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11. Remarks on relative chronology

Let us review our previous findings with respecthe question of relative chronology, which
is of such cardinal importance for the origin oé ttour Greek dialect groups: when did *
vocalize in the lonic-Attic vernacular, and whensvipic ¥ eliminated?

11.1 A Proto-lonic development
Attic and varieties of lonic agree almost completaltheir reflexes of f: we find op- in the
same isolated forms (e.@étaptog, fjuoptov, kapta), and all descendants of Proto-lonic
applied the same analogical replacements to yjetd (e.g. leveleEspopov after the relic
perfect 6é6pope). More importantly, the replacements within “Calasystem” formations
have taken place in an identical way in all vagigtof lonic-Attic:a-vocalism was introduced
in xpdrtog ‘power’, kpdtiotog ‘best, superior,0dpcog ‘courage’ (for *pétoc, *kpétioToc,
*0épooc), but the original root shape was retained in Igrtcowv, Att. kpeittov (with a
secondary lengthening of the root vowel). At theneaime, it is possible to indicate some
later changes, such as the productivity of the edlm@morph6pac- (where Attic has more
innovations), or the replacement @patdc with ceodpdoc (only in Attic). The verb
katadapOeiv has been replaced in the lonic vernaculars, aadbéan retained only in Attic.
The general conclusion must be that the vocalimatib*r took place when Proto-
lonic was still a unity, prior to or during the enmigrations to Asia Minor. This takes us
back to the 11-12¢. BC or earlier. The generalizations and levedlititat occurred in spoken
lonic-Attic in kpatog and related forms (see chapters 4 and 5) alsuppese the lapse of
some time. In chronological order, the most impdrtzhanges are (1A = lon.-Att. vernacular;
E = Epic Greek):

(IA1) vocalization to ep- in kaptepdg < Plon. Krteré- andkdprta < *Krta.

(IA2) levelings in thau-stem adjective, yielding Plorpatic.

(IA3) spread of the allomorpkpat- from kpatig to Caland forms with original full grade,
yielding xpdtiotog, kpdtog, -Kpatng, KPOTE®, KPATHV®.

(E1) creation okpatepdg (replacing krterd-) besidecoptepdg andipatog in Epic Greek?*?

(IA4) loss ofkpatig as a current form: replacementdayodpoc (Attic), perhaps byoptepdg
(spoken lonic).

(E2) absorption okpoatog by kaptepdc ~ kpatepds in Epic Greek.

(E3) spread okapt- within Epic Greek fromkaptepdg ~ kpatepog to kaptog ~ kpdrog and
Kaptiotog (~ vernaculakpdriotog).

(E4) creation okaptove on the basis ataproc.

Of course, it is difficult to give a precise estimdor the time of the vernacular vocalization
on this small basis. The leveling in thestem adjectives (IA2) may have been accomplished
fairly quickly, but the elimination of ablaut inghCaland formations (IA3) may have been
carried out in several steps, and is likely to heaken some time. If we depart from dh@
date for Homer, and allow some time for the ana&sginder (IA3) to take place, the data
indeed seem to be compatible with & bt 12" century date for the vernacular vocalization.
There are no other compelling indications againpbst-Mycenaean date. We have
seen (section 7.3.1) that the chronological argusnbased ord-epenthesis in Mycenaean

1232 Note that the analogy which gave riseyiokepoc besideyiviig presupposes (1) the phonetic reality raf -
in kpatepdc, and (2) the simultaneous existence@itvg andkpatepdc.
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cannot be upheld;r*may still have been present in Mycenaean. It wbaldjuite attractive to
view the lonic-Attic vocalization toap- and the West Greekcolored vocalization as part of
the same isogloss. It is difficult, however, touase a common development of Proto-West
Greek (if such an entity ever existed) and Protudobecause the vocalization in the dialects
of Crete had a different conditioning-Yocalism after a labial consonant). This suggtsis
the vocalization took place while the West Gredbess were settling their historically attested
habitats on the Peloponnese. The vocalization gatherala-coloring may then be analyzed
as a common innovation of Proto-lonic and the naaidlWest Greek dialects. Again, a date
somewhere in the Y2or 11" century would be quite fitting. Note that West &tand Proto-
lonic share other isoglosses that can be datechito geriod, such as the conditioned
development of the labiovelars before front vowelsd the completion of the first
compensatory lengthening.

11.2 The late, but pre-Homeric elimination of Epic‘r

We have seen thapatepdc may have introduced the root allomorphkptitog and replaced
those cases of the original forrirteré- that had been preserved longer within Epic Greek.
Other forms that introduced a reflgx- at an early date were the thematic aokpt®e/o-,
dpakelo-, andrpabe/o-. This early introduction ofpe- explains the difference in metrical
behavior betweerpatepdg andkpadin, as well as the absencedplukedv. Thus, the number
of words in which Epic ff was preserved was rather small.

