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Dear Professor Palmer,

This volume comes to you on your seventieth birthday together with
the warmest wishes of all those who contributed to it. They would have
been far more numerous if the editors had not had to yield to practical
considerations and had not steeled themselves—however reluctantly—to
be ruthless. As it is—and in gpite of its 46 articles—the volume must only
bo a token of gratitude rather than a true return for the many books and
articles which you have donated in the past to the scholarly world and
which you continue to produce with unfailing regularity.

Your scholarly career led you among ever increasing honours from
Cardiff to Cambridge, to Vienna, to Manchester, to London, to Oxford,
and now back again to Austria, It seemed appropriate that these Studies
should appear as a joint enterprise sponsored by the two countries
whioh have most profited by your presence and your work and which
have provided the necessary background for them. From (971 Oxford’s
loss has been Innsbruck’s gain, bubt more than forty years ago your scho-
larly work first started to bear fruit in Vienna, in close contact with such
leading Greek specialists as P, Kretschmer and I.. Radermacher and such
a revolutionary linguist as N. Trubetzkoj. From Vienna you brought back
to England first and foremost a wife, & remarkable scholar in her own
right, but also that degree of expertise and maturity which soon allowed
you to write your first two books; it may not be chance that one of them
discussed the principles of modern linguistios and the other was concerned
with post-Ptolemaic Greek. Now in Innsbruck your tiwo latest books are
completed or are about to be completed; once more the first deals with
the principles of linguistics and the second with Greek, but whils one
embraces both synchronic and diachronic linguistics, the other tackles
the whole history of ancient Greek. There has been no return to old
work and old ideas, but progress and development.

In the meanwhile the flow of books and articles has been continuous.
Shorter works have made important contributions to classical and Indo-
European philology or to the study of such recondite languages as Hiero-
glyphic Luwian. The Latin Language has given students in Britain and
elsewhere & chance to see that the classical languages are not monolithio
units governed by unassailable rules, but have & history of their own
which is nothing but enthralling for anyone who is led to it by the right
guide. The more specialized work on Linear B into which you threw your-
self in the early fifties with the humble devotion of a neophyte but the
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sharpness and the expertise of a Jeading scholar soon made you into a world
authority in this field, most often admired, frequently imitated, some-
times disliked because of your devastating habit of being right so often -
never ignored. Then came archaeology. Suddenly we learnt that the Ox-
ford Professor of Comparative Philology was no longer content with the
study of language. This had led him to results which could only be sup-
ported or invalidated on the basis of archaeological evidence: never did
archaeology have a more eager or enthusiastic student. Thig time your
results were so different and so revolutionary that they became known
even outside the scholarly world, In Oxford even shop assistants were
eager to meet Professor Palmer ‘the archaeologist’. The scholarly hattlo
about the chronology of Knossos and its documents still Tages, nor is
this the place for & bulletin from the front, but no one—on whatever side
he is—will deny that much good has come from your courageous attempt
to reject all preconceived ideas, to take nothing for granted, to check
all sources with dogged single-mindedness accompanied by sudden flashes
of inspiration. Archaeology had to be excluded from these Studies for a
very simple reason; if all those whose work had been influenced in one
way or another by your own contributions had been invited to write some-
thing for it, this volume would have shared the destiny of the hiblical
loaves and fishes.

You once wrote: ‘I have not everywhere been able to conceal the fact
that I have opinions of my own’. You will forgive us if we now dare to
contradiet you. That sentence was an understatement and can only
count as & pale approximation to the truth. It is just because you have
always had opinions of your own and expressed them with the sharpness,
the vigour and the originality of the true scholar that we have wanted to
say ‘thank you’ on this very day, your seventicth birthday,

June 5, 1978 Anna Morpurgo Davies

Wolfgang Meid
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ANNA MORPURGO DAVIES

The -eco datives, Aeolic -ss-, and the Lesbian poets

“The proportion formula is sbill
indispensable to philological theory’.
L. R. Palmer

i. It iz well known that in the athematic declension Greek replaced the original
ending of the dative plural (*.6k-[-m-?) by the ending of the locative plurall. The
forms in -ot or -owv (pdAakiv ebe.) which we know from Aftic are in all respects parallel
to the thematic forms in -oicu{y) (bstowor ete.), which are originally locatives and which
wo find attested in early Attic and in & number of dialects. Yet in some dialects the
athematic stems have replaced -ov with two alternative morphs: -eoc, which is
found in literary texts (above all Homer and the Aeclic poets) and in inseriptions
{(mostly Aeolic), and -otg, which ocours in epigraphical texts from the North-West-
Greek dialects. The result is that we have datives like wdvresol and rdvrows® The
origin of the -oig forms ig clear; they are modelled on the -oig datives of the thematic
declension (such as Aducig); the origin of the -ecor forms is disputed. However, one
thing is clear: the ‘success story’ of both endings is due to the fact that they both
began with a vowel. The carlier -ot occurred in consonantel clusters which wore not
admitted in Greek, so that when normal sound rules operated, the regularity of the
paradigm was altered (cf. Attic Adoudt from *lewont 4 si). No such problems were
created by -eoa or -o.

2. We must now explain the origin of -eaa. Two theories have been formulated.
According to the first -ecoL originated in the -s- stems (yéveg, edyevig efic.) where
it was etymologically justified (Dat.-Loc, pl. véves - o1, edyevés | ot otc.) and from
there it spread analogically to other stems of the athematic declension, This explana-
tion, which is at least as old as Bopp’s Vergleichende Grammatik®, was strongly
criticized by Wackernagel at the beginning of this century*. He pointed out that in
the early hisfory of the -s- stems the -zoq dative or locative plurals corresponded
to an -zt dative or locative singular (<7 *-es + 4) and to an -ecwy genitive plural

1 This paper has been a long time in the malking - largely because I could not solve
or even see olearly some of the general questions which it raises, Earlier versions were
read in the United States at the invibation of the Department of Classics, Harvard
University and the Department of Linguistics, Yale University, and in Ingland at
the Mycenacan Seminar of the Institute of Classieal Studies, University of London., If
the paper is now less faulty and above all less ineomprehensible than it originally was
this is no doubt due to the discussions which followed these oceasions. Henry Hoeniga-
wald and Andrew Goodseon also read an earlier draff and pointed out obseurities, mistalces
and omisgions: I am grateful to them both.

# For the origin and diffusion of the -oig datives seo M. Lejeune, Observations sur lo
langue des actes d'affranchissement delphigues, Paris 1949, 126—31 (with the earlier
literature).

3 Cf. F. Bopp, Vergleichende Grammatik des Sanskrit, Zend, Griech. sto., vol, 1, Berlin
1833, 291,

1 F. Wackernagel, IF 14 (1903), 373-—b5 == Kleine Schrifien, vol. X1, Gittingen s. d.,
967-—9, :

18
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(<< *-es + on). Thero was no reagon to segment -goo1 rather than -got in e. g. yéveoat
since clearly -e- was part of the stem and not of the ending. Moreover it was impossible
to establish an analogical proportion which could acecunt for -eoon: ,dydvolg zu
aycvey nach Adyois: Abyay versteht jeder; dydvegal zu dydvwv nach Exesor ; Enény
ish unbegreiflich”. Wackernagel proposed & different solution for the problem:
»Nach Motool : Molsaiar, Abuor : Minotor ergab sich 8%peg : Bfpecar von selbst, wenn
anders, was man in jedem Fall voraussetzen mufl, der Drang nach einer Ersatzform
fiir Onpot bestand. Spiter wurde -coot auf die Neutra, sogar auf die mit sigmatischem
Stamm, tibertragen” . The obvious objection, viz. that while Lesbian had -auot and
-otot datives, Boeotian and Thessalian had only -aug and -oug datives, was preempted
by Wackernagel himself. At an early stage, he argued, all Greek dialects must have
had -owa 8.

