ISSN 1948-5425

\ MacrOth i “k International Journal of Linguistics
A Institute ™ 2020, Vol. 12, No. 2

Homeric Evidences of an Inherently Actional
Opposition: &pyopat vs AAOov

Castrenze Nigrelli
Dept. of Humanities, University of Palermo
Viale delle Scienze, Ed. 12, 90128, Palermo, Italy
Tel: 393-280-192-208  E-mail: castrenze.nigrelli@unipa.it

Received: March 5, 2020 Accepted: March 17, 2020 Published: April 2, 2020
doi:10.5296/ijl.v12i2.16618 URL: https://doi.org/10.5296/ijl.v12i2.16618
Abstract

The paper aims at analyzing the paradigmatic relationship between the verbs &pyouot and
n0ov in Homeric Greek. Both verbs convey the idea of going within a Homeric suppletive
paradigm. Although suppletivism between pyopau, €ipn, éledoopon (future), RA0ov (aorist),
eidfAovba (perfect) is generally accepted, there is still uncertainty on both etymology and
semantic features involving inherent actionality, with particular reference to &pyopau.
Therefore, the actional status of &pyopar and its relationship with fA0ov need further
investigation. A textual analysis of the Homeric occurrences of both &pyopor and fAfov,
focusing on the semantic-syntactic discourse context, has shed light on their mutual
suppletive relationship and proved that it is ultimately based on their inherently actional
opposition within the paradigm.

Keywords: Suppletivism, Actionality, Homeric Greek, Motion verbs
1. Introduction: Status Quaestionis, Methodology and Purpose of the Study

As generally accepted by scholars (cf. Osthoff 1899; Brugmann & Delbritk 1897-1916;
Brugmann & Thumb 1913; Snell 1955-2010; Schwyzer 1959; Chantraine 1968-80;
Lé&oublon 1985; Kdligan 2007), the Homeric suppletive paradigm for going includes
Epyopou, eiut, Elevoopon (future), nABov (aorist), idnrovda (perfect). Both &pyouon and i
always occur as present stems and never as aorist stems, while AA0ov (in Homer also §Av0ov)
always occurs as aorist stem (to which also pf. eiAvjiovOa and fut. Eéledoopon trace back). In
particular, the verb £pyopon is employed in Homer as present, with habitual value as well,
whereas the present eipn is mostly employed with an intentional-futuristic value (while
élevoopan functions as a simple future), and compensates for the lack of the imperfect with
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its imperfect forms; the use of el as generic present is only residual (Lé&oublon 1985;
Kdligan 2007).

Actually, the suppletive relationships between the forms of this a paradigm are still not
entirely clear. Some scholars try to explain these relationships by taking into account the
notion of spatial deixis, namely distinguishing between centrifugal (away from the speaker),
centripetal (towards the speaker), neutral deictic orientation. One hypothesis consists in a
clear semantic split between i gehen “to go” (with futuristic value, “to be going to go™)
and RA0ov kommen “to come”, while &pyopo1 can assume both semantic values (see Bloch
1940). According to others, although co-occurring spatial elements expressing source (e.g. €&
aAog “from the sea”) or goal (e.g. T0axmvde “to Ithaca) of movement can actually neutralize
potential deictic oppositions between the verbs, when they are used with no co-occurring
spatial elements: eiut can be both centrifugal and neutral, AA0ov is always centripetal,
gpyopan can be centrifugal, centripetal, and neutral (Kdligan 2007).