For how long was this marginal sound, Epic fetained? The peculiar metrical
behavior ofkpadin suggests that its elimination was very recent. iButt possible to assume
that Homer still retained? The split betweerpe- and po-, which was conditioned by the
preceding consonant, seems to speak against sudearHowever, it cannot be excluded on
forehand that this conditioned change first ocaiire post-Homeric recitations, before the
text was first written dow?** Viewed in this waykpadin and the cases whel#cL scansion
could not be avoided do not teach us anything ath@upresence or absence of EgicFhere
are, however, two decisive pieces of evidence, phes highly suggestive one, to prove that
the author of thdéliad did not pronounceranymore:

1. On 4 occasions out of 41 (of which two in tHmd, 5.361 and 19.22), Homer
demonstrably uses thgp- of Bpotog to generate length by position. Moreover, he
avoidsMcL scansion in the simplefpotoc in all case forms where this is possible.
The same distribution is found in compoundé@spotog, tepyiufpotog, paesiuBfpotog
have noMcL scansion, and only the verse-initial formétaridog aueippotng and the
hapaxappotn preserve the older scansion. This proves thgbtéxdorm was no longer
*mrté- when thdliad was composed. For the details, see section 7.2.

2. The spread oMcL scansions as an incidental licence, already inllihe, suggests
that the vocalization had already been completédréehe final composition of that
epic. See e.g. verse-finatydioio Kpovoio (4x), Kpovov mdic dyxviounteo (7x), and
cases likesivi 0povo |p (2X).

3. if we depart from the attractive identification @id6svtt with Myc. wo-do-we theo-
coloring in podoevtt (and in poédov) presupposes the preservation of word-initial
digamma when Epicr*was vocalized.

In theOdysseythere are more indications for the vocalizatibEpic *r than in thdliad:

1233 Similarly, as remarked in chapter 7, it is hardet@lude thatEvoalio avpeipoven and avdpotijta first
reached their final shape in the post-Homeric tiaadli Moreover, it is all but certain that Homed dhot yet have
epentheticB- in the sequenceip- < *-mr-.
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4. The adjectivédpacvg is used in the Nlpacvg after the definite articlé, whereas the
lliad only has the AsBpaciv, never after a short vow&:* and the formulaic Gp.
Opaceldwy.

5. The productivity of plural forms oBpovog with McL scansion, and the larger
acceptability of théVicL licence generally (cf. the usedfibijvar, £xAion).

If our explanation of the formutsrddpa 1ddv (section 9.2) is correct, this would corroborate
the picture suggested bjodoevti and provide an importanterminus ante quemthe
vocalization of Epic I took place prior to the loss of word-initial digara. But the value of
this example depends on the question whether Hamdrhis immediate successors still
pronounced digamma in traditional Epic words ligév < *widon. It is normally assumed
that the only traces of digamma in Homer are marisecause such traces are more frequent
in hiatus than after a final consonant (when digamsnused to make position). But in the
light of the principles advanced in section 6.&eéms quite attractive to assume thatwas
still sung by Homer in traditional Epic words, aodly absent from words which had later
been introduced from the lonic vernacular. In tedeprodpa idov andpoddevtt lose some
of their probative value for the question of chriagy.

It is not possible, then, to giveterminus ante quenBut the longer we assume that *
was preserved in Epic Greek, the easier it is tplaéx the metrical behavior afpadin
discovered by Hoenigswald, and the contrast wighttehavior of other forms likepatepoc.

On that basis, | tentatively conclude thatcontinued to be present in Epic Greek until one
generation of poets before the composition ofllind .*#*°

After the elimination of F from spoken Proto-lonic, in the early Dark Agese t
number of Epic words wherer ‘was retained gradually decreased, thanks to replewsts
such as Krterés— «kpatepoc and *‘edrkon— &dpakov. It could not be replaced in words like
*drkont-‘snake’, which turn up in Homer witklcL scansiondpaxwv). This is precisely why
most of the words where we have to assume EpiaindergoMcL scansion, the only
exceptions beingpadin, otpatdc, certain case forms dfpotdg, and some compounds in
-Bpotog). In other words,McL scansion became acceptable due to the fact thavas
eliminated from Epic speech. Initially, this typ& szansion was all but avoided, as follows
from the avoidance of certain case formsppbtog. Only those case forms whehkécL
scansion could not be avoided at all (Gp. and Bjow the aberrant scansion, and in large
numbers. The entire singular and the Np. simplyalietl according to the new phonological
surface structure of the ste@roCo- In a similar wayguppotoc was ‘sealed’ in its dactylic
form, whereas anapestifpotog (with McL, from earlier ‘amrto-) is a hapax.

But how couldMcL scansion become acceptable and even productiadieence? In
my view, at least part of the answer must be sougtwo forms which were preserved with
*r in Epic Greek, and which in the vernacular fornd hpo- or po-: the middle aorist
tpanécOar (only verse-final in Homer), and the much moregérent preposition and preverb
npog, mpoo-. The use oMcL scansion in verse-final position was promotedgdaytéctor and
especiallyrpoonvda, and may have led to the introduction of forme [Kpdvoio, kpaveta.
The use ofMcL scansion after the trochaeic caesura, on the dthed, may have been
promoted by the use adpooc- andnpog in this position. It is also possible that a folike
tpanelo, after it had been borrowed into spoken lonic, fieel productivity of the licence.
How McL became productive in the case of stop pissa different question, but there is only
a handful of cases. Again, it must be stressedtfigaihnovative scansion hardly absorbed any

123411, 8.126, it is possible to assume the original @mee of ephelcystio-n puédene Opaciv.
1235 1n other words, if thdliad is the work of an older poet, the vocalizationl wive taken place in his early
career or in his youth.
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new lexemes: leaving aside the structural casesyrevstill dealing with a rare poetic licence,
even in theDdyssey>*°

