be warm’ (3 sg. pret. wantait) is unclear, pending the clari-
fication of the Hittite verbs in -as- ; but I suspect that inter
alia they represent a reformation of the older morpheme -e-
from *-¢-. A similar but independent morpheme replacement
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-¢- — -ai- (cf. Hitt. dad * places’ beside IE *dhé-) probably
explains the vexed form of the Germanic (or at any rate
Gothic) third class of weak verbs. Note Hitt. gangas ¢ hangs’
beside Goth. intransitive hdhan < *hanh-ai-.28

(15) By the same argument the existence of lalukkima-
‘light’ beside lalukkes- ‘ grow light’ might entitle us to
assume a stative verb-stem *lalukke-. The verb would be a
denominative to the adjective lalukki- *light, bright’, a re-
duplicated derivative of Hittite lukk-, IE *leuk-. Cf. also
lukkes- ¢ grow light ’, discussed further below.

(16) A noun pjahlimma$ ¢ yellowness’ is attested in the
medical text KUB VIII 36 ITI 18 [ma-a-an an-tu-uh-Sa-an) ha-
al-li-vm-ma-a3 e-¢[p-2i] ¢ If jaundice attacks a man’. From the
same base we have also the derivatives inchoative hahhales(k)-
‘become yellow, green’, factitive hahlahh-, and extended
adjective hahlawant- ¢ yellow, green’. cf. Friedrich, Heth.
Wb., 2 Erg. 10, citing Riemschneider (MI0O v, 144). Both
hablimma- (= -ema-) and kgbled- could have been built on an
unattested stative *aple- ‘ be yellow * to an underlying adjec-
tive *hahla-.27

(17) In the same semantic area of abstracts from qualitative
adjectives we have ekunimas (= -ema-) ‘ coldness, coolness ’.
The base is ekuna- ‘ cold’, but the derivative in -¢/¢ma- can
be explained most easily via an intermediary *ekune- ‘ be
cold’. But a direct derivation, bypassing this intermediary
step, is of course not excluded in this or the cases previously
discussed, once a composite suffix -ema- has been constituted.2?

(18-19) It is curious that the verb given by Friedrich 1952 :
119 as kururija- ‘ be hostile’, a denominative from kurur-

£ On the origin of the Germanic third class of weak verbs sce a forth-
coming paper by J. Jasanoff. The result of the replacement -é- — -ai- would
seem to be a real diphthong in pre-Gothic, to judge from the feminine PNN
(dat.) Lubaini (CIL XIII 3622), Vanaenia (CIL XIII 3624), cited by H.
Krahe, IF lxvi, 1961, 37-39, and plausibly related by him to Goth. lubains
‘ hope’ (cf. OHG lobén, Lat. lubére), wanains * lack .

*7 of. Kronasser, Elym. 178-179, who envisages both possibilities. The
fact that hahli and ekuny are the only two nouns in -ema- clearly

derived from qualitative adjectives speaks however for the existence of
stative verbs pakle. and ekune-.

-
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“ hostile’, is found only in Old Hittite (2x), and on poi';h
occasions with the suffix form -e-. The oldest instance 1s in
the famous Zukradi-tablet, the first identified as in the special
ductus of the Old Kingdom : KBo VII 14 + KUB XX?(VI
100 Rs. IIT 4 n]a-ak-3a-ri-an-ta-ti nu-a-pi-e-a ku-u-ru-rz-e-e?r
‘ they were afraid, and these too were hostile ’.28 Another is
found in the Proclamation of Telepinus : KUB X1 1 = BoTU
93 B II 7 KUR-e-ma-aé-§i ku-u-ru-ri-e-et ‘ the (following)
lands were hostile to him ’. For an Old Hittite stative denoml.-
native in -sa- we would expect the middle voice, as in nalzéfm-
antati in the Zukrai-text cited. And since the -tja- denomina-
tives continued to be productive in Hittite, there is no very
good reason why a kururija- ‘ be hostile’ should be r.eplaced by
the paraphrase kurur es-, the only expression found in the later
language of the New Kingdom. For these reasons I assume a
stative stem kurure- in Old Hittite, and would transliterate
the forms as ku-u-ru-re-e-er and ku-u-ru-re-e-et. The obso-
lescence of the stative -e- already in Old Hittite would readily
account for the new periphrastic form kurur e3- (e.g. Hatt. .RS'
IV 59 ku-i-e-e§ ku-u-ru-ur e-§ir). Beside the obsolete stative,
New Hittite shows a formal factitive kururiyahk-  bekimpfen,
bekriegen ; Krieg fiihren’, o
(20-22) Another such case is the denommatlYe \'rerb from
*has$u- ‘king’ (logogram LUGAL) given in Friedrich, Heth.
Vi’b. 64, 284 as hasduwai- * be king’, which is found in the {(Old
Hittite) Proclamation of Telepinus. BoTU 23 A 113 ha-a-$u-
e-et = ibid. I 24 LUGAL-u-e-et. I assume an -e-verb hadfu-e-.
The same form is almost certainly attested in another Old
Hittite text surviving in later copies, the Deeds of Hattusilis,
edited by F. Imparati, Studs Class. e Orient. 14.40 1£.(1965),
and discussed with important comments most recently by O.
Carruba, ZDMG Suppl. I, 1969, 226 ff., esp. 230-234. From
the edition of the principal text, KBo X 2 I 3, the available
space requires that we restore [lm-aé-éu-e-e.]t. Neither [LUGAL-
u-t)t (Imparati) nor [ka-a3-$u-]¢ (Imparati, notes) nor LUGAL-

18 Or perhaps ‘and then’ for (nu-}a-pi-e-a.
PHILO. TRANS. 1971
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u-e-¢]t will fit.?? Compare the space required for the similar
restoration in the later version KBo X 3 I 1[LUGAL-u-]e-t2-
#[i-ya-at made by Goetze, JCS vxi, 1962, 24, from which he
correctly deduced the sense of the lacuna in X 2 I 3. (Goetze
did not give the form of the latter.) For LUGAL-uezziia- see
below.

