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A Greek Exploitation of Morphological Contrasts

By OBaremi Kuiore, Ibadan

The functional histories of Modern English ‘hale’ and ‘whole’,
the northern and southern representatives respectively of Old
English ‘kal’, attest an exploitation in English of phonetic contrasts
[keil][[houl]. In this paper we are concerned with a somewhat
similar but much more sharply defined phenomenon on the morpho-

logical plane.

From the beginning of our literary tradition the Greek verbal
system exhibits hosts of polymorphic presents, presents with identi-
cal or related bases but different terminations or formations:
dyapar aydouar Gyalouar dydlouar, GAboxw dlvoxdvew dlvoxdlw,
*dyopue (pass. dwuat) drew dve @dtw, dedew doitew dodecouar, éoilw
dpidaivw dpiduaivw, égvxw Epundvw puxavdw, xovaféw xovafilw, pévw
pluvew, oivoyéw olvoysbw, dvouaive dvoudlw, oTévw atevdyw orevayilw,

ete.l)

These collateral present forms have been developed by various

procedures, some of which are as follows:

I. Presents belonging to different morphological classes or
having different nominal bases: -y¢/o- presents fidnrw (< *(u)fAazn-
w), aidéouar (cf. aiddd¢) beside primary root presents fAdfouar
aldouar; -oxw presents pdoxw Pdoxnw (< *g*m-ske[o-) beside primary
root or y¢[,- presents gnui faivw (< *¢§¥m-y¢/o-); denominatives
aywvilouau (: dydw, -@vog), yAdaivopar (: yAdavds) beside other de-
nominatives dywvidw (: dywvia), yAddw (: yAwdj); full-grade primary
xAéw otelyw beside nil-grade xidw oriyw; reduplicated presents ioyw
(< *ot-0%-), ¥w (< *oi1-20-) beside primary root or -y¢/,- presents

érw (< *gex-), &opat (< *aed-1/o-).

II. Different classes of denominative presents based on the same
nouns: Gerdw derdve (: deris), fidw -dopar Prdlw -opar (: Pia), Hfdw
nBdoxw (:9py), Aveodw Avosaivw (: Mooa), dnréw oniilw (: rAov).

But see under (iii) below.

ITI. One form being a mere extension or transformation of the
other: dpdoow xAnioxw yenfoxopar transformed from dpdw/agp-

1) Polymorphism in the verbal system is not an ancient Greek peculiarity :
Sanskrit offers many examples (prndti prndts piparti : pf-, bhdrati bibharti
bhy-, ete.) which are often not functionally differentiated. See Verkerdi, ‘On
polymorphic presents in the Rgveda’, Acta orientalia academiae scientiarum

Hungaricae, XII, 1961, fasc. 1-3, pp. 2491F.
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(: agr), »%rnilew (: %xAnFdc?)), yenilw (: xe7). Some rival formations
under (II) above, e.g., -d{w (beside -dw), -{{w (beside -éw), even with
nominal bases available, may, in fact, be deverbatives and belong
here.

IV. Analogy: To analogy, operating within functionally related
groups, is largely due in general the existence of rival formations,
but the immediate models are in many cases no more clear. dgdoooua
(: agdw, -ouar) is possibly formed after dpdoow, Pagddw (: fagéw)
after uwidw pduwidw, orevdyw (: orévw) after idyw. Parallel forma-
tions are found in semantic groups: xAdlw xlayydvew xAayyalvo,
xpdlw xpayydvw xpayyaivw; xovaféw -fillw, xavayéw -yilw, dupaga-
péw -pilw, ete.

In a number of cases morphological patterns have been brought
into play. New present forms have thus sometimes been created to
older non-present forms: -invauar (wege-, 8&-, possibly dno-), beside
nétopar, is newly formed to dmtyy mrioouar after Zovny omijoopar:
lotauar®); after verbs in -éw, fut. -fjow, aor. -yoa (e.g. piléw piliow
épiAnoa) have been formed éAxéw (beside Eixw) from the fut. élxrjow,
aor. élxfjoar, which show an -x- extension to the stem?*), and
possibly uayéouac (beside udyouar) from the fut. payrjoouar if it is
not a denominative (to udyn)?).

The aorist seems particularly to have been the source of many
such creations: dyaiouar (beside dyauar), xepaiew (beside xigvnue) are
possibly formed from the aorists dydosacdar, xepdooar after the
paradigmatic relation vaiw : aor. vdooat®). The new nasal presents
in -d-vwoue, merdvviue (beside miTynui, aor. merd-o(o)ar), oxeddvviu
(beside oxidvnue, aor. oxedd-car), etc. have been drawn from the
aorists after the old pattern &wous : €-0(0)at, aBé-vwiur : ofé-o(o)ar?).
The analogical spread of the present type with both nasal infix and
nasal suffix twyydvw (beside tedyw), Aavddvw (beside jdw), ete. may
have followed the proportion aor. mvddumny : muvddvouar (0ld) = aor.
&rvyov (to Tedyw) : X (= Twyydvw), ete.®)

2) Schulze, Quaest. epic., 283f.

