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The third Person present in Lydian*

It is well established that Lydian has given up the distinction
of number in the third person of both the present and pre-
terite: see Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. p.41. We find as the ending of
the third person present graphic -d in some verbs and -f in
others. No one has yet presented any convincing explanation
for the distribution of these two alternative endings.

Gusmani, OA.4 (1965) p.207ff., notes that -d is far more
frequent than - and that only the latter occurs after nasal con-
sonants. He then suggests that -d is the regular phonological
outcome of final * V¢V as well as final *¢/d in Lydian and
that the alternate -7 is somehow a conditioned variant. How-
ever, except for the case of a preceding nasal he offers no clue
as to what the purported conditioning might have been. Fur-
thermore, his evidence for the regular change of * V¢V to d is
very weak, while there are several counterexamples.

Gusmani arbitrarily equates Lyd. kud ‘where’(sic!) with
Hitt. kuwatta ‘whither’and Lyd. kot ‘how; as’ with Hitt. kuwat
‘why’. However, the meaning of both Lydian forms is quite
uncertain: note that in the Lydian-Aramaic bilingual Lyd. kud
matches Aram. Igbl zi‘as’.! Original final dental stop always

+ Bibliographical abbreviations are those of The Hittite Dictionary of the
University of Chicago (edd. H.G. Giiterbock and H.A. Hoffner, Jr.),
Chicago 1980ff. To these add Quaderni = Quaderni del Istituto di
Glottologia dell’ Universita di Bologna. For all aspects of Lydian grammar
and texts I refer the reader to R.Gusmani, Lydisches Wérterbuch (Lyd.
Whb.) and the three fascicles of its Erginzungsband (Erg.). Meanings of
Lydian words not otherwise attributed are taken from the Lyd. Wb, If I do
not give a translation of a word, I consider its meaning too indeterminate
to be of use.

t Furthermore, one can hardly derive both ku- and ko- from the same
sequence *k*o- matching Hitt. kuwa- Oettinger, KZ.92, p. 82, takes kot and
-kod from an otherwise unmotivated disyllabic *k(")uwod (and kud from
the same by syncope!). This is needlessly complicated and ad hoc. Lydian
ko- is the regular result of *k(*)o-: the labiovelar preserves *o as o (vs.
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leads to Lydian -d: cf. the nt. nom. -acc. sg. ending -ad <
*.0d? On both formal and functional grounds we should
equate the Lydian generalizing particle -kod with Pal. -kuwat
‘anyhow’ < *k*od. Hitt. kuwat ‘why’ is, of course, the same
word in interrogative rather than indefinite function. Whatever
its precise synchronic meaning, it is rather Lydian kot which
equates with Hitt. kuwatta, with regular phonological develop-
ment from a preform *k*oto. For additional examples of Ly-
dian medial -z- from *-- see preverb kat- ‘down’ < *kat(V)-
and the particle -(§)t- < *te (=CLuv. -#fa).* Thus Gusmani’s
claim that -d is the regular result of *-V# is quite impossible.

Oettinger, KZ.92 (1978) p.84ff., cites the first “lenition”
rule of H.Eichner by which voiceless stops become voiced
after an accented long vowel in Common Anatolian. He asserts
that if we take this rule into account, then the distribution of
the verbal endings -d and -# in Lydian generally follows “Stur-
tevant’s Law”. However, he offers no explanation for the ap-
parent exceptions. In fact, despite his tentative organization of
the Lydian verbs into eight stem classes, his treatment of the
problem of the present endings is anything but systematic, be-
ing based in large part on a few isolated apparent equations of
Lydian and Hittite verbs.

A persuasive account of the -z/-d alternation can come only

from careful application of recognized principles of historical
linguistics. In what follows, after a brief summary of the data
and some preliminary assumptions, I will present a series of
regular sound changes for Lydian, based as far as possible on

usual *o > g), and the o in turn delabializes the labiovelar (cf. note 8). The
word kud may easily represent a *k*ud(") V: cf. OCS. ksde with Sommer,
KIF.1 (1927) p.45, or Lat. ubi with Heubeck, Lydiaka p.42.

2 The form -at is not a doublet of -ad, as claimed by Gusmani, OA.4, p.208.
A careful review of all the examples of -af shows that this sequence occurs
only with verbs which take the particle -(i)# (fasfén- and (fa)kantro-). We
must therefore analyze -at as -ad=1t, despite the fact that this presupposes
a different order than -(a)t=av.

3 For -(i)t- < *-te see Carruba, Quaderni 4 (1959) p.37, who also correctly
compares -kod with Pal. -kuwat, ZDMG.111 (1961) p.461. For kot
matching Hitt. kuwatia see already Oettinger, KZ.92, p. 82, note 33.
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evidence independent of the verb forms I am trying to explain.
I will use these sound changes to apply internal reconstruction
to the third person present verbs and then analyze the resulting
preforms in light of what we know of PIE. and Common Ana-
tolian morphology and phonotactics. While I will offer new
root etymologies for some of the verbs, these are necessarily
speculative, and I stress that I attribute no great significance
to them. My emphasis will be on reconstructing stem types,
not individual lexical items, and my account of the verbal
endings stands or falls on the plausibility of the former, not the
latter.

Let us look first at the data.* We find the following examples
for -#, organized by the preceding phoneme: bitat, (kan)cat,
énsarbtat, fétwintat, nirat(?); taqrulat; dnwét; cénit, siténit;
erolt; fédavolt; fisqant, indnt, sawént, wcbaqént, éndiblint,
(fad)int; factot, fawkufot, satrot, tatrot. Compare the follow-
ing examples for -d: arSmawad(?), bita(a)d, éiqratad, fasi-
tawad, kibvad(?), silawad, tarbrad; fakarsed, karared, gisred,
uwed; améd, fatinéd, linéd; basvsakvakid, dctdid, fakat-
wamid, fakorfid, fasabid, (f)énsiib/fid, fratinid, kabrdokid,
katsarlokid, métlid/métrid, sawtarid, warbtokid; baritod(?),
bitarwod, dakrod, éntarflod, fatrod, fawcvasod, istrold), kan-
trod, kasnod, lafod, taktod(?), tasod, trfnod, tulod, umvod;
énud.

One can make some preliminary generalizations about the
distribution of -¢ and -d. We find only -¢ after consonant, most
notably after -n-, as already seen by Gusmani. In fact, one can
probably go further. The syntactic and hence morphological
status of améd, fatinéd and linéd is quite ambiguous (see
Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. svv.). While the meaning of the stem is
unknown, it seems very likely that améd at least is nominal,
namely the nt. nom.-acc. singular matching anim. nom. singu-

+ The following list is based on the invaluable reverse index of Gusmani and
indeed on the updated and expanded version, Erg. 3, p.176ff. It is intended
to be complete. The uncertainties of even syntactic interpretation of the
“poetic” texts mean that a number of forms in -Vd are ambiguous as to
whether they are verbs or nt. nom.-acc. singulars.
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lar amds (as admitted by Gusmani). In fact, both endings may
be derived regularly from an adjectival stem in *mon-: nt.
nom.-acc. sg. *mén > *mév + 2ary -d > -méd with loss of
v before consonant (cf. Lyd. Wb. p.35); anim. nom. sg. *-méon
> *.mdv + 2ary *-s (as in Hittite) > -mds again with regular
loss of -v. On present evidence I thus take all forms in final -éd
as nt. nom.-acc. singulars. This means that in the third person
present we find only -, never -d, after both nasal consonants
and nasalized vowels (see further below).

