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Ablative Formations'

Olap HaclLrai.n
MARTIN-LUTHER-UNI!'ERSITAT IN II,AI,LD

r. 7l1t positian ofthc otlait t in IE ccsc n orpholag!. r$rthin dre IE sysrcm of case formation,
the ablativc is peculiar in that it shows thc most morphological constraina. Among these,
two peculiarirics in p?rticular, found outsidc thc Änatolian and Tocharian branches,
are notcworthy: first, the dedensional rcstriction ofa distinct ablativc morphcme to
thc thematic and the pronominal dcdcnsions; and sccond, the complete absence ofa
distinct ablative ending in thc plural. The pronornina.l declension apart, only the singular
of rh€ thematic declension employcd a distinct ablative ending. Otherwise, the ablativc
r$orphemcs wer€ homophonous with thc genitive morpheme in the non-thematic
singr:lar, and widr the dative in thc plural ofall declcnsions. This can be illustrat€d by
thc Sanskrit nouns lrpa- (rhe m./m. ) 

'horse ' and lp- 1cons./f.) $ater':

Singular: distinct ablativc (then ded.) homophony (otherwisc)
ablative: {-a{ ablative = genitive: {-at}
äf"dn "Fis

Plural: homophony (ä[ ded€rsions)
ablative = dative: {-blryaJ
äiocblryat ddtqfu

FIGIIR! I. RTSTRJCTION OF DISTINCTIYB A3I-41T18 SG. MORPI{EME OIIISIDE ANATO-

LIAN AND TOCETAJßIAN: SÄNSKRTT

Thc restriction of a morphologically distinctive ablative to thc singular led Delbrück
in his comparative qmtax (r893:r82, following Gaedicke r88o:r++ n.) to hlpothesize
that the ablative was, morphologically and firnctionally, an inainsically singlr.lar case.
According to Delbnick thc singular restriction followed automatically from the ablativc's
corc firnction of designating a single point of reference and depam:re This was taken by
Delbrück to imply a singular noun. lhis argument, however, is flawed by the fact that
grammatical number is not necessarily commensuratc wilh oatural number. A singular
noun may dcsignate several referents, and nothing wouJd prevent us fiom conceiving of
a singular entity as comprising a multipLicity (c.g. collecti!'es ). Conversely, a plural, if
used distributiveln may well designate several, individual points ofdepanue.

Since Dclbrück s era, new deveiopments in Indo-European linguistics, notably the
discovcry ofthc Anatoliarr ard Tocharian branchcs, havc cast the singular restrictioo

r. Th. precnt pap< gKwout ofa le precnEd in Erhngm on D.@bc. u, 2oor. t would like to r.ha*

dE audicrcc for its colmotq in paniculd Be mh&d FoM.tr, Norben Oeftingd, dd Eugen HiI Mdy

tnants also b Dcdd Groddck for di*ü$ing thc Hiltitc p,ssg! KUB i. r i ez with me. Remaining infclicitie
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I Olav Ha&tteit

ofthe ablative in an entire\ different light. In contrast to all othcr branches oflndo-
Europcan, both Anatolian and Tocharian are peculiar in cmploying a single distinctive
ablarive morphcme for üo* numbcrs indiscriminately. Accordingly, the Anatolian and
Tocharian facts arc suggestive not ofa singular restriction ofthc Indo-Europcan ablativc,
but radrcr of iti indifference to number. The p aladigm of llittite b^?e- (r-stem/com.)
'rivcr, crcck'wi.ll scrve as an illustration of rhe lack ofa numbcr distinction in the Hittite
ablativc and thc Anatol.ian ablativc in gcncral:'

Ableivesg.: lap-az iD-az
= Ablative pl.:: bdp-asj IDr4Es-',s

FIGURT 2. SINGUIAR-PLI'RAI, IIOMOPHONY IN IAIE IIrITITE ABI-ATI\TE

From the above singular/plural homophony it follows that the singular or plwal mcaning
ofan Anatolian ablative is in principle irLferable only from the context and scnse ofa
given passagc. Fortunatcly, howwcr, mctalinguistic graphemic evidcncc is oftcn available
which can formally specify a plural me-aning, notably the purely graphemic use ofplural
dcterminatives in ideographic spelling. An intended plural is indicated by the postposcd
deten:rLinativc (MES), which-being purely graphic-remains unexprcssed in actual
speech. Thus thc idcographic spcllings iD alrd pl. iDMEs each involve the self-sarne
ß)fünal steln, r.e., bapo- .

Tocharian (East Tocharian) shares with Hinite and Anatolian thc homophony of the
ablative morpheme ({-ä}) in drc singular and plural. By contrast, however, Tocharien
shows the vestiges of a free ablativc morphemc. The status of {-är} as an unbound
morpheme is most clearly hintcd at by its postpositional usc with inflected casc forms.
The East Tocharian ablativc is formed by tagging thc same ablative morpheme {-/ü} onto
thc oblique singdar and plural stcrns:

Singrlar
Nominatil'c: yrl 'equus'

Obli$re (< *accusativc): Jal'equum'

Plural
lbhan'eqtf

I
Ablative: )arl-ar-rrb/dc) equo' )"his-äf'| ab/de) e!l�nJ

FIGI'RE ]. SINGI'IÄR.PLI'RA! EIOMOPIIONI IN TIIE EAST TOCIL{RIÄN ]{3I,ATTVE

In addition to thc Aaatolian arrd Tocharian evidencc prescnted above, traccs of an
original lack ofnumber distinction in thc ablative are also fumishcd by the othcr Indo-
European branchcs. An argument which to my knowledge has not been advanced
heretoforc is implicit in thc inflection ofthe personal pronouns. Whilc in thc first and
second penon the singular and ph:ral pronouns not orlly have distinct stems but also
formally diI[erentiate singular and plural endings for most cases, thc ablative deviates
in employing thc samc morphcme for both the singular and the plural. Thus, the PIE
ablatives *zrll from mc' and *1m.r/dfrom v' cnd, in the same morphemc { -/l} - contrary

r. Scc Ncu r979r9r; Stekc sv:r26, 'gaz:4rt, sd r99o:+2.

3. lor attGtatios *c I] z 2:2ot 2ost.z tdpe.
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I Ablativc Fonntions

to the nominative, in which the nom. singular and nom. plural cndrngs are diferent
(singular {'O } versus p|,üel I- @t}} .

Singular
Norotnaive: *ejoh'I'

*taH'yor'

Ablative: *Trtd'frorame'
*tt1id.'ftom yo:J

Plurd
*aei- (e)s \wc'
*tH-r You (pI.)'
*r"ßrr|id.'ftom Ds'
*usmöd'kom you (pl.\'

FIGIIRB 4- HOMOPHONY O! TIIE A!I-!IIVE MORPHDME IN THE IE PIRSONAL PRONOITN

Ttrc qucstion ofhow to account for the failurc ofthc ablative to diFerentiatc singula!
and plural has not bccn alswered conclusively so far. Thc present paper sets as its goal
to answcr this question. In what lollows I shall present fäcts indicative ofan inhcrited
agglutinating morphology in the formation of the Indo-European ablative.

t.r. Sunq of resnrch. Before proceeding, it will be usefirl to lay out some ofthe results
ofprwious research. In fact, the possibiJiry ofan agglutinating ablativc in Indo-European
has been proposcd bcfore ard was developed frrrther in thc wakc of the discovery of
Anatolian and Tocharian-

r.rt. Classia.I Annmian: Soph t BrWe r8g3. The year 1893 can be considercd the
starting point of all anempts to elucidate the morphological prehistory ofthc Proto-
Indo-European ablative. In that year Sophus Bugge (1893:7J) publishcd a briefrcmark on
the Armenian ablative morphcme {-a'}. Occasional instances ofa postpositional use of{-e}
(e.g., nom. a*n'eyc', gen.dzt -loc. ahon - ablaive 1 a*a'n-e'from t\e cye') led Bugge
to conclude that the Armenian ablative morpheme originated as ar independent word.
Furthermore, Blrgge suggested identi$'ing {-r-} ertmologically with Sanskit ria, Grcek
ä1 and other cogrrates thereol Bugge's suggcstion failcd to influence the reconstruction
ofthe PIE ablative for several decadcs, however, thc morc so because tie remaining IE
languages known in Bugge's timc could not provide thc missing Lbk between an ablatrve
in +-a and thc more cu.stomäry t ?e in *'1, as known ftom l:tin and Indo_Iranian. Th:s,
howevcr, and the isolation of an ablalive in *-t was to changc soon with thc discovcry
ofAnatolian and Tocharian. As we shall see latcr on in this papcr, thesc two branches
provide the crucial key to a unitary analysis and an equation ofthc ablativcs in *_ti end
those in *-1.

r.r.z.-ll' liam Att*in ry42, Pitaai ry66: Cla,tsial Alrrren;an n td. Anotolian. Tlje next
step was tekcn halfa century later by \ry iam Austin, a student ofEdgar Sturtevant's,
again with a brief remark stating that Classisl Armenian i-tl) and {-4, if traced back
ß PIE *-oti and+-eti, could bc idcntificd with thc ablative endings of]-uviall -aa and
Lyciali, ani/edi.a Nt\otghAustin's phonological account ofHiftite {-az} ftom PIB *-ß

is demonstrably false,r his basic idea ofsening up an cquation between the Hittite and
thc Armenian ablativc endings can be upheld. C,onsequendy this idea was taken uP agän
and (with the corre.t phonological intcrpretation) endorscd by Pisani r966:22of.