3) Cf. Brugmann-Thumb, Griech. Gramm.}, 324; Schwyzer, Griech.
Gramm. I, 681.

4) On such futures and aorists, see Risch, Wortbild. der hom. Sprache,
217 ad fin., 296 ad fin.; Chantraine, Gramm. hom. I, 415f., 446; Schwyzer,
op. cit., 752, 782,

5) See Frisk, Griech. etym. Worterbuch I1 (Lfg. 12), s.v. udyouau.

8) Cf. Risch, op. cit., 284.

) Onthistype,see Lejeune, Phonétique grecque, 105 ; Schwyzer, op. cit., 697.

8) See Risch, op. cit., 237.
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A few of the formation types, particularly nasal and -{w, are very
productive, and collateral forms of these types occur very frequent-
ly. Noteworthy are the forms in -dlw (collateral with -dw) and -Zw
(collateral with -éw) whose development falls under (I)-(IV) above®).

The functional implication

In a number of cases, so far as we can establish from our literary
tradition, no functional differentiation is observed between the
rival forms, although the original state of affairs in such cases may
have been different. Where the forms are functionally distinguished
no consistent pattern is observed within a class, and the functional
relations exhibited by forms in any class in question can be very
widely varied. In the former case this polymorphism seems to have
become a very useful instrument in the hands of the epic poets,

who employed the rival forms as mere metrical variants.

How the choice between two rival forms may be determined by
metrical considerations can be seen in, e.g., the Homeric phrases

yetpag dpeyvds (Il 1. 351, end of verse) beside yelpas . ..

(0d. xii. 257, middle of verse) where, with their positions in the
verse maintained, dpéywv and peyrivras would have been impossible,
and paxpd Pifdodwy (IL. xiii. 809, etc., always end of verse) beside
paxpd Bifds (Hom. Il. vii. 213, middle of verse) where the latter
would have been impossible at the end of the verse. It can further
be seen in the employment of one formation in certain forms to the
exclusion of the other. For example, in Homer both xgaddw and
xpadaivw are found only in participles: the former only in the active
(vpaddav I1. vii. 213, xiii. 583, etc.), the latter only in the passive
(npadawouévy I1. xiii. 504, ete.). It is quite obvious here that xgadat-
vduevoc serves as a very useful variant for the metrically impossible
xpaddouevos. Again, beside the imperfect oucodadéor xovdfile (IL. ii.
466, etc.) is found regularly the aorist sucgdaléov xovdfnoe (11. ii. 334,
etc.). Cf. poydilovra (Il.ii. 723) but poytjoew (Il. x. 106). Also, the
aorist dvridoa (cf. Il i. 67) and the future dvridow (cf. Od. xxii. 28)
are attested in Homer, but the metrically unsuitable present
dvtidlow (note present form in Pind. N. 1. 68, Soph. Aj. 492, etc.)
is not ; on the other hand, the present dvridw (dvtidw with ‘diectasis’)

is found (cf. Il. vi. 127, etc.).

This being the situation, we now find that the metrical usefulness
of certain forms has led to new creations. Such new creations are

®) See Schwyzer, Mél. Pedersen, 63[ff.] with literature.
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some nasal presents created under the influence of uncontracted -de
forms and attested usually with ‘diectasis’ : pvxavdw (:épvxdvw),
loyavdw (:loydvw), maupavdw (:mappaivw)®). Metrical suitability has
also been partly responsible for the spread of -tdw forms where the
uncontracted termination -idw (-idw) is preceded by a heavy syl-
lable: drtidw (:dvrouar), dnotdouac(:dnolopar), unridouar(: unriouar),
etc. To it has also been due the formation of some -gdw compounds:
olvoyoedw (:olvoyoéw), movromopedw (:movromopéw)t!). Cf., beside pi-
Pdodwy artificially created to fifids, by-forms in -édw: paédw (:pdw),
Palédw (:3dAw), veuédouar(:véuouar), 7yeoédopar(:daysigouar), ete.
which frequently offer an anapaestic rhythm very easily accom-
modable in the epic verse. This is a metrical exploitation of these
forms.

