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1 Introduction

The term ‘deponents’ is traditionally applied to verbs that take non-active (middle or passive)
morphology, but are semantically and syntactically active (Lat. de-ponere ‘lay aside’ (sc. the
verb’s passive meaning), verbum deponens') in languages which morphologically distinguish
(at least) between a synthetic active and non-active voice.

The goals of this talk:

Clarify methodological and terminological problems in discussing deponents in PIE
e Give an account of what “canonical” use of the middle voice meant in (late) PIE

Show that PIE had instances of “non-canonical” use of the middle voice, i.e., true depo-

nents

Argue that non-canonical use was restricted to certain tense-aspect stems

1.1 Canonical uses of the middle voice

As recognized widely in the literature (e.g. Klaiman 1991, Kemmer 1993, 1994, Embick 1998,
Kaufmann 2007, Alexiadou and Doron 2012, etc.), middle (or “non-active”) voice tends to
have the same set of functions cross-linguistically in languages that have an active-non-active
voice opposition.

(1) a. Anticausatives/inchoatives: Verbs designating spontaneous, non-externally caused
changes of state verbs (i.e., Engl. intransitive break, open, grow, bloom, Skt. vdrd-

hate ‘grows’ (itr.) — vdrdhati ‘grows’ (tr.), vdhate ‘drives, moves’ — vdhati ‘drive
sbdy./sth.’, etc.)
b. Naturally reflexive verbs (Eng;. wash, comb, Gk. hovopor ‘wash myself’ — holw

‘wash sth.’, etc.); naturally reciprocal verbs (Engl. meet, kiss), indirect reflexives
(self-benefactives, e.g. Skt. ydjate ‘sacrifices for him-/herself” — ydjati ‘sacrifices’,
etc.)

! Apparently “eine der naivsten und dilettantischsten Bezeichnungen in der grammatischen Terminologie
der Alten.” (Brugmann 1895, 111). For a thorough (and more balanced) discussion of the history of the term
see Flobert 1975.



c. Dispositional/generic middles (Engl. This book sells well)
d.  Medio-passives (Engl. get-passive)

NB these functions are typically those of “oppositional” middles, in which the meaning of the
middle is (somehow) opposed to the meaning of the active.

Moreover, Kemmer (1993) and Zombolou and Alexiadou (2012) add the following non-
oppositional functions of the middle voice that can be considered canonical:

(2)

Denominative and deadjectival verbs (e.g., Engl. hammer, flatten, redden, etc.)

b.  Verbs of cognition and perception, “psych verbs”, “experiencer verbs” (e.g., know,
think, hear, remember, smell, fear, ..)

c.  Verbs of translational motion (run, climb, approach,...)

d. Statives (have, be, sit ...)

@

Beside the canonical /oppositional functions of the middle, the typological & theoretical
literature usually recognizes transitive deponents as instances of non-canonical use of middle
morphology (e.g., Embick 1998, Zombolou and Alexiadou 2012).

(3) Generalization: Synthetic active-non-active voice systems have transitive deponents

These non-canonical uses of middle morphology are sometimes referred to as “feature mis-
match”?, that is, they display a mismatch between morphology and expected syntactic func-
tion. I will use this terminology in the following to distinguish canonical from non-canonical
uses of middle morphology.

1.2 Summary: Canonical vs. non-canonical middles

If being a deponent means “laying aside” the canonical function associated with middle (or,
in general, non-active) morphology, then the term should only be used for verbs with non-
canonical syntax and meaning.

Table 1: Uses of the middle

Canonical Non-canonical
Oppositional middles Media tantum Deponents
Anti-causative/inchoative Anti-causative/inchoative Active, transitive,
Reflexive /reciprocal /self- Reflexive /reciprocal /self- agentive
benefactive benefactive
Dispositional Dispositional
Medio-passive (Medio-passive)

Denominal /deadjectival

Psych verbs, verbs of emotion
and cognition

Verbs of (translational) motion
States

2Cp. the papers in Baerman et al. (2007).