This analysis receives an unexpected confirmation from the
derivative abstract noun LUGAL-u-e-(ez-)2t ‘ kingship’,
attested only in archaic texts, and replaced by the later
LUGAL-uiznatar (Riemschneider 32). It is a neuter noun in
-zi- (IE *-ti-) of a type old and rare in Hittite, like DUG
i§panduzzi ‘ wine vessel” built on DUG i¥pandu(wa)- id.
(: $ipand-, old i§pand- < make a libation’). An exact parallel
to the Hittite composite suffix -ezz: (stative *-¢ 4 abstract t-)
is furnished by a wholly isolated form in Germanic, Gothic
faheps “joy’ (*-&-ti-). The suffix of faheps was noted in this
connection by Polomé, Festschrift Pokorny 88°, and cf.
especially the discussion in Meid, Germ. Sprwiss. 3, 156.
Already Wagner, &Verba 68 correctly derived this from a
Germanic stative - *fagén ‘rejoice’, and rightly compared
Greek éydpny for the semantics. The Germanic stative verb
in -&- we see in Old High German fagen ‘ comply’.3® The
suffix *-¢-ti-, Hitt. -ezzi- thus appears clearly ancient.

From the Hittite noun LUGAL-uezzi- is formed a new
denominative verb LUGAL-uizziya- ‘be king’, with the
expected middle inflexion for old stative denominatives in
-tya-. This verb (and the even later LUGAL-uiznai-) replaced
the earlier LUGAL-ue- (hag$ue-), with which it is semantically

20 The scriptio plena instead of logogram is a well-known sign of archaism,
and Carruba loc. cit. has made the significant point that such graphic
archaisms tend to occur, as here and in Telepinus, at the beginning of texts
copied from older originals.

3 This stative was replaced in Gothic by the secondary derivative in
*.in-5- faginon ‘ rejoice * ; on the suffix ¢f. Guxman, Srav. gram germ. jaz. 4,
196-197. Another derivative in Gothic is fulla-fahjan °satisfy’. In all
likelihood these are derived ultimately from a lost Germanic adjective mean-
ing “happy’. The different treatment by Verner’s law in Gothic Jaginon
and -fahjan, OHG fagén, would also suggest an original pattern adjective
*fihaz — stative *fagén-.
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identical. (Neu StBoT v, 109, citing Kammenhuber, MIO i,
1954, 431%9). A good example is precisely [LUGAL-u]ezz[1yat]
above for earlier [hasSuelt in the Deeds of Hattusilis.

(23) In view of the derivational sequence ja$iu- ‘ king’ —
hasue- “ be king’ — LUGAL-uezzi- ‘ kingship’ — LUGAL-
uizziya- ‘be king’, we are probably justified in inferring a
parallel i3ha- ‘lord’ — *i§he- ‘ be lord’ — *iShezzi- ‘lord-
ship’ — t¥hizziya- ¢ tibermichtig werden’ (Friedrich, Heth.
Wb. 86), ¢ iibermannen ’ (Kammenhuber, Heth. 190 [ 4ltkleinas.
Spr., Hdb. d. Or.]).

(24-25) In one of the Old Hittite fragments of the palace
chronicle (Laroche, cat. 25), KBo III 28 = BoTU 10 11 16'ff,,

in old ductus, we read al-ta-a$-ma-a$ har-3a-ni-i 4[D-ya me-

ek-ke-e3 pa-ap-re-es-kir Su-u§ A-BI LUGAL (17') na-at-ta hu-
i§-nu-ui-ke-e-et i-iz-zu-wa-a§-pdt A-NA SAG A-BI-YA

dID-ya (18') pa-ap-ri-tt-ta. ‘Many proved guilty vis-a-vis -

(uel sim.) the River-God in (the matter of offending) the
person of iny father. And the king’s father used not to let
them live. Even Kizzuwa$ proved guilty vis-a-vis the River
God in the matter of offending the person of my father.” In the
first verb papreikir we have the -3k- iterative to the verb
papres- ¢ prove impure, guilty (in the context of an ordeal)’,
as in pa-ap-ri-td-z¢ KUB XII 3 II 17 (translated by Goetze,
Ancient Near Eastern Texts® 207). The -3k- form is sometimes
used in Hittite to express the single performance of an act by
a number of subjects, as here ; it contrasts with the simple
verb without -§k- in the same tense denoting the single per-
formance of the act by a single subject. In our passage this is
expressed not by papres- but by the s-less form pa-ap-ri-it-ta.
In accord with the semantics and the preceding morphological
patterns I assume an Old Hittite stative stem *papre- (spelled
papri-) ¢ be, prove impure * (whence  guilty * by ordeal), from
the adjective papr-ant- ¢ impure ’. The corresponding factitive
papr-ahh- is well attested.

Another occurrence of the stative verb *papre- in Old
Hittite is in the Laws §25, in A of Friedrich’s sigla which is in

31 Kammenhuber, KZ Ixxxiii, 1969[1970], 259-261.

ceaele L accentb i, 4L, l?” Cpeen




80 TRANSACTIONS OF THE PHILOLOGICAL SOCTETY 1971

old ductus. KBo VI 2 I 56, 57, 59 pa-ap-ri-iz-z is impure ’
(PUSUTUL-% nadma luliya “ in a water-vessel or a well’ pre-
S}lmably a euphemism for ¢ urinates’). The verb is int;ansi-
tive : 57 paprizzi kuig ‘ he who is impure’, 59 kuds paprizzy
¢ whoever is impure ’.