4. AEdn re42:2r: 'Th€c cndings [=AId. Abl ?],, 'l tuy b. id.ntficd with rhe Lycim ablatirc odings

adi ed cdi sd turcemordy with the arc $dc of th. sm. su6x Cn) dEt ws Scncraliad in dt Hiltitc

S. Hittitc {-@} g@ bact to Coluon Alatolir iat s is cltu ftom irs sdhi vdidr-et ocMing bcfore

ditlc = 0),'od'; Ec Ocnioger re76izrf d. 6 dd G.ictt r99o:22 with rcfcrcnce.
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I olar Hacfutein

t.r.3. Ja, JdsdttofrgST: Annmia n, Anatolia.n and Tocharia.n. Llsttn's proposal, howwcr,
still did oot provide the "breaktluough solution." The Armenian {-;} was by itselfstill
opetr to ot]rcr reconstructions, and thc Anatolian evidence as the sole secure indicatioo
of a ü-ablative was too meager a basis for further reconstrucr:on. The cmcial nexr
step was not takcn until 1987, when lay Jasänoff (1987:ro9f.) freed üe a-rype ablativc
from ie isolation. In establjshing that üe Eait Tochariar ablative morpheme { 4r} can
straighdorwardly be reconstructed as *-t'r, Jasanof added thc missing link that was
crucbl to positing a lroto-Indo'European ti"t}'?e ablative. Thc key to dre equation ofthe
Anatolian and East Tocharian ablatives was a sound law according to which a voiccless
dcntal between a vowel and word-final *-r' becomcs palatal r in East Tocharian. This
rule was independendy discovered and published in 1987 by Klingenschmift (1987: r88
with n. 6+), but without invoking th€ evidencc ofthe ablative. Apart from the East
Tocharian ablative formant {-d;}, Jasanoffs and KlingenschmiftS rule also explains thc
East Tocharian ending ofthe drird singular actiue 0),ü (< +-!s! < +-ßra < +-r'ri < PIE
"ldti\.

r.z.r. .4-dd.itional cpi*nte: copblatitt g in West charian. Recer't sttdjLcs havc brought
to light additional cvidence corroborating fasanofPs and KlingenschmitCs rule. Thus,
it is possible to dcrive the West Tocharian conjütcnon /t/ (* +;t. < tyi4a) from PIE
*@/aa (with thc apheresis of the initial syllable common to words in clitic function) and
equate it with Irtin ,' and Gothic f.' Functionally, PIE +(1)cti is origjna.lly an ablative
built on the dcmonstrative stcm PIE *([)e-, and the semantics of Wcst Tocharian /r/
'and apan liom that', 'and beyond/funhermore', 'and' are entirely consistmt with its
postulatcd ablative origin. The semantic development can be envisaged eithcr as a) local
'from thcrc' > ternporal 'and then' > copulative 'end' or as b) Egurativc 'apart ftom
that' > 'beyond/firrttrermore' > 'and'. The connecting partide A/ is also attested in fuller
fomr as r/2, which goe s backto *fu)eti + *(ri,)cpi. \ochB tdl means 'and more thereof,
additionalln and beyond, e.g. Toch. B LP 15 a5 (ed. Pinault r987:9o) ;cp ,n'ntät+awt
'and more do not let pass through!', B HMR 3 b6 ta.r4 t?db W'a dth.reofglve more!'

In sum, the sound law behind the interpretation ofEast Tocharian ablativc tri:r] ä,s
PIE *-Za is secure, and so is the equation ofthe East-Tocharian and Anatolian ablative
formants. With this establishd there remains no reason to uphold any ofthe reservations
against including the Classical Armenian morphemc { e} in the equation. Moreover,
there are, it should be noted, probable instances ofArmenian-Hinite equations offrozen
case forms in *-a; cf. Hrnne tuudz'ftom tal < *fuelzti (cf . fue ke n r999:69f.) and
Antne,Jdat erkay-n'Iong' - *erkay < adrl&dtL "fhts account is much less complicated than
Olsen's (1999:28+) alternative cxplenation (< *erhafaln < *zrha.fani) which requües a
numbcr ofadditional hypotheses. In addition to thc phonological cquation linking the
rcspcctivc ablativc molphemer, further comparison rcveals morphological and syntactic
trein shared by Classical Ärmcniarr, Hinite and Tocharian. Morphologically, Classica-l
Armenian {-a-}, Hiaite {-(a)z}, Tocharian A {-drj are indiferent to number. Funhermore,
all tfuee morphemes show the potentia-l for postpositiona-l we with intrected ca-sc forms.
Syntactically, furtllermore, in a branching nor:n phrasc or within a group of coordinated
nor:ns only the last member will take the ablative morpheme (group inflection). Given

6. I harc dc,lt with üi3 cttnology clsqhcrcj F Hrckrrcin zoa4.:st,2oot 176.
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I Ablative Fonnatio.ns

thesc correspondences, Godel's reservations about equating the Classical Armenian and
Hitt i te morphemes rro-r:ror) have ro be given up.

t.z.z- Tbe ablo,tite wnphemz of West Toüaria.x: Toch.I {-metn}. Given the presence of
an inherited ablativc formanr *-a in Proto-Tocharial and East Tocharian, it would be
surprising if not a single trace ofit survived into Wcst Tocharian. In fact, it is possible
that thc productive West Tocharian ablative morphcme {-rnen }, for which thcre is no
gcnerally acccptcd etymology (Adams 1999:468), is ultimately related to this samc *-a.

West Tocherian {-zrnN } can plausibly be derived ftom an enclitic ablativc dcmonstrative
atmzm'from r\ete, thercof, thcnce'with aphcresis ofüe dental onset. A parällel to dris
dcrivation ofan ablative by the postposing ofar ablativc demonstative is fumished
by the agglutination ofVeÄ. tet (< PIE *tdd), on which sce Bichlmeier r999:28ff. The
posited *rzczr in tum dcrivcs ftom < +täm1 -ern andProto-TochaÄan *tam-an lr, replacing
ear\er \.a8-mti.e T\is formation, ifprojected back phonologically into PIE, would
reflect +tod-onti. Nong these lines, dren, Toch. B zrazr contains an ablativc endiDg *'rrn,

a gencralisation ofthe z srem ablarive ending. CruciallS such a generalisation ofablative
*-oza in Proto-Tocharian would bc a pcrfcct match for thc spread ofthe same ending
complex in Anatolian.'o

r.z 3. Case-d*ired. abla.tioe ftmutim awl g:rou.p infuaian.

h\ Clasticßl Armtnia,n
Morphology: case-dcrivcd ablativc formauon

nom. or 'who', dat. -loc . ofilrn - abl. ! orrfl-t'of/ftom wlofif
nom. tek'place',loc. i tettE - ^bl. i. tehroj-t'otrlfrom the place'

Syntrx: group infl ection
Pronourka.-r,r. + noün,bt^,i". yeisrn d,irafh-t'offrom üis \Ä'orld' (John r8:t6)
Adjectivea", hl{. + nouri2bl.tiE i tor haadnj-e 'ftom t\e new garment'

(Lulc J:36)

(b) Hittite
Morphology: casc-dcrivcd ablativc formauon

Neo-Hin. loc. E-il'in rhc hotlse' - abl.?ir-zß (f,-ir-za)'from [in] the housc'
= endingless locativepri + ablative morphcmc z (a) (alongsid,e ?d.nnz)tt

Sltrtax: group infl ection
adjectiveißr. + nounabl^r1n" hallarh udda.naz 'from the harmirl word

7. d6 3 i^Toch. A dt$, showhg n\e spdial ddctopnot of watly sEc&scd or ußtß.Ä'a/* >'16ll
i/r- > d d fomd inEr alb in.liti6 Gc. Hackftin 2ooab:23e, 2ooJrTe with rcf,ccncct.
a. Thc cplacdcnt of üc p.onom@l cutd oding n by -r in Proto-Toch&io is bomc out by Toch. B e.&-
,r&a', thc absEact nou tormcd fion ,rlrr 'slP, with ,a& frcm dlicr *t a bcforc 't, cl \Ärnts 0989:2e):
"it 

[Tdh. B rrt-t'$lf << 'sdc' << 'likc thac], too, stDuld bc tato to reßcct r Prcrclndo Eüopcd ocutcr
fod in *-or who o@ing $ drc nudcu of B uiler*rfu,."