(4)  Definition of deponency (general)
“In an active—non-active voice system, all finite forms of a deponent verb are morpho-
logically non-active, but syntactically active and do not instantiate any of the canonical
uses of non-active voice.”

Criteria for active syntax:

e Accusative direct objects

e External argument = agent

Passivization possible

Agent noun formation possible

Agent-oriented adverbs possible

Feature mismatch verb: A verb that fulfils the definition of deponency in (4).

2 Deponency in IE

Deponents (as defined above) in the IE daughter branches tend to only make a primary imper-
fective (present) stem (line b. in the following table), while verbs alternating between active
and middle usually make both an imperfective and a perfective (aorist) stem (a.), where either
can be primary. While a few deponents also have a derived middle aorist (c.), there are no
deponents that only have an aorist stem (d.) or where the aorist stem is primary. This holds
for at least Indo-Tranian, Ancient Greek, and (with some caveats) Latin.

Table 2: Deponents and aspect

pres.act. pres.mid. | aor.act. aor.mid.

a. Alternating

b. Deponent 1
c. Deponent 2
d. Not attested: Deponent 3
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2.1 Case study 1: Vedic

Corpus: Rigveda.

Table 3. Vedic deponents

Root Present Perfect Aorist PIE root
ks ‘see’ 3du.ipf. aiksetam *hg ek
1 ‘impel’ ate *haeg
1d ‘praise’ itte ié *hgeisd
2§ ‘rule, own’ ise, iste *Heik
gu ‘praise’ (int.) joguve *geuhsy
gras ‘devour’ 3du.ipv. grdsetam  jagrasand- *gre(n)s
tra ‘protect’ trayante tatre [sub. trasate, etc.
(10x)?
da ‘split up, ddyate aor.opt. distya  (*deha-i-)
distribute’ (1x)4
pat ‘rule’ pdtyate (*poti-e-)
badh ‘attack’ badhate babadhé badhista (1x)
rabh ‘seize’ rabhante rarabhe®, rebhiré  drabdha® (1x) *lembh
vr ‘choose’ vrnité vavrsé avri  (1x), wrta  *uelh
(1x), varanta
(1x)7
Sam ‘work,  Samayate $asamé dsamista® (2x) *kembhg
perform’

3Narten 1964, 131f. argues that the Rigvedic forms are not evidence for a productive s-aor. paradigm;
the ipvs. trasva and tradhvam are analyzed as belonging to a middle root present by Whitney (1885) and

Macdonell (1910).

4Root aor.opt. adimahi in VS, TS, KS, MS, see Narten 1964, 138ff.

%1x perf.act. in RV 8.45.20.

5The root later makes an s-aorist, and this is how Whitney (1885) and Macdonell (1910) interpret this
form, cp.Narten (1964, 218).

T Aor.subj.act. (3x), aor.opt.mid. (2x).

8Modelled on djanista and apparently passive in RV 5.2.7, Narten (1964, 254), Geldner (1951).



2.1.1 Media Tantum

NB I only summarize transitive media tantum here, since these could potentially mistaken
for deponents (and some are, in fact, borderline cases). Unambiguous cases like dye ‘lies” are
therefore not included here.

This also means that transitivity alone is not a reliable diagnostic for deponent status.

Table 4. Vedic transitive media tantum (canonical)

Root Present Perfect Aorist PIE root
uh ‘notice,  dhate athista (1x) *hy ueg
consider’
gah ‘reach,  gahate *g(4) gl
dive in’
cyu ‘move’  cyavante® Cucyuveé cyostah (1x) *Kieu
(itr./tr.)
nas ‘return’  ndsate Opt. nasimahi (1x) *nes
man ‘think,  mdnyate 2du. mamndathe dmata, mananta  *men
consider’ (2x, subj. 22x7),
amamsata (17x)
mud ‘enjoy’  mddate [1x act. mumdda]  opt. mudimahi (1x) *meud
mrs ‘forget’  mrsyate mamdrsa mrsthah (Ix),  *mers
mrsanta (1x),

marsisthah (1x)

sprdh ‘fight’  spdrdhante pasprdhré asprdhran (2x) *sperd"

2.1.2 Summary

Vedic deponents tend to be restricted to imperfective formations; aorists (in particular old
aorists) are more likely to be found with media tantum.