11.3 Relative chronology: other sound changes

It is difficult to date the vocalization ofr*in the vernacular relative to other sound changes.
We have seen (section 9.3) thatoopa cannot be used as an argument for dating the
vernacular vocalization ofr*before the loss of word-final stops. On the camtranddpa
seems to prove that word-finalr*> -ap preceded the loss of word-final stops, and thatwo
internal * vocalized after the last-mentioned developmenis further possible, in view of
tpnpov, that the vocalization ofr*took place before the disappearanceloefin clusters
which took part in the first compensatory lengtimgniSimilarly, if tpaviog derives from
*trh-u-10-, it would follow that ¥ vocalized before the loss of intervocalig ¥vhich in South
Greek can probably be dated to the early Dark ABasit must be stressed that)pov and
tpavrog are difficult cases, and the only examples foirthespective environments.

It is not easy either to relate the vocalization *of to accentual developments.
Wheeler's Law prescribes that an oxytone word aftylee metrical structure withdraws the
accent to the penultimate. It seems that Wheelexg did not operate invopokdc, whereas
it did operate inavopdaot. However,avépdor may have generalized the accent of the other
plural case forms, just like its stem forimdp- may be analogical in spoken lonic. Since
avdpakdac probably contains Epic ¥ does it prove that Wheeler's Law preceded the
vocalization of Epic I? Not necessarily, because all Greek adverbé&giare oxytone, which
means that the accent may have been generalizesivise,koptepdog < *krterd- could be an
indication that Wheeler's Law operated before tlealization ¥ > -ap- in spoken Proto-
lonic. But again, it cannot be excluded that otlaeljectives in po¢ influenced the
accentuation okaptepoc.

Fortunately, two of the Epic formulae discussedcivapters 6 and 7 contain more
definite indications for dating the vocalization fgf in relation to other sound changes, and
seem to provide a valuahierminus post quentrirst of all,piAdéttt | tpoameiopey evvnOévie
can be used as evidence once we have clarifiedtyineology ofedvn0évte, a denominative
deriving fromevvr ‘bed’.

11.3.1puétnT Tpamsiopev evvn0Oévre and the etymology ofevvn

The substantivebviy is poetic and “rare in early prosel.3J s.v.)**" Furthermore, it is
noteworthy that the verbovno- ‘to put to sleep’ govnOn- ‘to go to bed (with)’, with which
we are dealing in our formula, is unproductive adtg in Homer?®® As a present form,
Homer usesvvalouat (only Od.), with a metrically induced suffix interchangebpic Greek
that looks traditional (cfatipalo besidedtiudom, fripnoce). As we have already seen (section
8.2.3), within Homeric Greekovaw is to be compared primarily with its synonywoipdw
(41x as a simplex, 3x witloto-). The latter is clearly the productive variant Homer,

1236 Note that the poet of th@dysseyuses bothikhivon, dmexhivon andéxiion, kubfjvar. This means that he
knows the traditional way to avoid the problem mbbg éi)ifn, but on the other hand does not entirely avoid
the latter form anymore, as the poet of e did.

1237 Cf. also ChantraineDELG s.v.sbvi}): “Cet ensemble est caractérisé par sa couleuicpeéet non attique,
par le sens général dévn “couche, gite” distinct d@éyoc (...)". In Classical prose, the word is reasonably
frequent only in X. and Hp., authors who are regute their to use of poetic or Homeric words. Adaliog to
LSJ eovi means: “l. 1. bed, 2. bedding, as distinct fridgpoc, 3. abode of nymphs, lair of animals, nest of a
bird, etc., 4. marital bed, 5. grave, resting plate the meaning Il. ‘anchoring place of a shipivai (only
plur.) is better left aside, because it may hawihing to do with the word for ‘bed’. Note, too, thavic ‘bereft
person’ (Hom.+) is probably unrelatedston.

1238 |t occurs 13x as a simplex, always aor., of whidix ebvnon-. Further only intapevvaiesde (only Od.
22.37),xotevvam, -6lo ‘to put to sleep’ (5x).
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because it is used without exception when the ar@m®tonant is metrically irrelevant (i.e. in
verse-initial position or after final syllables thare long by nature). Moreover, contracted
present forms ingto, -dto are never formed fromdvaw (the present isovalopar), but 6x
from kowdam.*?* It seems, then, thabvy and derivatives are poetic relic words.

There is currently no consensus about the etymotdgyovr, as appears from the
review of previous proposals by Balles (2007). y£anh, Brugmann (see Lidén 1906: 320)
comparedeovy to Olr. Gam ‘cave, boar's lair, den’ (f2)."**® To this Graeco-Hibernian
isogloss, Lidén proposed to add YAwy ‘cleft, split’, which was judged “relativ plausilie
by Peters (1980: 50). There are, however, somdgmsb Both Brugmann and Peters reckon
with a root H,eu, to which different suffixes inm and n- are supposed to have been added
in the daughter languag&8! But since there is no clear verbal root, all we left with is a
root etymology. Moreover, as Balles remarks, theneation with YAv.uni- is “much less
attractive semantically*2*?

