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EIAH®A

By S.R.SLiNGs, Amsterdam

In his Grammar of Attic Inscriptions'), Leslie Threatte records
three forms that seem to prove that in Classical Attic, the perfect of
Aaupfave was eidnpa rather than gilnpa: apeilnpdrag?); xadeiin-
Potov?); xadelinpdéroct). There are no instances to show that
eidnga occurred side by side with gilnga®).

Scholars normally explain this phenomenon as due to Attic sub-
standard assimilation of aspirates (cf. hapiduds, OcuiodoxAijc and
the like). The alternative explanation as a relic of the pre-Grassmann
period is rejected. Threatte subscribes to this view, if hesitantly: he
points to the absence of counter-examples (which one should expect
to be found with substandard phenomena in general and with this
one in particular). He also notes that two examples are unusually
late: indeed, the assimilation of aspirates virtually ceases to exist
around 300 B.C. v

I think the communis opinio is wrong and the initial aspiration ori-
ginal. To explain my thesis it is necessary to establish that eilnpa is
not an ancient verb form that goes back directly to a prehistoric *se-
slag”-a. Indeed, in archaic Greek no perfect active of Aaufdve is
attested. When it turns up, it has a remarkable variety of forms:
eilnpa in Attica and (with -@-) occasionally elsewhere®), AélovBa in

1y I, Berlin-New York 1980, 463; cf.505f.

2) JG 12 108,20 = IG I> 101,29; 410/9 B.C.

3% IG 112 687,14; 265/4 B.C.

4 IG 112 682,10; after 256/5 B.C.

5) I disregard /G II? 3194 from the second century AD.

6) The earliest literary instance in Attic is S. O7 643; cf. OC 729; fr.59%.
ellapa: IG IX 1,36, 7 (Stiris; first half 27 cent. B. C.; North-West Greek Koine
and probably an adaption of Attic Koine eidnga).
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Crete’), AeAdfnxa in most other places®). None of these forms is
attested, either in inscriptions or in literary texts, before the second
half of the fifth century?).

The type of formation seems to support a fifth-century date for
the coming-to-be of idnpa: synchronically speaking, at any rate,
eiAnpa is an aspirated perfect, created from a stem Aaf- and aspi-
rated perfects are not found before the fifth century. The irregular
reduplication is easily explained when one assumes that the medio-
passive counterpart gilnuuat (originally, in my opinion, *¢idnuuat),
although not attested before the fifth century either9), is in fact the
direct descendant of an original *se-slag”-mai. It is a well-known fact
that many Greek active perfects were modelled on the correspond-
ing middles: &oralxa after foraluai, dAjAipa after dAniuon
etc.11).

If this hypothesis is correct, the initial aspiration of eilnpa is
accounted for: *se-slag®-mai develops phonetically into *cidnuuat'?)

7Y GDI 5087 b1 (Gortyn; 3 cent. B.C. or later). Cf. Th. Baunack, Philol. 49,
1890, 594. Formed after Aéloyya (Hom. etc.), just as in Attic *silnya was
modelled on eilnea, cf. n.9.

8) Hdt.III 42,4 etc.; IG 4? 121,59 and 68 (Epidaurus, second half 4th cent.
B.C.); IGV 2,6,14 (Tegea; 4'h cent. B.C.); IGV 2,443,48 (Megalopolis; 27 cent.
B.C.; Doric Koine); Archim. Aren. 4,20 (II 157,1 Mugler); quoted (without
context) for Eupolis, fr.426 K.

%) But given the early attestation of *¢iAnya (A. Th. 376 - ¢iAnge as a variant
reading -; 423; 451) it is possible that éilnpa existed already in the first half of
the 5% cent. as the reduplication and vocalism of *siAnya *cilnyuar were bor-
rowed from eiAnpa cidnuuer (the original perfect of Aayydve is Aéloyya). On
the other hand, it is equally possible that the borrowing originated in the perfect
passive, in other words that *¢ilnya was modelled not on €ilnpa but on *cidny-
par (eidnyuar is first attested in E. 77. 296). The problem is complicated by
AéAnupar, for which cf. n.12. See below and n.18 for a dubious attestation of
gilnpa in Archilochus.