9Act. cydvam (1x) in RV 1.165.10.



2.2 Case study 2: Greek
Corpus: Homer, lliad & Odyssey.

Table 5. Greek deponents

Present Aorist Meaning PIE root
olfvupon ‘take’ *haai
apvéouat apvhoac o ‘refuse’ *hares
Govuuon qpouny; feato ‘win, carry off’ *hyer
Bovhouar, Bohopon ‘wish, will’ *g¥%elhs
déyouar, [ 3pl. déyarton] €0ebuny; déxto ‘accept, receive’ *dek
Silnuan ‘seek’ *ieh
dUVapoL duviicato; Eduvaoin ‘be able to (do)’ *deuhy
(e)éndopou ‘desire, wish for’ *hiueld
€pEnTouo ‘feed on’ *(hy )rep
€petiyopat fiouyey ‘belch out’ *(hy)reug
€pUpon, €ptiopar, phouot épvoato, eiploato,  ‘protect, shield’ *uer
épooato
elyouat, [eUxto] eu&&uny ‘pray’ *hiuegth
xatvopon ‘excel, surpass’ [*k/kend|
xéhop.ou ‘exhort, command’ *kel
NaZopan ‘take’ *sleho gt
wodopon €n-eudooato ‘seek’ *mes
whdopo, wédopou whooto ‘plan, devise’ *med
wvboyou ‘be mindful of; court”  *mnehy
dvoyon OVOClUNY; GVoTo ‘scorn’ *honehs
booopa ‘see’ *hs ek*
Tovéopat TOVACATO ‘work at, attend to’ *(s)penhy

2.3 Preliminary conclusion

e Vedic deponents are based on an imperfective stem and avoid aorists, Vedic media
tantum can be based either on a perfective or an imperfective stem.

e Greek deponents and media tantum both form productive aorists (s-aorists, 9n-aorists.
However, only media tantum can be based on an old root aorist (not productive), e.g.,

5z A
dAT0, WETO ...



3 PIE deponent vs. media tantum paradigms

3.1

Proto-Indo-European deponents

Based on the evidence from Greek and Vedic, we can already reconstruct a number of “mis-
match verbs” (deponents) that in all likelihood go back to PIE, provided we exclude cases of
“canonical” use of the middle voice.

1.

10.

*hoeisd ‘praise, revere’: Ved. itte ‘implores, beseeches’, perf. ilé < *hgi-hyisd-ag; Hom.
didopon ‘be reverent of, fear’ (aidéopon)

. *dehg-i- ‘distribute’ (*i-present, Jasanoff 2003, 104f, with metathesis of *dahgi- >

*daihg-), Ved. ddyate ‘distributes’ (also ava-dydti (YV) ‘takes away’); Gk. dodopon ‘dis-
tribute’.

*hgek* ‘behold, catch sight of”: Ved. is < desiderative *hgi-h3¥-se/o-, Ved. iksate; Gk.
booopar < *hzk*-ie/o-, fut. édoyar.

*Hejlg ‘appropriate, seize’: Toch. B aistdr ‘recognizes’; Ved. ise ‘owns, has power over’
(< perf. *Hi-Hik- < *He-Hik-), OAv. ise).

. *hiuegt" ‘speak solemnly’: Ved. dhate, OAv. aogoeda, Gk. elyopu (older athematic

elnt0) < *hye-hyug®- (LIVZ, 253, Villanueva Svensson (2012, 335))0.

. *pehy-s ‘protect’!!: s-present or desiderative *pehg-s-: Hitt. pahs'?; Toch. A class II

pres. pastar /pastar, 3pl. pasantdr (Jasanoff 2012, Malzahn 2010a, 699).