However, accounting for the suppletive relationship within this paradigm can be more
suitable in a different perspective that takes into account the notion of actionality (i.e. Lexical
aspect, Aktionsart). Unlike grammatical aspect, which morphologically conveys the speaker’s
point of view in reference to the event expressed by a verb, actionality concerns the inherent
nature of the event and the verbal inner meaning (see, among others, Comrie 1976; Bertinetto
1986). In particular, the actional-semantic inherent feature of telicity, which is typical of
those events concerning a natural or intended endpoint (cf. Vendler 1957; Depraetere 1995),
e.g. mintw “to fall” or pavBdveo “to learn”, has recently proved to be crucial for the
development of inflectional morphology within verbal paradigms in old Indo-European
languages such as Homeric Greek and Vedic Sanskrit. Both Homeric and Vedic evidences
show that the grammatical-aspectual (and, then, temporal) opposition between aorist stem
(perfectum system) and present stem (infectum system) is actually consequent to an original
actional opposition based on verbal (a) telicity, and that the distribution of tense inflectional
markers in a more recent stage of the Proto-Indo-European depends on the verb-inherent
[#elic] feature (see Bartolotta 2009; 2016; 2017a for further details) (Note 1). According to
the specific distribution of the stems within the going paradigm, the following opposition
seems to appear: [-telic] &pyopar and ipt, present stem, infectum system vs [+telic] fA0ov,
aorist stem, perfectum system. The actional status of both atelic sl (see Meillet 1929;
Léoublon 1985; Romagno 2002; Bartolotta 2016; 2017b) and telic 1A0ov (see Pokorny 1959;
Chantraine 1968-80; Rix 2001) is actually quite definite (Note 2). As for its etymology
(Chantraine 1968-80: 377; Rix 2001: 238 f.; Snell 1955-2010), there is no agreement among
scholars about the actional status of £pyopoun that still remains quite uncertain and requires
further analysis. Despite slight difference within their terminology, some scholars
hypothesize that the prototypically actional value of £pyopon is telic. Meillet (1929: 249 ff.)
connects £pyopon to the IE root *ser- > Gr. ép-nw; Lat. ser-po; Skr. s&-pati “to slither; to
drag”, to which a -y°- suffix gives a basically telic value; Rix (2001: 238 f.) connects the
verb to the zero grade *hyr- of the IE root *hser- “to come to/reach; to arrive/bump into”,
with a -ske- suffix (*hyrske- > *erske- > *erk’e-; see Ved. rcch&i “he reaches; blumps into™),
or, doubtfully, to the IE root *h;erg™ “to ascend”; Pokorny (1959: 326 ff.) connects &pyopat
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to an extended form *er-g"- of the IE root *er- “to start to move; to excite; to put up”, that he
considers as telic (Note 3). Apart from the etymological doubts, textual examples do not
provide strong evidence about the telic value of &pyopor (Chantraine 1968-80: 377).
Although the actional value of &pyopot has been extensively investigated, there is still
uncertainty about it. On the one hand, L&oublon (1985: 72 ff.) considers &pyopan as atelic; on
the other hand, Romagno (2002) has analysed £pyopot from a split intransitivity perspective
and considered it as telic (i.e. &pyopou: unaccusative and telic vs i unergative and atelic).
At the same time she also underlines a frequent overlap, rather than an opposition, between
gpyopon and sty (for further details see Romagno 2002 and the references given therein).
Furthermore, the disagreement on the semantics of this verb is also shown by the variation
within lexicographic data (Note 4).

A\ MacrOth i “k International Journal of Linguistics

The present study aims at clarifying the semantic and actional value of £pyopou, also in
reference to its relationship with qA0ov and the other forms built on the aorist stem (i.e. ft.
érevoopat, pf. eiindovba), by analyzing their occurrences within the Iliad and the Odyssey
(Note 5). In particular, the analysis takes into account the motion events expressed by these
Homeric verbs in the light of Talmy’s cognitive-typological theory (Talmy 2000, 2009).
According to this framework, languages are distinguished into two types, i.e. V(erb)- and
S(atellite)-Framed, depending on the pattern they tend to use to express the semantic
components of a motion event, i.e. Figure (the moving object), Ground (the reference
object/frame), Motion (the presence of motion), Path (the path followed by the object),
Manner (the way of motion), Cause (the cause of motion), and, in particular, the Path
component, which is the core element (Note 6). V-Framed languages tend to convey Path in
the verb root (e.g. Sp. El perro [Figure] entr&[Motion+Path] en [(Path)] el jard m [Ground]
corriendo [Manner] “The dog ran into the garden”). On the contrary, Homeric Greek is a
S-Framed language (see Talmy 2000; Baldi 2006; Skopeteas 2008; Imbert 2010; Nikitina
2013; Verkerk 2014), as it tends to convey Path in a so-called satellite, i.e. particles
functioning as both preverbs and prepositions (e.g. én-£édpaue “He ran against”; 6éwv émi
vijog “Running to(wards) the ships™), adverb(ial)s (e.g. oyedov fjAvbev “He came close”),
nominal case markers (e.g. &pyovtor medi-owo “They go through a plain™), while verbs
convey [Motion+Manner], such as the manner-of-motion verbs &papov and 6ém “to run”, or
only [Motion], such as the verbs nA0ov and &pyopar “to go” (Note 7). The verbal class of
self-propelled motion, to which the chosen verbs Zpyopot and nA0ov belong, is involved in an
encoding pattern (i.e. verb [Motion] + satellite [Path]) which is actually less prototypical in
reference to S-Framed languages, as it is actually used by V-Framed languages as well.
Among Path-encoding satellites, depending on their degree of semantic compatibility with
the idea of reaching a goal, there are both those which are prototypically
directional/goal-oriented (e.g. the particle éri “to, towards”, the adverb dvtiov “against”, the
accusative  case  marker  with  allative value), and the prototypically
non-directional/non-goal-oriented ones (e.g. the particle mepi “around”, the adverb &yyHbev
“near”, the genitive case marker with perlative value).