One may also note that almost all examples after -i- end in
-d. The fact that the two exceptions both show the same se-
guence -énit suggests that their peculiar shape is specially con-
ditioned. Thus, while we observe both -t and -d after -a- and
-0-, the endings are to a large degree in complementary dis-
tribution, supporting the idea of Gusmani and Oettinger that
the difference is conditioned, even if their formulations of that
conditioning are inadequate.

I must state explicitly here that I take Lydian to be a descen-
dant of the same common intermediate language (here called
Common Anatolian) which is the source of Hittite, Palaic, Lu-
vian, Lycian and perhaps other ancient Indo-European lan-
guages of Anatolia. Derivation of Lydian from Common Ana-
tolian means that we may assume that Lydian inherited any
features which we can establish for CA. on the basis of the
other languages.

The relevant features of CA. in the present instance are the
two so-called “lenition” rules of H.Eichner.> According to the
first rule, voiceless stops become voiced in CA. after an ac-
cented long vowel (including diphthongs): *T > *D/ *V - (see
Eichner, MSS.31, 1973, p.79f.). The second rule states that
voiceless stops also become voiced between two unaccented
vowels: see Eichner, Sprache 32 (1986) p.12-13, Morpurgo
Davies, KZ.96 (1982/3) p.245-270, and Melchert, HS. (1993,
to appear). As a result of these two rules, Lydian would have
inherited from CA. an allomorph *-di of the third person pres-

5 For reasons which I cannot discuss here, I view the actual process as
voicing, but I retain the established terminology for simplicity’s sake.
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ent ending beside *-#. Since we know nothing of just how Ly-
dian lost the distinction of number in the third person present,
I believe we must in principle also allow for the possibility that
certain examples of the attested endings -d/-f may continue
old third plurals in *-(V)n#i. We thus start with preforms *-ti,
*di and *-(V)nti,

As indicated above, we must base our account of the verb
endings on established Lydian sound changes. Some facts are
already quite clear. Lydian apocopates short final unaccented
vowels. The attested pres.1st singular -w/-u surely continues
apocopated *wi (cf. Luvian -wi, prob. Lyc. -u, and see al-
ready Kronasser, VLFH. 1956, p.168f.). It is highly likely that
we also have pres. 2nd sg. -s < *s/ (Gusmani, Lyd. Wb.
p. 148, after Heubeck, Lydiaka p.60f.). We may therefore eas-
ily assume that -d and -¢ continue earlier *-di and *-#

Lydian palatalizes *s after * and before * and *e (cf.
Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. p.34): anim. nom. sg. -is < *-is; sirma-
‘sacred precinct, temenos’ < *sérmo- (cf. Lyc. hriama ‘land
section’ < *s(e)rmn and see Innocente, IncLing.12, 1987,
p.111ff.); serli- ‘supreme authority’ < *sérli- ‘high’. Note that
pres. 2nd singular -s < *-si presupposes that this palatization
precedes apocope of final *-i

CA. *d (< PIE. *d and *d") becomes Lyd. ¢ ([z], [dz] or
similar) before * and *u (and surely also *y): ciw- ‘god’ <
*diw-; (da-)cu(we)- ‘place, establish® < *duw(V)- (= Luv.
tuwa- and Lyc. tuwe- ‘place’).” Compare the slightly different
formulation of Heubeck, Lydiaka p.51ff., and also that of Van
Brock, Glotta 46 (1968) p.120. It is possible, but less certain,
that the same change occurred after *u: preverb we- < *ud-
(Carruba, Quaderni 4, p.30, but a preform *uds is also possi-
ble). Notice that derivation of the third person ending -d <
*-di requires that this palatalization follow apocope of final *-;,

¢ By an unfortunate convention too well established to be altered, Lydian s
equals a palatal or palatalized sibilant, while § is the dental/alveolar!

7 Tt does not matter for present purposes if one derives *duwV- from *d"eh;-
‘place, put’ or follows Heubeck in connecting it with *dehs- ‘give/take’.
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Lyd. éna- ‘mother’ < CA. *dnna- argues that Lydian sim-
plifies CA. geminates, at least *nn- (for the CA. geminate
compare Hitt. anna-, CLuv. anna- and see further below). This
conclusion is supported by the fact that attested geminates in
Lydian are rare, usually alternate with simple consonants, and
in the few clear cases are obviously secondary: e.g. selli- ‘su-
preme authority’ beside serli- < *serli-

As already indicated by.Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. p.31, and
Oettinger, KZ. 92, p. 87, the synchronic coexistence of alarmas
and alarms and miimnas and mAimns suggests that the alter-
nates with a in the final syllable are due to a late and sporadic
anaptyxis (cf. also Heubeck, HbOr. 1969, p.405). I emphasize
this point because in some cases this anaptyxis restores a pre-
viously syncopated vowel (see below).

I also accept the analysis of the synchronic Lydian accent by
Eichner, Sprache 32 (1986) p.7ff. /esp. 8-9) and KZ.99 (1986)
p.203 ff. I find the criticisms and methodological reservations
of Gusmani, HS. 101 (1988) p.241 ff., unconvincing. While cer-
tain individual examples require further research and may call
for minor revisions in the scheme, Eichner’s overall thesis is
too internally consistent and accounts for too many separate
Lydian facts for it not to be correct in its essentials. The con-
clusion which is relevant for our present purposes is that the
vowels e o, é and @ occur only under the accent. This means
that any word containing two of these vowels must be the re-
sult of a univerbation or other secondary development.

To the above rules I propose to add the following. First,
short accented non-high vowels apparently merge in Lydian
before a nasal. The evidence is very good in closed syllables,
where the result is consistently Lydian é: *éndo > ét- ‘in-’;
*ép- > én- ‘in-’ (in cpds. before initial consonant); *-é/ont- >
-ét(i)- in §fard-ét(i)- ‘Sardian’, *-6m > -év (anim. acc. sg., nt.
nom.-acc. sg., dat.-gen. pl.); *dnna- > éna- ‘mother’. I believe
that the same vowels merge to Lydian & in open syllables be-
fore a nasal, but I admit that a demonstration of this depends
on verb forms analyzed below: *wémyedi > *wémyidi >
*wémidi > -wamid ‘meets with® (= Hitt. wémyezzi ‘finds’),
*gvhgn- > -gan- ‘strike’ (details below); *g”éna- > kana-
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‘wife’ (see Gusmani, Fs. Knobloch, 1985, p.127ff.).8 As al-
ready argued by Bossert, Heth. K6n. (1944), p.111, Lydian 4
is probably a relatively long low back or central vowel, while
¢ is a short low vowel.® The treatment of an accented short
vowel in an open syllable as long would, of course, be in ac-
cord with other developments within Anatolian.!°