On the other hand, Klingenschmitt (1981) proposed the root ofvvy is to be found
in Alb. v aor.un- ‘to put, place’, and proposed to explaivy by a laryngeal metathesis
*unh-eh- > “*Eun-eh-". This etymology was adopted by thdV? and Ziegler (2004)
subsequently proposed to recognizerih- in the Iranian rootan ‘to cover’. But the Iranian
material is rather ambiguous, and Balles rightlymaes somewhat sceptical about the
etymology as far asovij is concerned®”®In my view, the assumed laryngeal metathesis does
not have much to recommend itself either, and Baiightly points out that it conflicts with
aprv ‘lamb’ < *urh;-en-1#*

Thus, there is no commonly accepted etymologyefomy at the moment. Let us
reconsider the old comparison with Qlam‘cave, boar’s lair, den’. From a semantic point of
view, the comparison is impeccable, given thatrtfeaning ‘lair, den’ (of wild animals and
swine) is attested in Homelt.(11.115,0d. 4.338, 4.438, 14.4, also of the lair or cave wher
Typhoeus sleepsl. 2.783)!*** The Greek and Celtic forms could be derived frove $ame
pre-form if the suffixal difference is due to theduction of PIE *mneh-. A phonetic reason
for this reduction is not hard to find: the labi@sal may have been assimilated to the
preceding labial glide in Greek. A possible Inda-&pean reconstruction would bb;gu-mn-

1239 The origin ofkodo is disputed: does it derive from a substanti¥eirho- or *koima- related to Gothic
haims'village’, Lith. Seim3 Seimynafamily’, etc. (cf. Frisk s.vkeipa)?

1240 Other stem forms attested in Irish &aém (f. i), andGama(f. d), in the same or similar meanings(asn

1241 Moreover, the difference in ablaut between théouar formations heu-neh (Greek), *hyu-neh (Avestan
ung-), and *h;eu-meh (Irish) would require an explanation.

1242 yegas Sansalvador (1992) interpreteu¥vn, epithet of Demeter, as ‘who has the earth asdi IShe
assumes that the regular outcome of a PIE compodtdim-unh-eh, or *d"¢"m-hun-eh is reflected only in
Xapbdvn, and that it was replaced byuoicovéc, yapaiebvng, yopedvng in Homer and Classical Greek. She does
not, however, address the metrical problem withaicuvéc to be discussed below. Moreoveryovn itself is
only attested at a late date ag]povaiog in Olympia (vO 485.3, & c. AD), and in Pausanias, who mentions
Demeter Xiwovn twice (6.20.8-9 and 6.21.1). Vegas Sansalvaddudgs that Xuovn is due to a changa >

v, but for reasons that are unclear to me (notdatieedate of the attestations: not much is knowosuathe Elean
sound changes in the intermediary period). The ekygy ofeov cannot be based on a weakly attested name.
1243 “the evidence for our root becomes rather mea¢falles 2007: 17). She concludes thaty is “to be
judged only as a possible [example]” for the suppldaryngeal metathesis.

1244 The laryngeal metathesis was first proposed byilRirder to explaizopig beside Veduri- ‘broad’ from
*urh;-u-, and subsequently adopted by Peters (1980), wéab itiso explairevpov ‘found’ from *e-urh;-e/o-and
€OAf ‘maggot’ from *ulh;-eh-. However, the development is phonetically unexgeeind remains without clear
parallels in other IE languages. Moreover, moghefsupposed examples are uncompelling, as apfpearshe
discussion by Balles, who retains osfypuc, ebpov, andedrry. To her otherwise careful discussion, | would add
that &g, -vbog looks like a substrate word in view of its suffsee BeekeEDG, s.v.), and that a full grade
*h,eur-u-cannot be entirely excluded faipig (see section 11.1 on the ablautieftem adjectives).

1245 Bojisacq (s.vevvn) accepts Brugmann's idea and posits a “sens pratai&cavité servant de gite & 'homme
et aux animaux’, cf. pour le sens goadi(...)".
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ehp, but if we assume that the poetic fogtiv) underwent psilosis,(H)ieu-mn-eh would be
equally possiblé?*°

Starting from this idea of an old word for ‘restiptace, lair, abode’, | propose to
directly comparesovry with Ved.yonik (m.) ‘seat, place, home, residence’, also ‘wofap;.
Again, this comparison is highly attractive fronsemantic point of view: both in Homer and
in later Greek poetryovn often has sexual connotations (the bed as the pilwvemaking
or the marital bed), and the same is true of tidiclnvord. There is, however, a formal
difference which needs to be explained. The Greekdws an oxytone femining-stem,
whereas th&igvedahas a barytone masculinstem**’ | can see two ways to explain the
difference in stem formation. First, in compoundsdi¢ has $u-yona-> syona-‘agreeable’
(vel sim.) anddur-yaza- ‘(place) bad to live in’. The thematic formatiohtbese compounds
is matched in Avestahu-iiaona; huui-iiaona-, parafu-iiaona- It could be assumed, then,
that the thematic formation is older, and that Vigahi obtained itsi-stem inflection and
barytone accent from the semantically clég@i- ‘hip, buttocks™?*® Note, especially, the
parallelism in phraseology between Awrafu-iiaona- ‘having a broad lap’ (cf. Vedarthlm
yénim RV 10.99.2) angbarafu-sraoni- ‘having broad hips’ (Vedprthi- sroni- SB+).22*° A
second alternative would be that both its¢em of Indic and th&-stem of Greek and Irish are
old, because Irish also attests a feminisgemuaim ‘lair’. It may be speculated, finally, that
govig, -18o¢ ‘wife’ (trag.), which is probably related vy within Greek (ChantraindQELG
S.V.g0v1)), contains the samestem, but this remains uncertain.