It has been recently shown that verb-inherent telicity plays an important role on motion event
encoding as far as morphosyntactic cohesion between verbs and spatial particles is concerned.
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In fact, Homeric data show a higher morphosyntactic cohesion between directional/goal
oriented particles and telic, rather than atelic, manner-of-motion and self-propelled motion
verbs, i.e. a higher frequency of agglutinated preverbal forms, rather than prepositions or
tmetic preverbal constructions, are found between telic motion verbs and directional/goal
oriented particles (for further details, see Bartolotta & Nigrelli 2017; Nigrelli 2019; see also
below, Section 2.1) (Note 8).
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In the present study, the textual analysis on Homeric verbal uses concerns the
semantic-actional features of Zpyopar and RA0ov and takes into account those occurrences in
which these verbs co-occur with a Path-encoding element, focusing on the actual arrival of
the moving objects (i.e. Figure) to the endpoints. The results are presented and discussed in
the next section through a selection of noteworthy examples.

2. Distributional and Textual Analysis of Zpyopar and §20ov in the Homeric Poems
2.1 Distribution of Path-Encoding Elements and Variation Within Particle Semantic Value

The total Homeric occurrences of &pyopon are 149, that of AA0ov are 808, including those in
which the verbs occur without Path-encoding elements (Zpyopon 42, i.e. about 28%; fA0ov
207, i.e. about 26%) and those with Path-encoding elements (£pyopon 107, i.e. about 72%: 84
with particles, 19 with adverbs, 4 with case markers; JA0ov 601, i.e. about 74%: 387 with
particles, 145 with adverbs, 69 with case markers) (Note 9).

A larger tendency of motion verbs to occur without Path-encoding elements (rather than with)
may be a clue of an atelic actional value, as verbal semantics is more compatible with
expressing bare motion without any information about the path followed by Figure (see
Bartolotta & Nigrelli 2017). Taking into account the occurrences without Path-encoding
elements, only slight differences between the self-propelled motion verbs &pyopar and nA0ov
are actually shown by their distribution, whose percentages are quite overlapping.

Taking into account the occurrences with Path-encoding elements, Homeric data about
telicity and its reflecting on a higher morphosyntactic cohesion between
directional/goal-oriented particles and telic verbs due to their mutual semantic compatibility
are quite similar: a higher tendency of telic §A0ov to occur with directional agglutinated
preverbs, rather than prepositions or tmetic preverbs, is actually limited to one
directional/goal-oriented particle (i.e. xatd “downwards”; see Nigrelli 2019).

However, from the textual analysis of &pyopar and AA0ov within their Homeric contexts of
use, data show that inherent (a) telicity has strong reflections on the semantic value of
Path-encoding spatial elements (Note 10). Given the higher semantic compatibility between
telic verbs and directional/goal-oriented particles, same directional particles tend to maintain
their directional semantic value when co-occurring with [+telic] AA0ov, as in (1), whereas
they can assume also a non-directional/non-goal-oriented semantic value when co-occurring
with &pyopan, as in (2), fact that may lead to a hypothetic atelicity of this latter verb (see also
below, Section 2.2.1).

(1) [.-.] €x 8¢ pot avymyv / dotpaydrov £dyn, yoyn & Aiddcde katijd0e (Od. 11.64-5)
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“[...] and my neck was broken away from the spine and my spirit went down to Hades”

The motion event in (1) describes Elpenor’s spirit (i.e. yoyn) as the moving Figure that,
going down, reaches the house of Hades. Functioning as an agglutinated preverb within the
verbal compound «xoatiiAOe, the prototypically directional/goal-oriented particle rkot(d)
“downwards” maintains its own directional semantic value, encoding the main directional
Path with reference to the movement of Elpenor’s spirit (i.e. Figure), which is encoded by the
aorist AOe (i.e. Motion). The adverbial lexeme "A1d6c6¢e “to Hades”, with the allative suffix
-0g, represents a further Path-encoding element, besides its expressing Ground (i.e. Hades)
(Note 11).

(2) [...] avtap Ayarodg / dpoe Adg Buydnp kvdicty Tprroyéveta
épyopévn ka0’ durov (1. 4.514-6)

“[...] but the daughter of Zeus, most glorious Tritogeneia, urged the Achaeans as she
went through the throng”

In (2), functioning as a preposition, the same prototypically directional/goal-oriented particle
kad’ (&) “downwards” exhibit, instead, a non-directional/non-goal oriented semantic value
(i.e. “through™). In fact, ka0’ represents the non-goal-oriented Path satellite which refers to
the intermediate segment of the followed path (i.e. the traversal subcomponent of the Path
component; see Talmy 2000), with reference to Suiov “throng” (i.e. Ground) and in
connection with the participle épyouévn conveying the atelic movement (i.e. Motion) of
Athena (i.e. Figure) (Note 12).