If short accented non-high vowels merge to éin closed sylla-
bles before nasal, then examples of 4 in (originally) closed
syllables must have some other source. From the discussion
above we would expect this source to be original long vowels,
and there are in fact several examples to suggest that this is the
case. The best is the conjunction ndv, which may be equated
directly with Lat. nam < *ndm. The meaning of the Lydian
conjunction itself is hardly demonstrable, but the fact that nav
is used to reinforce the interrogative/relative stem (ndgi-
‘whosoever’) like Lat. nam quis and quisnam can hardly be a
coincidence.!! Now that feminine g-stems have been demon-
strated for Anatolian (see Melchert, Proceedings of the
VIII Fachtagung der Idg. Gesellschaft), 1 also see no reason
not to take Lydian anim. acc. singulars in -@v from *-dm and
dative (< genitive) plurals in -dv < *dm < *dom. As sug-

8 However we are to explain it, a preform *g¥ond- with ¥o is required by the
delabialization of the labiovelar in Lyd. kdna-, as properly emphasized by
Gusmani. CLuv. wdna- also demands an *o, contra Starke, KZ.94 (1980)
p. 85, since by “Cop’s Law” a *g"¥énd- would have led to CLuvian *wanna-

9 Y accept the view of Eichner, KZ.99, p.211, that the vowels 4 and éare still
synchronic nasalized vowels. Gusmani is ambivalent about this point: cf.
OA.4, p.208 vs. HS.101, p.246f. The important fact is that in all
demonstrable cases these vowels continue vowels which once stood or still
stand immediately before a nasal. As in the case of the g from labiovelars,
then, the precise synchronic realization is actually of limited interest.

1 T am thinking in particular of the general lengthening of accented short
vowels in open syllables in Hittite, Palaic and CLuvian: see Eichner,

Sprache 32, p.13, and Kimball, Hittite Plene Writing (Ph. D. diss., Univ. of

Pennsylvania, 1983) passim. )

This derivation is implicit in the comparison of ndv with Hitt. namma
‘further; again’ by Carruba, ZDMG. 111, p.462, since the latter is surely
*ngm plus the particle *-md of Hitt. -ma.

11
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gested above, the same development is also likely for long *3:
anim. nom. sg. *mon+s > -mds in amas.

All clear examples show that the nasal consonant is lost in
original sequences of *-Vat/d-: *éndo > ét- ‘in->, *-¢/ont- >
-ét- in sfardet(i)-, * h)yé/ont- *walking’ > dér- ‘mobile
property’ (see further below).!? This means that attested se-
quences of »n plus dental stop must be secondary.!?

I will soon present elsewhere the full evidence for the
change of *y to Lydian 4 initially before vowel and between
vowels. Here I cite only the compelling arguments of Vetter,
SBOAW., phil-hist. K1, 232/3 (1959), p.44ff., that verbs in
-idv are preterite first singulars (contra Carruba, Athenaeum
38, 1960, p.33ff. and 47, 1969, p.75ff.), and those of
Gusmani, RIL.94 (1960) p.281 ff., that the preterite first singu-
lar ending itself is only -v. We can only conclude, then , that
the -d- of -idv is part of the stem, and to my mind the deriva-
tion of -d- from the expected *-y- imposes itself: bidv ‘1 gave’
< (virtual) *piyom.

Finally, there is considerable evidence in Lydian for syn-
cope of unaccented vowels in final syllables: anim. acc. sg.
*Cim > -Cv (émv, ta(a)cv; pret.lst sg./dat.—gen. pl. *-Com
> -Cv (tamv ‘I built’; niwiscy ‘in evils’ or sim.); pret. 3rd pers.
*CVI > *Cl (inl ‘he made’, bill ‘he gave’ < *bidl); nom. sg.
*.CVs > -Cs (ararms ‘oneself’). Note that the examples above
include at least the vowels * and *o and the final consonants
*m, */ and *s. Naturally, I cannot provide examples of final
*-¢ from nouns.

I realize that the rule as stated is very powerful, but I believe
that all apparent exceptions may be explained in one of two
ways. First, even in a language as tolerant of consonant

12 The same development is likely before other stops: cf. cégra- and also ndgqi-,
although the latter could be due to the regular loss of word-final -v before
consonant.

3 In Lydian as in Lycian, * and *d fall together as [d] after nasal, spelled ¢,
while in other positions *d becomes a fricative [3] spelled d. The
reservations of Gusmani about this development, Lyd. Wb. p.32 and
elsewhere, are unjustified. Thus nd, which comes about only by secondary
developments, is [nd].
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clusters as Lydian, phonotactic constraints would surely have
blocked the syncope in some cases: e.g. nom. sg. wesfas, acc.
sg. taacdav. These cases, plus oxytone stems like aia- ‘other’
(aras, alév, aial) could have led to analogical wanas, wanal,
etc. Note that the sporadic anaptyxis cited earlier suggests that
the presence or absence of a vowel in an unaccented closed
final syllable in Lydian is sensitive to the consonant pattern.

Armed with the above phonological rules, let us now turn to
the Lydian third person present verbs. I begin with the two
examples ending in nasalized vowel plus -¢: gnrét and ftaq-
tuldt. Lydian anrét must mean ‘proclaims, declares’ or similar.
It has been repeatedly compared with Hitt. handa(i)- ‘deter-
mine, arrange’, almost entirely on the basis of its superficial
phonetic resemblance. The presence of two accented vowels 4
and ¢é already falsifies this equation (Eichner, Sprache 32,
p.9), and the rest of the phonology confirms the error.
Gusmani, Athenaeum 47 (1969) p.136ff., has now shown that
Lydian 7 in all clear cases represents *#+s or *¢y. In the mid-
dle of a verb the latter is far more likely. As we have seen, ét
presupposes *Vnt, and we may of course assume a final *-
The preceding attested sequence -nz- cannot be original - an
intervening vowel must have been syncopated. This means that
the initial @ would have been in an (accented) open syllable
and may continue a short as well as long vowel. By purely
internal reconstruction, then, we arrive at a preform
*Vin ViyVati, whose two accents demand a univerbation of pre-
verb plus verb.

If we assume that the syllable *(¢) yVn is the root, we are
faced with a very unusual PIE. root shape. A sequence -y- in
a PIE. verb stem is far more likely to reflect a *ye/o-present of
some kind. We thus divide *Vn Vt-yVnti. This means, however,
that the n of -nti can be nothing else but the nasal of a third
plural ending. I assert, then, that @nrét continues an old pres-
ent third plural. Further analysis is more speculative, but given
a preverb én- before consonant in the language, it seems most
plausible to assume that gn- here is the corresponding prevo-
calic reflex *én+ V- with another example of short accented
vowel to g before nasal in an open syllable. I tentatively sug-
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gest as a possibility that dnzér reflects a virtual *én+ hytyonti
‘they inscribe’ via *énatsyonti and *anatsyér with loss of laryn-
geal and syncope of the medial unaccented vowel. Compare
Hitt. hazziya- ‘strike; inscribe’ and HLuvian ha-zi-mi-na ‘we
inscribe’. For the shift from ‘inscribe’ to a verb of speaking
compare Modern English, where one may now ‘register’ a
complaint or opinion without writing. I certainly do not insist
on this etymology, but merely on the structural analysis as an
old third plural of an accented *yé 0- verb.

