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The Vedic injunctive is the best preserved testimony to a primitive
feature of the Indo-European verb, whereby a primary stem modi-
fied only by the so-called secondary personal endings was neutral in
respect of tense and mood and could be used, when the context gave
sufficient indication of function, with reference to past, present, or
future, actual or imagined.!) Relics of the injunctive in Greek are
generally considered to be limited to (i) parts of the imperatival
system (@épete, pépov, pépeade, oyt etc.) and (ii) the use in high
poetry, especially in narrative, of augmentless preterites.2) I submit
that a third category is to be recognized, namely: (iii) the use of
present-stem injunctive forms in describing habitual (timeless) activi-
ties of gods or other supernatural beings.
Four examples can be quoted:
1. Hes. 7h. 1-11
Movodwv EAwovidbov doyouced’ acidery,
al & Flindvog Eyovotv 8pog puéya te {dedv e,
xai 1€ nEQL xPTIVNV l0ELdéQ OO0’ dniadoioty
Ogyedvrar xai Pauov épiodevéos Kpoviwvog:
s xai 1€ Aogooduevar tégeve ypoa llepunoooio ...
dxgotatmr EAudve yopovs évemoujoavro
xaAdovg luspoevrag, éneppdoavro € moooiv.
Eviev anopviuevar xexalvuuéval népr moAlot
10 EWoyiat o1eEl oV negialiéa Sooayv icioal,
duvéovoai Aia T’ alyioyov xtl.
This is not a narrative (like 68ff.) but a depiction of the Muses’
regular activity; cf. 36-52.
2. Hes. Th. 267-9
nuxdpovs & Apnvias, Al ©° Rrvménv T,

) K.Hoffmann, Der Injunktiv im Veda (Heidelberg 1967); O.Szemerényi,
Einfithrung in die vergleichende Sprachwissenschaft, 3. Aufl. (Darmstadt 1989)
282-5 with further literature.

2) E.Schwyzer, Griech. Grammatik I 640, 645; Schwyzer-Debrunner 315,
339; P.Kiparsky, Foundations of Language 4 (1968) 39-41; H.Rix, Historische
Grammatik des Griechischen (Darmstadt 1976) 228f., 264.
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ai ¢’ avéuwv nvoiijior xai olwvoig du’ émovrat
oxeinic nreplyeoot puetaypoviat yop 1oAAov.

3. Hymn. Ap. 1-6

Mviioouar 008 Aadwuar Andiiwvog Exdroto,
v te Jeol xata ddua Aog tpouéovoty idvra:
xai p& T’ avaiooovotv éni oyedov Eoyouévoro
TAvTES dp’ £Spdwv, 8te paidya 10éa Titaiver
s Anre) 8 oin pipve napal Au tepmnepavor,
1 O Piov v’ éydAaocoe x1A.
4. Hymn. Pan. (19) 19-29
oVV 6€ opLv TOTE VOupaL OpEcTIddES AtyOuoAnot . ..
n pélrovrau ...
27 Dpvéovoty b€ 9covg paxapas xal paxpov "OAvumov:
olov & Epuseinv éotovviov Eoyov dllwv
gvvenov, wg 8 ¥’ dnaot Jeoic 900¢ &yyelog éort.
In all these passages present tenses precede the injunctive and deter-
mine its function.?)

Commentators have been disconcerted by the anomalous ‘imper-
fects’.#) They cannot in fact be explained from any known use of the
Greek (augmented) imperfect. On the other hand, they do corre-
spond to a well attested use of the injunctive in the Rgveda, where it
is frequently found, alternating with the present indicative, in just
this function: ‘Der generelle Inj. Pris. dient hiufig zur Beschreibung
allgemeiner Eigenschaften und Titigkeiten von Gottheiten’.?)

In the Veda both present-stem and aorist-stem injunctives are
used in this way. The Greek examples I have quoted are of present-
stem injunctives. We often find aorists used in such contexts, but
they regularly have the augment, e.g. Hes. 7h. 6 évemoujoavro, 7

%) Cf. Szemerényi 283 (after Kiparsky 34-5): ‘Verbale Merkmale kénnen
durch neutrale Formen ersetzt werden, wenn sie schon einmal genau angegeben
wurden, und die neutrale Form ist eben der Injunktiv’.