2.2 Variation on Figure’s Reaching the Endpoint Within pyouo: and #4.0ov Homeric Uses

It is worthy of note that, focusing on the expression of the actual arrival of the moving Figure
to the endpoint, data show further significant differences between Zpyopor and fAbov in
reference to an actional concept of their mutual opposition, thus further corroborating the
hypothesis of the inherently atelic nature of €pyopat. Table 1 shows the Homeric distribution
of &pyopon and fRA0ov with both directional and non-directional Path-encoding elements (i.e.
spatial particles, adverbs, nominal case markers) as well as the information about the actual
arrival (or no arrival) of the moving Figure to the endpoint (Note 13).

Table 1. Homeric distribution of arrivals of the Figure with &pyopat and qA0ov

Epyopat nAOov

Directional particles arrival no arrival arrival no arrival
éni “to” 2 18 80 26

€ig “to” 4 10 69 25
katd “downwards” 2 7 17 4
avad “upwards” — 7 6 4
poc¢ “towards” 3 5 8 1
Non- directional particles

€x “out” - 2 44 14
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uetd “between” 3 8 18 6
owa “through” 1 3 17 5
v7d “under” — — 13 2
mapa “beside” 1 3 2 7
amnd “from” 1 3 4 6
apoei(c) “on both sides” — — 2 —
omép “over” — — — 2
ovv “with” - 1 - —
nepi “around” — — 4 —
v “in” - - 1 -
Directional spatial adverbs 1 13 39 15
Non-directional spatial adverbs — 5 52 39
Directional case markers 2 1 51 13
Non-directional case markers - 1 - 5

2.2.1 Variation Within Occurrences With Path-Encoding Particles

Data included in Table 1 show a significant variation within the distribution of the arrivals
(i.e. the Figure’s actual reaching the endpoint), which seems to be ascribable to the role
played by verb-inherent telicity. In fact, the motion events expressed by [+telic] AA0ov tend to
express the Figure’s actual reaching the endpoint very frequently (about 75% of the
occurrences) when co-occurring with directional/goal-oriented particles, as shown, besides in

(1), in (3)-(4).
(3) M 0’ €mel gioijABev Kol VrépPn Adivov ovdov (Od. 23.88)
“And after she (scil. Penelope) came in and passed over the stone threshold”
(4) oy Khoiny gioijdOg, 0émag 6’ anédnk’ évi ynAdt. (I1. 16.254)
“he (scil. Achilles) went again into his tent, and put the goblet away in the chest.”

Functioning as an agglutinated preverb in both (3) and (4), the directional/goal-oriented
particle €ic “to” encodes a directional Path with reference to the Figure’s telic movement (i.e.
Motion), which is expressed by the aorist §A0ov. In both examples, the verbal compound
elofil0e(v) “(s)he went/came in(to), (s)he entered” refers to the Figure’s (i.e. Penelope and
Achilles, respectively) actual reaching the endpoint, that is to Figure’s entering the Ground,
which is implied (as in (3), i.e. the chief room) or encoded (as in (4), by the accusative
KMoinv “tent”).

Furthermore, it is worth of note that, due to verb-inherent telicity, the motion events
expressed by [+telic] qA0ov tend to express the Figure’s actual reaching the endpoint
frequently (about 71% of the occurrences) also when the co-occurring particle is
prototypically non-directional/non-goal-oriented, as shown in (5).
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(5) ®¢ ol pev Aog Evdov aynyépat’s ovd’ ‘Evooiybwov
vnkovotoe Bedc, AL’ &€ ahog R0 pet’ avtovg,  (I1. 20.134)

“So they (scil. the gods) gathered together within the house of Zeus; and the
Earth-Shaker did not disobey the goddess, but he came to the midst of them from the

2

S€a

Functioning as a preposition with the accusative, the prototypically non-directional/non-goal
oriented particle pet’(&) “between” expresses in (5) a directional Path towards a multiple
Ground (i.e. avtotg “them(selves)”, the gods gathered together), which is actually reached by
the Earth-Shaker Poseidon (i.e. Figure), with reference to a telic movement (i.e. Motion)
conveyed by the aorist AA0s (Note 14). The phrase &£ alog “from the sea” gives further Path
information expressing the Source of movement, which is a subcomponent of the Path
component (see Talmy 2000).

On the contrary, several evidences lead to assign an atelic actional value to &pyoupat. The
motion events expressed by [-telic] &pyopar tend not to express any Figure’s actual reaching
the endpoint, when co-occurring with prototypically non-directional/non-goal-oriented
particles (the occurrences with no arrival represent about 77%; cf. Table 1), as shown in (6),
and, interestingly  enough, also when co-occurring  with  prototypically
directional/goal-oriented ones (the occurrences with no arrival represent about 88%; cf. Table
1), as shown in (7).