On the basis of the number of syllables alone, raqrulat is
surely denominative. Given the necessary analysis of dnrét as
a plural, I see no reason not to take faqtuldt likewise as an old
third plural of the denominative type in *-eh,, well represen-
ted in Anatolian: *-éh,Vati > *-dVnti > *-dnti > *dnt > -dt.
See below for further examples of the *-eh,- type.

We turn now to the verbs in -nt, where I repeat that the
attested sequence of nasal plus dental stop must be secondary.
I begin with the pair sawént and wcbagént. The -n¢- suggests a
syncopated vowel, but the € requires an original closed syl-
lable: hence -Vin Vi, Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. p.191ff., claims that
saw- is a prefix, but the derivative sawtaar- can hardly be any-
thing structurally except what it appears to be: an agent noun
in *or(o)-, itself the base of the denominative verb sawtari-
(see further below). This means that saw- is surely a verbal
root. Hence the -6- < *VanV- of saw-én-t must be either a
primary or deverbative suffix, not denominative. As explicated
by Carruba, Athenaeum 47 (1969) p.51f., saw-én- is a transi-
tative verb meaning approximately ‘see, experience’. The agent
noun sawtaar- in turn means ‘watcher’, hence ‘guard, protec-
tor’, and the denominative sawrari- ‘to guard, protect’ (for the
latter see already Gusmani, RIL.95 1961, p.177f.). As a possi-
ble source of saw- ‘see’ I suggest CA. *seg”- < PIE. *sek*-
‘see’. Once again, however, I insist not on the root ety-

14 The same root occurs, of course, in Hitt. sakuwa ‘eyes’ and Luv. tawi- ‘eye’,
which is most easily taken as an old action noun *sék*o- *‘seeing’. However
we are to account for it, PIE.*t" in morpheme-internal position appears
regularly as CA. *g": cf. Hitt. tarku- = CLuv. tarw(a)- ‘dance’ < *erk"-
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mology, but merely on the formal analysis as verbal root saw-
+ suffix *VanV-.

An unprejudiced interpretation leads to the same conclusion
for webagént. While we- is surely a preverb, there is no preverb
ba- in Lydian, pace Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. p.74." This means
that the root must lie in -bag-, and -énf is once again primary
or deverbative. The verb expresses an action which the gods
are to take against tomb violators and takes a dative-locative.
Given these facts and the preverb we- (< *ud(s) ‘up(on)’), I
suggest as a possible meaning ‘trample upon’, with Lyd. bag-
< *paKw- matching Hitt. pakku(ss)- ‘crush’: cf. Engl. ‘stomp
(on)’ beside ‘stamp’.'6 Again it is the structural analysis
*ud(s)-PaK"- VanVti which is crucial, not the specific ety-
mology.

A pre-Lydian primary or deverbative suffix of the shape
*.VanVti can hardly be anything but the cognate of the Hittite
“durative” suffix -anni/a- (also in CLuvian as -anna-). I accept
with slight modifications the analysis of Hittite -anni- (the orig-
inal form) as *-enh,i- by Jasanoff, IF. 88 (1983) p.74f. No other
analysis can in my view explain the CA. geminate nasal or the
original athematic Hittite /i-conjugation.”” However, all that is
crucial for the Lydian analysis is the inner-Anatolian deriva-
tion from CA. *-Vani- Lydian unsurprisingly replaced the fi-
conjugation with mi- conjugation endings, whence regularly
*.énniti > *-énnit > *-énnit > *-énit > -ént.

We cannot, of course, derive the third person forms in isola-

‘twist’ with the usual Luvian treatment of CA. *g" as w. For CA. *g" >
Lyd. w in internal position compare walwel(i)- ‘of the lion’ (Wallace, WO,
17, 1986, p.61ff), which ultimately reflects PIE.*w/k*o- ‘wolf’, as per
Lehrman, Names 26 (1978) p.228ff.

15 The preverb is always fa- with f~ and in combinations with other preverbs
always comes first (reflecting that it has been reduced to a marker of
perfectivity or the like with no lexical content), As Gusmani admits, Lyd.
Wh. p.260, the one alleged example of ba- may be read equally well as fa-

16 See for a root etymology of Hitt. pakkuss- Oettinger, Stammbildung p.212,
who takes the u as anaptyctic. My equation requires that Lydian treat *kw
like *&*, in my view an unobjectionable assumption.

7 For previous proposals and a new alternative analysis see the article by
N. Oettinger to appear in the memorial volume for Charles Carter.
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tion. The present first singular cénu (NB. clearly deverbative
from the synchronic stem ca-) is perfectly regular by the rules
above: *énniwi > énniw > *énniw > *éniw > énu (with the
syncope the w automatically syllabifies - cf. Lyd. Wb. p.41).
On the other hand, the preterite third person cénal shows a
new anaptyctic vowel for expected *cénl < *cénil: see further
below.

The verb int (also with preverb fad-int) means ‘makes, does’
and is clearly an extension of i- ‘idem’. The attested sequence
nt points to a syncope: *-nV-ti. A suffix *nV- added to an
existing verbal stem is no surprise: cf. Palaic deverbative -nd-
< ‘*peh- and mutatis mutandis also Hittite deverbative
-na(i)- < *nehy,-ye/0-, as discussed in Melchert, KZ.97,
p.37f. Because of the Hittite, I suggested there that this type
was originally denominative, and cases such as labtanal to
labta point in the same direction for Lydian.

Lydian int < *-nati < (virtual) *ih;-neh,-ti requires a re-
traction of the accent onto the root. I can offer no better moti-
vation for this at present than influence of the base i- How-
ever, S.Kimball (pers. comm.) has pointed out to me that
several examples of nasal presents in Hittite appear also to
require such a retraction: e.g. huni(n)k- ‘wounds’ (with sec-
ondary long # by accent in an open syllable). Thus Lydian
*/-na-ti may be part of a larger problem. See below for inde-
pendent evidence for the -a- of *-na-ti. The preterite inl shows
the same regular syncope from *i-na-/ (perhaps ultimately <
*'nalo), while inal shows a new anaptyctic vowel like cénal,

Lyd. inant also means ‘he makes, does’. I take the ind- to be
the original stem *ih;néh,- posited for int above with the *d
preserved due to the addition of a further nasal suffix. The
latter must once again have contained a vowel: *i-nd-nV#i,
Since we have already established a deverbative suffix of ap-
proximately this shape, I propose to see it here as well and
derive indnt from a virtual *-nd-enni-ti (or *-na-énni-ti): con-
tracted *indnniti > *indnnit > *indnit > inant.