2.1. At present the problem remaing open. Chantraine in his Morphologie historigue
du grec (Paris 19612, p. 61) accepted the traditional explanation, adding, halfhoar-
tedly, that ‘“‘en outre le couple Ocof, Ocuiou favorisait la constitution d’un couple
&vBpeg, &vdpeoar”. A number of text-books seem to adopt the same attitude.

I shall ignore here the general questions which arise, though among them there is
a problem of considerable importance. What are the prerequisites which allow an
analogical process to oceur ? Or, more basically, what is analogy ? Are we willing to
redefine it in this and similar cases as & process of redistribution of allomorphs? ¢

# The examples given are unfortunate: Molowt (rather than Mofice or Magw) is only
Lesbian (and not Common Aeclic) and 0%pec may never have been Aeolic (but see for
this word and. for gfpec Szemerdnyi, SMEA I [1066], 34f. and 51F.).

8 This iz certainly correct and the Mycenacan evidence has shown that -othi and
-0t coexisted (with different functions) ag late as the period of the Linear B tablets (see
below note 28). It seems ressonable to suggest that in Common Aeolie too both morphs
survived and reached a stage abt which they were functionally interchangeable. Later
on each dialect may have selected one of the +wo morphs and lost the other, with the
exception of Lesbian which seleeted -owst but (conceivably) retained -owg in the article,
where it was syntactically unambiguous. Howover, it is possible that Waeckernagel may
have made his point for the wrong reasons: he refers in his article to Johannes Schmidt's
posthumous attack against Osthoff’s Law (KZ 38 [1808], 1—52), where it is argued
that all ecurrences of -oig in Greek are due to the generalization of an -otg by-form of
-oior which arose in proclitie position, At present it dees not seem possible to accept
Behmidt’s theory, mainly because we must rejeet its starting point, viz. the assumption
that the Lith. Inst. pl. gilkais obo. calls for en IE ending *-ass rather than *-is (of. e. g.
C. 8, Btang, Vergl. Grammatik der Baltischen Sprachen, Oslo s. d., 65, 70, 186). Wacker-
nagel was also wrong when he argued that the presence of ypéucaw in Thessaly (IG IX
ii 267, 4 from Thetonium) instead of the expected ypEudresat proved thab -soo, was first
oreated for the masculines and, feminines and only later extended to the neuters. ypépxoty
is almost certainly due to external influence: cf. C. D, Buck, OR 19 (1905), 248 and espec-
ially M. Lejeune, REG 456 (1841), 68ff. Recently the same form has appeared in some
proxenies from Pheras (Bequignon, BOH 88 (1964), 400ff. nos, 2,6; 4,5; 8,6) in conjunct-
ion with other non-Thesgalian features.

7 This fiype of definition seems to me implieit in most of the pre-Chomslkian work done
in Furope and in Ameriga: of, for instance, J. Kurytowios, Acta Linguistica & (1945—9),
121—38 and H. Hoenigdwald, Language change ond linguistio reconstruction, Chicago
1960, passim and esp. 30f. More recent work has either assumed that it could dispose of
analogy by relabelling it ‘simplifieation’ (of. R. D. King, Flistorical linguistics and generative
grammar, Englewood Cliffs 1969, 1271f.} or has criticized some of the earlier definitions
without necessarily replacing them with a better defined system (of. e. g. P. Kiparsky,
in J. M. Anderson and Ch, Jones eds., Historical Linguisties, vol. II, Amsterdam 1974,
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If 8o, we should accept Wackernagel’s point, sinee it is impossible to see how a
morph -eaot could be segmented in the -s- stems. On the other hand Wackernagel’s
own proportion would not fit within this definition: according to his hypothesis
-ggol is an entirely new creation. The discussion could — and should — carry us
very far, but it is unlikely to help us solve the very concrete problem from which
we started, and T turn now to some more factual observations?,

3. A few words should be dedicated to the evidence for -eoot and its distribution.
The earliest texts from which datives of the -egou type are known are the Homeric
poems, to which -zgou offers a convenient metrical doublet for the inheribed -o1?.
Outside Homer and outside tho poetic language influenced by him, -esor ocours in
Sappho and Aleaeus, in Corinna, and in the opigraphical evidence from the three
Aeolic dialects (Bocotian, Thessalian and Aeolic of Asia Minor). Examples {though
of a more sporadic nature) are also found in NWG inscriptions from Continental
GGreece, in the inscriptions of the colonies of Corinth, at Cyrene and in Pamphylia.
There i almost general agreement that in Homer — and in the poetic language in
general — -goau is an Aeolic feature'®, If so, clues for the origin of -zos: should be
locked for in the proper domain of the ending, viz. the Aeolic dialects, and the Homeric
evidence, though chronologically earlier, should take second place in comparison
with that of the Acolic dialects and the Aeolic inscriptions. We must ignore at this
stage the sporadic instances of epigraphical -soot outside Aeolic; they raise a problem
which cannot be tackled here™. We are then led to consider the earliest evidence
available for the Aeolic dialects, that offered by the language of Sappho and Alcaeus.

3.1. In the works of the Lesbian poets we find, as expected, ‘a number of -coot
datives (like xuhixecarv) as well as a certain number of -ov datives (like Sptov). The

2587—73). It seorns to me that in spie of the earlier hopes generative grammer (including
generative phonology) has not solved all the problems and in particular has not been
able to determine what causes morphological reanalysis and what determines the choice
of one type of segmentation rather than another. Similarly the conditions under which
rule goneralization and rule simplification oceur do not seem to me to be now much
olearer than they were in the past: for an fllustration of somo of these problems see K.
Hale in Current Trends in Linguistics, vol. 11, The Hague 1973, 4011,

® I have diseussed the more general problems in my Collitz lesture on “Analogy and
Groek’ presented to the Summer Meoting of the Linguistic Society of Ameries in Tampa,
(Florida) on 26 July 1975. The interesting point iy that if we aceept Wackernagel’s
hypothesis we have here a case in which a new morph is created, and the ereation can
be described proportionally but not otherwiss. On the other hand the final result may
appear shocking heeause Wackernagel’s assumption in a sense treats Oreek as if it were
an agglutinative language which created a new morph of plural by adding a preexisting
morph (already endowed with this meaning) to the Nom, plur, morph. I hope to show
in the published version of my lecture that this is not a unique case and that Wacker-
nagel’s suggestion cannot be rejected on this ground,

# The basie evidence for these datives in the Homerie poems has been collected by
K., Witte, Glotic & (1914), 48—b7,

1 This was disputed by K. Strunk in his sornewhat iconoclastic thesis about the Acolisms
of the Homeric language (Dde segenannten Aeolismen der homerischen Sprache, Diss. Koln
1957, 75—8), but see P. Wathelet, Les traits doliens dons la langue de U'dpopée grecque,
Rome 1970, 252F.

11 Most recently these forms have been disoussed by P. Wathelst, op. cit., 268ff. and
especially by J. L. Gareia Ramén, ‘“El llamado sustrato Eélico, Revisién erftiea”, Cuader-
nog de Filologle Oldsica 6 (1973), 2601,
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latter create a problem in themselves, but need not concern us here®, More important
is that whenever we havoe a dative plural of an -s- stem of the yéveg type, this never
ends in -goot but always ends in -sogr. The evidence is not plentiful and it may be
opportune to tabulate it here; if nothing is stated the {rochaic quantity of -som
and the pyrrhic quantity of -eou are guaranteed by the mefre; a question mark
indicates that the mefre is not sufficient to establish the quantity?®,

1. -eoor datives:

a) Sappho: 2,14 xudixsoow; 31,11 énndtesay; 684 (a) 4 &lMxeoo (7); 70, 13
Iredvreaat] (?); 96, 6—7 yuvaixesow.

b) Alcaeus: 115 (a), 6 dpJvibeaor; 208 (a) il 6 PupPrideaoi; 385 vicoow (?);
Suppl. 262, 20 ? yépoecion.

e) ine. auct. 16, 1 wédeoow; 21 dppdreas ; 22 °Apuddeaot ().