(6) 6pp” av pév K aypovg fopev kai Epy’ avOpdnov,
TOQpa oLV AUEUTOAOLIGL peD’ Nudvovg Kol duaoy
Kaproripwg Epyecdar -(Od. 6.259-61)
“so long as we are going through the country and the tilled fields of men,
keep on going (inf.) at a brisk pace behind the mules and the cart with the handmaids”

In (6) Nausicaa warns Odysseus to be careful during the way to the palace of her father
Alcinous. The infinitive (with imperative value) £pyecOou refers to a generic and atelic
movement (i.e. Motion) with reference to Odysseus (i.e. Figure). Unlike in (5), although it
co-occurs with the accusative fuovoug xai dua&av “(the) mules and (the) cart”, which refers
to a double Ground, the prototypically non-directional/non-goal-oriented particle pe6’(é)
“between” maintains its own non-directional semantic value, giving information about a
stative-locative Path with reference to the backward position Odysseus himself has to
maintain during the way. Furthermore, the contextual presence of the [-telic] verb i “to
go” (cf. the subjunctive fouev) is noteworthy, as well as that of the durative adverbial 6¢p’(a)
[...] T0ppa “until”, this latter representing one of the diagnostic tests for verbal atelicity (cf.
Bartolotta 2017a and the references given therein).

In (7) the verb &€pyopon co-occurs, instead, with the directional particle ava “upwards™:

(7) [...] o1 ¢ T’ éc awtov / tepmduevol Aedocovoy |...]
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épyopevov 8’ ava dotv Beov ig eicopomaoty. (Od. 8.170-3)
“[...] and the other men look upon him (scil. an admirable man) with delight [...]
and as he goes through the city, they gaze upon him as upon a god.”

With reference to the atelic movement of the implied Figure (i.e. an admirable man), the
participle épyopevov co-occurs with the prototypically directional/goal-oriented particle ava
“upwards” functioning as a preposition with the accusative. As clarified by the context, it is
worth of note that the semantic value of ava, albeit prototypically directional/goal oriented, is
non-directional, as it refers to a generic going through the city (i.e. Ground), that is focusing
on the intermediate segment of the Path followed by the Figure (i.e. the traversal
subcomponent of the Path component; see Talmy 2000) (Note 15).

2.2.2 Variation Within Occurrences With Path-Encoding Adverbs

Evidences of the actional opposition between &pyopar and nA0ov emerge also from the
analysis of both the occurrences with Path-encoding spatial adverbs and, albeit to a lesser
extent, that with Path-encoding case markers. As far as the first ones are concerned, data
show (cf. Table 1) that the motion events expressed by [+telic] fA0ov tend to involve the
Figure’s actual reaching the endpoint quite frequently (about 72% of the occurrences) when
co-occurring with a directional/goal-oriented adverb, as shown in (8), and frequently enough
(about 57% of the occurrences) also with a non-directional/non-goal-oriented one, as shown
in (9).

(8) [...] v Onpedovt’ Elacev oDC Aevk@®d 00OVTL
Mapvneove’ £éM0ovTa oLV vidowy Avtoivkoto. (Od. 19.465-6)

“[...] with his white tusk, a boar had struck him (scil. Odysseus) while he was hunting,
when he went to Parnassus with the sons of Autolycus.”

In (8) the aorist participle éA06vta expresses a telic movement (i.e. Motion) with reference to
Odysseus (i.e. the implied Figure), while the directional adverb Tlapvncovo’(e) “to
Parnassus”, with its allative value, conveys the directional/goal-oriented Path in reference to
Ground (i.e. Parnassus), depicting an endpoint which is actually reached by the Figure (Note
16).

(9) @yyiporov pé oi NAOE xotd otiyac, ovta 8¢ Sovpi
veiatov &g kevedva [...] (11. 16.820-1)

“Then he (scil. Hector) came near him (scil. Patroclus) through the ranks, and wounded
him in the lowest part of the flank with a spear [...]”

In (9) the aorist RA0 refers to the telic movement (i.e. Motion) of Hector (i.e. Figure), while
the adverb ayyipolov “near, close at hand” (i.e. adverbial neuter form of the adjective
ayyinoAdog “coming near”) expresses Path in reference to Ground (i.e. Patroclus), which is
expressed by the dative ot (enclitic form of the third person pronoun; cf. LSJ 2011); the
prepositional phrase kota otiyog “through the ranks” represents a further Path-encoding
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element. It is worthy of note that, despite the semantic value of the Path-encoding adverb
ayyinoAdv is prototypically non-directional/non-goal-oriented, the motion event in (9) depicts
the actual arrival of the Figure (i.e. Hector) to the endpoint (i.e. Patroclus), due to the inherent
telicity of qA0e. This is confirmed by the physical contact between both heroes (cf. odto 8¢
dovpi veiatov &¢ kevedvo “and wounded him in the lowest part of the flank with a spear”)
(Note 17).