10) First occurrence: S. Ant. 732. I should point out that while the passive per-
fect is on the whole rarer in Greek than the active, there are no restrictions on
passive perfects before the 5t cent. as there are on active perfects. Therefore, if
one finds neither eiAnpa nor *cilnuua: before the 5% cent., it is a priori more
likely that the passive form is the older one (and one of the two must be consid-
erably older given the reduplication €il- < *oe-04-).

11y If the active forms were original, we should have had *£orola (or *éo1-),
*dAidlowa. Cf. e.g., P.Chantraine, Morphologie historiqgue du grec, Paris 1961,
198 f.

12) Not attested in inscriptions before the Roman era; in MSS,, only eidnuua:
is found. In Ionic, we find Aélauuar instead, e.g. Hdt. III 117,2. See F.Bechtel,
Die griechischen Dialekte, 111, Berlin 1924, 175; 213. In Attic tragedy, AéAnuua: is
preferred to eildnuuat, e.g. A. Ag. 876 (textually uncertain); S. fr.750; E. Jo 1113
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in Ionic-Attic; €iAnpa was created after this model in the fifth cen-
tury, long after Grassmann’s Law hat ceased to operate?). (On the
question how the forms came to lose their initial aspiration, see
below).

Traditionally, eiAnga is explained as a hybrid form of two origi-
nally separate stems: *slag”- and *lab%-. Though the latter is obvi-
ously present in OI ldbhate ‘to seize’, it should be stressed that the
only possible reflexes of the stem in Greek are two isolated words:
Adpivpov ‘booty’ and dupilaprs ‘growing thickly; abundant
- neither of them can be said to provide positive proof for the exis-
tence of Aap- < *labh- in Greek!*). Consequently, the assumption
of a crossing of *slag™- and *lab%- is a hazardous one, the more so
when one takes into account the variety of perfect forms of Aau-
Pavw: these suggest that before the fifth century, no active perfect of
this verb was needed, a suggestion that fits in, of course, with the
general history of the Greek perfect!?).

etc. (but £/1- S. Ant. 732; E. Pir. 33); Ar. Eccl. 1090 is paratragic (cf. Van Leeuwen
ad loc.). Add An. Ox. 1 268 Aednpartar (probably from a tragedy); cf. also Phot.
Lex. 6 367 SiadeAnpore (ditto; see C.J. Ruijgh, Mnem. IV 38, 1985, 429). I take
it these forms are a compromise between Ionic Aélapua: and Attic *silnupar;
perhaps the latter was felt to be too ‘provincial’ to be used in tragedy.

13) As we find aspirate assimilation already on the Frangois vase (Gpdgpog,
happodite; cf. Threatte, 1 460), the terminus ante quem for this sound change
(which may very well have been a structural rule of Greek phonology for many
centuries) is 550 B.C. in Attic. The terminus post guem remains uncertain, cf. my
remarks Mnem.IV 32, 1979, 258 n.52.

14) T do not wish to imply that the connection of Adpuvpov dupilagis with
labhate is wrong, but it is certainly not very strong. For Adgvgov (which has an
unusual suffix), pre-Greek origin may be suggested by the alternation observed
in Aapvoow ‘to swallow greedily, Adfoog ‘turbulent’ and especially Aauvods
‘greedy’; cf. E.J.Furnée, Die wichtigsten konsonantischen Erscheinungen des Vor-
griechischen, The Hague-Paris 1972, 177; 216. dugilagr is used as an attribute
of trees originally; hence its original meaning must be something like ‘growing to
both (> all) sides’, and the connection with a stem meaning ‘to grasp (via ‘to
extend’) is but one of the various possibilities - if it is correct, it could just as well
go back to *slag™- with secondary aspiration from its virtual antonym dug:-
dovgrig. ;

The question may be raised if *slag”- itself is IE, as the only connection out-
side Greek seems to be AS laeccan ‘to seize’; may it not rather be pre-Greek as
well and thus connected with the words quoted above? For apophony within
pre-Greek stems, cf. daupéw: tédnna.

