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Drewitt's Rule

B Drewitt's Rule: In Homer, augmented verbs tend not to be
followed by the conjunction 6¢ (Drewitt 1912).

regular:  vénoe 6¢ ‘and (s)he noticed’ (/. 5.669, etc.)
rare: exdhude 8¢ ‘and (s)he hid’ (/1. 3.381=20.444)
(a ratio of about 18:1 among Aorists)

B Willi (2018:367, 378-9) has pointed out that Drewitt's Rule has
implications for the origin of the augment, particularly according to
the Bréal-Strunk model.
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Bréal-Strunk model

B Bréal (1900): The augment originated as an “emphatic” particle:

» Gk. 7 ‘truly, indeed, certainly’
» Ved. 3'id.’

B Strunk (1994): A PIE “free adverb” *¢ ‘(then) indeed’ would have
been lengthened to *& when not attached to another element, such
as a verb.
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Willi 2018

B Willi (2018:378): If the augment had the same origin as 7:

» Not expected: AUGMENTLESS VERB + 0¢ ‘and’ (Drewitt's pattern)

» Expected: “narrative units” of /3¢ ‘and’ + AUGMENTLESS VERB.

B Willi (2018:367): Why, if the augment was originally an
independent adverb, do we never find constructions of the type:

> *& 8¢ Ofxe ‘and (s)he placed’
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Willi 2018

B Bottin (1969:102, 110-11): The combination VERB + &¢ is far
more typical of narrative (both inside and outside of direct
speeches) than of dialogue.

» “‘Drewitt's Rule’ is thus inseparable from the preference for
non-augmented pasts in Homeric narrative” (Willi 2018:368).

» Drewitt (1912) finds that the Aorist in sequential narration and the
Imperfect/Pluperfect in general are regularly augmentless in Homer,
particularly outside quoted speech.
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B Willi's *2 3¢ + AUGMENTLESS VERB /s found:

» type N0¢ + AUGMENTLESS VERB

B This accounts for his expected “narrative units” of
70¢ + AUGMENTLESS VERB, which are not infrequent:

» E.g., ptv xdbov 3¢ nidovto ‘they listened and obeyed’ (/. 9.75,
etc.).
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B Roughly analogous to “tmesis™: type ano & ixeto ‘and he came’
(0d. 12.2).

» Cf. similarly Gothic: ga-u-laubeis du sunau gudis (Jn 9:35) ‘Do you
believe in the son of God?'.

» Goth. -u < *hou ~ *-hyo ‘to that’, ‘also’, ‘and’ (LIPP:11.334 ff.).

B Because ¢ normally stands second in its clause, whenever 7 is
present we get 0¢ + AUGMENTLESS VERB.

B When 7 is absent, the verb that would otherwise have followed is
necessarily at the front of the clause instead, such that &€ is still in
second position, hence the type AUGMENTLESS VERB + 8€.
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B This latter type is so frequent precisely because the augment is
dispreferred in narration in Homer.

» The fact that narrative events tend to be sequential favors the use
of the connective.

» The fact that the context is narrative disfavors the augment.

B If this is so, then Willi's (2018) objections are not well founded and
cannot in themselves be used to dismiss the Bréal-Strunk
hypothesis of the origin of the augment.
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B The Bréal-Strunk model is in line with the claims of Hollenbaugh
2020:

B Argued on independent grounds that the augment originally
indicated “certainty” or “Wirklichkeit” (Wackernagel, 1926-8
[2009]:181 “actual occurrence”).

» So in Homeric (gnomic, futurate, and “perfect-like” Aorist).

» In Vedic reinterpreted as an indicative marker (its presence rules out
modal readings that the injunctive allows).

B The evidence of supposed cognates to ?] is difficult to assess; some
attempt will be made at the end of this talk (Ved. 3, Lat. é).
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Metrics

B The augment is not metrically guaranteed after #d¢ ‘and’.

2

» Exception: 73t Epaoxe ‘and said’, 3x in the Odyssey).
B Thus 1dé + the Aorist of nellouo ‘obey’ is variously written:
» 170 énidovto or Hde midovto

B We may reasonably suppose that at least a fair number of what
were originally of the type 7d¢ nidovto were later reinterpreted as
7o énidovto (so written uniformly in West's (1998-2000, 2017)
editions).
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Connective 1o¢

B 1d¢ has certain advantages that would have favored its extraction
as a pure connective:

» For one thing, it permits conjunction of the type “A AND B" rather
than “A B AND" (as with 3¢ on its own).