Confirmation for derivation of indnt from the “durative” suf-
fix *-énni- comes from the preterite first singular, which is (un-
expectedly in synchronic terms) indnidv, with an allomorph
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-ani- beside -dn-. The preterite indnidv not only provides inde-
pendent evidence for the -i- of the suffix, but is also crucial for
determining the phonological developments in this entire set of
words. Lydian has a second syncope rule not mentioned above
by which a penultimate vowel is deleted following the accent:
e.g. armra- ‘of the Moon-god’ < *drmara-to *arma- ‘Moon-
god’ (see Innocente, IncLing.12, p.117, after Gusmani and
Shevoroshkin). However, if one applies this syncope rule to
original *ndnivom and *indniti, it would delete the i in both
forms, which is clearly false. Rather we must assume first apo-
cope of final *i, producing *indnit beside *indniyom. Now
when the syncope rule deleting vowels of final syllables ap-
plies, it deletes the i of the former, but the o of the latter,
yielding attested indnt but inanidv (the latter via *inanidom).'

The verb fisgant may be analyzed as containing the preverbs
f(a)- and is- plus root -gan-. It takes an accusative object and
refers to a negative action taken against the tomb. Hence in this
case a meaning ‘destroys’ is appropriate, as is derivation from
the root *g"en- ‘strike’.’® However, given the well-founded
phonological rules above, -gdnt with a and preserved n cannot
continue directly an athematic third singular *g*énti: we
would expect *gét. However, the corresponding present first
singular in pre-Lydian would have been a (virtual) *g"énwi.
Apocope of the final *i would produce *génu (with automatic
syllabification of *w to u after consonant). This places the ac-
cented *é in an open syllable, yielding regularly *gdnu. Given

18 After syncope of the vowel of the final syllable, syncope of the penultimate
vowel is blocked by phonotactic constraints: **ndnv. I realize that I am
assuming deletion of the a of the base ca- in cén(i)- but contraction in
indn (i)- from *ina-, This can easily be due to the difference in the age of
the formations. The latter must be quite old, since it is based on the stem
*ind-, which is no longer present in int. On the other hand, cén(i)- may
represent the productive process by which -én(i)- is added to an existing
synchronic stem.

15 For this etymology see Heubeck, Lydiaka p.44f, The preverb is- can easily
be *eks ‘away’ with a perfectivizing force as in Lat. efficio etc. Loss of e
in the cluster with compensatory lengthening would yield *és- whence
regularly is- with palatalization.
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an allomorphy *-gdn(u), *qé(¢), 1 find reasonably plausible the
assumption of analogical spread of -gdn- to the third person.
Compare similarly Hitt. third singular kuenzi (for phonologi-
cally regular *kwanzi) after first singular kuemi?

. As indicated above, the verbs cénit and siténit are excep-
tional in showing -i- before -#. Several factors argue that they
are variants of the type in -ént¢ described earlier. First, it can
hardly be accidental that they show precisely the sequence
-énit. Second, it is hard not to relate cénit to cénu and cénal.
Third, we have seen good reason to suppose that the suffix -én-
1s syncopated from an earlier *-éni-,

There are two possible ways to explain the -i- of cénit and
sivénit beside those in -ént. First, as we have seen from indgnidv
beside inant, the preterite first singular of the type in -ént was
surely *-énidv® There would thus have been an allomorph *-éni-
beside -én- which could have been spread analogically. Second,
if antét and taqtuldt must be explained as coming from old third
plural forms, such a derivation is also possible for those in -énit:
*énniyVnti > ‘*-énnidVnti > *-énnidVat > *-énnidVar >
*-énidat > -énidt > -énit (cf. -ad=1t > at in note 2).

Turning to verbs in -az, we may begin with an internal analysis
of fetwintat. Separating off the preverbs f(a)- and éf-, we are left
with a stem -winta- whose preserved -nt- implies syncope and
hence a preform *winVia-, but we have far more direct evidence
for this conclusion. Collation by Gusmani (see Erg.3, p.159)
makes it likely that we should now read wintas in line 1 of text
23.2 This is then the nominal base of the verbal stem winta-.

Lyd. énsarbtat has been explained as preverb én-, verbal
stem (and presumably root) sarb-, plus a medial ending which
corrsponds to Hittite -tza#(i): see Lyd. Wb. p.106 with refer-
ences. This equation is impossible, however, because the sec-

2 For *nC regularly to Hittite anC compare *éndo > anda, among many

examples. I cannot accept the views of Kimball, IF.91 (1986) p. 83 ff.

One may also perhaps compare the attested cénsidv, but the -s-is myterious.

22 The reading wintas considerably clarifies the syntax. This word is now a
predicate nominative agreeing with sirmas: “This temenos has been
established (dacuwers=1) as a winta- for Artemis and Qldan.’

21
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ond stop of the Hittite ending is always single --, which could
only be matched by -d in Lydian.”® This means that the verb
stem is disyllabic sarbta- with a medial stop cluster. We cannot
tell whether there has been a syncope or not, but either sarbta-
or *sarbVta- would once again surely be denominative.

We thus have denominative verbal stems in -zq, for one of
which we have the corresponding nominal base in -fa-. I pro-
pose that these are denominatives in *(z)eh;- to nominal stems
in *-fo- In other words, they match in formal terms the type
of Latin cantdre. The verb bitat may be formed the same way
(bi-ta-t), but one could also segment bit-a-¢t and assume a
nominal base in *-o0- to a root *PeiT.** The verb would be a
denominative in *-eh,- in either case. Note that we would ex-
pect the unlenited *-#/ ending in this class: cf. Lyc. pranawate
‘built’ < priinawa- ‘house’ with unlenited ending.

Just as in the case of the Latin first conjugation, not all Ly-
dian verbs in -at are necessarily denominatives in *-eh,-. A
full discussion of the philological evidence for the verb ca- is
not possible here, but one thing is clear: the verb cannot mean
‘consecrate, dedicate’ and be derived from *d"eh;- (pace
Gusmani, Lyd. Wb, p.87). A meaning ‘dedicate’ implies a
“two-place” verb, but neither ca- nor its compound da-ca-
even take a direct object, let alone a second complement!*

23 For the Anatolian medial ending *di from the reflexive particle *-fi see
Neu, StBoT.6 (1968) p.145. For the phonology (lenition by Eichner’s
second law) see Melchert, HS. (1993, to appear).

24 The equation of Lyd. bita(a)- with Hitt. péda- (e.g. Carruba, Athenaeum
38, p.58%) is phonologically impossible, since -#- here between non-nasal
vowels can only continue CA. *t.