It remains to explain the absence of aspiratiogding. If the word is indeed poetic and
was preserved in the forpwvr in Epic Greek, it could be explained as a psilébien. The
presence and origin of psilotic lexemes in Homearsintricate question: is the psilosis
simply due to lonic provenance, and was $peitus asperintroduced in an Attic redaction,
as famously argued by Wackernagel (1916)? Howdwembay be, it is sufficient to note, for
present purposes, thaivatépec ‘wives of the husband’s brothersanitrices < PGr.
*ienateres(with metrical lengthening of the first syllabl@rnishes a good parallel for a
psilotic Epic lexemevvn < PGr. jeun.

Another indication thatbvy was originally not vowel-initial are the Epic commds
yapoevvadeg ‘having their lair on the earth’ (of swineg)d. 10.243 and 14.15), and
yapoedvar ‘id.” (of the Selloi or perhaps Helloi, priests Dbdonaean Zeus dt 16.235). In
both compounds,at- undergoes epic correption at the morpheme boyndaprocedure for
which there are no good parallels in Homer. Chamtré1942: 168) only mentiongoc éoot
(I1. 13.275, cf. 18.1050d. 7.312, cf. 20.89), the frequent scansion®t as an iamb, and
gurmatov (Od. 20.379). Thus, the licence is extremely rare andainternal position in Homer,
and yauoevvng, yauoievvadec are the only instances where it allegedly tookcelan
composition*>

1246 probably Hieu-mn-ehrather than feu-mn-eh, see below on the the further etymology.

1247|n theRigveday6ni is always masculine, but in tAeharvavedait also occurs as a feminine.

1248 The j-stem inflection of this word in PIE is confirmed l.at. clinis ‘buttocks, tail bone’, MW clun
‘haunch’, pl.cluniau (note the homonymous word for ‘meadow’, Qdidain, OW. clun, etc. < PCelt. kKlowni-),
and not contradicted by LitBlaunis'hip, thigh’, ON hlaun ‘buttocks, loin’. Taken together, these forms pam

a reconstruction PIEAtouni- ‘hip, buttocks, loin’.

1249 Unfortunately, the precise formation of the simpl@ Avestan is not entirely clear. There are two
attestations, Asyaorem and Ls.yaona If yaorsm can be fromim, as Mayrhofer EWAias.v.yoni) seems to
assume, the Iranian evidence could also point festemyaont ‘place’ (Ls.yaona< -q).

1250 The jambic scansion afioc may be due to prevocalic shortening in the expeotgcome hi(i)us of PIE
*suH-iu-s a form which was replaced withog either in Homer or in the ms. tradition. At anyerahe Homeric
paradigm of ‘son’ contains many other unexplairregigularities, so it would not be wise to base himg of the
scansion of the Neioc. Furthermore, inidc éoot the localization obioc in the biceps deviates from the normal
metrical behavior of this word. In my view, it cdulvell be a transformation of other formulaic mater
containing this pronoun. Hesiod also uses the tieen inflect the formuldloceddmv yaroyoc évvooiyaiog,
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It is implausible to assume that the word-interoatreption inyapoievvadeg and
yapouedvng is original. If the diphthongot- were old youaievvng could have been easily used
in Epic Greek, and we would expect to find a trafets preservation, rather than two
instances of correption. Moreover, the suffé—in combination with the localization of
yapoevvadeg (after p) suggests thatidec is an artificialStreckformfor the Np. eu, of a kind
typically encountered in the fourth foot of the ameter (cf. Meister 1921: 22-7). In other
words, yapatevvadeg itself looks like a metrical archaism, but it prpposes the correption in
yopaedvar. It follows that the original form underlyingupaieovne was *K'ama-euds with
hiatus, and that the attested foyapousivne was designed to heal this hiatgs.

In fact, there are various other reasons to thivat the older form of the directional
adverbyopai ‘to the ground, on the ground’ (24x Homer, of Wwhit9x after) was *opda.

Its metrical variantauadic ‘id.” (14x, 13x after d) must have been based on this form by
adding the relic allative suffixdwx (cf. Hom. é\lvdig ‘to elsewhere’). Moreover, the
accentuation ofapdle suggests a pre-formydua-ale, based on jffapd by adding the suffix
of &pale ‘id.”. This suggests thatouai replaces earlieryuud, perhaps in analogy teopd :
napai (in the same metrical slot). Thus, it seems likidgt youoigvvadeg and yapoedvng
continue a pre-form K'ama-()euni- and that the preserved hiatus is an indirect tafce
original intervocalicyod In post-Homeric Greek, the same pre-form yielgegeovn,
Xé‘“%%? ‘bed on the ground’ (trag.), with a productivesgn of « following the loss of
yod

Greekevoviy and Olr.Gamare a perfect formal and semantic match if werassthat a
pre-form XH)ieu-mn-el was simplified in different ways after the splg-of PIE. The same
applies to the inclusion of Vegodni- (plus syona; Av. -ilaona-), if it is accepted that the
Indo-Iranian simplex may have been influencedidyi-. To be sure, the details of the much-
discussed reduction of clusters containing PIErt-still await a definite solutiof?> but in
any case, the assumed reduction @utan to *-eun in the ancestor(s) of Greek and Indo-
Iranian is phonetically natural.