The only other instance of the verb is in a Late Hittite text
(Cat. 3018) from the time of Tudhaliyas IV (ITI), IBoT II 103
12 : 3 pl. pres. pa-ap-ri-an-zi. Here the obsolete Old Hittitei
stative morpheme -e- has been renewed to the banal -at/-wya-
type, as in wantast cited earlier.

The inflexional pattern 3 sg. pres. paprizzr (= *paprezzi)
pret. papritta (= *papretta) is noteworthy, in that it precisel};
parallels that of Homeric 3 sg. pres. act ¢yoi but pret.
(lmpf.) mid. dd7o, noted as an archaic feature by Meillet. The
fendmg is not ‘ Luvian’, ¢f. E. Neu, StBoT xii, 4820 (1970), it
1s an archaic feature ; note ti-e-da ¢ came ’ in ¢ the cow with 1,;he
crumpled horn’, KBo I1T41 + XXXT 4, Vs. 18, ed. Otten, ZA4
NF xxi, 1963, 156-168. Otten describes the ending as :nlit
iiberha.ngendem -a geschrieben ’, thus presumably taking it as
an active ending, graphic for [-t]. But the Greek parallel
suggests rather that we take it at face value, as 3 sg. mid.
[-ta] < *-to. Note also pa-a-i-ta ‘he went’ in the archaic
Hluyankas-myth, KBo ITI 7 IT1 13, and paitta cited by Otten
Bi Or viii, 1951, 230. ,

The particular preterite forms pa@ita and ueda, derived from
the. p'reverbs pe and u plus 3 sg. mid. *ei-to beside present
paizzi, uizer from *ei-ty = Gk. efoe, Ved. ét, are significant.
In the Rig-Veda 3 sg. pres. éti (efi) occurs 131 times, while the
corresponding form with secondary ending, 3 sg. imperfect (aug-
mented) dit is found only 6 times, of which 5 are in the late
tenth book.® As noted earlier (cf. Watkins, I dg. Gram '
II/1, passim), the renewal of the 3 sg. middle ending is *-o —>
*-to. — *-oto (apophonic *-eto). If beside present *ei-ti we
posit an Indo-European *ej-o, the first renewal *ei-to wili
explain pdita, ueda, and the second renewal *ez-oto will account

3” Fjive of the six instances are in composition, including the oldest, #pa
prd ait V 30.9 ; similarly Avestan °aif occurs only in composition.
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for both the Rig-Vedic 3 sg. impf. mid. (with augment) ayata
and for the Hitt. 3 sg. mid. syatta ‘ goes’.3® Within the same
paradigms, RV 1 sg. subj. aya (IV 18.2) can also be exactly
equated with Hitt. 1 sg. syabba(ri) ‘1 go’.

(26-67) In a Classical Hittite text concerned with a river-
ordeal cited above, KUB XIII 3 II 16'-17', 30'-31' (tr.
Goetze, ANET? 207), we find an antithetical pair of verbs :
papred- < prove, impure, guilty’ and parkues- ‘ prove pure,
innocent ’, derived (with stem-truncation) from the adjectives
papr-ant- and parku-i-. Beside papres- we had reason to
assume the existence of an older stative verb *papre-, at-
tested twice in Old Hittite in the spelling papri- : 3 sg. pres.
paprizzi, pret. papritta. The parallelism of the stems papres-
and parkues- would indicate that we ought to find a stative
stem parkue- (parkui-) parallel to papre- (papri-), if the inter-
pretation of the latter is correct.

Such a form exists. It is attested twice, in wholly separate
literary genres but in the same verbal context, and in the older
instance with the same 3 sg. mid. form parkuitta, exactly
paralleling papritta.

In the Old Hittite version of the epic tale of Sargon of Akkad
far tampari ‘king of battle’ (Cat. 1, 2), edited with the
addition of an important new fragment by H. G. Giiterbock,
MDOG i, 1969, 1426, we have the lines (Bo 68/28, 6')
[xxx]x-pa(?) LUGAL-gi-na-a$ te-e$-ha-az par-ku-i-id-dfa] (7')
[nu ?] LUMES. SAG ud-da-ar-Se-et me-mi-i§-ki-u-wa-an daf-a-
i§] ‘[th]en ? Sargon purified himself from the dream, [and ?]
began to relate its words to the courtiers.’

Giiterbock (p. 23) prefers to translate the verb ‘arose’,
with a derivative of parku- ¢ high’, citing the identical phrase
and verb form in the tale of Appu, which he had discussed
earlier in Oriens x, 1957, 354. But the context of the latter
shows precisely that ¢ arose from his sleep ’ (H.G. “[Als(2)] 8.
sich vom Schlafe erhoben hat ’) is not possible. In the textin
question (KUB XXIV 8 124 ff.), edited by Friedrich, ZA NF