*honehs ‘scorn’: Gk. dvopat, dGvosbuny; Hitt. hannari.

. *med ‘measure, discern’: Gk. pfdopor, uédopa ‘devise’, unoato, OAv. aor.subj. masata;

OlIr. midithir ‘judge’; Lat. medeor ‘help’.

*potie/o- ‘be master over, own’: inherited denominative deponent (*pdti- ‘lord, master’):
Ved. pdtyate, Lat. potior.

*ues ‘wear clothes’ Ved. vdste, aor.3pl. avasran. Both in Indo-Iranian and Greek, this
verb is transitive (direct object = thing being worn, cp. Eichner 1968):

(5) RV 4.2.19: rtdm avasrann usdso vibhatih
“The radiant dawns clothed themselves in truth”3

"9But a full grade athematic *hi eug*"-tor would also give the Greek and Indo-Iranian forms.

1The root *pehs is not exclusively deponent, Indo-Iranian has an active root present Ved. pati, OAv. pat and
a subjunctive pasati, cp. also the “si-imperative” Hitt. pahs§i < *pehs-si < haplologized *pehs-se-si, Jasanoff
(2012), etc.

120lassified by LIVZ, 460 as active mi-verb, but active forms are practically non-existent until the Neo-Hittite
period. Kloekhorst (2008, 612) points out that pahs- takes on the active hi- rather than the mi-inflection
when it is finally transformed into an active verb (the form pahhasmi cited by LIV? is actually attested only
once, whereas pahhashi is much more frequent).

3 Tnsler (1968).



The Greek cognate of vdste, eipat, synchronically functions as the perfect of the renewed
present €vyuut. It also takes accusative objects, and its participle has active syntax:

(6) Hom., Od. 15.331:
yhaivoe €U eigévol Rde yrtddvag
“wearing clothes and tunics”

The same is true of Hittite westa ‘wears’, which can be intransitive and transitive
with an accusative object (Kloekhorst 2008, 1004ff.), and active and transitive with the
reflexivizing particle -za and an accusative object. The latter construction must be an
innovation of Hittite.

11. *uyes ‘graze, eat’: Hitt. wesiyattari ‘grazes’ (tr./itr.) (Kloekhorst (2008, 1007f.): de-
nominative to wedi- c. ‘pasture’?); Lat. vescor ‘nourishes oneself (with), eats’ (+ abl.,
acc.)

. and maybe:

12. IIr. *tra ‘protect’: Ved. trayate, OAv. Orazdum (— Ved. tradhvam), etc.

13. *gres/grens ‘devour’: Ved. grdsate (perf. mid. opt. jagrasita) = Greek ypdo ‘eat, gnaw’14?

14. *uer ‘protect; fend off, stop’: Gk. Epupar, épbopar, perf. €lptpo; Ved. vdrate (aor.subj.),
vardyate.

These have a very different profile from canonical middles: They are based on present /imperfective
stems rather than aorist/perfective stems and lack old aorist formations altogether.
3.2 Proto-Indo-European Media tantum
3.2.1 Presents

See Villanueva Svensson (2012)'5, e.g.,
° *Igej ‘lie’: Ved. Sdye, sére, Gk. xeiton, Hitt. kitta(ri), CLuw. ziyar(i), etc.

o *hies® ‘sit’: Ved. dste, YAv. 3pl. aphaire, Gk. fioton, Hitt. esa(ri) < *hye-hys-(t)or or
< *hyes-(t)or.

e *sek* ‘join, accompany, follow’: Ved. sdcate, OAv. hacaite, Gk. €nopou, Lat. sequor, Olr.
sechithir. Aorist formations: Ved. sacand-, opt. sacimahi,'”, Gk. éonduny.'8
sek¥ takes accusative objects in the individual languges, e.g.:

"“The Cypriot Greek act.ipv. ypdoO: ‘devour!’ is apparently late, Masson (1983, 280).