2. -eou datives:

e) Sappho: 2, 10 &vleow; 31,6 orhfzow; 105 (c) 1 dpeot; 126 ovhbeowy (2);
158 orylicowv. :
b) Aleacus: 10 B 6 orvieor; 36, 6 dveideoiv; 283, 3 orfilic]ow.

The distinction between the -eoou ending of the athematic stems and the -eo
endings of the -s- stems was first observed by Lobel in 192514; after that at least ono
new example of -eoty (vbesty) in Sappho has confirmed Lobel’s rule. The figures
are not large but the pattern is entirely consistent and calls for an explanation,

3.2. If, ag i3 usually assuwmned, we argue that -eoou is the only ‘correct’ Lesbian
form both for the athematic declension in general and for the -s- stems in particular,
we have to explain how -got came to appear in the text of the Lesbian poets in
connection with the -s- stems only. Error of seribes or trivialization of grammariang
are excluded by the metre. Wo may look for support or otherwisge in the epigraphical
evidence of the Acolic dinlects, but as wo shall see, this is relatively unhelpful.

3.2.1. All Aeolic dialects offer ample epigraphic evidence for the -cea, datives
of the common athematic stems (&ywveoon ete.), but the position is different for

12 Of. for the evidence E.-M. Hexnm, Grammatih zu Sapphe und Alkaios, Berlin 195882,
149f. P. Wathelot, op. cit., 267 follows I. Kagik—Zawadzka, De Sapphicae Aleaicaeque
elocutionis colore epico, Wroclaw 1958, 461, in arguing that these forms are epic borrow-
ings, but I am not persuaded by the argument that the presence of the ny ephelkystikon
indicates Ionic influence (the same phemomenon happens with the -coot datives which
are Aeolic), It is possible, of course, to interpret these forms as gurvivals of an earlier
stege which preceded the period in which -eset took over completely. I shall argue
later that -soou ig & common Aeolic ereation (ef. 4.), but I do not want to maintain thab
the new morph immediately ousted its predecessor in all types of inflection.

13 The texts are quoted according to the numeration of K. Lobel and D. Page, Poetarum
Lesbiorum Fragmenie, Oxford 1955 and of D. Page, Supplementum Lyricis Graecis,
Oxford 1974 [Supwpl.). I have also consulted K.-M. Voigt, Sappho ¢t Alcaeus, Fragmenta,
Amsterdem 1971,

1 K. Lobel, SAIIQOY MEAH, Oxford 1928, pp. I-1i. It is worthwhile to quote the
passago in extenso: “‘Dative plurals of neuter stems in -e5, which one might have expected
to find in the form -esou(v), never have any form but -eou(v), as far as our present evidence
goes, It is, therefore, more reagonable to suppose that all these datives have an original
single -o-, which is never doubled, than they have an original double -¢c-, which is always
simplified”’. Cf. also Hamm, loe, eit. (in note 12).

15 8eo e, g, Thumb—~cherer, Handbuch der griech. Dialekte, Heidelberg 1959, vol. 2,
36 (Boeotian), 66 (Thessalian), 98 (Lesbian}, There are odd examples of -eot instead of
-esay (of. e. g. Thumb—~8cherer, 36 for Boeotian) but they are more likely to be due to
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the dative plurals of the -s- stems. In Boeotian there sooms to be no evidence for
them, though obviously this may be due to our lack of an up-to-date collection of
Boeotian ingeripticns or to my incompetence in searching through epigraphical
publications!®, In the Aeolic of Asia Minor (Lesbos included) there is only one certain
instance of a dative plural of an -s- stem.: the form &ripavéeam atbested in a second
century inseription from Aeolic Kyme (D 29) recently published. This evidence
should be used with caution; the inscription is written partly in dialect and partly
in koine, but even the dialect parts show some spurious forms (such as staaiyveroc,
with an hyperaeclic &) which are obviously artificial. As for imupavésoot, if it is
not an hyperaeolism, it is the first good evidence we have outside EHomer for this
type of dative — obviously an analogical formation which may be later than the
creation of dydivesot and the like. A rather shaky support for the form comes from
an ingeription of doubtful date from the region of Troy where &1[. .]oot could conceiv-
ably be restored as &r[ée]om!s.

Until recontly Thessalian seemed to show no evidence for the dative plural of the
-s- stems, but we now have an extremely interesting ingcription from Metropalis
in Hestiaiotis, the South-Western part of Thessaly'®. The dialect in which the text

a mistalke of the stone-cuiter than to othor eauses: of. for instance the choregie monuments
from Orchomenos recently published by P. Amandry eand Th. Spyropoules, BOH 98
(1974), 171—242 where we find once #vdpeor (no. 7,2) and 16 times dvdpeoor. A similar
explanation must be possible for phwes: of IG XIX ii 1.12—3 (from Mytilene) as already
suggosted by Jacobsohn, Hermes 45 (1910}, 70 (fhere cannot be & missing -o- at the end
of line 12 since the text iz stoichedon).

18 Corinna offers good evidence for -ssot {cf. Page, PMG 6541 34 povfpr]ddecol, 656.3
Tavoypidzast) but no evidenee for the dative plural of the -s- stems. One of the pootic
fragments in Boeotian, which may or may nob be by Corinna (see for the guestion M. L,
West, 0Q 20 [1970], 277—87 and for the text Page, PMG 690} has the form dvleo,
but unfortunately the reading ecannot be confirmed by the metre, Page, Corinng, London
1953, 55 cannot have any dofinite reason to state that the spelling dvleor (instead of
dvbecoct} is ‘abnormal’, ]

17 Cf. G. E. Bean, Belleten Tk Tarih Kurwmu 30 (1966), 525—387, and the inde-
pendent publication by A. Flonle, Arch. Anz, 1967, 46—62 with the comments and correct-
ions by J. and L. Robert (REG 81 [1968], 5041f,; ibid., 82 [1969], 501) and by G. Dunat,
Z. Pap. Bpigr. 8 {1968), 156—70. In his edition Bean read &rupdvess:, bub this is certainly
wrong as shown, inter alia, by the photograph which he publishes. — For a useful list
of recent works on Leshian inscriptions see 8. Charitonidis, Al &mypagal tic AécfBou.
Zupminpoue, Athens 1968. .

18 Of, Hoffinann, Griech. Dial., 11, 174 no. 161.6 and Collitz, GDI, 1, 118 no. 317.
The ineeription wag firet published by Le Bas-Waddington, Inser, grecques ef latines, Paris
1870, no, 1743 ¢, who stated that it was found at “Yéni-Keui’ in the region of Troy;
there may be more modern. editions than those quoted but I have noti been able to trace
them. Except for the doubtful étféc]oot I do not see in the fragment preserved any form
which is clearly Aeolic. :

1 For Thessalian in general cf. B. van der Velde, Thessolische Dialekigeographie,
Nijmegen—Utrecht 1924, which iz in part out-of-date, and the list of new inseriptions
and new editions of old texts published by A. 8. MoDevith, Inscriptions from Thessaly,
Hildesheim 1970. The inscription from Metropolis has been published by B. Helly in
BCOH 94 (1970), 161—89 (cf. algo the preliminary acecount by D. Theocharis, AD 19
[1964], Khron. 265, pl. 307 and the comments by J. and L. Robert, EEG 84 [1971], 446
no. 372).
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is writtén is very different from that of Pelasgiotis, though it has some points in
common with it, but what matters most is that in the second part of the third
century B.C. we have actually written on stone a form cuyyevéoor (line i0); in
other words we find here for the first time real evidence for the form which according
to all text-books is that of the standard Aeolic dative and may be responsible for
the creation of the dydveso type. '

It must be obvious by now that the epigraphical evidence cannot lead us to an
uselul generalization: one dialect offers no evidence, one dialect has an -egot form
in a late inscription from an out-of-the-way region, and a third dialect has one
-geoot form, which is only paralleled in Homer, and which is cerbain to be an analogi-
eal creation.