3 This equation and the explanation of Hitt. iya- (mid.) * go’ was made in
Spring 1970 by my student Patrick Hollifield.
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xix, 1950, 214 ff., we have the following sequence of actions of
the rich but childless Appu, who is seeking offspring : (24)
[ar]ars-apa LA ppu n-ad-za parna-33a pait ¢ Appu arose and went
home.” (26) [SISINA-a¥ sarkuw[alnza $esk{z]t ‘ he went to bed
with his shoes on.’ (29) pait-as (30) SAL-za n-a-za ITTI
LAppu waslanza Seskit ‘ she went, the wife, and went to bed
beside Appu with her clothes on.” (31) [14p-]pu-us U-az pdr-
ku-i-ya-ta-at * Appu purified himself from the dream’, Fried-
rich ¢ A. reinigte sich vom Schlafe . This leads directly into a
passage of what in early Irish literature would be called
‘ pillow-talk ’ : His wife began to ask him, ‘ Did it work ?°
Appu replied, ‘ You are a woman and understand nothing.’
And only then have we (38) arais-apa Idppus GSNA-az
‘ then Appu arose from the bed.” It is the same bed he has
been lying in (with his shoes on) since line 26. The intervening
verb parkuiyatat clearly cannot mean ‘arise ’, but must be
¢ be pure (of}, purify oneself (of) * as it was glossed already by
Sturtevant, and as it appears in Friedrich’s dictionary. In
form the Old Hittite stative *parkue- (parkui-) has undergone
the same renewal to Classical parkuia- that we observed earlier
for Old papre- (papri-), Classical papria-.

This interpretation is confirmed by a semantically equiva-
lent but syntactically different, and historically later, expres-
sion in Hittite. In Old Hitt. tefhaz parkuidda we have with the
ablative noun phrase ‘from-the-dream’ a stative verbal
predicate ‘ was-pure/purified-himself ’. At a later stage of the
language, with the obsolescence of the category of stative verbs
morphologically derived from adjectives, the same semantic
value is obligatorily expressed by a verb phrase consisting of
the verb ‘ be ’ plus the adjective (noun phrase). We have the
very phrase in uddanaz parkui§ es ¢ from-the-matter (NPam)
pure (Adj) be (V)’ : KUB XXIX 7 Vs. 11 kinunaz DINGIR-
LUM ape[z] uddanaz parkuis gangadanzasia e ‘ now, O God,
be pure and absolved of tha[t] matter’. Likewise KBo XVI
47 Vs. 14' linkiyaz parkui§ estu ‘ shall be absolved of the
oath’ (XVth cent.). The chronological replacement of
*parkue- (spelled parkui-} by parkui§ es- is exactly parallel to
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that of Old Hitt. kurure- by Class. Hitt. kurur - ¢ be hostile’
noted earlier.

We have thus some twenty-seven possible examples of a
Hittite stative verb stem in -e-, corresponding exactly both
in form and in semantic force to the Latin and other statives
in -&-. Nineteen are directly attested in full, in eleven separate
texts. The attested forms are 3 sg. pres., 3 sg. pret. (act. and
mid.), and 3 pl. pret. Virtually all the verbs in -e- come from
clearly Old Hittite texts, and most are in or resemble old
ductus ; the two exceptions miyahunte- and werite- are found
in the same special genre of texts as the older examples, and
certainly represent later copies of Old Hittite texts. We
evidently have to deal with a category already obsolescent in
the earliest period of our documentation of the language. Most
of the verbs in -e-, both those directly and those indirectly
attested, co-occur with inchoative stems in -e§-, in the manner
suggested above. We can therefore supply the hitherto missing
quadrant of the comparison with Latin :

stative inchoative
Latin *.g (-¢-) *.g-sk- (-&-sc-)
Hittite *.z-(-e-) *_g-g- (-e-§-)

From the attested forms of the Hittite paradigm the inflexion
is clearly athematic : 3 sg. pres. -ezzi < *-g-ti. The original
inflexion of the Latin, Germanic, Balto-Slavie, and Celtic
statives can therefore likewise be assumed to have been
originally athematic. Though long divorced from the stative
function, the Early Welsh 3 sg. -i¢, 1 sg. -of faithfully continue
IE *-g-ti, *-e-ma.

We can in fact go even further. In Hittite, asis well known,
to virtually every verb in the language can be formed an
“iterative ’ or imperfective in -3k-, the Indo-European suffix
*_gkefo. The formation is well attested for verbs in -e3- : the
interative has the suffix form -esk-. Now it has been shown
that the most archaic layer of derivative verbs in -skefo- in
several older Indo-European languages are inflected in the
middle voice, even where the base verb may be active in
flexion. Compare the discussion in Ivanov, Obic. sist. 139 ff.
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a'nd Watkins, Idg. Gram. III/1, 72 ff. This relation is par-
ticularly clear in early Hittite.

It has now been pointed out by E. Neu, StBoT vi, 88-89
(1968) that to the active -e$- inchoative statives are fre(’luently
formed middle iteratives in -esk-: ‘Abgeleitete Verba auf
-¢§- pflegen, wenn sie in die -§k- Ableitung treten, bei unver-
dnderter Diathese medial flektiert zu werden.” We have thus
an opposition 3 sg. act. -e3-z : mid. -e3k-stta(ri) which exactly
Paral!els that in Hittite ui-z2 : wi-3k-itta(ri), pai-zet : pai-§k-
wta(rs), or Old Latin pacere : pacisci, apere : apisci. Neu cites
thtj, following examples, all with the -§%- form in the middle
voice : :

asiwante$k- ‘ become poor’ (afiwant- — afiwantes-)

kallaresk- * become unfavorable ’ (kallar- — kallares-)

makkesk- ‘ become numerous ’ (mekki- — makkes-)

nakkesk- ‘ become heavy, weigh on the conscience’