As for the further etymology of(H)ieu-mn-ek-, it is hard to connect(H)ieu- with
one of the canonical roots thus reconstructed (\Wea: ‘to separate’ oryaw ‘to hold,
connect’) for semantic reasons. From a semantiot pufi view, however, it is attractive to
assume that Hieu- was the outcome of Hsieb™ ‘to enter’, with a special phonetic
development of %"- to *-w- in front of the cluster n-.*>* The outcome of Msieb™- means
‘to copulate’ in Vedic, Greek, and Slavic, but gater’ (e.g. a house) in TocharianyBp-
Moreover, Tocharian B has a substantignme‘gate, entry, portal’ which derives from
*yemneby a regular metathesis, and can be directly ddrfrom a pre-form Pisie/od-mn-o-

If this is correct, we may reconstruct a PIE defixa*hsieb™mn-o-denoting “that into which
one penetrates”, hencesfeumnél- ‘cave, lair underlying Greekovr.

11.3.2 The formulagu.otntt | Tpomeiopney govnOivte

As we have seen in chapter 6, the root shape- in the 1p. aor. subgpanciopev is due to
the vocalization of Epicr*to pa-. Let me repeat why the formul@iomt | tpomeiopev
evvnBévte “let us go to bed and satisfy ourselves” must lae Since it would be unclear why
a T-formula was preferred over g-®rmula starting with “topneiopev, the whole formula

frequent in Homer, as an accusatiéseidaova yomoyov évvosiyaiog (Th. 15, see West ad loc.). This is a clear
innovation.

12511t cannot be determined whether this had alreaghplned when théad was created, or later on in the
tradition.

1252| hope to further elaborate the reconstructiopopiui in the near future.

1253 |t seems likely to me thamn- was originally retained after a short vowel ire€k, cf. Homvévopvog (later
avavopog) andandiouvog (latermoddun).

12541 owe this suggestion to Karl Praust (p.c.).
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(including purotnT) Must have existed before the elimination of Byicand possibly much
earlier. This is confirmed by Latacz’s analysidteé formula (1966: 185), according to which
the locative §v) euhotL is a complement tevvnbévte, with hyperbaton. The presence of
(év) pomTin the formula explains whytfpeomenwas preserved as an artificial aorist form
of tépnopar, and why the vernacular reflexarpeomenwas never introduced in front of
gvvnoévre.

If the etymology proposed here febvn is correct, the original formula must be
reconstructed aspFilotati trpeomen (eunit’ente It now becomes clear that the formula
cannot have been coined before the loss of initil because withjeunitentethe formula
would not scan in any proposed predecessor of trmeric hexametef> In this way, we
arrive at the following chronology:

1. loss of initialyod (*ieunitente> *eunit"entd

2. Creation of the formulapFilotati trpeomen eudt"ente

3. Development of Epicto pa-, raising of & to *¢, and quantitative metathesis plus epic
restoration toeto-, yieldingpildtrt |r tpanciopev evvnoévte

A final question of considerable importance is weetthe formula pilotati trpecomen
eunit"entewas created before the Proto-lonic vernacular zation *r > -ap-, or whether
*trpeomenwas originally retained with Epia*n other environments too (in its metrical slot
following |r). The first option seems much more likely to mecduse the form only appears
in this specific formula, and because the relicrgoe ¥ will not have been very productive
unless metrical necessity was at work. Such mémeeessity is, in the present case, provided
only by the fact thatrpcomenoccurred in this specific formula. Thus, althowgslightly later
date of creation of the formula®lotati trpeomen eudtentecannot be completely ruled out,
it seems reasonable to assume that it was createrklihe vernacular vocalization > -op-.

If this is correct, it can be concluded that Proic retained F until after the
Mycenaean period, because inityald is still regularly written on the Mycenaean tabfét®
Again, it appears to be unnecessary to assumecénttin formulae date back to the mid-
second millennium merely because they contain dineiat reflex of ¥.

11.3.3 The creation ofivéportijra kai finv

In section 7.3.1, we have seen that the formyl@vppotijto xai fipnv ‘masculine and
youthful vigor’ is best analyzed as containing thlex of an lonic pre-form dnrtata. After
the vernacular sound change > ap, *anrnata was preserved with Epiq *n this particular
formula, and perhaps also more generally. Whanrt#ita subsequently developed to
*anrateta, the latter form was replaced ldydpotijta by analogy with forms containing a
first membefvépo-.

As many previous scholars have remarked, it cabrotloubted that the expression
avoportita kol fifnv is monumental and archaic, because it is usedorkéy moments in the
story of Achilles and his wrath. An examinationfofmulaic material from thdliad shows
that there were plenty of other ways to sing thatldef a hero. Why would the poets sing the

1255 The only way to avoid this conclusion is to assuha the first plural (or dual) ending was stithte (cf.
Ved.-ma) when the formula was coined. But this would batgjtous, because there are no further traceseof th
retention of *mein Epic Greek. In general, | am skeptical of thesgibility to reconstruct older stages of the
hexameter from the comparison with Aeolic meteveneif the idea that Epic verse originated fronditianal
Indo-European metres could be basically correciniyncase, there is no reconstructed proto-hexauimetehich

the fourth foot could end in an iambic sequence.