3.2.2. We now return to Sappho and Aleaeus. The epigraphical evidence does not
help us to establish the ‘genuineness’ or otherwise of tho -got forms {dvBeowv ete.) but
we have already seen that they cannot be due to a mistake in the tradition. Are we
to believe that they are instances of epic influence in the language of the two poets
In my opinion the answer must be nogative. In the language of Sappho and Alcasus
epic influence of a phonological or morphological nature seems to oeeur {1} in well
defined metrical contexts and poetic genres (e. g. in the so-called ‘abnormal’ poems
of Sappho)®; (2} in recognizable formulae which are borrowed from the traditional
poetic language; (3} in isolated morphs which alternate with the ‘correct’ Asolic
form and which serve a metrical or stylistic purpose. In the case of the datives {1)
does not scem to be borne out by the texts, (2) certainly does not apply, while the
regularity of the morphological fact speaks against (3). If so, we have to acknowledge
the genuine character of these forms and we must explore the series of problems
which they create. (a) How relevant is the existence of -gor datives of the -s- stems
for the problem from which we started, the origin of the -soot datives (dydveoon
eto.)? {b) How do we account for these -eov forms? (c) How do we explain the
presence of both -eay (Lesbian) and -egor forms (Thessalian) from the same typo of
stems in the same group of dialocts %

3.3. If &vieowv and the like are ‘gonuine’ Leshian forms it becomes impossible to
argue that mavrecor and the like owe their endings to the -s- stems. -zoon cannot
have been generalized from forms which ended in -zot. Obviously it could be argued
that gvlzaw ete, represent a later development of an earlier dybeaar and that wdvreaot
was formed at this earlier stage. But if so we would have to explain how is it possible
that dvBeoow became dvzol while mdvream did not become *mdvrect. This would be
just conceivable in a Kunstsprache, but does not make sense in terms of the ‘normal’
Leshian dialect®.,

It follows that Wackernagel’s rejection of the traditional explanation of -zom
is proved to be right. It does not necessarily follow that Wackernagel’s own explana-
tion is correct but in a sense this goes by default. In some 150 years of scholarly
work on the subject no other explanation has been suggested and no serious objection

20 T nso here the term first employed by E. Lobel, op. eit. {in note 14), passim and. esp.
p. Ixxivif,

*1f we argue that the ‘genuing’ Asolie form is #vfeo: and not &veoaw we aro lefb
with the problem of Homerie #neoot and the like, sinee the normal Tonic form is Ereo.
Below (cf. 5.} we shall indicate the two possible solutiong, but here we should stick to
our original resolution end ignore the evidence of the opic language which admits of
too many interpretations,
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has been advanced against Wackernagel’s theory??; in other words, a strong case
may be made for it and in what. follows we shall proceed on the agsumption that
-coaL was created in the way suggested by Wackernagel 3,

4, We have now moved a long way towards a solution of our original problem,
but, as we have seen, new questions arige (cf. 3.2.). First of all, what is the origin of
dvbecwv ete. in Lesbian? According to the communis opinio the expected form is
vbeoor; if we want to argue that dvleor does in fact derive from &vleoo. we must
assume that at some stage a phonetic change took place and the geminate sibilant
wag simplified (-ss- > -s-). However this change did not affect the -cooi ending of
the congonantal stems so that it cannot have been a permanent feature of Lesbian;
it must hawve been limited in time to a period eqrlier than that of the creation of -zaot,
When was this period ¢ The new -coow morph predates Homer and is shared by all
Aeolic dialects; there seerns to be a case for arguing that it is a common Aeolic
creation, i. e, that it did not arise indopendently in Boeotian, Thessalian and Lesh-
jan 2, It should follow that the change of -sc + ot to -eou in the -s- stems was
common Aeclic too. If so, &v0Oeot and the like eannot be peculiar to Lesbian but at
gome stage must have been standard Aeolic formations. We have seen that the
epigraphical evidence neither supports nor contradicts this view (provided we can
explain the isolated suyyevéoat from Metropolis in Hegstiniotis). '

4.1. Our conclusion follows from the evidence given, bub contradicts the communis
opinio which maintains that Aseclic preserved IE -ss- unaltered between vowels
and which sees in #rzoou ete. attested in Homer the chief evidence for this view.
This may be taken as an invitation to caution: before dispensing with the accepted
view, we should try to recongider onece more the earlier history of the supposed
Aeolic Ersoot.

4.1.1. Homeric forms like ¥rmecat have often been labelled as etymologically
justified or inherited since they arise from the addition of a -6t morph to an -s- stem.
However, there is & sense in which the word ‘inherited’ may be wrongly used. We

22 An objection which is often repeabed. is that -ecor oceurs in dialests which have no
-mat forme, but we have seen {cf. 2.) that Wackernagel himself had suggested the sclution
to that problem, More serious is the instinctive dislike which one may feel for a type of
analogy which treats Greek as if it were an agglutinative language, butb see above note 8.

2 Wackernagel’s theory hag also found some recent support: of. for instance C. J.
Ruijgh, Mnemosyne 11 (1958), 120f. and the printed summery of L. Garcie Ramdn’s
dissertation, Subsiratos y superesiratos en los dialectos Griegos: Tesalin y el Protoeolio,
Madrid 1974, 261.

% That the -esaw datives belong to Common Aeolic is argued among others by P.
‘Wathelst, op, e, (in note 10), 260f. I am grateful to Dr, Garcia Ramdn for bringing to
my attention the smwnmary of his thesis (op. eit. in note 23), where he argues (p. 31) that
the creation of -coo must be later than the separation of Boeotian from Common Aeolic
gince it was prompted by the loss of certain intervoealic clusters (-£5- ete.) which were
still present in Commeon Aeolic. The point is important and deserves full consideration.
Tven so, I am not persuaded that Common Aeoclic necessarily preserved all consonantal
clusters which oceured before the -s¢ ending of locative plural. It seems plausible to
assume that *pani-gi¢ changed into *pansi before Boeotian separated from the other
dialects and it is equally plausible that the distinetion between voiced, voiceless and

aspirate consonants of the same series was neutralized before -s¢ even in Common Aeolic.

If 8o, even at an early stage there would have been need for a morph which could replace
«81 — though it seems likely that the complete tale-over by -zoow happened independently
in the individual Aeolic sub-groups or dialects.
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have some evidence which shows that an original I -ss- which occured at a morph-
emic juncture was already simplified in the parent language itself; correspondences
such ag Greek el ‘thou art’, Vedic usi, OP ahiy, Gathic aht scem to imply that the
expocted *es + si was simplified to *esi at an early stage before the Greek change
of *-VsV- to -VAV- and the similar Iranian change?. On the same grounds we
should expect that an original *genes + sw was simplified to *genesw at an early
stage and traces of this simplification are in fact attested: of. RV VILL 4, 14 apdsu
(from apdh), AV VI, 35, 2 amhasu (from amhah) and the equivalent gzahu of Avestan.
These are no more than traces, but becanse of this they are all the more significant;
the bulk of the Indo-Iranian evidence speaks for an early restoration of -ss-. How-
ever, it seems probable that Greelk inherited from IE forms like *esi (cf. £f) and
*genesu or *genesi at a stage which preceded the change of intervocalic -s- to -f-
and its later disappearance®, If so, there is little doubt that Greek, just like Indo-
Tranian, at some stage formed (or re-formed) new -ss- clusters at morphemie junctures;
not only has Homer &rzoar and éoof ‘thou art’, but -ss- forms of the future of the
verb ‘to be’ (Esaopon ete.) are also attested in the Aeolic dialects and in Dorio. Yet,
if these forms owe their -ss- to restoration or analogical recreation there is no reason
to suppose that they all arose at the same time: we are not dealing cither with the
gurvival of TE -gs- or with a sound change from -s- to -ss-. .