9. OnToch. B r < *4t, s@ CowC resrioa (folowing SaDcdnyi), Ring. ree6:77.
r o. On L\c sprcad of ablativc aodt in AnaroLid sc. Ial.@tr reTr !rf., wätkis in Grrcft reeö:276, Octtingcr
1994:t2al, Mclchcn 2ooo:j3l n. z.
r r. lßmofl ( reTl: roe) : 'Th. cLm.nt tti sccm o.iCinaly to have b@ added ro thc cndinglG lomtivc." Ct
Nd r979r9o ud r98o:29i
r..PcdcM 1948:22-4, KroIsdrgJ6:ro4, Jccphsn 1966116l, Jaqof r987rro !. +o, Ne1979:r9r on
i Mit = äi@-]bit'f@6 trc'f N)rh(s)', hntw't = hat$ ;"'fom thcir hc"rt(s)'.
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k\ Tochatiztt
Morphology: case-derivcd ablativc formation

feminine oblique tdz + rblaE.retd.tuar (A,go a+),tditd.t (l\ 57 b6, B3 b7 +;
cf. Sieg, Siegling, ard Schulze r93r:r7o $28j)

Syntax: group inflection
pronounobriqu. + nounrbe�,dw huc ttur'ttLat fle'for whjch ae son' = St(t. lanffir a

(cf. Sieg, Siegling, and Schulzc r93r:r77 n.r)
adjcctivco6q". + noun bbir* iti*qds ttifinhrwä.s 'ftom the gods'palaccs'

(Ai8 a6)
adjcctiveobhq* + nourhö[q* + apposition.6bd". ?uttiipdrähisi cahrarar-tti lnttüit

'from thc Buddha-likc Cakravani, king' (MSN r.+[II.2] b2)

\.2.4. Chßtica! Arrnzrrian, Anstllian, Tocht ria.n et. the renaining bratuba of Infu-
EuroPea.n. }{avtng demonstrated the af6nity of thc ablativc morphemes of Classical
Armenian, Aaatolian, and Tocherian, the following question imposes itseF How are
thc ai-typc ablatives related to thc ablatives in *zl of Latin, Indo-Iranian ctc.f From
a phonological standpoint, a unitary anallsis is possible. While Classica.l Armenian,
Anatoliär\ end Tocharian continue drc ablativc morphemc without apocope, all thc
othcr branchcs gcneralize the apocopatd:llomorph *-t# rhroughout the paradigm. This
variang in origin en allomorph of PIE date, was voiced to *-d by regüler sound change
already in thc proto-language, for which see the thorough treatment by Szemcrinyi
(r973tss-63, 72), C/rwgill (1975:52), and Ringe (rs97,r3+-8) .

Ablatives in paradigms:

No apocopc Apocopc and *-r > *-{_#

Hiftite,Tocharian,ClassicalArmenian elsewherc
-(nü *-6ti > +-dt > *-6d

\<_äti>*_at>*-ad

Thc l-type ablatives show signs of a prcviously unbound morphcmc. Ämong thcsc
indications äre the circumflcx intonation ofthc Baltic (*ablativc-)gcnitivcs and occur-
rences ofmetrically disyllabic -# in Vedic. These fcaturcs wcrc alrcady takcn by Kappus
(rpot:rtf.;;; likewise Hirt ry27:rjo),Meillet (192a:Jo), and Steng (1966:44, r8r) to imply
a contraction with an earlicr postpositional unbor:nd morphcmc. None ofthesc authors,
howevcr, noted the evident similarity ofthis to Bwge's 1893 proposal, ard Meilleq strit-
ingly, although familiar with Hittite and especially Tocharian, did not follow up on thc
transparendy agglutinating charactcr ofthe Tocharian and Hittitc ablativc morphcrnes.

2. E1Ja,l&ation: lrobltntr ß"d ntthods. Despite these facs, however, the demonstrated
possibility of rcconciling the ,-änd d-rtpe ablatives remains a pürely theoretica.l phono,
logical option. The question cmerges whether beyond this abstract possibility rhere rs
any concrete proof ofthc historical idcntiry of the two ablativc typcs. In thc following,I
sha.ll prcsent evidence to $$stantiatc such an idenriry.

z.L Pmonal tmnottns.'fhe connection bcovccn rr- and l-typc ablativcs is most conspic-
uously bome out by pairs ofcognatcs which-whilc being cqTnologically cquiralcnt-
oppose the two tl.'pes of ablativc formation. One such case is provided by dre personal
pronouls, whose potential for preserving archaic morphology is well known. Iq com-

I 'le



I Ablatioe Fmnatioxs

paring the ablatives ofthc 6rst and second person pronouns ofEast Tocharien to thctr
Indo-Irarüan coffcspondents, wc obtain et1'rnologicaly identical pairs in ttt (East

Tochariao), *-oi (Luvial).td + -ed./od. (l'ndo-Ir^nren).

EÄST TOCI{ARI{N

PlE rl.eti >'loch. A
cwä{

PIE *?r-ai - Toch. A
wai* (e.g. A.ngb+),
with oas- generalizcd
from nom.-obl. nas;
d.I.At. rus - nobit

PIE *zr-rrr * > Toch. A
ysä5 @.g. A3ao aa),
withpr- gcncra.lized
ftom nom.-obl. Jr'a.ri
d.l,at. rot - t&k

LUVIAN

PIE ''tq.-otits > Luv. abl.'

PIE *p-oti possibly in
Luv. abl.-instr. CLuv.
a.nzati (rf not E rz +
rcfl. -4, sec Plöchl 2ooj :
64f.\

PIE *us-oti - *u-n-s-oti

(-z- transferred from
r.pl. pronoun) > HLuv.

INDO.IAANIAN

PIE n4$ft*ot > *apdl
*qod. > Sktteü

PIE +4s'af7ts-w > fu-c.d.l
*tp-od. (d. Szrtnerönyi
rggol.228,*fsmzd. > Skt.
arrraa)

PIE *u.t-et > *ß-ed -
*ut ne.d. > GA't. xintat
(< *" imad; d. IJ.otrnztn/
Fo(ssman 2oo+:16r),
Skt. f*t 1tdd

2.2. Indeclinnlrles in PIE *-oti and *-cti, isola.ted casc fvrms, axd. bdd.zn ablatipa: hcal
a.dtctbs. It rs possl5le to 6nd similar pairings among (local) adverbs. Thcsc are agat!
noteworthy because of thc advcrbs' tendenry to preserve ftozen case forms.

(^) I\ftite ar^bza'ftom otrßidc' < 'llcih-ti/41^/z-ti (d. N*ei rygg:s8) and Vcdic
tdt'von fem, aus dcr Feme' (EWAia Lr73; Puhvel r984:r3J)

(b) Toch. A ,iir moda.l adverb 'thus"a (< PIE *t,ti) and Vcd. 'l# 'thus' (RV, sce
EWAia r6og),}fom. ) 'then' and 'therefore','i Lith. ao- genitive of demonstrativc tfu
/m.) fiom PIE to7.

2.2.r.r. Tb. pr.position/?rnetb *proti. Amorg the local advcrbs of East Tocharian,
one trl:rns out to be particularly worth investigating: thc local adverb and postPosition
LnäIütß, whj,ch goes 6ack to a univerbatron *azo ttrl F,*ilFfu.