However, the chief interest of this paper lies in the functional
distribution observed within a small but important group of pre-
sents in the -éw/-ilw class. As has been noted above -éw/-i{w col-
lateral forms occur very frequently. In Homer the following sets are
found: alvéw -ilopa, aitéw -ilw, demvéw -w, xavayéw -lfw, xouéw
-Lw, xovaféw -ilw, poydéw -iw, oixéw -ilw (dno-), 6nréw -iw, oxiéw
-llw, mpoxaléopar -ilopar, yaréw -Lw, *drayéw (?) -iw. The -fw
forms are mostly not functionally distinguished from the -éw ones.
But two sets, devéw ‘have dinner, eat’ — dewvilw ‘give dinner to,
entertain with dinner’, oixéw trans. and intrans. ‘inhabit, settle in
(a place) — dm-owxilw trans. ‘cause to settle away from (a place),
i.e. in another place, emigrate (a person)’, exhibit a striking func-
tional differentiation??). Now, the type of semantic opposition
shown by these two Homeric sets is further evidenced by a number

10) Cf. also doviydwrro; -vdw forms: dpyaréwrro edyerdwrro, e¥yerdacdar,
Aaunetdwrti, vaterdovat, éoyaréwyta, éoyaréwoa, ete., on which see Leumann,
Hom. Worter, 178ff.

11) Cf. further uvdoloyeiow vymiayedw émidnuebw ete. These verbs are chiefly
poetic and mostly confined to the present tense. On their development, see
Chantraine, op. cit., 368; Fraenkel, Griech. Denom., 177. In the group where
rival forms in -éw are available, this development must be seen not as a device
for avoiding contraction (so Fraenkel, ibid.)—cf. contracted impf. olvoyde:
Hom. Il i. 598, ete.—but as due to the rhythmical shape of the -dw forms.

12) This sharp differentiation contrasts with the fine distinctions of aspect
that have been established within some classes, e.g., in -#w (see Chantraine,
Mél. Vendryes, 93ff.; cf. Laroche, La racine nem-, 12), -xw/-yo/-yw (see
Meillet, BSL 26, 1925, 11f.; Chantraine, BSL 33, 1932, 77ff.), reduplicated —
type uluvw (see Vendryes, MSL 20, 1918, 117ff.), and some nasal forms (see
Vendryes, ‘Avridwgorv, 26611.). Even in these cases, it must be admitted that
the distinctions are by no means rigid.
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of sets in the post-Homeric classical period. The Homeric sets thus
geem to witness a new development which, however, was not
thoroughgoing, but which nevertheless seems clearly to show how
functional necessity or an exploitation of morphological contrasts
can break down a system of functionally indistinguishable binary

forms.

Of the denominative -éw/-i{w collateral forms listed in the post-
Homeric classical period, 40 per cent show this development, the
-itw presents functioning as (quasi-)causatives to the -éw ones:
owréopas : artilw -opat, dvdéw : vdilw, focuéw : foeuilwd), eduevéw :
mid. eduevilouar, nAovtéw : mhovtilw, orotyéw : oToryllw, dva-ywoéw :
dvayweilw, eddatuovéw : ebdarpovilw, vooréw : voorilw, opagaydouar :

opagayilwl4).

These -i{w formations are, of course, subject to analogical in-
fluences, and one or two verbs are clearly seen to belong to some
semantic groups. awréouar oitiw (:oirog), cf. dotari{w, belong to the
same semantic eategory as dewvéw detrvilw (: deimvov); with sjoeuilw
(:oeuéw) may be mentioned the semantic opposite opagayilw
(:opagayéouar). In many cases, however, the models are no more
clear. What is clear is that when once such a functional contrast
attendant upon a morphological opposition is established in some
words, it can easily be exploited to meet speakers’ needs when they

arise.

If the post-Homeric classical sets are new (as indeed they may be),
one of the earliest models is certainly dewvilw (after &e()vilw ‘enter-

tain as a guest’?) : dewviw 15).

13) yoeullw = rjgeuéw also occurs in Xenophon (Laec. 1. 3), and, if secon-
dary, can be accounted for by such a development as ‘cause oneself to rest,

ete.’ > ‘rest, ete.’

14) Note also in this period other causatives in the -{{w class: beside
primary root presents, yeullw é#{{w; beside -sbw, partially dyvilw ; beside -dw,
partially Aoyl ; beside -tdw, feufixilw vorilw ployllw. A fow -d{w verbs also
function as causatives to the verbs beside which they occur: eixd{w beside
elxw, dexdlw beside déyouar/dex- and the uncertain dexdw (see Ath. Mitt. 18,
1893, 229), Pfifdlw beside *Pifiut Pifdw, owydlw beside oiydw. These,

however, present much less striking or significant patterns.

15) This paper gives some of the substance of my doctorate thesis, ‘A study
in the changes in the Greek present formations,” University of London, 1966.
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