4.1.2. We are now led to consider two alternative possibilities. First, Greek may
have inherited *genesu (or *genesi) and kept it until the time in which intervocalic
-¢- shifted to -A-. If 5o, the different dialect groups would have known a form *genehi
rather than the supposed *yenessi and could have independontly restored -s- or
even -ss-*. Albernatively, it is possible that Greek inherited *genesu or *genesi butb
immediately restored -ss- on the analogy of the other forms of the stem and the other
-8t locatives, so that to all intents and purposes we would have to deal in Greek
with a form *genessi, as is generally assumed.

The first hypothesis allows us more freedom of movement, but we should remember
that even so it cannot account for the discrepancy between the &vBeaty of the Lesbian
poets and the suyysvéom of late Thessalian, Whatever form replaced the supposed
*genehi in the Aeolic dialects, it must have been common at some stage to the whole
of Aeolic, since it is impossible to suppose that the restoration of -s- in the dative-
locative took place independently in e.g. Lesbian and Thessalian. On the other
hand, according to this suggestion, there is no need to postulate a change -ss- > -¢-
in Aeolic (cf. 4. above),

The second hypothesis takes us back to the point from which we started; if Greek
at an early stage replaced *genest with *genessi Aeolic must have altered *genesst
to yéveor by simplifying the geminate and this sound change must have taken place
before the creation of ndvrsoor and the like (cf. 4. above). A corollary of this view
is that we should not expect to find any inherited intervocalio -ss- in the Aeolic
dialects.

% Cf. o.g. M. Lejoune, Phondtigue historique du muycénien of du grec ancien, Paris
1972, 101 and note 3; Wackernagel—Debrunner, Altindische Grammatik, T, 111; IIL
2501, 2891, For Avestan of. H. Reichelt, dwestisches Hlementarbuch, Heidelberg 1809, 55.

¥ This chronology is of course necessary to explain Tonie-Altie e (¥essi > *esl >
*ehi > el).

# The starting point for the restoration of -s¢- could be provided by forms like the
Homeric 8yxespwv, where -s- was proserved in preconsonantal position. That *-s¢ in post-
vocalic position was altered to -A has often been disputed, but is now proved by the
Myconacan ovidence (see below note 41).
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4.2. 1t is impossible to proceed any further unless we are somehow in a position
to decide between the two hypotheses just considered. In order to do so it is now
necessarly to reconstruct the full picture of the events which led to the creation in
Aeolic of the dative forms which wo are disoussing. In fact we are now obliged to
reconstruct not one but two pictures, depending once mora on which one of the two
hypotheses we use as our starting point. The two pictures can then be tested for inter-
nal consistency ete. and it may be possible that within this larger framework one
of them may be rejected and the other supported by more conclusive evidence.

In what follows we shall tabulate the facts as we see them. However, their inter-
pretation may be easier if we mention here some assumptions which are common
to both pictures. First, we assume that the -eost datives of the consonantal atems
(mavtecor ete.) are a common Aeolic creation and were not built independently in
the individual Acolic dialects {cf. above 4.). Secondly, we assume that the -soot
datives were not built analogically on the datives of the -s- stems (of. above 2. and
3.3.). Thirdly, we assume that Wackernagel’s proportion (-0t : -otat = ~¢¢ : -eoat) is
responsible for the creation of these datives (of. above 2. and 3.3.). From our third
assumption it follows that the existence of -oum (in Aduoion etc.) was & necessary
condition for the creation of the new -esor morphs (ndvreoon ete.). However the
Mycenaean ovidence makes it likely that the inherited morph *-oisu (zoon replaced
by *-o0isi) went through a stage -0thi before the -s- was restored to yield the attested
-otat, and that this restoration occured in a post-Mycenaean period?, If so, it also
follows from our third assumption that the creation of -coot was later than the
restoration of -s- in -olou.

We may now turn to our two tahles®s,

4.2,1. Table I:
-8- stems cons. stems -i- stems thematic stems
IE 1. *_assu *.(C)COsne *.isu *.pisu
It 2. *oesn *{0)Csu *-isu *_otsu
PGr. 1. *. st *((Csi * {51 *.0t8t
(*genest) {(Fpantsi) (*polist) {*wotkoist)
PGr. 2. *.chi *(C)Csi *.4hi *_othi
(*genehi) {*panist) {*polihi) {Fewoikoihi)

8 T have held for a long time that the correct interpretation of Mye. -0-i and -a-¢
wad -otg and, -aug (cf. e. g, C. J. Ruijgh, Mnemosyne 11 [1958], 111), but I am now persua-
ded that these morphs mush be read as -oi(h)i and -a(i)(h)i (more likely -a(h)é); the reasons
have heen conveniently summarized by Lejeune, BPA 42 (1069), 219, (= Mémoires de
philologie myocénienne, vol. 111, Rome 1972, 2531f. ; of. also ihid. 155, where he has eollec-
ted the evidence bearing on the chronology of the restoration of -s- in Myeenaean). Tn.
Proc. Cambridge Colloguiwm on Mycenaean Studies, Cambridge 1966, 2231F. Szemerdnyi has
argued that the Mycenaean dat.-locatives ended in -& and -0 and that the process which
led to the ereation of the later -awot/-dst and -oim is more complicated than is normally
suggested. If this were so, the main lines of our argument would not he necessarily
affected. ’ .

** Tho headings Proto-Greek and Proto-Acolic are obviously sonventional and should
not be taken too strictly in a family-tree sense. I have also avoided accepting or proposing
any theory about the origin of the Greek dialects and their distribution in the secand,
Millennium, though my suggestions, if correct, may have some implications for this
problem too.,
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PAeol. 1, ) *(O)Clst *.i51 *.0ihi
(*genesi) (*panisi) {*polisi) { *woikoihi)
PAeol. 2. *.esi *.(C)Csz 20 *.i8i *.0isi
PAeol. 8.  *.esi #(0)Cessi *.isi *-oist
(pantesst)
Aeol. 1. -0l -(C)Ceoat *.4si OR *.1esst -oLoL
of Asia {&v0squ) (mdvreast)
2. -ZE0TL -{C)Ceoor -LEGTL -otat {-6tg)
{Ermvpavéeoor) (mdvresa) (mortecon)
Thess. 1. ? *.esi -(C)Ceoor *-ist OB *-jessi {
2. -EGGL -(C)Ceoat -LEGGL (-otc)
(ouyyevéoar)
Boe. 1. 7 *.esi -(CYCeoot *_{sl OR *-feser ¢
2. no evidence  -(C)Ceoa SELLT (~otg)
4.2.2. Table IT:
-8- stems cons, stems -t~ sbems thematic stems
IR 1. *_essu *.(C)Csy *oia1 *.0isu
IE 2. *.esu #.(C)Cone *.qsu *.otsu
PGr. 1. *_ese1 *(C)Ciss *.3gi *.osi
(*genessi) {(*panisi) {*polisi) (*woikoist)
PGr. 2. *.e581 *(CYCsi *_thi *.0ihi
{*polihi) {*woikoihi)
PAeol, 1, *.esf *(C)Csi * . ihi *.0tht
{*genest) {*pantsi) {*polihi) {*woikoihi)
PAeol. 2. *.esi *(C)Cse *.4a1 *.0thi
PAeol. 3.  *esi *_(C)Csi *isi *.0is1
PAeol. 4.  *.esi *_((NyCessi *_isi *_oist
(*genesi) { *pantesst) (*polist) (*wotkoist)

For the developments in Acolic of Asia Minor, Thessalian and Boeotian see above
table I (4.2.1.).