'loch. A arr4,/ä, B nErc'before' < PIE *onolQpro

To<h. Adnii?fld16 < PE *ontlQ prdti'ftom before'

or'focjn AanäPra4 fiste d of *dnätrai7 < PIE "owld] Prhi'ftomttcforc'

I3.PIE ürßncss.d lo,' > P.oro'Alatoliü |rd, (ldibon) > {al, > HIxv. {' (Äotacirm); se Mclchcrt

1994:60 6d 2oo3:r79.
14.S.. bclow, S2.r (3).

r 5. Homcric na- rhc cading ofth. p.plti dd m6t @di6-is tuttly to bc pr.f.rrcd ro dr rcadi.g or

tu on thc bd;s ofth. trdmissiot .lorc. Dqiving Homcric ni fton d ablativc *t7 is a vatid option. h ß

not pNiblc, how*!, to rulc out o.lt mtirc dcrivation ftom tutmdtal ?i6 Purcly on fomal Srcu&:
monoyllabla in e loog aote-accctrlcd voqd cha.gc to circunfld ntoratron n Greek, d. Kijp ftonPIE*Lid

od Schslz.r reje: rzy'. Nddthcles, th. ablativc option (< *t7) is clcdly bener scndtic,Iy, ar lca$ in thc

cdc oftcfrpor.l '6 'thcn'@d pläuibly also with esal ?n trccfor.', $ming a shift from ablativc to temPo.ar

ro causal scm4tics. Giv€n this, wcscs dccision ro print @ (wet reee:rü üd?ßia) Purcly on th€ basis of

Apo[orios D].kol6, dcspitc thc rcxrual tmsmission ought to b. rcüought.

16. T@h. A arrprd' 'bcfrrc' (MSN r.z [I1.4 arl, cd- li, w.nt€r md Piüult rees:681) witb vowcl w.a]cning

liom A a',pn'i s.. P6aut reer rr8f A5 f.o. thc ctldology G Hack$.in ree6ro2 n. 7.
t7. Cf ,,,,,tl|M (,A. eo .a) alongsidc ü,'4, (A s7 b6, t11 b7 + ).

I
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I Olar Ha&*in

What intercsts us most in the present coffext are tlvo obscrvations. First, ir is hard to
belicvc thatpntr (ro be recons.ü]oc:teÄ ^s *pthi/p/ra) and the preposirions OCS WM,
Gteek nph, qi,6, Skt. Tndi (< *qrriti) are not dated. Sccond, East Toch airan Par rs

ryncfuonically a aansparent ablativc in s, whereas *pzoa as presupposed,by OCS p/otiy1i,
Greek ndn, rfig, Skt. pniti has never been conceived of as an ablative - at least not bcfürc
now. Is it possiblc that PIE lroa is itself a froz€n ablativel

To tackle this question, let us 6rst consider the scmantics ofartfl4r. In thc occurrencc
glven 6elow, anäprat rs ttsed as a postposition to a 6rst person singular personal pronor:n:
nJ att&Prr',! . Taken together with the verb i,iz 'he stepped/came to stand', the noun phrasc
ft.! dnä?rdr can be Dnd,erstood either as local 'he came to stald in lront of me' (German
'wr nht)'8 or as dtrerttonal 'he stcpped in ftont of me' (Gcrman'wr mich').'e

,thä't !e! nafutu iJ dnätrds ryrcratn iän
(a god came to stand beforc mc/stepped in front of me in the dark (A MSN r.2 [II.4
ajt)

z.z.r.z. Ablatiw otd dindbna| *proti: a anozdiditn?Wc havc jusr notcd rhar ariipr4,
though morphologically marked as an ablative, is not ablatival fiom a semantic stand-
poinq but rather locatival or directional. In other words, a.rrä!r^ would be an ablativc
with locatival and,/or directional meaning, and under our hlpothcsis thc same gocs
for PIE +!reti/p/oti, whose descendants (OCS lt tt: , Grcek rfit, qig, Skt. pti.ti) arc
mosdy directional in the individual languagcs. But isn't a locatival or directional ablative
a contradiction in terms) To anticipatc drc answcr, by no means. Thcre are in fact a hosr
ofparallels for ablatival adverbs dcvcloping locatival and directional mcanings. Cf. for
'tnstAnce 

Letjürt de ab a.nte > ltaüan da.panti'ttr ftont o?,I,atia ab ante > Italian apantt
'ahead, to the front', or the düectionallocatival uses ofthe Hinite ablative (Mclchert
rgzz: rgf., rgsf.) like Hitdrc hantezziaz'tn ftonC, hunnaz'oa the riglrt .

laffui erafua wi.ni mnnhhüna paizzi
"Outside (from outside), the king is coming. Hc is cnrcring the chamber." (KBo rz.rr
ivo' z' [StBoTrriy' tz]). Cf Swkc rszz:rqq.

ar r bze ! ain arri MÄS.G N' na p eniw.ni
"We go outsidc and drivc the goat away." (StBoT 8 iü €). Cf Sralke r9z:r99.

However, parallels are not bntaJnount to an cxplanation, How are we to account for
the shift from ablatival to local and dircctional scmantics)

(^) AbLttbe to hcathal. -lo bcgin with, a shift ftom ablatival to locali!"l cer be induced
by the context. Thus, when couplcd with a verb of motion, an ablative adjunct wi.ll
indicate the point ofdepam;re, with the ablative serving its corc function, e.g., German

r8.Ji, Wbter md Pinaut !ee8:68i: 'a god cdc to sdd b.forc me in thc dük'j Sicg, SiegLing, dd Schurz
ren:287: A 2r4 e'vor mir im Lufiram $ud ci; Thom6 reeo,jr: '[Es] 

8ug [km dan.r] cin cotr da Nachs
ludl stdltc sich vo. nir im Luftlaw auf; Pinault reeor32: \u dicu voait ncidc, [ct] c' facc dc moi dn

r9.Cf. A 22 aJarttclE d sich hin'(Thomas rerT:re, roa), ̂ 2a aalob h@ iw'dcht t si.h das Ha& auf
(Thoma reJT:ee)-
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I Abla+ivz Fumatitxs

Ergebt aus rlzm Hau. Wlth non-motion verbs, however, things are different. Take, for
instance, a verb with stanve Aht;ontert (IeÄcal espect) lite rllzz. With a vcrb like shine
thc aspect ofmotion is cenainly backgroulded, even stronglv backgror:nded; hence a
shift ofdte focus ofattention from the directionality ofthe shining to the locarion ofthe
shining source is natural:'o

The *n sbbvs ( nm) ft orn the th!. > Tllt san tbinet in tbc sh!.
Die Sonne lzacbtet pow HimmeL > Die Sonw buütet am Hiuotcl

We are dcaling with complementary perspectives that imply each othcr. Thc context
apart, another factor triggerhg drc shift ftom ablative to locative semantics is the chansc
in constituency. In a sentencc like (r) bclow, thc prepositional pfualejd"n the di$a.;e
can be understood either x aa adjunct to the ve rb (he) hea6 or ^s en ̂ diu.nct to the obtect
the/a. twise. I n rhe Iatler case, the semantics o f the noie nnug f.rom thc disunce imp,ly a
Iocativc interpreration, i.e., the noise in the distance.

(r) He bcars tbe/a ntire lfrom the d.istarcel6*6i,11p.

(2) > He hzati fftht/, noisel lfrom the distaral"a".-;.a prl

Senandcally = Hz hear the/a naite, wbi(h it in tho di.stance.

(b) Loca,tital >> d.irertiawJ. In addirion to rhc shift from ablarive to locative sernan_
tics, there is evidcnce for a distinct mechanism which brings about the changc ftom
locative to direcrional semantics. Thus, in some languagcs thc concepts oflocaliry and
düectionality may bc more doscly related rhan in odrers. A casc in point is fumished by
I aan verbs of placing (Tatzte,locale, colloca,re, ttetuere, aorrarzere), which prefer to exprcss
the destination by a non-directional adjunct (it f.rrnm pohm).In orhe, t*grr"g.r, by
contast, it is obligatory for adjr:lcts expressing the destination to be directional; cf.
Germarr directional lz + ecc:Dsatjve (in d,a.t Fensttr /Uzr). In Larin, it is thc rclicity of
verbs of placing which downplals the d[cctionality per se and highlights thc destination,
thercby enabling a local adjunct to stand in for a direcrional one_ This state of affairs ru
vcry likely old. Thc double function ofthe PIE locarive in signi$.ing bo th ir place nhere
and. the djrectlor' whcreto was alrcady noted by Delbrück (1893 : zr7tr ); d also (and rn
thc same vein) Ncu r98o:r3, 53f. on the Hittite locativc.