5 Simplex ca- occurs once in the very short clause kot=ds cat (11,6). The
subject pronoun -a§ proves that the verb cannot be transitive. As
demonstrated by Andrew Garett, The Syntax of Anatolian Pronominal
Clitics (Harvard Ph.D. diss., 1990), transitive verbs never cooccur with
enclitic subject pronouns in Hittite. See already the remarks of Watkins,
Ftudes Celtiques 12 (1968) p.93. I have confirmed the same facts for both
forms of Luvian. Carruba, Athenaeum 38, p.51, argues for the existence of
a Lydian anim. acc. plural -af ‘them’, but there is no word in the preceding
context of 11,6 which can be plausibly taken as an animate plural
antecedent, so his interpretation is not possible here.
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Phonologically, cat can only reflect a pre-Lydian *4(")yV-z, If
we accept the change of *pedi to -id (see below), then a
*-ye/0- stem is unlikely, as already suggested by the preterite
first singular in -cdv, whose @ cannot reflect *-yém. The likeli-
est preform is a virtual *d(")yéh,ti, and 1 find attractive the
suggestion of C.Watkins (pers. comm.) of a comparison with
Grk. capa/oiua ‘sign’. I cannot pursue this etymology here
and insist only that the previous derivation of cat from *d"éh,ti
and any consequences there of are false.

We may therefore derive most verbs in -f from well-estab-
lished PIE. and CA.stem types via independently motivated
pre-Lydian sound changes. Given our current knowledge of
Lydian, étolt could in principle be the preverb ét- plus an old
root present or aorist *wé/(H)#(i), but the meaning is too ob-
scure for this to be of any value. The verb fédavoit, with its
bizarre phonology (virutally unique internal -éd-, internal v,
and sequence -0AC) is totally obscure. I will discuss presents
in -of below in connection with those in -od.

We may begin our treatment of verbs in -d with fakarsed,
This verb has already been compared with Hitt. kars- ‘cut’
(Lyd. Wb. p.119 w/refs.), but only on the basis of phonetic
resemblance and the fact that the one occurrence refers to a
hostile act. We can now be much more precise. I will soon
present elsewhere evidence that the particle -is is merely an
allomorph of the reflexive particle -§ established by Meriggi
(see for the latter Gusmani, Erg.3, p.92 with refs.). The sen-
tence buk-mi-is fakarsed gik means ‘or cuts off anything from
him for himself’ referring to property assigned to the chief of
the temenos). The root equation with Hitt. kars- is thus quite
solid.

Lyd. -karsed is most easily derived in formal terms from a
preform *korséyedi, of the same class as Hitt. wassezzi ‘clothes’
or lukkizzi ‘kindles’ (see Melchert, Phon. p.31ff.). The crucial
point is that by Eichner’s second “lenition” rule this verb
would have had the voiced ending *-di in CA. (Hittite has
completely eliminated the results of this rule for initial con-
sonants of verb endings). The rest of the derivation is regular
by independently motivated changes: *korséyedi > *korséyidi
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(see below) > *korsédidi > *korsédid > *korsédd > -karsed.
For accented short *¢ > Lyd. e before non-nasal compare
#gérli- ‘high’ > serli- ‘chief” and probably *h,wéswo- ‘living’ >
wesfa- (see Gusmani, Erg.3, p.140). ‘
The compound verb karared (kat-sared) may be analyze/d in
a completely parallel fashion: -sared < (virtual) CA. *sore){edz
< *soréyeti. The same root surely appears in saréta-, which
means something like ‘protector, patron’ < *ser-rito- or the
like. Given the meaning and the presence of the preverb kat-
‘down’, I would compare Av. (ni-)har- ‘watch over, guard’ <
PIE. *ser-. I : .

The phonological shape of gisred makes it unlikfely. that this
is a primary verb in R(o0)-éye-. I suggest that it is 1n§tead a
denominative in *-e-yé-, probably to a *-ro- stem, which has
been assimilated to the primary type in terms of both accent
and ending. Such interaction between these two types is well-
known from other IE. languages: cf. the retraction of accent of
denominatives in -a-yd- in Sanskrit after the type in -dya- The
pret. 1st singular gisredv confirms derivation from a stem
*_gpe-, since the -d- of -edv reflects intervocalic *-y-: *-eyom >
*édom > -edv.” The likely present 2nd singular xaraires (kat-
saires), as per Heubeck, Lydiaka p.60f., would show the
same structure: *-sel(V)reye-to a virtual *sel(V)ro-

Oettinger, KZ.92, p.87, has already suggested that the large
class of Lydian verbs in -id represent *-ye/o- stems, b'ased
largely on comparison of Lyd. -wamid with Hitt. wemyezzi ‘and
Lyd. -korfid with Hitt. karp(i)yezzi. I believe these equatlgns
are in fact valid, but the semantic interpretation of the Lyd1ap
verbs cannot be independently supported, so I prefer to moti-
vate the derivation from *-ye/0- on internal grounds.

This is not difficult. When one finds a verb sawtarid ‘guards,
protects’ beside the clearly nominal sawtaar-, one can hardly
avoid the conclusion that the former is denominative from the
latter (Gusmani, Lyd. Wb. p.193). Likewise, the apparently

» For gisredv as pret. st singular note the -(7)m- of the following ni=me=it,
which is surely dative ‘me’, and Sof, which is best taken with Bossert, Heth,
Kon. p.125, as pres.-fut. 1st sg. for *Sow (cf. faow).
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productive class of verbs in -okid (kabrdokid, katsarlokid and
warbtokid) is surely based on the nominal suffix -ok(a)- seen in
saroka- and aAtoka-. Note that once again the argument here is
structural: it matters little that of all these only katsarlokid has
a determinable meaning (‘brings humiliation to’ or similar).
Likewise, if métrid/métlid is a verb, it is surely denominative to
a stem in *-ro-or *-ri- Unfortunately, pace Gusmani, Lyd. Wb.
p. 164, these forms are at least as likely, if not more likely, to be
nt. nom.-acc. singular of a noun.?”’

Even leaving the last example aside, we have sufficient inter-
nal evidence for denominatives in -id. It is difficult to see any
likely source for these other than the ubiquitous PIE. (and CA)
denominative suffix *-yéfi. One would expect rather *-it. The
solution to this problem lies in the examples (fa-kat-) wamid
and (fa-)korfid, whose contexts permit (though they do not
prove) the respective meanings ‘meets with’ and ‘tries, at-
tempts’, which are reconcilable with the previously cited equa-
tions with Hitt. wemyezzi ‘finds’ and karp(i)yezzi ‘lifts; per-
forms’. As per Oettinger, Stammbildung p.344, wémyezzi
belongs to a small class of apparently primary stems with ac-
cented e-grade of the root plus *ye/0-. The crucial point, of
course, is that pre-Anatolian *wémyeti would become CA. *we-
myedi by Eichner’s second linition rule. Contra Oettinger I
would also derive karp(i)yezzi and -korfid from a corre-
sponding *kérp(i)yedi®

One must then assume that the accent and lenited ending of
the primary type was generalized in Lydian to the denomina-
tives. Note in support of this assumption that according to

¥ A neuter noun in *-ri- would be directly comparable with Hitt. édri- ‘food’
or és(sa)ri- ‘image’ < *‘essence’. For the base compare at least Lyc. méte-
‘damage, harm’ or the like (thus already Eichner, KZ.99, p.205%), and
perhaps Lat. mendum/menda ‘bodily defect; error’ < *mend- (if one may
assume that the original meaning was “physical defect’).

