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II.o AND off,

1. Since tjic early days of laryngcnl tjieovy therc ha s been disagrecmont a hont·
the question whether a PIE *//2 mergcd with *H1 and ^.ffg in thc neighbourhood
of *o (e.g., SATJSSURE, KURYLOWICZ, COWGILL, BEEKES) or coloured a contiguous
*o to *a (o.g., BENVENISTE, KuBYtowicz, LEJETNE, LINDEMAW). In his review of"
Bockes' disscrtation (Lingua 26, 1971, 181 - 1!)8), RUIJGH lists the following argu-
inents in favour of thc latter view:
(1) Perfect πέπηγα<πέπαγα, λέληθα<λέλαθα cf. ερρωγα, πέποιθα. These forms eaii
hardly be explained otherwiso tb.an by assuming that -ä- devcloped phonetically
from *-oH2-· They provide a model for the analogical introduction of the prcsent
tense vocalism in the perfect: "il est facile de rendre compte de formes telles que
κέκευθα (:κεύθω 'cacher') ä partir du type λέλαθα (: λαθω 'etro cache'); noter la
paronte semantique entrc les deux vei'bes" (p. 190).
(2) Gompounds ίππαμολγός<*-ο-Η2»?ο?(70-, στραταγός<*-ο-Η2θ(70-. This phonetic-
dcvelopment created the modcl for thc analogical introduction of the long vowel in
such forms äs έπημοιβός<επαμοιβός ncxt to phonetically regulär έπδμοιβός.
(3) Ist sg. ending -μαι iiext to 2nd sg. -σοι and 3rd sg. -τοι. I think that we have
to start from *-(m)ai, *-(s)toi, *-(t)oi. The problem is that *-ai does not necessarily
continue *-Hzoi, though this is a reasonable reconstruction.
(4) Expected o-grade in άγος, άνεμος, αριθμός, φήμη<φαμα, cf. τροφός, πότμός,,
πορθμός, λόχμη. As for δνεμος, Lat. animus, l am inclined to disagree both with
Ruijgh's *HzonHimos and with Beekes' *H2enHimos and to posit *H2nHiemos, cf.
κάλαμος<*JdHzemos and νηνεμίη<*7ΐί?2?*-ΗΊβ??ι-. Arm. koimis probably of non-IE
origin. In αριθμός we may assume ^ero grade, äs Ruijgh remarks himself, cf. OHG,
ΟΉ, Olr, rim. I think that the o-grade in άγος and φήμη is hardly open to doubt.

2. BEEKES has returned to the matter in a separate article (Die Sprache 18, 1972,.
117 - 131), where he regards the following eases äs certain:
(1) βωμός, cf. έβην.
(2) φωνή, cf. φημί.
(3) ποιμήν, πωυ, cf. Lat. päscö.
(4) θώξαι, cf. θήγω.
(5) πτφσσω, cf. πτήσσω.
(6) ογκος, cf. αγκάλη, άγκών.
(7) δκρις, cf. δκρος.
(8) οιωνός, cf. Lat. avis.
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(9) ους, cf. Lat. auris.
{10) Skt. ayu, cf. αίεί.
Το these we may add δγμος (cf. άγω), οναρ (PIE *Hzonr, *H%ner-), αγωγή άκωκή
(cf. έδωδή, ί>πωπτ\<*ΗΟοΗΟ-). In view of the examples where *iTa colours a neigh-
bouring *o to *a, Ruijgh suggests: "II vaut donc mieux expliquer les cas isoles de
mots tels que βω-μός, φω-νή, δγ-μος comme resultat d'une apophonie plus recente,
qui n'a pas reussi ä penotrer plus profondement dans le Systeme de la morphologie
grecque". Here I agree with Beekes: "It is not probable that isolated cases are
due to a recent reshaping" and "for some good cases such an analogical secondary
•ablaut cannot possibly be taken into consideration." (p. 120). Beekes' examples
•appear to belong to an older layer.

3. Since botb. points of view rest upon considerable evidence, neither can be
refuted: they must be integrated into a single consistent theory. I agree with Ruijgh
that *Hz coloured a contiguous *o to *a in Greek. However, I agree with Beekes
"that the relevant instances do not date back to the Indo-European proto-language.
The simplest assumption is that the Opposition between the laryngeals was neutra-
lized in the neighbourhood of PIE *o, where they merged into *H3, and that *Hz
•was restored in certain productive categories in Proto-Greek. Thus, we have άγος <
<*Hzogos, <$i\\ic(\<*bboHzmeHz, βέβηκα<βέβακα<*-^^-οί?2- (cf. δέδοικα) on the ana-
logy of αγω<*Η26<7-, <pr\pi<*bheHz-, βίβημι<*-5τ^-β 2̂- next to δγμος <*Haog-<
<*Hzog-, αγωγή, φωνή, βωμός<*-ο.03-<*-(λον. The analogical development must
be dated before the loss of the laryngeals because the latter eliminated the motiva-
tion for it. Semantically, the restoration of *Hz in φήμη':saying* and the preserva-
tion of the old ablaut in φωνή Voice' is quite acceptable. The a in näpoq<.*prHzos
{Ski. purah) was probably taken from πάρα after the loss of the laryngeals. The origi-
nal reflex was preserved in Aeolic m\iovrzq<.*tmHiontes. The timbre neutralization
of the laryngeals in the neighbourhood of *o has its analogue in Shuswap, which
offers the closest typological parallel to the PIE laryngeals. In this language, all
consonants which are members of pairs exhibiting the rounding-correlation are
rounded before and after the rounded vowel (cf. A. H. KTJIPEES, The Shuswap
Language, The Hague 1974, p. 22). As in Shuswap, the Opposition between *H»e-
and *Hso- was apparently not neutralized in Proto-Indo-European: initial *Hz and
*j03 were preserved äs h before *e but lost before *o in Armenian, while *Hi was
always lost before a vowel, e.g. hot<*H3ed- (original s-stem, cf. Lat. odor), hoviw<
<.*Haeui-peHz- (cf. Lat. ovis, pästor), but orb, orjikc, ofkc, ost (cf. ορφανός, δρχις,
βρρος, δζος, OHG ars, äst). There is zero grade in oskr<*Hastuer- (cf. δστέον). For
ωμός, Arm. hum, Skt. ämäh I would suggest PIE *HzeHzmos, Lat. amärv£<*HtHam-,
Olr.
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