(c) Ablatbe >> loutital >> directinnal. Fxamplcs of a two-step process comprising a
shift from ablative to locative to directional semanrics can be founä.,'

.Skt. pelaid
r) Ablatiw 'ftom behind

ni, nah palcii.d aghdm naiat, bhd*6t bbaoni aah püJt
"No vice would reach us from behind. and the virtue of auspiciousness would cvcr
be bcfore us." (RV 2.4r.Ilbc)

ro. Cl Ddbrück r8ej:jre.
r t. Ct Gacdickc r88o: rrTC qth addirionat V.dic qhples.
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z) Inczioral'bet:tnd' (2niait in contextual opposirio D @ Padb)

sä pa!ät pan nalt Pni$
"May Indra offer protection bchind us and bcfore üs." (RV 8 6r'IJd)

td jaat dtf ariEdtd Pa'icäd bhirni'r' dtho Wdb
"Having been bom he exceeded the earth at the back and in froot " (RV Io go jc)

3) Dücctional to dre bad<, backward

gacchati parah lar*atn dhatfii |&.käd. a'tamt tt rn cttdh

"Forward moves my body, while backward runs the resdess hcan'" (Kalidasa'

Abhijfinaa,ia&u.nnlaw r, Verse 3r.r)

.Skr. aräd
r) Ablative'from a distance'

tti st rrärna ttdtdri indro irrnl ur;c cil dtlsst tanutlir Jwlotrt

"May that helpfr and Preserver Irrd drivc ftom us, even from afat' all thosc who

hate us." (RV 6.47 r3cd)

z) I-ocational 'in the dittance, far away'

bira4ladzn+am licbamam Erär hifidd dpaiürb

a saw the golden-toot}rc{ bright-coloüed, far awey ftom his Place'" (RV 5'z 3ab)

3) Directional 'to fa-r away'

Eräd /iq!ld. ilapat PatarLt* rctuitarn

"Far eway lct the dischargcd arrows ofd:rc dcrnoniacs fy'" (AV 2 3 6, E-ans' Whitney)

.Skt. ankis+ad
r-z) Ablative 'ftom beloul urd locatiooal 'bclow, bcneath, undei

"fidht adhästad vi rujd sdhaoajabl rd*n . . .

"Cut him up (ftom) below, sPlit hirq subdrc him, kill dlc dcmorl" (RV 3 3o'r6c)

, Direcaionel'down', fg 'to hdl' (Classical Sanskit)

ad.ttrsdd g^tem

"go cto tJ.etli (Bä+2" Kadanhafl 289)
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.I,atini.rtuP

r) Ablativc 'tom insidc'

a tibi argentum htbebo iam intas ecfenifmas

"I will order thc money to bc brought out rhcre for you &om inside." (Plaun$
Batch. gs)

z) I-ocational'inside'

irrtat e$ in azdibqt

"He is inside, in thc house." (Plautusnd. 43t

3) Dircctional 'insidC

tnt s tn &f',ut

"irto üe limbs" (Lucrctius 2.-r,

Aztnqut foret a.perb, ien tl ritar inttt . ..
*(She) opens üe door :nd is brought insidc. . ." (Ovid,Ma. rc.+sz)

Evcn within the seme larrguage, the shift from ablativc to locational and früther to
directional scmantics can occut more than once. To name one signifcant exarnpte, üte

. Italic branch oflndo-Europcan and notably the Romancc languagcs'r show this process
recurring in the salne words, cach timc entailing a rcpair strategy to rei-nforce the ablativc
semantics by lcxical mcans:a

(a) PTE *b,en'n' > I-at. ir:
r) - zblatirc inras'tuom insidc' (Pl. BaacD. qs) > locational 'inside' (Pl. Mil. ag)
z) - rmewed ablativc de intu.t'ftom inside' > Iocational French prep. lanr

iritlrin, inside' (cf. adv. dzdzns'witlnn, nsid,e')
3) * rencwcd French a'l?.tle dz dzdans'fuom nside'

(b\ Lain abhÄve unde'whence' > locationa.l lvherc'

D * rcncwed ablative ds zzla 'whcncc' > Spanishkxaaonal donde'wherc'
2) - rencwed ablative Spaish dz doxdz'wlrcnct

Returning to our initial qucstion as to s'hether the locatirc/dircctional rncaning of
East-l o.hana'] mäprdl is in contradicrion to its posited abladve origin, we arc now in a
position to answcr this qucstion in the negative. Nor does thc directiviry ofSk. prla
precludc its dcrilation from a petrifed ablativc lroa'ftom ahead'. As we have secn, the

,r. Ci Hotoitu dd Satla rgz2:278.
,3. For do@cnradon se Mcl€Flübkc r8ee ruel i d. Micbcl ts97:97f.
14. Otr dE pro.c$ of rcpcritivc lcxicäl rcnesäl s.c Kurylowie re64reo, Lbm@ roo2:Ft (rcirfo@6t),
dd wilh additional *mpls Hackrrcid 2ooab:27ö.
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developmental pathway le-ading from ablatival to locatival and ultimately to direcnonal
use ofadverbs is natural, and recurs both within the sam€ language and acoss languages,

related and uffelatcd.
2.2.r.1. Worrt-firm*i+nalwti.g* ofallatire *prott Thc comparativc widencc ofparallel

developments apart, vestiges of the older ablatne meaning of *ltroti'ftom ahead' are

still traceable in older layers of derivation. A promising candidate is the PIE comPouod
*prrti-lah"-o-, *proti-h(.)*"-o-, as presupposed b y Skt. pnit&a-, Greek 4i,aanor and Toch-

Apnz.trah,B Pntttaho.'f\c semantics of this compound have mosdy been understood as

active'iooking ahead', presumably on the basis of the mcaning'face', fould in Sanskrit

and notably in Greek. This, howcvcr, does not cxhaust the range of me anings attcstcd

for this compound. Other languages, likc Tocharian, attest thc m€aning'chest', which-
ur css und€rstood mctaphorically-wotid sccm more compatible with a passive rcading,
i.c., 'tiat which is seen (ftom) ahead. An underlying passivc reading'J would a.lso 6t

bctter for a number of meanings aftested for Vedtc pnit ka-, which frequendy can be

glosscd as 'outward appcarance'. In these cases, prdtiha' is more plartsibly explaincd as

designating an objcct'seen liom ahcad, and l€ss likely to be conceivcd of as ao agcnuvc

componnd'looking ahead'; the samc holds for Skt- dn ha-'frce' <<'(what is) looked
ad (passive). Among the rcferents ofVedic Prdt ba- we fnd the brightncss ofthe dawn
(RV 6.to.8 and ro.88.r9), the outward appearance ofa warrior describcd as resembling a
doud (RV 6.7i.t, and the shining surface ofthe earch refecting thc radiant sur (RV

7.16.r).
A firrdrer piece of cvidence indicative of the original ablative semanrjcs of *pton

is fumished by Greek. Wlile it is normal for the reflexes ofPIE *Prori to govem the

accusative in the various daughter languages, and somewhat less often the dativc (as

in OCS protiw, protini, -L-LP 3:387), Greek is strikingly devisnt in that it is the only IE

language to show genitival govemment aftcr *proa when used in the ablativc sense (for

which sce Chantraine r986:rl3f.). To regerd this use as an innovation does not carry

much conviction in light ofold, pardy parallel constructions like är/äni + genitive By

condast, the explanation as an archaism wor:ld be perfecdy consistent with the posited
ablative use oflrorj.

In light of drc ablativc ottglJ:, of PIE *Petil*proti, the reconsmrction of sentences likc

the following appcars plausible. And crucially, a change in constituenry (ablative adjunct
'ftom in front' > postposition 'towards, against') could induce a change from ablative to

directional semantics:

(^\ PIE *i - rn 1,r it i eyidzt

abl. 'him from in front shc sav/ >> dircrr 'shc lookcd towards him'

(b\ PIE a/-n tröti d!.t*h'd

abl. 'him from in ftont she spok€' >> direct. 'shc spoke towards him'

,S.Ai indepcnddtly suppottcd.by OCS kaha, rBkt < PIE *Po l4E o','ö'h"h" o (ctymology tust gi6 d

Sameranyi reJ6:ee '. , with pdsivc scmod6'wha!ükc, sco Lik€ whät', 'that'lilc, secn likc rhai Fo.

Emsitivc PIE *r,,l"-, s@ I]f 297. Thc p6siv. ue of rrr*", , bo$dc, iJ not m.üt to qclude m activ'

ncding in orher cs6. Dcpdding on thc ntenar svnta ofcomPoü.b, d activc rcadilg with fißt comPound

mcobes thar fincüon d adjMc$ qpGsins a shjft of thc PercePdd foo (%1",' : +4",-4t'14 'lookjnc rway':

i. d!'bt : d. Kirgflsh$in KS.r+o n. 2, is @tady posiblc dd aftcstcd.
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2.t. Qq.ntifyitg ?lononnr lz -ti @IE *to-ti, *k*o-tilk*e:c., +Hio-ti) as ftozcn ablatioes.
Prcpositions and local adverbs are not the ooly lexical domains to show traces ofpet-
ri6ed ablatives in *-a. The same can be shown to apply to ptonouns as wcll. A case
in point are the quantifting interrogatives ('how many/much'f) and demonstrarivcs
('that many/much') in * -ti, Lailj, qttot, t\t,yoltrt. Avest?i it iti, Skt. hiti, ttiti et . from
PIE +h'0-til*h"e'ti, *totil*t ti. These PIE forms, like tieir descendants in the daughter
languag€s, have the appearance ofuninfected forms. The indicarions are, however, that
thcy originated as inflected case forms, and more specifically as archaic a-ry,pe ablativcs.