'5NB most of his examples of duhé-presents are grouped in the next section because they are ultimately
derived from a primary aorist, cp. Jasanoff (2003, 169ft.)

61,1V2 232 : *hyehys ‘sit (down), occupy sth.’, but see Villanueva Svensson (2012, 335, fn. 7).

7Could be an inner-Vedic formation, Narten 1964, 262.

18 Active forms of this root include Ved. 3sg. sisakti, 3pl. sdscati, YAv. -hishazti), the Avestan active
pres.subj. haca in Y.46.1. (which LIV?, 525 classifies as an aorist subjunctive). Note that the active forms
have the same range of functions as the middle ones, so these were not oppositional actives.



(7)  Vedic, RV 4.7.11c:
vatasya medim sdcate (...)
“He follows the roar of the wind”

(8) Olr., Ml. 19b11:
ni sechethar immurgu ord oc suidiu
“They do not, however, follow the order in this”

In Vedic, the instrumental is more common, the predicate then means ‘join with, go
together with’, e.g.:

9) RV 1.145.2:
'syd kratva sacate dpradrpitah
“The one who isn’t careless follows his insight”

Cp. Greek, where Enopar is usually constructed with dative objects (although accusative
is occasionally found, too).

(10)  Hom., Od., 9.159:
viieg pév yot €movto duwdexa
“Twelve ships followed me”

e *hiergh ‘go up, climb’: Hitt. arkatta ‘mounts sexually’; Gk. 6pyéopa ‘dances’?.

e *mag" ‘be able to, enable, achieve’: Ved. @ mahe?® < *mag"-oi; Gk. pdyouo fight’ (+
dat.); OCS mogg; Goth. mag, ‘be able to’.
3.2.2 Aorists

Quite a large group of inherited media tantum are based on a *hge-conjugation paradigm in
a “stative-intransitive system” (Jasanoff 2003, cp. also Meiser 2009):

"“Maybe also Zpyopa ‘come, go’, if this is not a *ske/o-present to *hier ‘reach sth., stand’ (LIV?, 238;
239), but note that the other attested *ske/o-presents to this root are active (Ved. rcchdti ‘reaches’, Hitt.
araskizzi ‘reaches’, OP -drsatiy ‘comes’). If Zoyouor does go back to *hierg”, it provides another parallel of
transitive use with Hittite, since it is used with accusatives designating the path/goal of the action, e.g. in Il
1.322: EpyeoVov xhoiny ... Ayifjoc “go to the hut of Achilles”, etc. Hitt. ark- is almost exclusively transitive
(Friedrich and Kammenhuber 1975-84, I, 301), the formally active arki attested in a Neo-Hittite text (KBo
10.45 iv 30) is probably not old (a variant of the same text has arga)