(nakki- — nakkes-)

palhedk- ¢ become broad ’ (palhi- — palhes-)

parkawesk- ‘ become tall’ (parku- — ":parkaweé-)

parkesk- * become tall’ (parku- — parkes-)

tepawesk- ‘ become few ’ (tepu- — tepawes-)
Qf these forms, makkesk- and palhesk- come from an unpub-
lished text in archaic language (Neu, StBoT v, 111[1968]), and
par{ceék- is an older form found in Ullikummi, for whi’ch a
variant has the later form parkawesk-. kallaresk- occurs in an
f)racle text and nakkesk- in prayers, both of which are archaiz-
ing genres. In view of the general rarity of middle inflexion
for th‘e -8k- forms in Hittite, as well as the clear preponderance
of' middle -§k- forms in general in the old language, these
middle forms in -e$k- must be regarded as archaisms."; They

# Neu’s explanation of them as secondary (StBoT v, 89) flies in the fac
of commo.n sense, and scarcely accounts for the existence—which he do .
not. mention—of numerous -efk- forms with active inflexion. ¢ Tritt -
zwmchein das auslautende -ed- und die Aktivendung das -é’k-Suf;ﬁx wird dI'lun
enge Blm?ung (-ed-/Aktivflexion) gestort.” If -ed- implies a.cti;a endi "y
a.nd. -§k- implies active endings, then -e§ 4 k- = -efk- will impl na."tl'gs’
enfiln'gs. Therefore -edk- with middle endings is the ancient f o’ yb ! the
principle of the lectio difficilior. orm By he
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preserve the oldest reconstructible form of inflexion of the
Indo-European secondary suffix *-sk-.

Synchronically, at least, Hittite -esk- is for morphopho-
nemic {-e§-3k-} cf. ha¥(3)- ‘hear’ <« hask-, had(3)-/hed(3)-
< open ’ —> hesk-, hadk-. But in view of the history of the gene-
sis of Indo-Euoprean -sk- from -s + k- we should assume a
historical *-e-sk- (-e-s + &-) built on *-é-s-. It is one of the
clearest early examples of such a formation.

To this set of forms assembled we must finally add the
 factitives’ in -akh-35 No less than six of the statives In -e-

% The existence of an Indo-European secondary suffix *-ez,- > *-@- is
clear. The © factitive’ or  causative’ transitive value of most of the de-
scendant forms would also seem to be clear. Yet the exact original semantic
value of this suffix, and the inflexional pattern which it originally showed,
atill remain to be determined. In view of the respective semantics it is at
least curious that the STATIVE verbs in -é- are inflected for the most part with
athematic active endings (with the exception of papritla, parkuitta, which in
the light of Lat. caletur, (mihi) widetur [note 1 above] may be significant),
whereas the so-called Facrrrives in the earliest Hittite appear to be in-
flected as thematic middles, or as active hi-verbs, pointing to an earlier middle.
Tt is also noteworthy that in older Hittite an intransitive, virtually stative
value appears for a number of -abh- verbs, both with middle endings and
with active hi-conjugation endings. For the former, compare the forms
gathered by E. Neu, StBoT vi, 41, 84-85 and StBoT' v, passim, like 1 sg.
mid. innarabhat ¢ (if) I regained my strength * (KUB XXX 10 Vs. 18, 19).
Tor the latter, note cases (with -za) like mdn-za SAL armahbi ¢ if a woman is
pregnant’ (ABoT 21 I 1), nu-za namma GUDEL'A UDUE-14 DUMU.LU.
ULU.LUMES (-UL armabhanzi  cattle, sheep, and mankind do not get
pregnant ’ (KUB XVII 10 1 15), both cited by Goetze, JA0S Ixxiv, 1954,
188.

In the middle -akk- forms we have both the 3 sg. ending -ta (plus optional
particle), found in both present and preterit, and the 3 sg. ending -a (plus
particle), found only in the preterit. This distribution, with -a confined to the
marked member of the opposition pres. : pret., clearly points to the greater
antiquity of 3 sg. -a, which we know in any case on other grounds (Watkins,
Idg. Gram. 1111, 84 ff.). To these forms can be added the evidence of 1 sg.
pret. maf(-ni-ya-a)lk-ba-ah-hla-ti KUB XXXVI 98b Rs. 8 (KUB XXVI
71121) ‘I ruled ’, from Anittas, our oldest Hittite document (Neu, StBoT v,
112 cites the form but curiously neglects it ; it is not mentioned in StBoT
vi). These forms point to a primitive paradigm of Hittite -ahh-verbs 1 sg.
-aph-akha, 3 sg. -abk-a, the last later renewed to -ah-ta. Cases like 1 sg.
innarabhat above may well show haplology from *nnarahk-ahhal.

The critical comparandum is the archaic Latin deponent type aemuldri,
laetari. To the renewed 3 sg. -ab-ta (*-025°t0) corresponds exactly Latin
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(and -e3-) also show factitives in -ahh-, a percentage notably
higher than that of the -e$-verbs as a whole (Kronasser,
Etym. 425). Compare the Latin sets cited earlier. We can
therefore extend the previously noted schema by including
the Hittite forms in -e$k- and -ahh- as well :

stative inchoative factitive

* g ¥ s *-isk- *q-

(-e217) (-21-5-) (-€21-sk-) (-e257)
Hittite -e- -e3- -e3k- -ahh-
Latin -é- -esc- -d-

The labels are only to serve to identify the classes. One could
of course extend the basic group (in *-é- and *-d-) ; cf. Old
High German -é-, -6-.