4.3. Before we consider these two reconstructions in detail we should discuss
the problems posed to both reconstructions by the different forms of dative plural
of -5- stems in early Lesbian (&vBzot), late Aeolic of Asia Minor (Empavésast) and
late Thessalian (cuyyevésat).

4.3.1. If we assume that the earliest form in all these dialects was &vlecn or the
likke, the later &mpavéecar, even if it is not an hyperaeolism, presents no problems.
In the Aeolic athematio declension by that period the -s- stems presented the only
exception to the rule that the dative plural ended in -zoot; a new dative plural
was formed by the simple expedient of adding the morph -cacu to the inflectional
stem ; this could be segmented e. g. in the gen. plural (-ewv) or in other forms of the
paradigm.

80 Tt is possible that at this stege all or some of the clusters with original sequences
of the type -CCs- had already been simplified (see above note 24).

i
o
i
!
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4.3.2. Thessalian iz more complicated. According to both our reconstructions
ouyysvéoan cannot preserve the original form of the dat.-loc. plural of the -s- stems;
it must be a new formation. The inscription in which it ocours (see note 19) is unique
in its genre, and is the only extant document which gives us some real evidence for
the dialect of Hestiaiotis. Unfortunately it is not earlier than the second part of
the third century B. C. and it shows a number of peculiarities which make this
dialect somewhat remote from the ‘standard’ Thessalian of e. g. Polasgiotis. Tt would
be easy to dispose of cuyyevéoou by arguing that it is an hyperaeolism, i. e. that it
does not belong to Thessalian proper but is simply the result of an attempt to write
in Thessalian made in a region where the original dialect was different. Iowever,
this may too be cavalior an sttitude to take and other explanations are possible.

In Thessalian, as in Aeolic of Asia Minor, there must have been a period when
our reconstructed *gemesi ropresented the only morphological type which had a da-
five plural ending in -gou rather than in -eoot. The tendency to replace it must
have been strong. We do not know when and how this tendency was first yielded to,
but we may expect that somehow it caused the introduction of -eaot into the para-
digm of the -s- stems. This may be sufficient for our purposes but we may also want
to ask why this tendency did not produce the same results as in Aeolic of Asia
Minor, viz. the creation of an -ceca form 32, One possible suggestion is that cuyyevésar
is not due to straight analogy but to contamination (non proportional analogy)
between the expected *-yevest and the more numerous -soot forms. Alternatively
we may provide & different answer, but in the absence of more definite ovidence this
is bound to be very speculative,

It i one of the features of Aeolic of Asia Minor that -e- is retained in hiatus before
another vowel, In Southern Thessalian, on the other hand, -e- either contracted
with the following vowel or — before -0- and -a- — was raised to -i-. The same
inseription from which we have guyyevéoor also offers Bube (<< [theos]), veviouy
(<Z[genedn}), and cuyyleviowv. The exset promunciation of forms such as those
quoted is doubtful but there iz a considerable amount of evidenee which shows
that before a front vowel and before [i] in particular most consonants were palatalized
and geminated; the -4- was often absorbed so that spellings of the type dpybepot
(from &pyuplot) were relatively frequent®®. In the Metropolis inseription we find
Tuoavlag alongside with I1e]38tareg and Meppdvwdpou so that the phenomenon is well
documented there too. As far as the -s- stems are concerned this implies that the
inflectional forms which showed an original -e- before a central or back vowel were
likely to change it to -¢- and sooner or later to absorb it in the palatalized consonants
which preceded it. In other words synchronically it would be possible to treat these
forms as if they belonged to stems which ended in a palatalized consonant, alternating
perhaps with a non palatalized consonant in the nominative and dative singular

% Among other new forms the inseription shows an extraordinary changs of final
-0¢ and -ov to -z¢ and -cv, which is unparalleled elsewhore. I hope that I shall be abla
to disouss these forms elsowhers, and to argue, inter alia, that -e- is simply a spolling for
8 schwa-like vowel in unstressed position. For the rest the text gives good evidence for
the -scou datives of the conscmental stems even in Hestiniotis (of. the form elvresou).

T fesl reluctant to suggest that -eoot is dus to a contraction of -esoot into *-yoo
and to e later shortening,

3 1 have menfioned some of the evidence in Qloia 46 (1968), 102f though I may
have given the wrong impression that palatalization was limited to nasals, Moguids and
sibilants, while it obviously concerned plosives as well.
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(where the termination -ei had. contracted into [-8]) and in the dative plural®$, If
80, there was no longer any reason to segment a form such as ¥yévest into [gene + sif;
the obvions segmentation would have yielded /gen 4 esif with an abnormal ending
which could be replaced by the regular -saat,

I stressed earlier that this explanation is only tentative; it is based on the agsump-
tion that forms of the guyyevéoa type are lator than the outset of the Thessalian
change of -go~ t0 -0~ and the consonantal palatalization which followed it. Any new
piece of evidence may prove or disprove this point. However, the fact remains that
ib is possible to treat the divergences between the late Aeolic dialects as being due
to relatively recent developments which broke the original unity.

4.4. We must now consider the ecarlier phases reconstructed in our two tables
{ef. 4.2.1. and 4.2.2,). The main difference between the two reconstructions is that
the second (Table II), differently from the first, assumes a change -ss- > -g- in the
shift belween Proto-Greek and Proto-Acolic. If so, the first point to consider is
whether such a change is in contrast with the available evidence.

As T pointed out earlier, it is traditionally assumed that the Aeolic dialests pre-
served an original -ss- after a ghort vowel?s, This view iz based on two types of
ovidence: the -zoot morph of the datives of the consonantal stems and the verbal
forms of the type #soopeu, éveréoouro, ete., where -5 + s- ocours at & morphemioc
juncture. We have shown that the -socou datives are a now creation and thercfore
are not relevant to the problem at hand. All they allow us to argue is that after
their creation -ss- was not simplified to -s- in the Aeclic dinlects. Obviously this
does not provoe that -ss- was not simplified at an earlier stage,

The verbal forms are in a different position but one point must be gtressed. They
cannot be compared with the datives of the -s- stems. The datives can be traced
back to TE locatives, while neither the Greek sigmatic aorist nor the Greel future
are entirely I creations. We do not know for instance at what date the sigmatic
aorist of Greek aoquired its characteristic -sa- suffix. However, if both sigmatic
aorist and sigmatic future are attributed to Proto-Greek, it should follow that Aeo-
lic inherited these forms with an -ss- sequence. In terms of our table X1 this is
not altogether impossible. Even if Aeolic inherited a supposed (é)reréooare and
changed it to (2)rehéouro, -ss- could have been restored analogically ab a later stage
since at all times a proportion of the type (&)Mifny : (E)hge = (E)reréolny: X (X =
(8)rérzoow) could be set up. In other words, the existence of -gs- aoriste and futures
where Proto-Greek had -ss- aorists and futures is not necessarily incompatible with
the reconstruction of Table IT where it is assumed that Proto-Aeolic changed -ss-
to -s-. It remains to be seen, however, whether a study of the actual evidence can
help us to see how plausible this view is.

4.4.1. Altogether Sappho and Aleaeus have six instances of Escopo, Eocerou,
Eoazolon ete. (Sappho 50,2; 55,2; 56,2; 98b2; Aleaeus 67, 5; 305iH) and one of the
imperative Zogo (Sappho 1, 28); in most of these cases the presence of -oo- is guaran-
-teed by the metre and in no case the metre gives evidence for -¢-%. The data for

8 On this assumption the declension of e. g. yévog would be as follows: sing. NAV
[genos], Gen. [gen’os], Dat. [gens}; plur. NVA [gend|, Gen. [gen’dn], Dat. [genesi] (later
replaced by [genessi]); that of ebyevic would be similar except for the following forms:
Nom. sg. [eugenés!, Voc. sg. [eugenes], Ace, sg, [eugen’a}, NV plur. [eugends], Ace. plur.
[eugen’as).