20 Act. optative mahema attested twice in the RV.



Table 6. Media tantum /“stative-intransitive systems™

root, aorist, present perfect stat.-itr.
pres.
*breud®  Ved. abodhi,  Ved. budhya- ‘wake up’, Gk. mnénuopor ‘have  OCS bsdits
‘wake dabudhran, YAv. (-)buidiia- ‘wake up’,  learned, know’, Ved.
up’ budhdnta “woke Gk. neddopon ‘learn, per- bubudhand- ‘woken up’
up’, Gk. énudounv  ceive’
‘T learned’
*Geus Ved. jusand-,  Gk. yebopo ‘taste’! Ved. jujdsa ‘has tried,
‘try, ajusata,  jusanta, likes’,  Goth. kaus
taste’ ajusran ‘like, try’ ‘tested’
*Jegh Hitt. laki (tr.), Gk.  Gk. Aéyeton (Hsch.), [TB  Gk. Aehoyuia, Goth.  Hitt.
Tlie Ehexto, OCS -leze pres. II lyasim ‘lies’], Olr.  lag lagari,??
down’ laigid, Goth. ligan (< *- OCS -lezits
ic/0-)
*leuk Hitt. lukta ‘dawns’, Ved. rdcate, YAv. ptcp. Ved. ruréca TB lyuketdr
‘shine’ Ved. rucand->*, TA raocint-, TB subj. II ‘shines’
lyokit** lyustir (< *leuk-e-)
*men Ved. damata, Ved. mdamyate; manuté, Gk.  upéuova, Lat. 0OCS
‘think”  OAv. manta, OAv. mainiiente, Gk. memini, Ved. plupf. menits,
Gk. [gubvny]?® podvoyou, Or.  do-  dmaman, YAv.  Lith. mini,
moinethar mamne, Goth. ga-  Goth.
man ‘remembers’2° munaip
*mers Ved. RV 3.33.8 ma  Ved. mrsyate Ved. pra-mamdrsa Toch. B
“for- mrsthas ‘do not for- mirsetir?®
get’ get!”, 3pl. mrsanta;
Toch. B marsam?”
*ped Ved. apadran, OCS  Ved. pddyate, YAv. subj.  Ved. papada, OE ge-
‘fall’ padg ‘they fell’ paidiiaite feet

Other cases that probably belong here:

o *dleug" ‘be/make useful’ (7): Ved. duhé ‘gives milk’, 3pl. duh-ré; Gk. €tuyov ‘happen

to be at, chanced upon’.

e *jet ‘take up position’: Ved. yatand-*°, TB subj. V yatam; pres. Ved. ydtate, Lat.
nitor®?; perf. Ved. yetire ‘are standing firmly’, OAv. yoifloma; root stative-itr. pres. TB
yototir, TA yatatdr. 3!

21 Meiser (2009, 324)

22 Jasanoff (2003, 166; 170)
23No finite aor. forms in Vedic.
4«Presigmatic” aorist with o/g-ablaut (*louk-to, root initial palatalization irregular), Jasanoff (2003, 180).
?5Gk. n-aorists = replacements of middle root aorists, Jasanoff (2002/2003, 163).

*But not Hitt. mémai ‘speaks’, which is from *me-moH-i- (‘stammer’), Jasanoff (2003, 118).

2

2 )
8< *mys-o-tor < *mrs-or.

29No other aorist forms attested.

30 *pj-je-te-, LIV?, 314.
31Malzahn (2010a, 787).

T< *hye-conjugation aorist *mdrs-e.

10



e *nes ‘return’: Ved. aor.opt. sdm nasimahi ‘may we reunite’, Gk. pctp. &opevog; pres.

Ved. ndsate, Gk. véopon, Goth. ga-nisan; Ved. nimsate, Gk. vicopou(?); perf. Goth.

ga-nas>?.

o *sperd" ‘run away’: Hitt. isparzasta ‘escaped’, Ved. dsprdhran; pres. Ved. spdrdhate

Summary: Media tantum can go back to either primary presents or aorists, in the latter
case they are often based on an old *hge-conjugation aorist /“stative-intransitive system”.

4 Conclusion

Separating media tantum from deponents via the definition of the canonical function of the
middle voice, in connection with syntactic criteria, allows us to distinguish between different
types of middle paradigms.

Table 7. Media tantum & deponents

media tantum deponents
canonical 4 X
transitive X7 v
have old aorists v X
Examples */::ej, *hier, *men | *dehg-i-, *HeiK , *hoeisd, ...

e In reconstructing the distribution of the PIE active (*-mi, *-si, *-#1) vs. (proto-)middle
set of endings (*hge, *-thoe, *-¢), we should distinguish between canonical and non-
canonical uses of the latter.

e In order to do this, we first need to establish how the Indo-European languages syn-
chronically treat media tantum and deponent verbs and what their averbos look like in
these languages.

e Both deponents and media tantum can be reconstructed for PIE and had different
averbos in PIE: Media tantum could be based on an aorist stem, while deponents (“mis-
match” cases) clearly prefer the imperfective aspect (both at the synchronic and the
diachronic level).
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