It was noted earlier that early Latin preserved an archaic
Indo-European morphophonemic trait in the deletion of the
adjective suffixes -i-, -u-, and -ro- before the secondary stative
verbal suffix -6-. We may observe the same in Hittite. The
case of u-stems is particularly clear, where we have examples
like miu- ‘mild’ ; mied- ¢ become mild ’, miliddu- ‘ sweet’ :
milite$- < become sweet’, dasfu- ¢ strong’ : dasfes- ‘ become
strong’, and parku- ‘high’: parke$- ‘ become high’.3¢ See
Neu, StBoT v, 137, with references. Derivatives like par-
gawes- * id,’, idalawes- < become bad * (idalu-) belong to a chron-
ologically later level of derivation. In the i-stems the situation
is less clear due to the ambiguity of the writing system :
na-ak-ke-e- (nakki- < heavy’) can of course also be transliter-
ated na-ak-ki-e-. But we have one certain example which

-g-tu(r). Tothe 1sg. -ahh-ahha (*-02,4-03,0) could correspond exactly—by loss
of both laryngeals and contraction of the three o’s to —the Latin first con-
jugation ending -G, -or (instead of the *-ag, *-aor we would expect phoneti-
cally, like -e3, -eor of the second conjugation), as well as the ending of the Old
Irish a-stem type 1 sg. marbu ¢ L kill ° (marb ¢ dead *) or deponent *molor ‘1
praise . The Latin endings of the first conjugation might thus owe their
shape to the ‘ factitive ° component of the -d-verbs, just as those of the
second conjugation owe theirs to the stative component of the &-verbs. An
important problem in Indo-European morphology is here to be investigated.

3 To this list we might add farku- ¢ lofty > ~» *darked- (iterative Jarkisk-)
‘rise’ ; otherwise Friedrich, Heth. Wb. 185.
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demonstrates the truncation of -i- : na-ak-ku-3e-e§- (nakkusdi-
¢ scapegoat ’) supra.

In Hittite we have also truncation of the secondary suffix
-ant- : cf. innarawe$- from innarawant- * vigorous’. This per-
mits us to note a striking similarity between Hittite and Latin.
Hittite shows an adjective happinant- * rich’, from a preform
*p,0p-en-(o)nt-. The root appears in Latin ops, opés, and a
further derivative *p;0p-nes- in Skt. dpnas- ¢ property, wealth ;
work > and Avestan afnah-. Already O. Szemerényi, Glotia
xxxiii, 1954, 266-282 made the interesting comparison
bappinant- . Lat. opulentus (opuléns), assuming a (readily
acceptable) dissimilation n ... n (*openont-) 1 ... n (*ope-
lont-). Now the inchoative from Hittite happin-ant is happin-
e¥- < become rich ’, with deletion of -ant- ; and with the same
truncation the inchoative of Latin opul-ent(o)- is opul-ésc-,
attested as a hapax in Furius Antias cited by Aulus Gellius
18.11. If Szemerényi’s theory of dissimilation is correct, the
formation of the two inchoatives would be necessarily in-
dependent.3” But the parallelism is striking, and in some sense
Furius’ opuléscere—even if he himself formed the word—is the
indirect descendant of an Indo-European *open-é- (*a;0pen-e3,-).

Probably the most notable Wortgleichung between Hittite
statives and those of other Indo-European languages is that
with the Indo-European adjective-verb *leuk- ‘light’. The
athematic root furnishes a middle verb in Old Hittite luk(kat)ta
(active lukzi is younger, cf. Neu, StBoT v, 110') and a feminine
noun in Latin liz. All three stative-inchoative variants are
represented in various languages :

*louk-¢-: Lat. ldcet it is light’

*louk-é-s- : Hittite lu-ke-e-e§-zi ‘it grows light’ 3

*leuk-6-sk- : Lat. lacéscit ¢ it grows light .

37Tt is of course conceivable that the form underlying the Latin was
original *op-el-(o)nt- rather than *op-en(o)nt. of. Hittite mak-l-ant ‘ thin’,
mak-l-atar  thinness * beside *mak-r- in Lat. macer, Germ. mager, Gk. paxpos.

2 KBo VI 25 4+ KBo XIII 35 IV 2' (Riemschneider 22), & birth-omen
text showing fakku. of. also lu-uk-ke-ed-ta ‘ it grew light * KBo VI3II1=
KUB VIII 48 I 1 (Gilgamesh), despite Kronasser, EBtym. 385, 401, 406.
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The addition of the Hittite evidence for the Indo-European
secondary suffix *-¢- throws an entirely different light on the
geographical or areal distribution of that suffix. Far from
being confined to Krahe’s—and August F ick’s—(non-existent!)
* Old European’, the basic *-é- (*-e3,) is found in virtually all
the branches of Indo-European except Indo-Iranian, Greek,
and Armenian (I have admittedly no information about
Albanian). Tt is surely no accident that these three form a
separate dialect area also in respect to other features, such as
the augment *e-, and that it is these three alone which un-
ambiguously attest the * Indo-European ”’ thematic denomi-
native suffix type -e-3é-/e-6- (Sanskrit vasnaydti, Greek Pidéw,
Armenian sirem). We have yet another instance of the striking
disparity between Brugmann’s Indo-European based largely
on the agreement of Greek and Indo-Iranian, and the common
language reconstructible today.3® It is not even certain that
the suffix *-&- was wholly absent from these three languages.
Vedic may preserve a trace in the participle sandydnt- © alt-
gewohnt’ (RV 162, 13) if from *sen-é-jefo- ; it is tempting to
include it in the semantic and suffixal set of OHG altén, Lat.
sengre, OCS wvetsdajo, Lith. sengju, Latv. vecéju, and Hitt.
miyahuntezi. Cf. also Ved. rtaydnt-.