On the contrary, data show (cf. Table 1) that the motion events expressed by &pyopon never
involve the Figure’s actual reaching the endpoint when co-occurring with a
non-directional/non-goal oriented spatial adverb, as shown in (10). Interestingly enough, this
happens even when the verb co-occurs with a directional/goal-oriented one (except for one
occurrence only), as shown in (11).

(10) é@yyipodrov 6 Odvoeng Kai diog VEoPPOC
oV épyopévo [...] (Od. 17.260-1)

“As they drew near (scil. to the Odysseus’s house), both Odysseus and the excellent
swineherd stopped [...]”

The context refers to Odysseus and his swineherd Eumaeus that are slowly moving forwards
toward Odysseus’s house (cf. v. 249, fjxa k16vtag “going gently”) and, suddenly, take a break
near the place, in order to think of how to act (cf. v. 274). In the motion event in (10), the
dual present participle épyopéve refers to the atelic moving forward (i.e. Motion) of
Odysseus and Eumaeus (i.e. Figure), while the adverb ayyipoAov conveys a
non-directional/non-goal-oriented (rather stative-locative) Path in reference to an implied
Ground (i.e. Odysseus’s house). As confirmed by the aorist otrtnv “they stopped” (iotnut),
the motion event in (10) does not depict any Figure’s reaching an endpoint (Note 18).

(11) Anto yop Elknoe, AlOg KLdpTV TapdrotTLy,
MvO®S’ £pyopévny 610 KalAydpov IMavorijog. (Od. 11.580-1)

“He (scil. Tityos) raped Leto, the glorious wife of Zeus, as she was going toward Pytho
through Panopeus with its fair dancing-grounds.”

In the motion event in (11), the present participle épyouévnv refers to the movement (i.e.
Motion) of Leto (i.e. Figure). Although the adverb TTv0®d&’(e) “to(ward) Pytho” conveys a
directional/goal-oriented Path in reference to Pytho (i e. Ground), the event does not involve
any Figure’s reaching an endpoint, due to the inherent atelicity of &pyopou: in fact, the phrase
[MuB®S’ Epyopévnv means “while she was on her way to Pytho” (cf. a comparable example in
Od. 10.320).

2.2.3 Variation Within Occurrences With Path-Encoding Case Markers

As far as the occurrences with Path-encoding nominal case markers are concerned, data show
a high tendency (about 80% of the occurrences) to involve the Figure’s actual reaching the
endpoint in reference to the motion events expressed by [+telic] fA0ov when co-occurring
with a directional/goal oriented case marker (i.e. accusative or dative; cf. Tab. 1), as shown in
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(12). On the other hand, the occurrences of [+telic] nAOov with a
non-directional/non-goal-oriented case marker, in which no Figure’s actual reaching the
endpoint is involved, are that (5> cf. Tab. 1) with the accusative of the internal object, i.e.
000V “way, road”, kélevba (pl.) “road, path, journey”, as shown in (13).

(12) k001 pev, d ¥01loc B0c MAv0Bes uétepov 6@ (Od. 2.262)
“Hear me (scil. Telemachus), you (scil. Athena) god who came to our house yesterday”

In (12) the aorist fAv0eg refers to the telic movement (i.e. Motion) of Athena (i.e. Figure),
while the accusative, with allative value, fjuétepov 3@ “to our house” (cf. ddpa) conveys a
directional/goal-oriented Path in reference to Telemachus’s house (i.e. Ground), which
represents the endpoint reached by Athena (Note 19).

(13) [...] aAAnVv 060V GALa kéLeVOa / fiABopey -(Od. 9.261-2)
“[...] we (scil. Achaeans) came by another way, other paths”

In Homer, the phrase AA0ov 636v/kélevda generally refers to the idea of making a journey, a
way (cf. Il. 1.151; 12.225; Od. 3.313). With the adjectives &AAny... &AAa “another... other”, in
(13) the phrase means we came by another way/path (i.e. different to the one we supposed to
take). Although a telic explanation of this phrase is also suitable, the accusative marker
cannot be understood as an allative conveying a directional/goal-oriented Path (Note 20).

As for &pyopon, data do not allow to make generalizations in reference to it, due to the
scarceness of its co-occurrences with Path-encoding case markers (cf. Tab. 1), i.e. with
directional/goal-oriented dative (1x) and accusative (2%), as in (14), and with
non-directional/non-goal-oriented genitive (1x), as in (15).