1256 My default assumption, here as elsewhere, isttfeatwo South Greek dialects, Proto-lonic and Myeam,

did not undergo any different phonological or marolgical developments unless there is a speciflcation

to think so.
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deaths of Patroklos and Hektor with an unmetricaise? Therefore, the synchronically
aberrant scansion of the Homeric formula confirhesitnpression thatvépotiijta kai finv is

an archaism: this formula is fitting in its synchio Homeric contexts only if we assume that
it was traditionally fitting.

Let us now consider in more detail when the foammlay have come into being. The
first question to answer is: what was the origiftaim of the formula when was it coined?
Ruijgh has taken great trouble to show thadpotiita koi fifnv is ultimately of Achaean
origin. This would require, however, that the Homeormula is a transformation of a
different, older Mycenaean prototype. One of higeda attempts to solve the problems
involved deserves to be quoted in full:

“L’expressionavépotijta kol finv ne peut pas remonter a la phase mycénienne: myc.
*&(v)Spotara kooi hiy“av (ou ypy“av) comporterait une suite de trois bréves. En olidre,
valeur mycénienne deaci €tait probablement ‘(et) aussi’ (Ruijgh 1967 323B), valeur
emphatique qui ne convient pas a I'expression higuér Autrefois, nous avons songeé a la
possibilité d’'une expression originellévrtar i6¢ yqy“ov avec la particule homériguiés
‘et’. Maintenant, nous la rejetons: en chyprioteite particule sans doute achéenne conserve
encore la valeur originelle ‘et alors’ (Ruijgh 19%5-57), qui ne convient pas elle non plus a
'expression homeérique. En outré¢ figure chez Homeére presque toujours apres la eésur
trochaique. (...) En Mycénien, la particule normaleabeur ‘et’ est gek"c. Elle figure chez
Homére dans des coordinations commo@m molepdc te et mtoheudv 1€ pdynv Te.
L’expressionavopotijtd te kai pévog v ne peut pas elle non plus remonter a la phase
mycénienne a cause de la présenceodléet’. Dans ces conditions, nous sommes amené[s] a
postuler une formule proto-mycénienn@vfrito pévog ke ‘la force de I'age et I'élan’ (...)
comparer (... M0 yoyn te uévog te, expression qui figure également dans le conteetia
mort d’un héros.” (1997: 43-44).

There are good reasons to doubt a Mycenaean aigindportijta koi fipnv. First of
all, there is a problem of scansion: as it statts formula withkai cannot be projected back
to the Mycenaean period because of the initial aoast to be reconstructed f@fnv.
Moreover, as Ruijgh remarksge rather thankoi is used as a simple connector in the
Mycenaean tablets. Contrary to Ruijgh, howevereé 10 sufficient reason to analyze
avoportita kai ifnv as the transformation of a formula that had becammetrical. Ruijgh’s
attempt to reconstructyrtéaro pévog k"¢ fails for a simple reason: if this was indeed pine-
form, there would have been no reason to modify dvopotiita kai ifnv. Ruijgh speculated
that Epic singers usedi 1inv to replace the reconstructedétog e because they wished to
underline the idea of a premature death (“pour ignat davantage l'idée de la mort
prématurée”, 1997: 44). But this idea does not wbdcause Homer did in fact preserve
avdportitd te kol pévog Mo (Il. 24.6), which is clearly equivalent é@dpotiita xai fifnv and
underlines Patroklos’ premature death just as well.

| conclude that the pre-form @fvdportijta kol finv, including the conjunctiomai,
was coined as a verse-final formula within lonicidcg-or the present investigation, it is
important that this creation can be datdigr the loss of the initial consonantifinv, i.e. that
the original shape of the formula was alrea@yrtata kai heban, whereh- does not make
position any longet?®’ The salient fornfipnyv ‘(youthful) vigor' is generally considered to be
etymologically related to Lithuanig@ga ‘vigor, strength’, Latviarjega ‘strength, sense’ and
Lith. jégti, jégia ‘to be able or strong’. A comparison of the vadaaitested Greek forms

1257 There is no unambiguous metrical trace jofit Homer:notvia “"Hfn (Il. 4.2) may well have been coined on
ndtvia “Hpn (frequent verse-final formula).
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points to a Proto-Greek substantivieg”a ‘vigor’,***® and the Baltic forms can be derived

from PIE *(H)iehyg"-eh, or *(H)ieg"-eh,.*2>°

Returning to our formula, if this etymology is cect, it implies that f remained
intact, at least in Epic Greek, until after theslad word-initialyod It is well-known that
Mycenaean preserves initiabd, even if there are signs that this phoneme wabkearprocess
of being eliminated already in the tablets, i.e.tie 14-12" c. If we depart from the
assumption that Proto-lonic lost this phoneme alotire same time, it follows that the
formula *anrtata kai "eban was created in the early Dark Ages. This is a ¢ewturies later
than scholars have hitherto assumed. The formuba theoretically have been taken from
Mycenaean Epic, but this would presuppose thatdmgunction %ai existed in Mycenaean,
which is hard to prove. Since a Mycenaean origimd@nly complicate matters, it is better
to assume thatanrtata kai "eban is a creation of lonic Epic in or before the Edbigrk Ages.