15) T avoid the term ‘resultative’ in this connection because I do not agree with
Wackernagel, Chantraine and others that the 5%-century expansion of the per-
fect is adequately explained by the coming-to-be of a new value ‘indicating the
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Recently, D.A. Ringe!®) has postulated an old date for the creation
of elAngpa, which he too considers a hybrid form, in order to account
for the phenomenon of aspirated perfect in itself; this whole class is
said to have been modelled by analogy on £ilnga. Since my hypoth-
esis is contradictory to his, I shall now have to account for the origin
of the aspirated perfect.

In itself, the derivation of an entire flexion class from one particu-
lar word is not unparalleled: in Greek, one may think of the Attic
genitive singular in -gw¢ of nouns in - for which 70lew¢ < noAnog
is generally considered to have been the starting-point. But in that
case, one expects such a focal word-form to have a relatively high
frequency: in Homer, we find 13 instances of 7n6Ano¢ (as against 21
of Ionic m6410¢) 7). For €ilnepa, all Ringe can point to is a highly dubi-
ous occurrence in Archilochus, where the form iAnpag has been pos-
tulated on the basis of a non-verbatim paraphrasis in Lucian 18).

But Ringe’s explanation must be considered wrong for a more
important reason. Any account of the aspirated perfect has to
answer a question asked already in Antiquity*®): why do we find
aspirated perfects only for stems ending in labials and dorsals, not in
dentals? Ringe’s explanation that most dental stems are derivatives in
-i{w and -d{w is not to the point, and his contention that these verbs
did not start forming perfects until relatively late is patently false:
vevouxa is found quite often in Herodotus, yeyduvaxa in Aeschy-
lus2°) and so on-these formations are precisely as old as the aspi-

state of the object’. Cf. A.Rijksbaron, Lampas 17, 1984, 403-419, whose argu-
mentation is thoroughly insufficient: the crucial point is, to my mind, the devel-
opment of new perfects of intransitive verbs side by side with that of new trans-
itive perfects.

16) ‘ciAnpa and the Aspirated Perfect’, Glotta 62, 1984, 125-141.

17y m6Anog itself problably replaced *modeic < *plh,éis after the locative
m6Am < *plh;éi; given the meaning of the noun, it was only to be expected that
the locative would play a crucial part in later development. So rightly Chan-
traine, o.c, 88; H.Rix, Historische Grammatik des Griechischen, Darmstadt 1976,
146.

18) Fr.223 West. On the basis of Luc. Pseudolog. 1 tértiya 100 ntepot ovveidn-
oag and ibid. térriye £pn 1ov Gvépa eidnpévat 100 ntepod Bergk (fr.143) recon-
structed an Archilochean line érriya 8’ eidnpag ntepob. Diels (Hermes 23, 1888,
279), comparing a passage from the Byzantine author Constantinus Rhodius,
proposed TérTiyos é6pdéw nrepod. Both start from the entirely gratuitous
assumption that the line must be an iambic dimeter. Cf. my Study sugli Epodi di
Archiloco 1 12, to appear in QUCC.

19) Choeroboscus in Gramm. Gr. IV 2, 66,8-68,5.

) Hdt: e.g. I 142,3; III 38,2; IV 27; VII 153,4; VIII 79,1. A. Pr. 586.
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rated perfect. Therefore, when we find €rpopa (from 70énw) in
Sophocles and nénougpa in Herodotus '), we should be told why we
do not also find *vevéuida and *yeyouvada.

There are two hypotheses that can tell us why. The first one is the
received opinion??), according to which the aspirated perfect active
was introduced on the analogy of the stem-final aspiration in the
third plural middle, i.e. before the endings -arat and -aro. As this
phenomenon is much older than the aspirated perfect active (it is
firmly established in Homer) and is limited to labial and dorsal
stems, it is logical that an explanation is looked for in this direction.
Secondly, there is Meillet’s ingenious proposal?®) to start from the
sigmatic future and aorist: here -y, -éo, -ya, -éa were pronounced
[phso:] [kbso:] etc. in most dialects. This may have led to the segment
[+ asp.] being added to stem-final labials and dorsals (not dentals as
in their sigmatic forms the dental was lost altogether); this segment
may have functioned as perfect suffix for stems ending in labials and
dorsals.