Our working h'?othesis will be, fusq d-rat the interrogative numeral pronouns Latin
fat,Yoü\g Avestar' l4iti, Skt. l.liti dcsccnd ftom original pronominal ablatives and are
atin to rhe Hittite interrogativc ablative |za?; and, second, that the dcmonstratives I_atin
t t, Skt. ,#i are likewisc ofablatival origin, widr a possible cognatc in East Tocharian
ablativä.I-modzl tiit'thus'.

In comparing thc reflexes of PIE *h"0-ti/+We-ti, *totil*ttti semannc lly, a striking
dichotomy emergcs. The Hittite and Tocharian forms attest to an ablatival[-moda.l]
reading, while the quantit/ing function is characteristic exdusively ofthe non-Anatolian-
Tocharian branches.

ErrrrrE/,rocHARrAN: pIE REMdtNrNc B&aNcrr8s:
ablatival{-nodal) qla,niffirq
}{lrt. baez also modal < ablative *h,dd/*he;n >'how [much/many]l'Lat.'how"6 lrhcnce, ofwhich kind. n flat, Av. äa.iti, Yed. hliti

which way, how)' (analogical initial)
Toch. A tiä also modal < PIE ablative dti/thi > Iat. tot, Yed. al.ti ,so
'st>", 'thence, ofsuch a kind, so' [much/many],; cf. Ved. rrir

'so, thus'

16. Cf ,i$ thc nflly id.nrifcd abtativc-irorruoral Hluvi m RELßi Urpdnil iwidnehhat/$/hich, Eom pIE
*r'dr), M.lche.r 2oor:rer dd n. re. G owc dis rd.rd€. ro R- Pl&hl1l rr.) No uDämbiguos tt-rcc of
*i',',/'*'"t' swivs i! Tocheio. Tch. A Dd' \vhmcc' is d itud Tqhdiü ccatiod, which sup..scdcd
'{",trF{"d' in thc prchisro.y ofTochüid. Dcspitc dairu to thc conEa, Toch. AB t6,how much, how
Iä1 c:mot bc coGidcrcd a pßitrL t A.a of PIE ,kaotil*l{cti. Ilvokng d altcgro Eimt 't'",r (aloqgsidc
*t"rtj d Hiladsso! r9e6:r6e) would not roolvc thc natrcr, sinc a 6nal syilabtc rigg.ring L'rc , uml t
of (PIx */o/ >) PT@h. *. to TGh. AB /o/ would b. n .dcd. The derivarion ofAB rd is op.n ro o.ncr
suggrstiotu. Phonologicaly nost sthighdosdd is th. tuggcsrion (HilEdson ree6: r6e) of a pftform *r"o,
nt, or alErnativcly *l'ä-et {Hackrtcin 2ooaa:r77). With a sliBhr modif@tion onc might atso ntilr< of a
pr.fom *l-r!n'''in which wa'r, \rhr so/thu' < ',''rl-Mr (d sructüaly tirefd in Gr.ck üni')or).
Adl@' altcmätjve p.op6al o dcny. AB kot from xh".la nß ( do3 reee:zo7) wodd @nnadjct rhe cxpccted
cduoon rdd los, olkord-5nät tIE' a in l@ro-Tdhd s. d. Rrg(, rqeo:-4-o .
t7.Toch. B t t '$ much, so mey, so fal ha rccmdy bc.n proposed a a pGsiblc rcfld of *r.r (Ad@
reee:xo). Ii is not clcr, lDwevd, how ro .eoncile rhe r-apo@pc md rhc missing 6ft1 synabb with üc /ö/
oeeded to ü igg.r thc unlaur ar l*lol >) .1./ to lol ;r rh. fst syu,bL. Also phonolo8icalty dimcr t is Adds'
atternarivc prop64 Toch. B tut frcn -ftn (Ada6 reee:ro). Nor 6 H nNon's suggdtion *nü = Skt.
rdCt bc uphcld s long $ onc ra.k6 Toch. /tr/ to bc L\c rcglrd outcom. ofinr.reatic pIX *l; d. H.ctsrcD
2oor: r8-2r with ref.rcnc*. A morc prcmising $ding poinr is thc ntutcr dmorodacirc pIE *rrd. T.king up
again thc old prcpos,r of da\zing PIE rt l s d o.gnally mpharic rcircütivc fcmätion wiü rcduplimted
demonstntlve 1i:, ,, (scc Szmcrioyi rez:6o, 1e9oizr7), whjch wor d Bdt in *rrr (by sddhi or apocop.) bd
drimacly i! *rrl (by ttrc voicing tuL ofword-fn l dcntrls; ci RiDgc reeTrta B), onc coLld rzuonably prcposc
ü instrücnbl of dLis sd. b^* *to to, PIE *totol^ (> *totd) .rhcrcby, rhus,. This ißd1nertd fom wouo
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Thesc descriptive facu lend thcmselves to a diachrcrnc intcrPretation Anato[3n and

Tocharian are more conscrvative here in retai4ing thc original ablatil'al and modal func_

tion. The remaining Indo-European branches, by contraJt, are inflovativc in convertrng

the pronominal rl-ablatives into quanufiing numeral Pronourls.
From the ety'rnological Link posited between Hittite ,otz etc. and htin quot etc'';t

follows that the qüantifying meaniog'how manl ofl-at. 4aol etc. must have evolved ftom

an original ablativc fiDction. This lcadi one to ask whether a scmantrc development ftom

an ablatival-modal function to a quantifying one is plausiblc. In fact, closer inspcction

rwea.ls many instances ofthe shift

Qualitative >> quantitatfurc.

(r) Depending on its contcxt, drc htin ium$drta.l-modal intcrrogativc 4d'hortf 
'

can ukc on a quantifing meaning'how much/many', when oco[rrng as an adjunct of

price. In ttre following Plautine passage (Pnra 66r), somcone inqui-res about the Price of

a slavc girl saying Jiterdly, "How she is offered/sold. at that amount give indication,"

which may be rendcred as, 'Name at what amou.nt she's being ofered."

(TLn tu poata. i7t tefte.tnf.r:) qr.i dst1o, tanti;nd.;cß.

(2) Frcnch tumbbn 'ho$t much/many' can be traceAback to Old French con biatt

^ndl,irjl. qnnad| b.nz 'how wdl'. Depending on the semantics ofthe accompanying

vcrb, a shift to a quantitativc reading may occur , e.g., Hofr/Vryat is ;t? > How mtttb rt

it? Comprrc Old French ja w satra conaistre con bicn t*wdtas (Ciritien de Troycs,

Clbr't 2s6tf., ed,. Micn,^ r98z:78) lou will nevcr know what (lit. how well > how much)

Thc use ofa qualitative intenogativc to signi! a quantitativc mcaning is cornmol m

other languages as wcll compare, for instancc, English-German translation equwalents

srchxEtry)tshWhat da1 @re !0& (aning)? = GermatAmviohhenTag (honmst d&)2

Q) A striking Anatolian-Tochanan correspondence is the use ofthe demofftrativc or

interrogativc prononn with thc cnclitic similative fiarker HLttite -nwn, LJ]Äat\ 'merrt'

Lyci^t\ -rnet, and'Iocl\el nB -rniü.WhileTo.haianB samiitLt, rz-rbirü 'tlus-like, such
(z)',"3 Hittite brit-mnn'while, as long as, uotil"e (ci dialectal German 'wie dais, solenge

dass), and Cluvien b-zaz 1rhen, if show the original qualitativc meaning, Lycian

bttmi, kfrrmitis'x nany as'ro deviates in that it has developed a quantiling reading.