%) Cf. F.W.Schneidewin, Die homerischen Hymnen auf Apollon (Géttingen
1847) 4ff.; G.Hermann, Neue Jahrb. 52 (1848) 131f.; A.Baumeister, Hymni
Homerici (Lipsiae 1860) 119, 355; A. Gemoll, Die hom. Hymnen (Leipzig 1886)
121; T.W.Allen and E.E.Sikes, The Homeric Hymns (London 1904) 70, 268; U.
von Wilamowitz-Moellendorff, Die Ilias und Homer (Berlin 1916) 442 n.2; F.
Jacoby, Sitz. Ber. Berlin 1933, 728f. = KI. philol. Schr. I (Berlin 1961) 193; T.
W.Allen, W.R.Halliday and E.E.Sikes, The Homeric Hymns (Oxford 1936)
201; F.Cassola, Inni omerici (1975) 486, 576; C.Sittl, Hoiw6éov ra dnavie
(Athens 1889) 59; M.L. West, Hesiod, Theogony (Oxford 1966) 155, 156.

5) Hoffmann 119; he sets out the evidence in the following pages.
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éneppdoavro, 442 dnace, 443 dpcilero, 749 mpooéeinov, Hymn. Ap.
6 éydiaooe, éxAijios, 8 avexpéuaoev, 10 E6wxe, and Hymns 5.2, 3,
261; 11.4; 19.12-13; 33.12-15; Solon 13.18, 22, etc. It is true that in
many cases the augment is not metrically guaranteed and might not
be original, but it is guaranteed in some instances, and this is not true
of the one unaugmented example I can quote, Hes. 7h. 447 xax
noAAdv peiove Fijxev. Other kinds of ‘timeless’ aorist, in similes and
in gnomic utterances, also take the augment with very few excep-
tions.$)

If these uses of the aorist, or some of them, derive from corre-
sponding uses of the injunctive, some explanation seems to be
required for the systematic application of augments to aorist-stem
injunctives, when the few surviving present-stem injunctives are con-
sistently augmentless. It appears paradoxical that Homer freely
omits the augment, the past-signifier, from narrative aorists but
hardly ever from timeless ones. I presume that this reflects the older
and more formulaic character of his narrative diction, much of
which was formed at an early period when the augment was still
optional in the spoken language. The diction of similes and gnomic
passages tends to be less formulaic, more modern,”) and after the
injunctive ceased to exist as a syntactic category, the aorist-stem
injunctive came to be interpreted as an aorist indicative and accor-
dingly augmented.8) As an alternative to the aorist, only the present
tense commended itself. The Greek aspectual system favoured the
maintenance of this opposition in timeless contexts, while leaving no
natural role for the imperfect which resulted from reinterpretation
of the present-stem injunctive. Only in the special context of poetry
about the gods and their typical activities did the present-stem
injunctive, or augmentless imperfect, survive in occasional use into
historical times.

The usage is quite anomalous in terms of historical Greek syntax,
and it was soon to become extinct, as in India it became extinct

¢) Cf. P.Chantraine, Grammaire homérique I (Paris 1958) 484; M.L. West,
Hesiod, Works and Days (Oxford 1978) 243.

7y As demonstrated in detail by G. P. Shipp, Studies in the Language of Homer
(Cambridge 1953, 2nd ed. 1972).

8) Kiparsky 39 gives a somewhat different explanation. - The gnomic aorist
may have been influenced also by the type of sentence exemplified in moAldx:
xal Eounaoa noAis xaxol avepog dnnvpa, where the aorist may be a real preter-
ite, ‘it has often happened that ...” (Wackernagel, Vorlesungen itber Syntax I
179).
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before the end of the Vedic period. Its preservation in Hesiod and
two of the Homeric Hymns must be attributed to continuity of hym-
nic tradition from a much earlier period. It is well known that early
Greek hexameter poetry and Vedic poetry show various signs of par-
ticipation in a common heritage.”) Most of the Greek evidence natu-
rally comes from Homeric epic, and it is the tradition of heroic
poetry that most readily reveals the antiquity of its origins. But
beside it we must assume the existence of a distinct hymnic tradition.
Homeric and Vedic hymns do not look very similar. Nevertheless it
is possible, taking Hesiod and the gods of Homer into account as
well as the corpus of Hymns, to isolate elements of literary form,
divine epithets and predicates, and specific ideology, that are paral-
leled - sometimes remarkably -in the Rgveda, and thus point to a
stronger hymnic tradition in early Greece than one might have sup-
posed in the absence of the comparative evidence.!®) The present dis-
cussion adds a syntactical archaism to the list of shared features.

%) See e.g. R.Schmitt, Dichtung und Dichtersprache in indogerm. Zeit (Wies-
baden 1967); id. (ed.), Indog. Dichtersprache (Darmstadt 1968); M.Durante,
Sulla preistoria della tradizione poetica greca II (Rome 1976); E.Campanile,
Ricerche di cultura poetica indoeuropea (Pisa 1977); M. L. West, JHS 108 (1988)
152-6.

19) T hope to develop this argument in detail at some future date.
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