(14) £pyesBov khoinv [InAniddem Ayiiiog: (Il. 1.322)

“Go you both (scil. Talthybius and Eurybates) to(wards) the tent of Achilles, Peleus’s
son”

In the motion event described in (14) by the dual present imperative &pyxeofov (i.e. Motion),
Talthybius and Eurybates are the implied Figure, while the accusative k\icinv “tent” refers to
the directional Path in relation to the Ground, i.e. “to(wards) the tent”. Although the
co-occurring directional/goal-oriented accusative xloinv could telicize the event, it is
significant that Talthybius and Eurybates do not reach the tent, as they meet Achilles sitting
outside, near the ships (cf. vv. 329-30).

(15) épyovran medioro poynoouevot mporti dotv (11. 2.801)
“they (scil. Trojans) go through the plain to fight against the city”

In (15) &pyovtan expresses the generic and atelic idea of going (i.e. Motion) with reference to
the Trojans (i.e. the implied Figure), while the partitive genitive nedioto, with perlative value,
i.e. “through the plain” (see Snell 1955-2010: 1030; Schwyzer 1959: 112), represents the
non-directional/non-goal-oriented Path, which refers to the intermediate segment of the Path
followed by the Figure (cf. also above (2), the traversal subcomponent).
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3. Conclusion

A\ MacrOth i “k International Journal of Linguistics

The textual analysis of the Homeric contexts of use of &pyopar and RA0ov has allowed to shed
light on the uncertain and debated actional value of £pyopat, and to clarify its relationship
with q\0ov within the Homeric suppletive paradigm for going. In fact, Homeric data have
provided evidence relating to the inherent atelicity of [-telic] &pyxopat, in opposition to the
inherent telicity of [+telic] AA0ov. As a result, the Homeric suppletive paradigm for going
would ultimately be as follows: on the one hand [-telic] &pyounon (present), eiw (futuristic
present), on the other hand [+telic] xevcopan (future), RAbov (aorist), eixgrovda (perfect).
Verb-inherent (a)telicity has proved to be an important feature with reference to Homeric
motion events, as it strongly affects the semantic value of the co-occurring elements, namely
Path-encoding particles, and thus of the whole motion events too. In particular, due to the
higher semantic compatibility between directional/goal-oriented Path-encoding elements and
telic verbs, the prototypically directional particles tend to maintain their own directional
value when co-occurring with [+telic] fA0ov, unlike with [-telic] Zpyopon, with which they
can also show a different (i.e. non-directional/non-goal-oriented) semantic value.
Furthermore, extending the analysis to the other kind of Path-encoding elements (i.e. spatial
adverbs and nominal case markers, besides spatial particles) and focusing on the Figure’s
actual reaching an endpoint within the motion events expressed by both chosen verbs, data
have shown further significant evidences with reference to the mutual actional opposition of
these verbs, based on inherent (a)telicity. In fact, the motion events expressed by [+telic]
nMov tend to involve the Figure’s actual arrival to the endpoint, not only with
directional/goal-oriented Path-encoding elements, but also with
non-directional/non-goal-oriented ones; on the contrary, the motion event expressed by [
telic] €pyonon never involves the Figure’s actual arrival to the endpoint, not only with
non-directional/non-goal-oriented Path-encoding elements, but also with
directional/goal-oriented ones.

By clarifying the atelic actional status of £€pyopan, this study ultimately contributes to a better
understanding of the suppletive relationship between the forms within the Homeric paradigm
for going, also confirming that verb-inherent (a) telicity represents a crucial feature with
reference to both Homeric motion events and verbal suppletivism.
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Notes

Note 1. Actually, also a syntactical-compositional perspective on telicity is quite accepted, as
co-occurring elements can change the inherent value of verbs (e.g. 0éw “to run” [—telic] >
€k0¢m “to run out (of)” [+telic]). Nevertheless, all possible actional shifts are originated from
inherent values, which are also confirmed by Homeric morphological evidences (i.e. the
non-random distribution of tense inflectional markers).

Note 2. The verb siyu (cf. Skr. é-mi; Lat. ed < *ei-0, athematic *ei-mi) traces back to the IE
root *ei- “to go” (Pokorny 1959: 293 f.; Chantraine 1968-80: 322). As for fA0ov, taking into
account both stems &\0- and &\v0-/8Aelv0-, to which aorist AA0ov/fiAv Oov, future Eredcopat
(< *éhev[0]oopan), perfect eidniovBa trace back, Chantraine (1968-80: 337) hypothesizes
that -6- may be a telic aspectual marker; Meillet (1926) and Pokorny (1959: 306) connect
MAov to the IE root *el-ew- and *el-u- (*el- < *h1l) “to push, put in motion”, with -dh- as
dental extension (cf. Arm. eli-; Gr. éhavvo and éldo “to push, put in motion”); Rix translates
IE *hlludh- (> f{AvBov) as “to go up; to increase”, then, for semantic extension, “to go; to
come”.