* 1 believe this derivation is implicit in Eichner, Sprache 32, p.21. See also
explicitly Tischler, HEG. p.514, with references. The o is difficult, but
Eichner’s suggestion of a “labial umlaut” due to the p seems possible: cf,
kofu- *water’ = Arm. cov- ‘sea’ (Poetto, IncLIng.5, 1979, p. 198ff.), with
likewise o for expected a between tectal and following labial.
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Eichner’s accent rules most of the Lydian verbs in -id (includ-
ing the clearly denominative class in -okid) must be accented
on the nominal base synchronically, and all except the bizarre
detdid may be. We thus have independent evidence to suggest
that somewhere in the pre-history of Lydian the accent of de-
nominatives in *-ye/0- was retracted onto the base. Given the
demonstrated retraction of the accent, I see no serious difficulty
with assuming also generalization of the lenited ending -id.

The precise phonological development of these verbs requires
further discussion. It might seem that one could derive -wamid
directly from a *-wémyedi via apocope and then syncope of the
unaccented e, leading to syllabification of the y to i (*wémyed
> *wémid). The accented *¢ before nasal in an open syllable
would then yield the desired 4. However, this derivation re-
quires an impossible relative chronology, namely that the rule
governing the outcome of nasalized vowels follow syncope
(which here produces the open syllable). But the nasalized vowel
rule must precede the loss of *n before stop (because the é of ér
etc. requires a closed syllable, which can only be due to the *n),
and loss of *1 must in turn precede syncope (to account for the
difference between preserved -nt- < *nVT- and -V#- < original
*nT-). We must therefore derive -id some other way.

Oettinger, KZ.92, p.77, suggests that *ye- becomes *-yi- in
Lydian, a change he also claims for Luvian and Palaic. The
latter facts may be interpreted otherwise (as syncope, e.g.), and
there is no direct support for such a change in Lydian. How-
ever, in the case of -id we are dealing specifically with *-yedi,
with preceding *y and following -i While evidence for “+um-
laut” in Lydian is not compelling, it is suggestive: cf. probably
wissi- ‘good’ < *wesu- + secondary “motion-i”, i.e. *wéswi-.

Nothing therefore stands in the way of assuming a direct
change *Cyedi > *Cyidi > *-Cidi, whence with apocope
-Cid. One immediately asks, of course, why the i is not then
syncopated. However, as indicated above, the syncope rule
was surely sensitive to Lydian phonotactic constraints, and a
look at the list of verbs in -id shows that not a single one of the
clusters that would have resulted from syncope of the -i- is
attested in word-final position in Lydian. Or more simply put,
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Lydian shows no word-final clusters -Cd.* Thus we may de-
rive Lydian third singular -id regularly from *-yedi.

We come next to the class of verbs in -ad, most of which
must be taken as denominatives purely on phonotactic
grounds. While I can point to no specific nominal bases for
any of them, the necessary nominal suffixes do exist in Lydian.
The stems silawa- and (fa-)sitawa- (which may be variants of
each other, as per Gusmani, Erg.3, p.54), as well as ars-
mawad (if it is a verb), presuppose nominal bases in *-0)-wo-,
for which compare Lyd. sfarwa- ‘oath, vow’ (Gusmani, Spra-
che 21, 1975, p.171f.). The stems kibra- and tarbra- suggest a
base in *-fyo-, for which compare armza- ‘of the Moon-god’
cited above. For a similar formal relationship within Anatolian
compare Hitt. arawa- ‘free’: ardwahh- ‘set free’ and sarazziya-
‘upper’: Sarazziyahh- ‘give the upper hand to’.

However, as we have seen above, denominatives in *-eh,
corresponding to Hitt. -afh- are surely continued in Lydian as
verbs in -at, with the expected unlenited ending. What is the
source of a second denominative class in -ad? The most likely
possibility seems to me to be *-eh,-ye/0-, the ultimate source
of Hittite denominative verbs in -dizzi/-anzi (Melchert, Phon.
p.39f., w/refs.).

The only serious obstacle to this derivation lies in the lenited
form of the ending. One way to account for this would be to
assume that already in CA. (before Eichner’s second lenition
rule) these stems were accented *-éh,ye/0- (presumably after
the closely related unextended stems in *-éh,-).

Confirmation for this CA. retraction comes from Palaic
verbs in -Ca-(a)-ga-ti/-Ca-a-ti. Contra Oettinger, Stammbil-
dung p. 559, and Melchert, KZ.97, p.38? this type cannot re-
flect *-éh,ti (with the -g- showing a weakened reflex of *h, such

2% One could, of course, argue that this is due to a subsequent change by
which secondary clusters of *-Cd become -Ct. However, the only actual
evidence for this, nt. nom.-acc. singular est ‘this’ for underlying *es-d, is a
special case involving dissimilation of fricatives. Moreover, most of the final
clusters which would have been produced by syncope in these verbs are
also unattested for -#

The third Person present in Lydian 51

as [v]), because the Palaic ending shows consistently “lenited”
single -t~ As already indicated above, the type of Lyc.
priinawati/e ‘builds/built’ with -¢- shows that the loss of *A,
before stop with compensatory lengthening must have taken
place after Eichner’s first lenition rule. Given Pal. ahu- ‘drink’
< ‘*eg¥h- it is also unlikely that a weak velar or postvelar
fricative would be spelled with -g-. Finally, if the -g- reflects
the *h, what is the source of the long vowel preceding if?

We must return to the formulation of Watkins, Flexion u.
Wortbildung p.373, and derive -Ca-a-ga-ti < CA. *-dHyedi
(< *-éhyeti, with retraction before lenition between unac-
cented vowels). Palaic has generalized o- or perhaps already
a-vocalism (cf. Hitt. -ya- for -ye-). The-g- must be a special
reflex of the combination * Hy- The likeliest result is a voiced
palatal fricative /3/ combining the features of the *H and #.
This rather unstable phoneme is then subject to loss, whence
-Ca-(a)-ti. For the spelling of a voiced palatal fricative with -g-
compare Hitt. si-ga-at-ta-ri-ya- once for Si-ya-at-ta-ri-ya- as al-
ready cited by Carruba, StBoT.10, p.39. Note that the long
vowel preceding the /3/ need not be due to compensatory -
lengthening (strictly speaking, the laryngeal is not lost), but
may be due to the regular lengthening of accented vowel in
open syllable in Palaic: cf. wasu- ‘good’ < *wosu-.

Assuming CA. *-éh,yedi with the support of the Palaic evi-
dence, we can derive the attested shape of the Lydian type
straightforwardly: *-dyedi > *-ddedi > *-aded > (with syn-
cope and simplification of the geminate). Independent support
for deriving verbs in -ad from stems in *-dye/o- may be found
in unadv (10,18). In view of the clear example indnidv of the
next clause, we should probably also take wunadv as pret. 1st
singular, despite the problematic bis, which appears to be nom.
singular ‘he’. The ending -adv would reflect *-dyom via *adom.