3 Cf. e. g. M. Lejeuns, Phonétique historigue, op. eit., 102 .

3 Cf, Hamm, op. ¢it. (in note 12), 22, 39. I have not listed Zoowp of Ale. 396 because the
reading is too uncertain (the Mss, have Ecoy or Eoy).
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the Lesbian equivalents of teAéw and its forme are tantalizing. Sappho has in the
same poem and in fact in the same vorse téhecool with -go- and réireoov with -¢-
(1, 26 and 1, 27), Other forms of the same verb appear alternatively with -ge- and
-o- (Sappho 17, 5: éxtedooavreg; 60,31 wélheoov t?; 76, 2: ve]héoeie; in Alcacus
361 7erhéoet is due to an emendation which seems eertain). There is no suggestion
that the -a- forms occur only in the ‘abnormal’ poems of Sappho. Winally it should
be mentioned that & ‘non-etymological’ geminate sibilant occurs at least onee:
Alcaeus, 368,1 has xdieooor where we should expect *wdAeson from a disyllabic
gtem which did not originally end in a sibilant.

The picture offered by the epigraphical evidence is not identical but similar.
All three dialects offer instances of &coopar with -go-%. Aeolic of Asia Minor and
Boeotian have evidence for -ga- forms of -s- stem verbs: of, Terésoontg, dmreréoowvr
otc, %, Moreover in theso two dialects there are also freguent forms with ‘non-
etiymological’ -go-: of. in Acolic of Asia Minor dpéocavrag (IG XII ii 526 a 16),
hoseodyevov (IG XII Suppl. p. 38, 126, 4, 9}, nxdecodrwoay (ibid., p. 45, 139 A 15,
C 100; (142 B 13]), naponedéooese (ibid., p. 47, 140, 18}, imaivesoar (ibid., p. 50,
143, 18}, mapoedhesser (Honle, Arch. Anz. 1957, 461, C 16); in Boeobian see
¢ocmuoaoev (AD 14 [1931-2], 2181 . no. 4, 61), covvrerboouvree (Schwyzer, DGE
462 A 15)%°, '

The difference between poetry and insoriptions is that the former shows an alter-
nation between -g- and -oe- forms both for the -s- stems and for the other stems,
The inscriptions on the other hand show -oo- in the -s- stems and alternations bet-
ween -¢- and -go- in the other verbs. The facts could be explained by arguing that
Aceolic pregerved Proto-Greek (even if not IE) -co- and that this was analogically
extended to some disyllabic stems. This fits with the picture of Table I and implies
that we must explain the alternations between -6- and -co- in Sappho and Alcacus
(téheooon, TEheaav) as being due to Homeric influence. However, within the frame-
work of Table TT, we could also assume that Sappho and Alcaeus represent an
earlier linguistic stage than the later inscriptions and that they still preserve traces
of the period in which €sopa, étéhecw, ete. were the ‘regular’ forms (derived from
tho earlier Zsooua, évéreooa eto). The attested Zoostor, véicocor would then be
due to the analogical restoration of -g¢-, which started before the time of Sappho
and Aleaeus but was corapleted only after it. If so udhsooun ete. could be due to an
analogical extension of the -oo-/-o- alternation rather than to simple analogy with
the -s- stems. Yet, it must be aceepted that the evidence is inconclusive; it does
not speak for or against the supposed sound change -ss. > .s. (see Table 11).

4.5, Bimplicity and economy of hypothesis support Table I (cf. 4.2.1.). According
to that recongtruction we do not need to postulate an Aeolic sound changs -ss- > -s-.
However, one of the assumptions which it makes, seems to go againgt basic common

37 Cf, e, g. IG XTI Buppl. p. 3, no. 6.27 (¥ocovrar), Hinle, Areh. Anz. 1967, 46fFf., C 10
{¢og6pevor) for the Aeolic of Agia Minor; Schwyzer, DG 462,5 (faoery) for Boeotian and IG
IX ii 617. 11 (Eooeobew), 1229.39 (2ocopé[v]av) for Thessalian.

8 For the Aeolic of Asia. Minor of. e. g, IG X111 134.8 (reMoowe), 242.9 (dnirehéooavea),
498.22 and 600.14 (suvreddésaavre), IG XII Suppl. p. 14, no. 17.8 (ouvetéregoe), p. 86, no,
528.22 (¢nevélecos); for Boeotian see IG VII 2410.8 (¢mrehéoomvr).

8 The value of this evidence is not always certain. Some of the instances quoted from
Lesbian ingeriptions may be hyperaeolisms: I should not take too seriously, for instange,
Eretppaccey of IG XIT ii, 266.3. However, what the forms with non-etymological -ss-
prove is that some spreading of -ss- was going on at the time.
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sense, Greek probably inherited a locative plural *genesu and. changed it to *genesi
abt an early stage, since there is no trace of -u forms in any of the dialects??, If so,
however, the locative singular *genes + ¢ and the locative plural *gemesi (from
*genes - 1) must have been identical hoth before and after the change of inter-
vocalic -s- to -4-. This iy in marked contrast with the normal rules of Greek structure
which do not allow for the morphological identity of singular and plural in the same
cage. Is this not a strong argument in favour of an early replacement of *genesi by
*genessi ab a Proto-Greek stage ? (sco Table II). Unfortunately, just as economy of
hypothesis is not sufficient to decide the case in favour of Table I (linguistic history
is often more complicated than we should like it to be), the fact that analogical
change did not occur, though we should have liked it to, cannot decide the cagse
against Table I. We are not yet able to predict with certainty that a particular
ingtance of analogical change will be triggered off by a given cause.

4.6. From what precedes it would seem necessary to conclude that both recon-
structions offered in 4.2.1, and 4.2.2. are plausible, but it is not possible to decide
between the two. Should we then stop here and be content with having produced
some data against the traditional explanation of the -ecat datives?

Perhaps we can afford to be less pessimistic. Strangoly enough one of the points
which so far seemed to count against the reconstruction presented in Table LI, viz.
the reconstructed Aeclic change -ss- > -s-, may now be employed as an argument
in its favour. To do so, however, will require some lengthy discussion and an apparent
digression.

4.6.1. The change of intervocalic -s- to -k is normally attributed to the Proto-
Greek period, though it is not easy to establish an absolute chronology. More diffi-
cult is to decide the chronology of the restoration of -s- in those morphemes which
had been affected by the previous change of intervocalic -s- to -k-: presumably
*polisi yielded *poliki and then the -s- was restored (méiwoi)®. In the Dat.-Loc.
plural of the -i- and -u- stems the restoration ocourred before the time of the Linear
B tablets (ka-ke-u-si ete.), and the same is true of the aorists and futures of those
verbs whose stem ended in a vowel (e-re-u-te-ro-se, a-he-re-se, do-se etc.). On the
other hand Mycenacan still has pe-i (== [sphehi] or [spheihi] ‘to them’), and -0-7,
i. e. [-oihi], is written for the later -owou (from an earlier *-oisu — *-0isi > *-0ihi)%2,
Tt seems that some at least of these restorations must have ocourred independently
in the various dialect groups, and it may be necessary to assume that all of them
happened independently*3,

Let us now consider more closely the conditions which must be satisfied before a
restoration of -s- in intervocalic position can occur. When intervocalic -s- changed
to -A- this cannot have had a very disruptive effect on the system. Either -A- counted
as an allophone of [s/, automatically selected in intervocalie position, or at the very
least the contrast between [s/ and /hf, if these were phonemically distinguished

% The reasons for this change do not concern us here: most recently soo M. Petru-
foveki, Méanges G. Doux, Paris 1975, 309—13 (with the earlier literature).

4 Boe above note 28 with the references to Lejeuno. If an earlier *-oisi yielded -oihi
which was then remodelled into -owoi, it seems also likely that *polisi changed into
*polihi before the final restoration of -au (I ignore here the problems caused by the
voealism of Attic ndheot).