» The existence of #5¢ thus increases the inventory of the prosodic
shape of conjunction with 8¢, providing more options available for
use in particular metrical positions.
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Connective 1o¢

B In addition, it is metrically convenient, occurring regularly after
bucolic diaeresis:

(1) tpyda de oixndev xataguiaddy, Hd& @ikndev
ex Aube (I 2.668-9).

‘And they settled in three companies according to tribe, and
they were favored by Zeus'.

» Also other positions: E.g., &xycov 8’ elyovto deolc aieryevétniow
‘they poured out and prayed to the everlasting gods’ (/I. 3.296).

> 7uév after strong caesura (Od. 14.201) or at line beginning (//.
7.301, Od. 8.383-4).
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B By contrast, a putative *¢ 8¢ or *¢8¢ would not suit this metrical
position, nor could it be placed at the beginning of the line (e.g.,
Od. 8.383-4) (so too with *&uév).

B Still, the sequence *¢€ 5¢/*¢6¢ + AUGMENTLESS VERB could have
been suitably placed after a caesura, as o &é:

» After strong caesura: Cf. tévtov émmhelwy. 6 8¢ ywoato ‘sailing
over the sea. And he got angry' (Od. 5.284).

> After weak caesura: Cf. &x 8¢ 56pu ondoey abtic. & B¢ Beaye
xdhxeoc "Apnc ‘and she drew the spear back out. And brazen Ares
howled" (/I. 5.859).

» After hephthemimeral caesura: Cf. i¢ eintv év yepot tidel, 6 O
d¢Eato ‘So saying, he put (her) in his hands, and the other received
(her)" (1. 1.446).
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B Willi (2018:378) claims that “Strunk'’s lengthening hypothesis is
weakened by the observation that 7 is long also in 7o€. . . despite
being attached to another element.”

B However, a conspiracy of factors can be taken to explain why we
get 10 rather than *&5¢.
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B The metrical convenience of 17o¢ just mentioned would favor its use
over *¢3¢ in important slots of the hexameter.

B The simplex form ﬁ is frequent on its own, and analogy might have
prevented its short form occurring before 8¢ (also pév, etc.).

B Even stronger than analogy may have been opacity:

» If the connective was indeed extracted from an original ;] O¢, then it
would actually require shortening for speakers to produce *&dé.

~

» This is unlikely if, as | believe, the split between 7 and ¢- had
already taken place by the time of Homer (i.e., v} was no longer
understood as a lengthened underlying /e/).
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Accent

B Another issue is that, by all appearances, the augment is a strongly
accented element:

» Cf. the Ved. augment &-, which is always accent bearing.

» The Greek accent never moves further back than the augment,
despite the Law of Limitation (e.g., xatéoyov ‘| obtained’).

» Willi (2018:380, n.64) wonders whether the inherited accent on the
augment contributed to the rise of recessive accentuation in the
Greek verbal paradigm.
B How then can such a strongly accented element lose its accent in
composition with Wackernagel particles?
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B First, we cannot be certain that manuscript HAE did not represent
7 6¢ in Homer.
> Cf. 7 uév pou (M. 1.77), 7y uév épot (/. 14.275), 1 uev &% (/I 3.430).

> 1 utv xal véoc Eoot. . . 4t memvupéva Béleic
‘You are young yet, but you speak prudently’ (//. 9.57-8).

» 1 with certain enclitics: 7| mote (/. 1.240) and 7 & (/. 3.183, etc.).
» This would resemble its treatment when followed by clearly stressed

postpositives: 1} uv/ufy, 1 udha, 1 uéya, i TN, 1 3.

B Second, the accentuation of ¥|3¢ seems to be part of a larger

phenomenon, wherein "1} BeBaswtinéy becomes a mere
‘particle-fulcrum’” (Dunkel 1997:21).

20 /47 lan Hollenbaugh Drewitt’'s Rule and the origin of the augment



Metrical
Assessing the evidence Phonological

Syntactic

Semantic

Accent

B ruév/-5¢ are treated as proclitic, with graphic accent on the final
syllable, as with other proclitics:
» UeTd, moed, GAAS, dtdp, avTdpE

ENP4

> (0¢, 00B¢, undé (despite accented pr).
» Likewise 7(F)¢é ‘or’ (cf. Lat. -ve, Skt. -va).
B So in 3¢ we do not have /7 + 8¢/ but deaccented /1 + 8¢/.

> But cf. West 1998-2000:p.XVIIl on ot ‘verily’ (“non frol”):
“circumflexus enim ante encliticum in accentum abiit”
(cf. also #-87 ‘already’).
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Syntax and diachrony

B Analogy to tmesis of preverbs is only an analogy:

» The augment cannot synchronically be separated from its verb, as
preverbs can.