Armenian might be ambiguous, since the passage of *¢ to
*7, just as in Celtic, would have rendered the suffix unrecog-
nizable. But the facts are that in Armenian the stative or in-
choative meaning is expressed by derivatives in *-a- : pres.
1sg. -anam, aor. 1 sg. -ac‘ay. cf. lusanay * it becomes day’, aor.
lusac‘aw (from *leuk-d-sk-), or hnanam, aor. hnac’ay ‘ become
old’. Clearly there has been a replacement here ; perhaps the
original factivive became utilizable as a stative—compare
Latin nigrare—under the pressure of a new factitive, as in
hnac‘uc‘anem ¢ T make old, cause to grow old ’.

Greek in any case attests the deverbative stative *-&- in the
aorist passive, and the two (denominative and deverbative)
must ultimately be the same suffix. The point of contact is

*° In this respect I cannot agree with the views of K. Hoffmann on the
system of verbal categories in Indo-European, MSS xxviii, 1970, 1942.
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doubtless the “‘ adjective-verbs”’ like *leuk-, whicl} are very
ancient in Indo-European, and of some typologica! 1nt.erest as
well.# Note also the several derivatives of the adjective-verb
*peudh- ‘ted’ ; the transitiving, factitive function of the nasal
infix in OIr. roindid ‘ reddens, dyes red * is old, and corfxparable
to that of the nasal infix in Hittite, while the transitlv.e force
of Gk. épevfw is attributable to the thematic active endings.

Of the inchoatives, built on the basic *-é- by means of a
secondary marked present formant, *-é—skt is assured by two
languages, Latin and Hittite. *-&-s- is hitherto confined to
Hittite ; but I believe that another language can be adduced
which shows the same.

Chantraine, Grammaire homérique 349, notes several Greek
-ew verbs apparently derived from s-stem nouns which have,
irregularly, futures and aorists in -now -7ca. Already
Schwyzer, Griech. Gram. 1, 724 (1938) had noted some of these
forms, with the cryptic note ‘ mit -now -foat odm: nur :90
belegt [emphasis mine] hom. dAyéw &vﬂe"w gaypéw fapoéw proéw
rapBéw Tevyéw’. Chantraine’s fuller list p.omts clearly to the
greater antiquity of the sigmatic forms in -no- tha.n of the
corresponding presents. I list the Homerlc‘ sigmatic fOI‘I?lS
below ; in two out of three cases the present is post-Homeric.

peyow plynoa ‘ be cold’ (Iliad) éc‘ye’fu
avbjoa ¢ bloom ’ (Odysseirl)1 N ;.vﬂeul)

] ‘ be courageous ’ (Ilia apaéw
Pipormo i (also Iliad)

i ¢ fear ’ (Iliad) TapBéw
ripbree ( (also Iliad)

i ‘ be astounded ’ (Iliad) Bappéw
Pibnoe (Odyssey)

' tOnca * rejoice ’ (Iliad, passim) ynbéw

e yifiee (also Iliad)
xadioas ‘ be downcast * (Iliad) lfa.ﬂ](ée'w
auédnae ‘ be neglectful of * (Iliad 3x) a'LLE)\EIw
Suipnae ‘ meet ’ (Odyssey) opnpéw

40 Seo the stimulating forthcoming paper ¢ Where have all the adjectives
gone’, by R. M. W. Dixon.



90 TRANSACTIONS Of* THE PHILOLOGICAL SOCIETY 1971

aAyroas ¢ feel pain’ (Tliad) dAyéw
éXénoa ‘ have pity on’ (Iliad) eéw
pionoey ‘ hate ’ (Iliad) pioéw

For Schwyzer and with some hesitation Chantraine these are
denominatives to the corresponding s-stem nouns. But in the
case of genuine denominatives to s-stem nouns we expect a
Homeric present in -€(:)w and sigmatic forms in -eo- as with
Tedé(t)w or aldéopar, as they point out.t!

The chronological distribution is different from those listed
above for mevfijoa:  bewail ’ (T 225) beside pres. mevfelerov,
also Tliad (¥283). mevbrjpevar (0 174 + 120)is an apparently
later Aeolic creation according to the athematic pattern
(itself inherited). Hence we can take mevfelw as a genuine
denominative from the s-stem névfos, and wevbijoar as
analogical.

The remaining verbs given above thus do not appear to be
denominatives in their morphological form. They furthermore
do not show the predominance of present-tense forms charac-
teristic of -ew (and -aw) denominatives in Homeric Greek,
but precisely the opposite ; the present is usually later.
T.hese verbs begin their attested history in Greek with the
sigmatic aorist and future.

Morphologically and distributionally these forms are not
denominatives from substantives in -s-. And semantically, it
cannot have escaped notice that they are without exception
statives. The Latin or Old High German translation of most
of these would be, significantly, an &verb : cf. florere (dvfeiv),
audere (Bapoeiv), gaudere (ynbeiv), misereri (éleeiv), OHG
hazzén (uwoeiv). Chantraine observed this for one of the
forms, and made the right comparison,: ‘ pour geyrow piynoa
oi1 I'y a une valeur d’ ““ état ”, cf. lat. frigere.” But he did not
draw the full consequences of his observation . For we have
not merely a comparison, but an equation. Just as we can
observe the stative forms *leuk-e-, *leuk-é-s *leuk-é-sk- in
Latin lacere, Hittite lukkes-, and Latin licéscere, so we have

41 For the special case of dpxéw cf. Watkins, HSC P Ixxiv, 1970, 70.
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the stative forms *srig-é-, ¥srig--s-, *siig-é-sk- in Latin Jrugére,
Homeric giyno-, and Latin frigéscere. We have a suffix form
in Greek -n-o- which is identical with that of Hittite -&-§-. The
intervocalic -s- of the sigmatic forms is morphologically re-
stored in Greek in the contract verbs ; the ultimate identity
of the sigmatic tense marker -s- in Greek with the -§- and -§ +
%- of Hittite and the -s + ¢- of Latin is clear from Watkins,
Celtic Verb passim and Ivanov, Obs¢. sist. 139-174, both build-
ing on earlier works.