41 See above notes 28 and 41.

% See below note 48,
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(which seems improbable)#, was neutralized intervocalically. As Jong as this was
the case it is difficult to assume that an analogical process which restored -s- het-
ween vowels could occur. On the other hand the analogical process would be much
easier to understand if other changes had previously brought about the creation of
a new intervocalic sibilant®. It seems likely that ab an early stage Greek borrowed
from the substratum or from the neighbouring languages words which in their classi-
cal form appear with an intervocalio -s-: dodpwvloc may be an example. Yet T find
it difficult to suppose that these borrowings, which for a long period cannot have
been entirely integrated in the language, were sufficient to provide the necessary
model for the restoration of intervocalic -s-%, More important counld be tho pheno-
menon which altered -ss- to -s- after long vowel47: there is no evidence which allows
us to attribute it to some dialect groups rather than to some others and the pheno-
menon could belong to Proto-Greek. Yet, even this change would only affect a very
few forms (most examples of -gs- In this position derive from clusters of the -ts-
type which survived as such for & long time and which are not relevant here). Some
dialect groups had other sources of intervocalic -s-: Mycenaean, Attic-Tonic, Arcado-
Cyprian, for instance, changed most oceurrences of -#i to -si. Other sibilants arose
in the pre-Myecenaocan period from consonantal clusters, though it is not yot clear
whether, for instance, Myo. fo-s0 must be read as foso- or tosso-. Anyway, after these
changes no phonological reason could prevent any longer the restoration of -s- in
the dative plurals and the verbal forms,

4.6.2. We now turn to Aeolic. We have argued above (4. and 4.2.) that the creation
of the -goot datives (or locatives) in the consonantal stems belongs to Proto-Aeolic
and presupposes the existence of -oust, i. e. the restoration of -s- instead of -%- in
the loc. plural thematic. We may now ask what the sources of intervocalic -s- in
Proto-Aeolic are likely to have been. We have suggested that borrowings are not
sufficient and that the change of -ss- to -s- after long vowel is also an unsatisfactory
source. The other sources of intervocalic -s- simply do not concern Proto-Aeolic.
Boeotian and Thessalian preserved -, so that it is unlikely that this gequence had
changed into -ou in common Aeolic; the other consonantal clusters show different
treatments in Boeotian and the remaining dialects so that they wero probably
still preserved as such in the common period. Yet we want to argue that the resto-

1 This partly depends on two factors which aro not entirely clear: the chronclogy of
the change of initial (prevocalic) *i- to k- and the treatment of intervocalic ~g-. It is
usually assumed that -V4V- yielded -VAV- and that -k- was lost at a later stage, but I
do not see that this can be proved.

% For the general point made here of. e, g. B. Trnka, “On analogy”, Zeitschrift finr
Phonetil 21 (1968), 345--51.

8 The first draft of this article was completed when I read the preprint of an important
paper about “Les congonnes palatelisées dans le gree do ITe millénaire ob des premiers
sidclea du Ter millénaire™ presented by Ernst Risch at the Sixth International Myconaean,
Colloquium (Chawmont, 7—13 September 1975). Interestingly enough Risch argues
that the restoration of intervocalic -s- in the aorists ete. becams possible as soon ag the
Grecks borrowed some words with initial and intervocalic -s- from the substratium and
other sources. It must be obvious from what was said above that, while I entirely agroe
with the point that the restoration must have oceurred affer the introduetion into the
language of & phonemio contrast between /uf and /M, T still do not think that the borrow-
ings were sufficient to create this contrast.

" COf. Lejeune, Phonétique historigue, op. oit., 102,
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ration of -s- ocourred in Common Aeolic. If we could assume that in Common Aeolic
-85- had been simplified into -s- it would become clear how the restoration could
have taken place. In effect this means to accept the recenstruction suggested in
Table IT (4.2.2.). According to it the change of -ss- to -s- would have yielded forms
like *genest, which could have been a very suitable model for the restoration of -s-
in the dat.-loc. plurals. Similarly, if we attribute to Proto-Greek or Proto-Aeolic
aorists of the type *(e)telesse, the change would have yiclded forms like *(e)telese,
which could have been used as a starting point for the restoration of post-voocalic
-8- in the sigmatic aorist. If so, the hypothesis in terms of which Table IT is conatructed,
viz. the Aeolie change of -8s- to -s-, helps us to understand other features of the history
of Greek and of Aeclic. In other words, we have gained a small piece of evidence
which favours the reconstruction of Table IT over that of Table 1. For what concerns
the change itsolf we may alzo add that it seems structurally conditioned : first inter-
vocalic -s- changed to -i- and in & second moment intervoocalic -ss- changed to -s-.
We know that a similar change affected the Attic-Tonic dialects and there is scope
for a further enquiry aimed at establishing whether what we labelled Proto-Aeolic
should not in fact be attributed to Proto-Greek — but this belongs to another
paper?8,

5. We must now sum up. It seemny probable that Wackernagel’s explanation of
the -eoon datives i3 correct (of. 3.3.). If so, this carries some consequences and one
of them is that in all lkelihood we must postulate a sound change from -gs- to -s-
for common Aeolic (cf. 4., 4.2.2,, 4.6.1. and 4.6.2.) or for the phase which preceded
i. The instances of -ss- which we find in the Aeolic dialects were all created or recrea-
ted later than the change -ss- > -s- (of. 4.4.1.), Some more gpecific consequences
concern the dialect of the Lesbian poets: first, we are now able to analyse the datives
of the #vweci type which oceur in Sappho and Alcasus as ‘genuine’ Aeoclic forms,
Secondly, we may also suggest that alternations of the type tvéisoow | véhsoov
need not be due to Homeric influence (though this cannot be excluded) but may also
be archaioc features which were eliminated in the later phases of the dialeat (ef.
4.4.1.). On the other hand while Homeric rdvreao, médzost eto. belong to the Aeolisms
of the epic langnage, &xsuol, orhleool ete. are in o different position. These forms
must be either survivals from an extremely early layer of the epie language or —
more likely — oreations of the epic language due to the influence of the wdvresor
type.

Finally there is a more goneral point to make. Wackernagel objected to the tradi-
tional explanation of the -eceu. datives that it presupposed an abnormal type of
analogieal change. At the time his own explavation seemed theoretically more
satisfactory since it could be stated in proportional terms: -ot: -6t61 = -g¢ : -egot.
We have seen that more recent work has treated analogy as a process of redistribution

48 According to Risch’s reeonstruction (cf, note 46 above) the restoration of -s- in
the aorists eto. is one of the first phenomena to occur in the history of Greelk after the
immigration into the peninsula, For my part I have put it somewhat later and have
implied that it may have ocourred independently in the various dialect groups. If Risch
ia right in his assumption that the restoration oceurred early, and if, on the other hand,
I am right in sssuming that borrowings etc. cannot provide the necessary phonological
conditions for the restoration, it follows that the change -ss- > -s- belongs to Common
Gresk — a solution. which I should find entirely satisfactory, but which at the moment
I cannot support with adequate evidence.

e e
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of allomorphs® and that Wackernagel’s explanafion does not fit this definition
(of. 2.1.}. Yot the explanation seems to be correct. We must now wonder why is it
that analogical proportions are both so unattractive for the modern theoreficians
and so indigpensable a tool for the practising historical linguist 50,

40 See above 2.1, and note 7.

% Tor an interesting discussion of some of the current misapprehensions about the
proportionel formule see L. R. Palmer, Deseriptive and Comparative Linguistics, London
1972, 2424, from where I have taken the sentence reproduced at the beginning of this
article (ibid. p. 244}, For & recent eriticism of analogical proportions see Kiparsky, op.
cit. (in note 7); T have discussed the status and the possible formslizations of theso
proportions in my Collitz lecture (see above note 8).
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