» When not in tmesis the augment is always closest to the verbal root
(as in Skt.): e.g., mpoo-¢é-einev ‘(s)he addressed'.

» Unlike preverbs, 7 ‘truly’ is not limited to use with verbs (e.g., 7 %
Nobyia py” (I 1.518)), as with Skt. &.
» Unlike the augment, 1) is not restricted by tense, mood, or finiteness.

B The split between the asseverative particle and its doublet that was
incorporated into the verbal morphology must have occurred
prehistorically (above distributional facts shared by llr.).
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Syntax and diachrony

B There need not have been a stage at which the augment, per se,
was “separable” in the same sense that preverbs are in Homer.

B Rather, the emphatic particle *e/é carried certain implicatures,
which became conventionalized and partially incorporated into
verbal morphology.

B But, perhaps facilitated by their phonological dissimilarity, the two
forms underwent a total lexical split (unlike preverbs).

B Still, the verbal implicatures brought out by the asseverative
particle 1} remain detectable in certain cases.
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Use in speech

B While formulae of the type 7#5¢ nidovto are common, we also find
7o¢ in direct speech, precisely where the type vonoe 6¢ is scarce.

(2) molhol 8¢ xol dhhou
VIEC EVL UEYdpmL HEY TRAYEY NB™ EyEvovTo.

‘And many other sons likewise have been born and raised
in his palace’ (Od. 14.200-1).

B Peculiar to have an Aorist with “perfect-like” interpretation lacking

augment (tpdgev), which is rarely found (Drewitt 1912:44).

B But if the v-element found in fjuév originally had some association
with the augment, then the apparent absence of the augment on
Tpdepev is less remarkable (cf. similarly Od. 8.383—4, also in speech).
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B A benefit of this analysis is that it explains Drewitt's Rule as a
matter of course:

» Since 3¢ normally stands second in its clause, when clause-initial
was present, then 8¢ would naturally follow it and the verb would
follow the 8¢ (type 7t nidovto » A8 énidovto).

» When there was no ;] the verb would stand at the front of its
clause, such that the 3¢ was still in second position (type vénoe 8¢).
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B Under this view, Drewitt's Rule becomes trivial:

» Where the augment is not there, the augment is not found (vénoe
8¢); where it is there, it is found (8¢ nidovto/?d” enldovto).

B This accounts for the observed distribution, thereby motivating
Drewitt's Rule, while also eliminating the problem for the
Bréal-Strunk model raised by Willi (2018).
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B By Willi's (2018:379) own assessment, the Bréal-Strunk model is
the most compelling of the hypotheses (aside from his own)
concerning the origin of the augment.

B Given the explanatory power of this hypothesis not only for
Drewitt's Rule but also for the supposed original meaning of the
augment as a marker of certainty (Hollenbaugh 2020), it seems
reasonable not to rule out the Bréal-Strunk model in our pursuit of
the augment's origin.
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Latin evidence for asseverative *é

B Latin e (per Dunkel 1997:21):

» ecastor, €iuno, equirine
» e nos lases iuvate ‘Hey Lares, help us!’ (Carmen Arvale)
» edi (Titinus), edepol < *é deiuoi, *€ dejue
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Vedic evidence for asseverative *é

B Vedic 4 — postpositive, mostly after nominals, but:

(3) sa hi sma dhanvaksitam data na daty 3 pasih (RV V.7.7ab).
‘Since he like cattle mowing the land (such that it is)
deathless/inhabitable, is always mowing it down'.

(4) visva dvésamsi jahi cdva ca 3 krdhi visve sanvantu 3 vasu
(RV VII1.53.4ab).
‘Smash all hatreds and bring them low. Let all (of us) really
win goods'.
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Vedic evidence

B The equation Gk. 7, = Ved. & is generally dismissed because Ved. 5
is postpositive (so Willi 2018:379).

B Yet Dunkel (1997:21-2) argues that some cases of pre-verbal Ved.
5 have an asseverative function (comparing Gk. 7).

> “[M]any cases of Rgvedic 3 usually taken faute de mieux as the
preverb continue the emphatic particle used sentence-initially,
comparable to its continuants in Greek ([including] 1, fjuév/-5¢)"
(Dunkel 1997:25-6).
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Vedic evidence

B “Many" is a considerable overstatement, but there may be some.
(5) & devanam abhavah ketir agne (RV 111.1.17a).
‘Yes, you have become the beacon of the gods, o Agni'.
(6) & til na indra kausika mandasanah sutam piba (RV 1.10.11ab).