(+) Thc l-arin qnantifting prorro]uns q&tLntws and tantat fotm pari of a set of zz-

derivatives bui.lt ftom the pronominal stems *zro -, *k"o-, *H!4 , and */t (Hackstein

zoo+b:286ff ). Cruciatly, howcver, not all oflhese four zl-derivatives show quantifying

firnction. Rathcr, tie n _derivcd zl-stem ofTocharian and thc *I{12-derivcd t t_stem, as

found in Indo-Iranian, bear witness to a qwlitetive function.

dirady }lcld Toch. B tat !o much' with to filnfE. compli@tions. Ar for th. scmütic shift fiod thcFbv' tl\s'

ro's oüh', ä hst ofpddlcls 4c Milabl., for which sec bdd (scclrotr I 3).

aa.E.g., notune\. !.-rirn 't i'!r18. dr?.h'nch ^ :@iib]ß dMg.l (B 29t ba MQ)' obLiqu. 4'6a'n Ehi'std\ a

word (B ,2t b, MQR).
29. Cf. Scmcm@ 1966:27r-4.

30. Cf. L&.h 1979:69i md M.lchcn 2oo+:r3.
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qualitative: quantiffng qualitative quantifing
modal Eodd, tcmporal
+meb,4.t'loch. A *lf.lhft *Hlzk|tt Skt. töt'n- *tethptLat. tdrüas
mönt,mant'ljkq Lel qtanatt'hov,? asmuchas, assoon that much, that
as, sorrl 'much, how malf as' (R$, 'inasmuch many'

as, since (A$; GAv.

1i*ääil-;;
(5) Another case of drc shift from qualitativc to quantitative semartics is implicit in

thc comparison ofI-atin 4zaln thich (kind of)', talis'stch (a)' (PIE +Feb,Ji-, \eh,-
li) to Baltic and Slavic cognates, all ofwhich have extended their rneaning to include
quantitative frnction, e .g. Lllh:l,arnar, bdl(ei) 'how long' , tdlei'so long', and (with *r'o-,
*to- nstead of *k'elh-, +telt-e) OCß boll'ho\,| alj'd koli hraq'how many (time$' (I.P
2i+z),toli't\lJs' and,toli baE'tlatr znts (LLP +:a1f.). Compare also the abstracr nouns
L,atjn Wabtas'q\Ah4r (*l'el,Ji-) vcrsus OCS holi-tirn'o (IJ,P z:4r,*Fo-lz!-)'guannry,
number',

(6) Serskrit /t 'üuJ', whcn uscd to concludc an murneration, takes on the meaning
'so much', e,g. :

yd ndn vilo&t vöhoorilryam itihasap+tägam ity dha,rahat stdd.bJdydm ddhrte
"who knowing this, studics day by day thc dialogue, the traditional mlths and
legends. [ti1 - I so much. for his lesson- 1SB n.5.-.9; Eggcting;."

Sanskrit rt- was also assurned to be relatcd to quantifying tza_ by Wackemagel (1954:
640): "Verwandt 

lmit ria] isr wohl das advcrbialc -ri in v. /a"). Therc is in fact cvidence
to substantiate dris claim, notably the phraseological match bctween spccifications of
timc using Hift. 2rrz, Greek rooo-, and Latin rol- on thc onc hand and Skt. iry on rhe
other hand as their frst member; Hittite, Greek, Irtin and Sanskrit fimish evidence for
a temporal locrrtion coup4 afkil+h/t;/*;ti with the coreferential expression for'day':

INTERS.OGATI\'E INDEFINTB DEMONSTRATI!'E

lJjft. h&a ;inattßz 'ftom what dey, LÄt. cont-di Sfu. it -aJi; \SB y3.+.v and
since whcn' = '(for) how mrny days' - 'on whichcver rg; q.l.r.8) 'on such and such
a.lrz liwa,ttaz'since thatday' (KLrB r4.s day' a day' (Eggeling),'an dem
obv. tr +, sec III4' r:r 4z), Greekroaa- und dem Tage' (PI4f
iwp (ll. z+.6s7)'how meny a da'f

This phras€ological match illustretes, firsq thc correlatioo betrveen &at and rrr, and
secondly the aspemral shift from a tcmporal surting point to an expression ofdr:ration
(from what day, since when' > '(for) how many days'), and firrally thc ablatival origin of
*hPdti/*b1tti as n ioaa-Atap, given that its Hitrire correspondent is slnchronica.lly still
derly an ablative-

3r. For th. Esition 'lik ' - to, rhu', scc Hackstein 2ooab:28a.
3r. Se Vand reu:641 rq rÄr1,1, dd morc dpLicidy Srmcrcnyi rej6: !r n_ 3.
33.Cf. de PIr t.7eo r-t- l'i znd Böhdingk 1337: rre.

I r4J



I Olav Ha&stein

(7) As has become clear from üe examples ir (r) rlrough (6) abovc, the qülitativc-
modal use ofadverbs and ablatives provides a frequent source for a quantitative reintcr-
pretation. In this respect, it is wonh noting that thc Hittite ablative rrz also appears rrl
modal frrnction:*

DU rJNUN erih'IIJKJJ - ab Zl-as
hacz I{AS7IN, almi,wvTanizilan Lxapi lnhawmi
,t=afi Ll-arl apez itLtrnrmt

'Thc angry mind ofthe Stormgod ofNerik,
h tiat (modal ,a"s) I march into batde landl if ([zal) I destoy thc city ofTanizila,
will I thereby (apz2) soothe it)"3r (KUB i.r i 92)

(s) An adverbial-modal ablative *t ti is a possible sourcc for East Tocharian ra.r.r6
Therc arc instances where East Tocharian tin is employed as a modal advcrb. Thus thc
dosing section ofthc Prdrzafu. arrtla (ed. Schmidt 1989:7+, sub 3Jl, V 4 Pr. 2) shows
East^lc]r.,haÄanti* tityerlt as thc trarulation cquivalcnt ofsanskrit tt -rtt'so much':

Sanskrit
.tti - t d t tErJ a b h ag E"atz+ st rrt ffi ,.tr

=Tocharian A
tiq tä!ftrt, dßatlt rrt ti i4n Aibvd.ßjd? M.tra.rD Ulho

"so-much forsooth has become part ofthe l'enerablc's Sütt'r." (lJ3 a3)

For anothcr attestation compare thc preposition.l phrase, attcitcd in the East Tocharian
Ma.itreytarnitineta*t. (ed. Ji, Winter, and Pinault 1998:160):

,dt töyeta nak^hwa,sainil sifo(h)
'togcthcr with so many womcn" (Toch A MSN z1 [t[Lal az)

In sum, thc suggested account ofthe quanti$ing pronouns in *-ll ar Petrifred ablativcs

34. ct abiarivc'irotrmenral r{lNie RzL-ari l/,'�ar',il'with whavwhich', s n. , .boe with rcftrcnc Cf
i$o CLrv is  rvaNi . . .apar i ( " ) . . . 's . . . , ths. . . ' in  üefo lowi .gnotc.

35. Thc intcryr.tatiod of this pssagc is not l]l6imouly agleed upoq. Had (re7or7) hd udc$tood it a e
singlc onpLcx s.ntcncc. Somc p.cfcr to bGk it up ilto Mo *ntcnce, c.8. Uoal re74:49, Puhttl reeT:22o.
Thcrc is, howcvd, un suivocal didcncc in frE of a corclativc construction *&t . . .4P- . . . , c-8.:

a_ ,* w t.U.M!�!ME-{E-Dr

b. t@ tsitu bd/ktui
..,=dt.ptzPcöitu'i

a "r (L\crc dc) M.
b. whc they @uch d@n
c. from rhcrc h. ttrcws it..." (KuB 2r.l obv. in d-toj d tltr t:q+)

P,gg6 likc L\iJ s@ngly swg6t 6ät KU3 J.r i e2 should b. comEucd in d aniloßos f.rhion.
A panLl to l@?. ,t,2. . . is frmishcd by thc Cl-uvio coE€latit @tutluction koari... aPar(,) ...

'ß..., rhs...'. On rhe lat€. scc Mclchcrt 2oo3:2o7.

36. For nhc phonologicäl dcvdopment s6 o. 7 aborc.
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hal two virmes. First, it cxplains thc status ofthese forms as indeclinables. Second, rt
explains their indifferencc to nurnbcr,tT which still reflects the state of a.ffairs fould with
thc Anatolian and Tocharian ablativc.

3. StammltJ. F.et:urttag to dre initia.l question ofwhether there is an etymological rclation
bctween the a-gpe ablative and the l-type ablative, we may now conclude that thcre is
ample cvidence to support such a connection. Among the indrcaaons are eq,mological
equivalents where the wo rypes of ablative formation stand in opposition to each other.
Thcse can be found in the pronouns ald as ftozcn case forms in the guise of adverbs.