We come finally to the largest class of Lydian verbs, those in
-od. Unfortunately, it is also the most obscure, due to our lack
of understanding of the prehistory of Lydian o. As indicated
above in note 1, the only certain source of o is the sequence
*f»d-. It is also very likely that dental stop plus *wd/d leads to
Lydian t/do: antola-/anlola- (part of or the contents of the
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grave) may well represent a virtual CA. *end"weh,olo- ‘human’,
as per Gusmani, Erg.1.31. The compound verb fa-do- ‘put in’
(or sim.) probably also contains a syncopated form *-dwV- of
the stem *duwV- ‘put, place’ seen in (da-)cuw(e)-. 1 know of
no other solid sources of Lydian o, but we cannot exclude the
possibility that at least some u-diphthongs also yield o.
Oettinger, who believes in o from syncopated -uwV- (see
above note 1), derives verbs which end in -nod or -vod from
“thematized” nu-verbs: *-nuwa- > -no- (see KZ.92, p.89). He
reasonably compares the type of CLuv. arlanuwatta or Lyc.
ganuweti, However, in addition to the problematic status of the
assumed syncope, there is another difficulty with this account:
the comparanda have precisely unlenited endings. The lenited
ending in Lydian therefore needs to be independently moti-
vated. One possibility is to derive -nod directly from *-néuti,
which by Eichner’s first rule would have become CA. *-néudi.
As noted, I know of no solid evidence against *ex > Lyd. o.
Unfortunately, none of the verb stems in -no-/-vo- has a rea-
sonable etymology. The palatal s of the example kasnod and
the very alternation between -no- and -vo- also require ex-
planation. Thus, while I do not rule out the derivation of this
group from CA. *-neu-, I find this account far from assured.
With our present knowledge I see no other possibility but to
try to motivate preforms with sequences *Cwo/d which will
give the attested o. Thus far I can do this only for the stem tro-
and its large group of compounds. This verb is transitive, and
all of its compounds also take an indirect object. Several in-
stances point clearly to a meaning ‘grant, concede, hand over’.
The previous comparison with Hitt. far- ‘say’ faces serious for-
mal and semantic problems.’® A much better comparandum is

% The Lydian stem is regularly #ro- (14x). The variant -for- occurs only in the
pres. 1st singular, where a dissimilatory metathesis has occurred: -oru for
-row. Furthermore, Hitt. far- as a transitive verb means only ‘name’. The
citation of awan katta tar- as ‘confide’ by Neumann, Gnomon 37 (1965)
p.273f., is misleading. A look at the context shows that the verb means
specifically ‘confide’ verbally and in fact in an unfavorable sense which
could just as well be rendered ‘betray’: see von Schuler, Dienstanw. p.28
and 32.
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CLuv. (pari) tarawi(ya)-, which contra Laroche, DLL.92, also
clearly means ‘hand over, deliver’. Also related are CLuvian
tarawiya- ‘control’ (noun) and the measure fardwar/taraur,
which surely means ‘hand/fistful’.*!

While CLuvian tarawi(ya)- is a denominative in *-ye/0-, 1
propose to analyze Lydian tro(d)- as a virtual *drowdye-, i.e.
as a denominative in *-eh,ye/0- The development to the third
singular present in -od would be the same as for -ad given
above, except that the sequence *frawd- first syncopated to
*frwd-, and then *wd became o after consonant.’> Note that
the preterite first singular is trodv, where the d is not part of
the ending. I interpret this as another reflex of intervocalic *y,
which supports the derivation of the verb stem from *.dye/o0-:
*drwdyom > *drwddom > trodv.®

One can quite mechanically reconstruct suitable nominal
bases containing *Cw sequences for other of the verbs in -od,

31 The first extra-Anatolian comparandum to come to mind is Grk. S@dgov
‘palm of the hand’, but the divergent meaning and problematic ¢ raise
doubts. Perhaps one should compare rather the family of Grk. 8gdooopm
‘seize, grasp’ and Spd¢ ‘handful, hand’, reflecting an extended *der-k- or
*der-gh-,

%2 For pretonic syncope in Lydian (especially involving sequences with a

sonorant), compare the adjective srmli- < *sirmali- to sirma- 1 readily

admit that one immediately asks why there is no syncope in silawa- 1 can
only answer that the accent in this case must be silawa-. Unfortunately,
even Eichner’s rules do not permit us to determine the place of the accent
here on independent grounds. Note, however, the verb stem arwo-

‘appropriate’ (or sim.). Here the accent must be on the o per Eichner.

Whether there has been syncope of a vowel before the w or not, it is hard

to see any source for this stem except pre-Lydian *wd- < *wehy. 1

therefore very tentatively suggest that pre-Lydian *-wd- (< *wé- or *pd-)

becomes -wo- under the accent, but remains -wa- when unaccented. This
would imply sildwa-, arimd-wa- and rdwa-, but arwé-. We obviously need
more evidence to confirm this suggestion.

I must make explicit the fact that the present first singular -frow cannot be

regular by my derivation of the stem. By the rules developed above, we

would expect *-Cwdye/owi > *Cwdye/ow > *-Cwdyi/ow > *-Cwddi/ow
> *Cwddu > *Codu. However, the second singular would be *Cos and

the third singular -Cod: cf. -es and -ed above from *-éyesi and *-éyedi. A

levelling of the allomorph -Co- from the second and third person to the first

does not seem to me surprising, whence -Cow.

3
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but without independent support within Lydian or at least
Anatolian, this is pointless. We must simply admit that most
examples in -od remain obscure.

If, as is likely but not assured, tatrot is a reduplicated form
of tro- (formed after devoicing of initial *4), then the ending
-ot instead of -od requires explanation. Since we appear to
have to assume some examples of third person presents from
old plurals, I suggest that -of is the plural corrspondent to -od,
which is formally unproblematic: *-trwdyonti > *-trwddont >
*-trwddat > *-trwddat > *-trwddt > *-trot. That this explana-
tion is possible does not, of course, make it correct. A solid
analysis of verbs in -oz will come only when we better under-
stand the history of those in -od.

The one verb in -ud, énud, is unclear in both its structure
(preverb én- + u-?) and meaning. Mere speculation about pos-
sible preforms here would serve no useful purpose.

Our survey of Lydian third person presents is complete. Ob-
viously, many uncertainties remain, and the dearth of solid
root etymologies (the result of our imprecise grasp of the syn-
chronic meanings), leads to a greater degree of arbitrariness
in our historical analysis than we would like. Nevertheless,
starting with historical phonological rules most of which are
independently motivated, we have arrived at Lydian preforms
whose phonological shapes suggest, although they do not
prove, derivation from well-established PIE. and CA. mor-
phological types. We can also explain the distribution of -¢
and -d in the third person present, unmotivated synchroni-
cally, as the result of CA. lenition as established by Eichner,
assuming in the case of -id and -ed analogical influence of the
root-accented types on the corresponding denominatives.
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