This is not the place to choose between these hypotheses; besides,
they are not mutually exclusive. For the purpose of this paper, it is
sufficient to point out that Ringe has not succeeded in proving that
eiAnpa existed before the fifth century; there is nothing to prevent
us from assuming that eiAnpa was indeed created in that century
after *eidnuuau.

As opposed to the active perfect, the middle never had two aspi-
rates, so Grassmann’s Law did not apply to it. There was no reason
why *efAnupar should lose its initial aspiration at the time this
phonetic change took place, any more than eiuagrar < *se-smy-did.

Incidentally, it should be pointed out that even those who wish to
derive gilnpa /eiAnuuar from a stem *labb- have a problem here. As

21y S, Tr. 1009; Hdt.I 85,1.

22y 1. Schmidt, KZ 27, 1884, 309-314. Ringe (127£.) counters this hypothesxs
with an argument borrowed from Curtius, Zur Kritik der neuesten Sprachfor-
schung, Leipzig 1885, 62-64: “we expect to find that the earliest aspirated perfects
occur beside contemporary 3 pl. mediopassive forms with root-final aspiration.
No such correlation appears in our data.” But our corpus of 5th-cent. Greek texts
is not large enough to exclude the possibility that such a correlation did in fact
exist. Besides, some verbs naturally lend themselves more easily to passive per-
fects than others, and the same goes for active perfects. Thus, it is not surprising
that rerdyaratis quite frequent in 5th-cent. texts, whereas réraya is not found at
all: in the perfect, it is more natural to say “the soldiers have (had) been drawn
up” than “X has (had) drawn up the soldiers.”

) MSL 13, 1906, 52.
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I have shown elsewhere 2¢), Grassmann’s Law did not operate on per-
fect passive forms if their stem ended in a labial, cf. 7é8pauua: (stem
*dbrebh-) as opposed to térvyuar (stem *dheugh-).

When, therefore, Attic inscriptions present the active perfect with
an initial /h/, this is the historically correct form. Rather than
explaining it away as substandard, we should ask why its aspiration
did not find its way into our medieval MSS. of Attic authors, and
why papyri do not show forms comparable to the dgpeidnpdras etc.
of the inscriptions (the same question must be put with regard to the
Attic perfect of Aayydvew, which was formed after that of Aaufdve:
it is a reasonable inference that Attic had *¢ilnya, but we are not
sure; unfortunately gleydrov?) is inconclusive, since the stone has
forms both with and without initial heta).

More than one answer to the question is possible, but the most
plausible course is to start from the other perfects in which &
(whether representing /e:/ or /ei/) served as reduplication. With the
exception of giuapral, these have gi- not &i-: eipnxa, ciwda, Siciley-
uai, gipvuat etc. (of course, eilxvouai, eidixto do not belong here:
their &i- was felt as part ot the verbal stem).

Presumably, eilnpa (and likewise *¢idnya) lost its initial aspira-
tion because &£i- came to be interpreted as a regular allomorph of the
reduplication. If so, the change from &i- to &i- is an easily imaginable
analogical change. There is some support for &i- as an allomorph of
the reduplication in the later perfect form gioynxa 2¢). Perhaps the
tendency to get rid of &i- in the perfect helps explain the vagaries in
the pluperfect of éornxa, where forms which &~ (mostly in the sin-
gular) and £- (normally in the plural) alternate.

The explanation does not account for giuaprai, but that was a
rare, poetic word, not current in Attic; one may wonder if it was
often felt as a perfect. Therefore, it cannot count as an argument
against the explanation proposed here.

The preservation in Attic inscriptions of a correct gilnga lost in
papyri and MSS. is not an isolated case: we know from inscriptions
that Attic had the correct forms afipiov, dxovoiog etc.?’). We cannot
be sure when £iAnpa lost its initial aspiration in Attic: it is possible
that a substandard £ilnpa existed side by side with it for some time
and that it was this latter form that found its way into Koine Greek.

24y Mnemos. IV 32, 1979, 257 f.
3y JG12 97,13 = IG D 60,13.
26) Cf. E.Schwyzer, Griechische Grammatik, I, Miinchen 1939, 650.
77y Cf. Threatte, o.c., 501-503.
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