As long as the two ablative t]?es still remain an integral part ofthe nominal paradigm,
the dichotomy bctween them largely coincides with the linguistic diffcrentiation be-
tween Anatolian-Tocharian (and Classical Armenian) and the other IE languagcs. Oocc
removed lrom the paradigm, however, this dichotomy becomes blurred, in that rem-
nents ofti-t]?e ablatives can also be found as extraparadigmatic archaisms in thc non-
Anatolian-Tochariantclassical Armenian) area. Among these we find pemclcs (*(ln)ai),
adposidons (*preti l*proti), nd interrogativcs (*h"otil*Fai\ .

As a result ofthe foregoing discussion, the contraction theory as assumed for the
l-gpe ablative, has been funher substantiated. Positing originally agglutinating case
morphology for PIE is by no meals implausiblc. T'hc formation of thc ablative r,ra
agglutination in thc PIE casc systcm is parallel to PIE locatir formations with üe
postposed adposition PIE *t^an'd:e e.g. PIE *dheitom'earll,withlocatdve PIE *d.f'm-

en (Sk}}r:. jrtuin'on (the) ezrth\ ftom *d.!bm- enre alongside locative PII ad$en(i) (H.i*.
dryan). Agd.utjlr ive case formation with postposed *-zz conlinues to occur in a number
ofthe Indo-Europcan daughter languages induding Lycian (adverbpddä'right there,
rig)t awat' < *pod- cn' afoot', Hajnal r99J : r 8 3), Sabcllic (von Planta 1897:4+off ), and
Lithuanhn f inelsive in-lz 'on the earth')

Thc status of the PIE ablative as arr origina.lly secondary (agglutinating) case form as
opposed to primary (inflcctional) case forms also accords well with typological obser-
vations and in particu.lar with thc case hierarchy set up by Blake zoor:r55ff. According
to dris hierarchy thc ablative casc is found at the right end of a scale ranging from lcast
marked to highly marked and from the more essential to the iess essential, imp$ing that
the tendency for language to dispensc with a distinctive ablative case (and to exprcss
ablativc semantics analltically) is quitc stlong.

Nevenheless, it must be admitted that drc turalpis I am proposing also has some loosc
ends. Although an agglutinating origin ofthe PIE ablativc is securc, some uncertarnaes
remain as to t}re exact components ofthe contraction. For one thing, the agglutinated
particle call be set up as either *ar (d Grcek ö7, Skt. it , I-at. rr, Goth. ,1, Toch. B r),
*oi/ati (d. OQß oaü'avray. . . from'),4' *arr (cf Greek är o"o, Lat. at, Gotl]' eP-Pan'bEt',

Z7.Cf Lar. qrn ^d Skt. hbi with a corcferential ptüal nou,..B. Old\anD q,nt iata (C^toAgr.62) *\dv.dt<
Sdskntu tr4;a. (RV ro.e6.zo).

38. Sec in derail Nsbam r s86,tsz-to, 289-tt.
39.Nsb,m 1986:r9o, Foßsmd 2oooJo-
40. Cl Kapps reor: rrt, Hid rg2zaTo,Sz4cljni eea:ztr dd ,r r, (,!) with refcrcncs. Thc rccons@ction
of OCS oti 3 lIX *04lt @ only b€ uphcld ud.r rhc pmisc that OCS -r, gocs phonologicauy ba.t to t'';

d Ajrzehüllcr reer:r77. Ar for üc fomally coDpuablc c$c ofv.rbal jsg. OCS rt<?IE*l',m(additional)
ü,logicd innucncc, .xcncd by L\c ?IE impcmive dding * ,, is nor qcludcd; cl Fodsnfu re3r d4 difcrcndy,
Cowg frg8J:106.
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Oh. q.ith-'again') o. apheresizcd *-ti (as seen in the Anatolian and East Tocharian ablative
cndings)- It is possible, however, to reckon with ^61^ttvariaits (d. +Preti/*p/on) or with
diferent pronominal stems, e.g. *e-, *a- (without initial *4 becaus€ ofAnatolian, sec
Starke 1982:+16 n. +oa). Most branches oflndo-European-viz. Italic, Greck, Albanian,
and Lithuanian - presu ppose * -dti > *-6t > *id. Lawian presupposes * -ät; > "-At > *-ä.d,

if thc formauon is not analogical (cfl Hock 2ooJ:r6). Hinite and Tocharian bear witn€ss
to a variant *-a showing apheresis ofthe initial ryllable.

A second and major problem is the qucstion ofhow to envision the fust componcnt
ofthc contraction. i.e.. as a bare stcm in * o- or as an inflecred case form ofsome kind.
Thc prcsent analpis and the indications of agglutination surely tip the sca.les in favor of
an inflected case form, lcaving us, howevcr, with thc problem ofwhich case form to opt
for. Tocharien would point to an oblique-accusativc. It is true that the oblique ecorsative
fimctioru as a basis for many other casc forms in Tocharian, indicating tiat some sort
ofgeneralisation (and levelling) wäs at work in Proto-Tocharian. Nonetleless, Vedrc
construes lrr (the panicle thought to bc cognate with thc ablative morpheme rnder the
present proposal) with the accusatire , e .g. Ve dtc jAndt& dri RV L6+.ra , 2.2.rob + ."'
Howevcr, a phonological solution somehow reconciling a putative PIE syntagm PIE
*he@ eti wid:, *h\eü&nd seems ur ikely, and assuming allcgro-variants with iregu.lar
drop ofword-6na.l *-orz would :eem ad hoc.

From a Hitritc standpoint, and judging from postpositionally derived formations
such as locativc-derivcd ablatives€ (Hift. pet-z(d) 'from n the housc'), another pos-
sibiJiry suggcsts itself. One could posit a syntagmPlE 'h, qoi ti from on tie horsc'.
Hy'pothcsizing a sardhi development oflocativc +a! to *-0A before tti (,with a para.llel
rnSkt. nogare iha'ind:.is city here' - nagua iha) and a subsequent contraction plus
i-apocopc, thc actua-lly aftcsted outcomc *-07 resr ts-

A 6nal problcm is how to account for the declensional restricool ofthe l-typc ablative
to the o-declension ouside the pronouns. Under dre prcscnt hypothesis, which assurnes
the l-type and the rr-qpe ablativcs to bc ultimately identical, this constraint can only bc
secondary- lor trecing the ablative morpheme back to an unbound postposition impLies
that it could originally be tacked on to any stem regardless ofits declensional affliation,
which is prcciscly thc situation found in Hitritc and Tochariän. Two sccna.rios arc
possible. Ifthc restriction ofthc l-typc ablativc to thc o-stems is primery, prcscrving an
carJier stage ofthe spread ofablative {-e{ ftom the pcrsonal pronouns, the gcncrelizetion
of {-rrr} to all other dcclensions in Anatolian and Tocharian would bc a sccondary
development. If, on the other hand, dre constraint is secondary, a I-q?e ablative could
originally be formed from all stcrn classcs but subsequendy came to be restricted to
dre ,-stems in rhe wake of a fi:nctional cxtension of the inherited genitive and dativc
morphemcs, whose finctiona-l brcadth indudcd ablative firnction. The entire qucstion
merits fixttrer studv,

4r. MaEingd (2ooi: r,a) rcjc.ts Buggc's ac@t of rhc Amdid .blatiE morpho.. Hjr nEin argürrdt rt
rhc nüctionat discrcpdcy b€twc6 dirGtiona.l Sk!. d6 (gov.ming dlc äctuati€) dd thc ablarivc iDction

ofthc abkive morph.me Foüowilgthc sdc lin ofcaoding, how.vcr, on wo!ü "rso have to rcjcd dE

comerjon of Italih ldsl md diftdional d.Bti'in ftolr, ,hc^d' wläIann ^blai\. d. dt aarc ir light of thci

4'. Not rsmcd ro bc a .ccdt fcan& of Hjttitc morphology; cl J$doff 0e7r: 126) : "thc old6t form ofth.

ablarivc in Hinire conrinuG e oldcr syntagm cndinglss lcaüvc + par.iclc ' t."
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Abbrcviations

EWAia = Mayhofcr, MerlfrtÄ. rg86-toor, E rnlogitdl,t Wffiu'h da Abindooischcn.

Carl Winter.
I{W" = Htthitisches Wör'terbzc}. Zweite, völlig ncubearbeitete Auflage aufder Grundlage

dcr edicnm hethiuschen Tctte. Cad Wrnter. r9r- .
I<lingerßchntitt KS = Klingenschmitt, Geft. 2oo5. AafäEe zar Indtgertna*istih, cd-

Michael Janda, Rosemarie Lüfu, Joachim Matzinger, and Stdan Schaffner. Verlag
Dr. I(ovaö-

LLP = Slowtihlazt e Stutroslotirthlho (I'eviwn Lih,lrd.t Palatotlotenicae), r-+. Academta

L9O6j7.
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