‘Hey you, o Indra, (god) of Kusika, to reach exhilaration drink
our pressed (soma)'.

(similarly RV IV.32.1ab, VII1.82.4a)
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Vedic evidence

B Some possible cases are not “sentence-initial,” though they are
pre-verbal:

(7) sa sunvata indrah siiryam a devé rinan martiyaya stavan (RV
11.19.5ab).

‘He, Indra, for the (soma-)presser, a god for a mortal, really
ceded the sun when praised'.

(8) &hani gfdhrah pary a va aguh (RV 1.88.4a).

‘For days (like) vultures they have been wheeling all
around (this insight) for you' (but cf. Jamison 2015—:ad loc.).
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Vedic evidence

B Dunkel (1997:22) compares Ved. &...3 to Hmc. fuév. .. 7dé:

(9)

(10)

35 /47

a tva sahasram a satam. .. vahantu (RV VI11.1.24).
‘Here(?) let a thousand, here(?) let a hundred convey you'.

a no radhamsi savita stavadhya a rayo yantu parvatasya rataii
(RV VI1.37.8ab).

‘Here(?) let rewards come to us to be praised, o Savitar;
here(?) let the riches of the mountain come at (the time for)
giving.’.
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Is the Bréal-Strunk hypothesis viable?

B The Homeric evidence seems to support some connection between
the augment and 7 ‘truly’.

B But the Vedic and Latin evidence is incredibly slight and essentially
uninformative as regards an asseverative *e.

B While the usage of the augment in Vedic and Homer is in line with
viewing its original function as adverbial in the sense ‘really, truly’,
and though there is an asseverative particle 3 in the RV, the
equation ﬁ = 3 is difficult on both syntactic and functional grounds.
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Willi 2018

B Willi's (2018) own idea is that the augment originated as a
reduplicating syllable of reduplicated Aorists and was extracted as a
perfectivizing prefix.

B This predicts incompatibility with -ox-forms and the special affinity
of the augment for the Aorist, rather than the Pluperfect or
Imperfect.

B But this creates more problems than it solves. Not predicted are:

» Augmented Imperfects and Pluperfects.
» Augmentless modals and non-finite forms.
» Augmentless Present and Future?

» Lack of augment in narration.
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Watkins 1963

B Watkins (1963:15), comparing the Luwian sentence connective a-
‘and then’ and (functionally) Old Irish no and Hittite nu ‘id.’,
proposes that the augment was originally “a sentence connective
used with injunctive forms (with secondary endings) in the function
of continuous narration”.

» no-bered ‘took’, no-m-bered ‘took me’.

B But Willi (2018:377) objects that “if Watkins's theory were true, we
should obviously expect the augment to be most common in
continuous narrative, precisely where it is not at home” (i.e., in
Homer and the Rgveda).
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Asseverative to connective

B Still, the trajectory from asseverative particle/adverb to sentence
connective is plausible:

» Cf. Hitt. su if from asseverative *hysu ‘well, truly’ (Zimmer
1994:160, 165, n.17; cf. LIPP:11.299, Dunkel 2007:57).

» Restricted to the Preterite due to the certainty of past events.
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Asseverative to connective

B Cases where su is not followed by a Preterite in Hittite are
explained by Goedegebuure (CHD, s.v.) as motivated by a desire to
insist on the reality of the clause.

(11) Se-e-r=a-a=s-5a-an GADA-an pé-es-si-e-mi s=u-us [(LU-a$)]
na-at-ta a-us-zi (KBo 17.1+ iv 22, OH/OS).

‘And | throw a cloth over it (a basket), such that (= to be
sure that) no man will see them (the contents)'.

[Thanks to Craig Melchert for this comparison and information.]
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Asseverative to connective

Bl In principle, then, the “sentence connective” and “asseverative
particle” hypotheses are not necessarily mutually exclusive.

B Indeed, Dunkel (2007:57) suggests that Luw. a- could continue
asseverative *eh;, which in his view also gave Gk. 1} and Ved.
asseverative & (cf. LIPP:11.209-10).
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Summary

B The augment indicates certainty in Homer and marks indicative
mood in Vedic (Hollenbaugh 2020).

B Its connection with an asseverative particle is accordingly attractive.

B Nonetheless, it is difficult to say anything definitive about its
etymology on the basis of the evidence as we have it, particularly as
regards a possible connection with known asseverative particles
(Gk. 7, Ved. &) and/or sentence connectives (Luw. a-).

B So, while | think the original function of the augment is clear
enough, its etymology cannot be definitively established, at least for
now.
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