It may be noted that equation of Greek piyno- and Latin
frigé(sc)- permits us to reject definitively the derivation of the
Greek forms from s-stem nouns, The Greek noun giyos is
identical in form with Latin frigus, and the two clearly con-
tinue a common form. We have two series of forms: one
verbal and stative in function, *sr7g-é-, and the other nominal
and an abstract *srig-es-. Their coexistence is a commonplace
in Latin (cf. tepére, tepor, etc.) and we may assume the same for
Greek. In no sense is the verb in *-&- derived from the noun
in *-es-. Even more conclusive is fapono-, derived with
suffix-truncation from the adjective fapo-v- (Skt. dhrs-u-),
since the oldest form of the s-stem noun shows inherited full-
grade vocalism : 6époos.

The athematic inflexion of -ew (and -aw) verbs in Aeolic,
$idnue ete., with its clear traces in Homer particularly in
the infinitives in -nuevas, is probably an inheritance, in-
sofar as the -7- continues the Indo-European stative *-é-.
What we have in the -ew/-nui/-new verbs is a conflation of
several original types, including *-ézefo- causative-iteratives,
*.¢jé/6- denominatives, and *-&- statives. Aeolic generalized
(or tended to) the athematic stative for the form, and imposed
this form on the other types. The same sort of formal confla-
tion took place in Germanic (class ITI weak verbs) and Latin
(second conjugation), from partly identical and partly different
sources, with the same sort of dialectal variation between
athematic and thematic forms as in Greek.

Tt would appear reasonable to suppose that it is the sigmatic
type in -n-0- to original statives (in -9-) which has imposed its

__J__—
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form on the innovated extra-presential forms of the banal
Greek denominatives : whence the origin of the declensional
pattern ¢idjjow épidnoa. *2 Similarly in Aeolic the athematic
stative is formally (though not functionally) reflected in ¢éAnu
just as in Latin the athematic stative is formally (though not
functionally) reflected in 3 pl. monent, docent. Although in
itself a new form, the infinitive mevfjuevar in the Odyssey is
typologically old ; an Aeolic *grynpevas is perfectly plausible,
and would continue the same unsuffixed -¢- as Latin frigére, or
the Old Hittite verbs in -e-.

We may then complete the pattern earlier set forth (p. 86),
by including Greek -no- in the empty slot under Hittite -es-.
Each of the formal nodes reconstructed, *-&- -z-s- -&-sk- -d-
(*-€2,- -ep,-s- -e3,-sk- -e3,-), can be supported by evidence from
at least two traditions in the Indo-European world.

In all cases we are dealing with, and have reconstructed, a
piece of the grammar of Indo-European dealing with secondary
not primary derivation : derivation from stems synchronic-
ally existing in the language at any given point in time. Yet
this very fact gives an interesting dimension to our reconstruc-
tion, and the emergent picture of a language undergoing
change. The formation of stative verbs in *-&- and ¢ factitive ’
verbs in *-- from adjective stems was a productive rule in
Common Indo-European . The morphophonemics of such
forms as *rudh-ro- — *rudh-é-, *ak-u- — *ak-&-, mark them as
belonging to an ancient layer of derivation, in the remotest
Indo-European we can reach by reconstruction. But the
suffixal process continued productive in at least some of the
historical languages until well into the European Middle Ages ;
indeed, in certain Baltic and Slavic languages, to the present
day. It is another instance of the remarkable longevity of a
rule of grammar.

A functional identity, with the common label ¢ stative ’, has
been often assumed, tacitly or otherwise, between the verbs
In *-&-, both secondary denominative and primary deverba-

“2 On the role of the stative .5- in Greek conjugation see especially Chan.
traine, BSL xxviii, 1928, 9-39.
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tive, and the classical Indo-European perfect.®* This is an
error. While there exists some functional overlapping, (1) -&-
is a derivational category, the classical perfect an inflexional
one ; (2) -é- admits contrast with ‘ inchoative ’ or otherwise
marked *-&s-, -esk-, while the perfect does not ; (3) the endings
of -z are basically the active ones, while those of the perfect
are distinct, with affinities with the middle. The semantics of
the variety of labeled ‘ stative ’ is still a long way from being
fully understood ; compare the work of recent years on this
question in semantic theory within the framework of genera-
tive grammar. It is a problem for the future.*!

Iarvard University.

4 of. ¢.g. most recently Perel'muter, Top. Jaz. 1969.5.15, 19 and the
references he cites in the conurse of his study.

44 This study will be a part of my book Hittite and Indo-European studies,
currently in preparation. It was originally written in May—July, 1970 ; a
German version was presented at the Universities of Saarbriicken, Bonn,
and Kéln, in Jannary, 1971, and the English to the Philological Society in
June, 1971. T have benefited from the discnssion on each of these occasions.

Research for this paper was supported in part by the National Seience
Foundation under grant nnmber G5-2885, which aid is gratefully
acknowledged. »

[Addendmn : another Hittite e-verb is probably to be seen in hu-id-i-e-
te-en * (even if) yon had escaped with your lives ’, Madd. Vs. 12, from the
adjective huisu. “ alive’. For a complete list of the attested forin of this
archaic verb see Otten, StBoT xi, 1969, 12.]
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