It is also likely that the formula was coined whemrtata was still a normal vernacular form,
but it cannot be entirely excluded thairjftata remained in more general use in Epic Greek
after the vernacular vocalization.

In conclusion, anrtata kai "eban points in the same direction ap'itotati trpecomen
eunit’ente but strictly speaking, only the latter formulapides proof that the vocalization
of *r in the lonic vernacular took place after the liemitof word-initialyod This is because
the retention of typecomencould not be motivated outside the formula wherecurs.

11.4 The prehistory of Epic Greek

We have seen that certain formulae enjoyed an emuyited presence in Epic Greek, from
the vocalization of * in the Proto-lonic vernacular until the vocalinatiof Epic *, not too
long before thdliad. In my view, this allows us to conclude that lomias the language of
Epic Greek all along, throughout the Dark Agesfifst sight, this conclusion does not seem
to impose itself, because the formulae withnfay theoretically have been preserved in an
“Aeolic phase” after the vocalization off *in the Proto-Aeolic vernacular. There are,
however, two decisive arguments against an Aedtlasp.

First of all, a number of forms witlpe- must have been created artificially not long
after the vocalization ofr*in the lonic vernacular, notabkpotepog and thematic aorists of
the type&dpaxov. These forms must have been substituted for favitts*r when lonic was
the language of Epic, for otherwise one would ekpgecfind Aeolic artificial forms like
kpotepog or TESpokov. If one assumes an Aeolic phase that lasted tuatil generations
before Homer, the introduction &patepog for *krterd- and£dpaxov for *édrkon would be
too late to explain the different metrical behavarkpatepog as opposed tapadin, or
dpakmv as opposed to unattesi@whicmv (see section 8.4).

Secondly, the extensive evidence for analogicadtmes that took place in the roots
Bapo- and kpat- within Epic Greek (replacement ofkrterd- with kpatepdg, semantic
influence of kpatdg on kpatepog, creation of new doublets likepdrog ~ kaprtog, etc.)
presupposes an uninterrupted lonic Epic traditromhich these analogies could take place.
All such artificial creations bear the stamp of ignand they took place between the
vocalization of vernacular*and that of Epic*.

Finally, there is no reason to assume an Aeolic@la@ymore as far as the forms with
-po- are concerned: they can now all be explainedhkyldbial-conditioned development of
Epic *r. In section 6.6, when discussing a possible seef@rthe retention of Epicr* | have

1258 pindar hasipa, and West Greek and Aeolic inscriptions haveat fioex Gortympw, Locr. natac IG 9(1)
334, Thesseiparog, etc.). This ensures that the Proto-Greek form*#&dhe formapa in Alcaeus (fr. 101) and
Callimachus|id. 1.44 and 30.20) is probably a hyper-Aeolicism.

1259t deserves to be noted, however, that Ljidgti, jégia andjéga (accent paradigm 4) have a circumflex root.
This could be a case ofetatonie douci a deverbal Lithuaniaé-stem, on which see Derksen (1996: 141-43).
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suggested that other alleged Aeolic characteristidspic Greek (e.g. retained lowg non-
palatalized labiovelar reflexes in front @f can also be explained in the same way. | have to
limit myself to an outline of this idea here, armpk to discuss it more elaborately in the near
future.

11.5 Conclusions
| arrive at the following relative chronology fdne developments that took place between
Proto-Greek and lonic-Attic (Pl = Proto-lonic, Eepic Greek):

1. vocalization of word-final* (PGr.)

2. loss of word-final stops (PGr.)

3. d-epenthesis in intervocaliar- (Pan-Gr.)

4. lenition of word-initial 1- (PI)

5. vocalization of f (PI)

6. loss of-h- (intervocalic and, in front of a resonant, withIGI(PI)

To be dated before 5. is the reductietwt > *-t- in front of *r. Then, Epic Greek underwent
the following additional changes:

7. substitution ofpa- for some cases of Epig {E, not long after 5.)

8. vocalization of Epicr* (E)

9. loss of Epic tv (E)

10.d-epenthesis indnrateta or *anroteta, b-epenthesis ingmrotos(etc.).

Note that the relative chronology obtained on thsi®of the evidence for fs confirmed by
the Mycenaean evidence. In Mycenaean, word-inytal is disappearing under our eyes in
the Linear B tablets (cf. variant spellings lijeeke-te-re~ a-ke-te-r@, whereas word-initial
and intervocalid still function as a normal consonant. Again, thegppears to be no reason to
make a distinction between Mycenaean and Protalpnr to the Linear B tablets. The
assumed post-Mycenaean date for the vocalizatiofy ah Proto-lonic has the following
advantages:

1. it yields a more realistic time frame for thegervation of I in Epic Greek.

2. it offers the possibility to derive Epic wordlsd appotéEouev andtpanela directly from
Mycenaean, assuming that this dialect retairred *

3. it allows us to explain how the formul@e.otntt |r tpomeiopev edvnbévte and |
avoportiita kol fifnv came into being, assuming that they were createehvtr was
still present in the lonic vernacular.
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