Note 3. Yet, the o-grade *or-gh of the same extended IE root (*er-gh-) is also connected to
the verb dpyéopon “to dance”, which is atelic instead (see Bartolotta 2016: 27).

Note 4. The verb &pyopon is commonly translated as “gehen/fahren; dahinziehen; (gerade)
unterwegs sein” (Snell 1955-2010), “komme” (Pokorny 1959), “aller; venir” (Chantraine
1968-80), “gehe; komme” (Rix 2001), basically with reference to a generic idea of going,
semantically more compatible with an atelic and non-directional movement.

Note 5. For the reasons discussed so far, the study is focused on &pyopou, rather than eiut. The
verb &iu, whose imperfect forms compensate for the lack of the imperfect within the
paradigm, is excluded from the sample as its function as present is only residual, having
actually a rather futuristic value (see Kdligan 2007).

Note 6. The Path-encoding elements are in bold within the examples of the present study.

Note 7. According to Talmy (2009), prepositions and prepositional phrases can be understood
as Path-encoding satellites.

Note 8. Originally, particles were multifunctional and polysemic spatial adverbs which gave
rise to preverbs along a path of increasing morphosyntactic cohesion with co-occurring verbs
Cuzzolin et al. (2006). Due to its own diachronic linguistic stratification, the Homeric state of
Ancient Greek synchronically shows different diachronic phases along which the
grammaticalization process of particles took place. In particular, the status of agglutinated
preverb, i.e. agglutinated to the verbal base in a verbal compound, represents the highest level
of morphosyntactic cohesion with the verb, thus reflecting the most advanced phase within
the grammaticalization process of the Homeric particles (see, among others, Schwyzer 1959;
Lehmann 1995; Pompei 2014).

Note 9. The Homeric corpus has been analyzed by means of the digital Thesaurus Linguae
Graecae (TLG 2000). As the results of both nominal forms (i.e. participle and infinitive) and
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finite ones basically overlap, they are presented together, albeit their different level of
representativeness.

Note 10. In case more than one Path-encoding element co-occurs within a single motion
event, the analysis focuses on the main one, which is also the one included in the sample,
while the other further elements are excluded.

Note 11. Adverbs as "Aiddcde “to(wards) Hades” specifically convey [Path + Ground],
whereas adverbs as avtiov “against” only convey Path, while Ground can be expressed by a
nominal item or implied. Although the adverbial suffix -6 would be to reconnected to an old
allative case marker, in the present study, lexemes as "Aidocde “to(wards) Hades” are
interpreted as Path-encoding adverbs rather than case markers.

Note 12. Comparable examples are in Od. 7.40; 17.329; cf. also below (15).

Note 13. All the occurrences without any Path-encoding elements are thus excluded from the
sample. As far as particles are concerned, although they exhibit an inner polysemy, for space
reason, each presented particle shows only one meaning.

Note 14. The particle petd “between” prototypically has a stative, non-directional, semantic
value when selecting a dative or genitive case; yet, it can also has a directional, goal-oriented,
value when selecting an accusative, with reference to a double or, as in (5), multiple Ground
(see Luraghi 2003: 247). Comparable examples are in Il. 7.35; 10.205-6; 15.56-7; Od. 4.258.

Note 15. A comparable example is in Il. 10.82.

Note 16. Comparable examples with directional adverbs are in Il. 11.231 (with dvtiov
“against”); 15.175 (with 6edpo “hither”).

Note 17. The example is even more interesting considering that a non-directional/goal
oriented value is as well exhibited by the prototypically directional particle xotd “downwards”
within the prepositional phrase xatd otiyog “through the ranks”. A comparable context is in
Il. 4.529-30; cf. also Il. 13.402-3 (with the adverb oyed6v “near, hard by”).

Note 18. Comparable example is the one in Il. 5.441-2 (with the stative-locative adverb yapodi
“on the ground”).

Note 19. Comparable examples are those referring to the formula téya 8 avtd / MAs Kkodv
“but swiftly an evil came to him” in Il. 15.449-50; 17.291-2, whose context describes a hero
(i.e. Ground) who is mortally wounded by a kaxdv “evil” (i.e. Figure), that is a fatal
shot/assault of an enemy. Although avt® may also be considered as an ethical dative, an
allative value (i.e. “to him”) seems more suitable given this specific context: the dative thus
encodes the directional/goal-oriented Path, also depicting a Ground (i.e. the wounded hero),
which is the endpoint actually reached by the Figure. Furthermore, as it refers to an instant
process, the co-occurring Manner-encoding adverb téya “quickly” is a significant clue of the
inherent telic value of A0e.
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Note 20. A perlative explanation of the accusative marker (i.e. qA0ov 680v/kélevda “I/we
went through a path”) seems unsuitable, because of both the presence of the accusative
(rather than genitive), and the telic nature of the verb.
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