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le lnut  Satz inge! :

On Tense and Aspect in Midtdlte Egt1'tlan

The MEgn. lense system, as replesenred in lhe const.uctions wlrb
seen in the fouoping ,ay.

Per:fect

J w  s d a - , . t
' ' l n e d i u m " : '  j , . f  +  O p
passive:  j ,  +  passive2

The negative countelparr of the aflimalive perfecr is , sd,.f
(act tve)  and '  {  passive (pasErvel  .  The reat ,n or  the op ( . ;edrh. . l
ls partly e.cohpassed by the actlve folns and paltty by the pas_
slve forhs, as h the " transpos itlons,, ; cf. infra.
Aor lsL

act lve:  j ' .  f  sd, . f3
passive:  j ,  sdn.  r r . f

The nolnal  negat lve counterpar t  of  the at f imal ive aor is t  is ,
s d D . n . f  ( a c t i v e )  a n d  !  s d D . n - r , . f  ( p a s s r v e r .

{Prosoect ive:  not  lepresented ln the J,  coDsr luct lons.  )

Plogressive {or  Presenr)
j w . f  h t  s l n  ( p a s s r v e !  j , _ t ,  ? r r  s g D . f )

The negat lve counterpal t ,  , r  r ,  l !  sdD, rs  exrraely  ra le (see
c  s  J l 4 ) .

Inqresslwe4

j v . f  t  s a t n  l p a s s l v e :  j , . t ,  r  s d , . f )

/ w  m a y  b e  s u b s t i t u t e d  b y  , . *  ( u .  r ,  , .  r n )  o !  i s r .

P e r f e c t .  ' r .  s 4 ' . , . f  c  S S  2 3 4 t  4 ! 4 . L i
sr  + oP and js t  s ,  + op c S 324;  a l  +
c S 422.1 ( the construcr lons wl th ,k

j s t  s g n . ' . t  c  s  4 1 4 . 1 ;  E *
Pass ive  aDd js r  +  Pass ive

have present perfect con-
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Aol is t :  '& l .dJ s ln. r  G S 234;  js t  5 '  sd ' . f  G S 212 ( the con-

st ruct ton r l th  r r  has future conDoia l lon) .

Pro9.eE61vet  ' *  6 ,  i t  s-d,  aDd js t

Inglesslver  r*  s ,  r  JJt  G S 331,

Futu le:  rk  sw !  sdr  G 5 332,

Ttre Pelfect and the Aorist (as welr as lhe Prospectlve) can be

dilectly "transposed' (Polotsky) into verbal nouns (no!e preclEe-

1y:  Eubstant lves;  " that" - foms) and verbal  adject lves (wi th r i r -
p l lc t t  subject :  par t lc tp les;  e l th  erp l ic t t  subject :  re lat lve !o!ns) ;

c f .  Polotsky 1976.

c  s  3 2 4 .

"F.f

lhe "nedlun' has no dtlect corlespondance ln the field of verbal

substantlves and adjectrves. tts role is taken over by both the

act ive Perf ,ect  { for  ln t ransl t ives)  and the passlve Perfect  { fo !
t i a n s l U v e g ) :  j j . r . f  ' t h a t  h e  c a n e " ,  ! d . r . t r . f  " t h a t  h e  w a s
given".  I t  ls  only  t .  the case o!  the p iesent  pel fect  "nediM"

( feal lzed by '& s,  + oP-)  that  the oP 1s lepiesenred 1n lhe ' r rans-

posl t lon5i  !  see below, Ba

{he fon s of the Proglessive and the Future can only be lrans-
posed by neans of  e l ther  the le lat lve adject ive, r j  or :  the verb
H,, ,  u€ei l  as an auxl l lary.8b
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h'-f ht

'  . , ,

. 9

Fulthelnore, conpound folms of the sane patteln are encounteleat
that have the OP in the place of the p!epo!1t1on + Inlinltive

Phrase. The t.ine connotation of these forns ts plesent pelfect.

Fo!  some tenses,  l lne range convers ions can be at tested.  Note
especla l ly  the convers ion ro past  of  the Aor is t  jq . f  sdn. f ,  v |z .
Nn-f  s i tn . f  lC S 474,21t  fur thelnore,  the adject ive t ranspost t ions
of  the la t ler r  both as par t ic ip te,  v !z-  w, t  sdn.s 'kho has ever
heard"  ( "as ro at l  p leop]e Hnv tu33.sn , j  who ;ave
(aplony 19?6,  28,  srn.  ib . ,  33,  t .6 ,  anal  c f .  E S g96;  ox exanples
oDIy?)  and as le lat rve torn,  v |z .  wx( . t )  sgn. f  ( *nt -k  j t l .k
i \ rhat  you used ro do, ,  pr  523c;  p, r  j ! j .J  , ,whar r  used ro do,  c  s
417 lotk  Iv  9?3,141)r  the conveis ion !o past  of  lbe p los less ive
J*. t  h t  sdn 1n the adject lve (par t icr ip le)  t lansposl t lon,  v i2.  , ,
t r  s g r  { c  S  3 9 6 :  p .  3 1 4 , 5 ) ,

h lhe fo1]ow1ng,  at tent lon shaU be paid to the semanr ic  func-
t lons of  the tenses.  The a lguhert  wi t t ,  howeve! ,  concentrate on
Perfect ,  Aol1st ,  and Plogressive,  thus leaving apal t  rhe l .gres-
s ive and lhe FuLule.

sentences d isptay ing the Aor is t  fo lh are nost ly  explesEions o!
the gene.a l  present ,  the habi tuar  p!e6enr,  o!  lhe h is torrcal  pre-
sent  lG S 461:  " the fo ln l  occuls f lequent ly  ln  qehefaTizat ia ls ,
chatactet jzax ions,  a.d sratere, ts  of  habix ot  dosr !D,  wi th refe! -
ence to vaquely p leseht  or  fu ture t lne" . )  Harat ty  ever  can they
be understood as an expression of  rhe iMedla€e prese.r  twhich
is ,  in  pr i t rc ip le,  reDdeled j -n Ens] lsh by rhe proglessive forn) .
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lhe so-cal ted inper fect ive sdr . f ,  1n the preclse neanlng of  a
'tbat'-fo!n lrhose paradi$m disptays the geninating forns of weak

velbs,  and the so-cal led inpel fect lve pal t lc ip1es and re lat lve

forhs. have been interpreted as tlansposltlonal countelparts of

the Aor is !  (see above,  and cf .  Polotsky 1976).  These !o!ms,  too,

have been descl lbed as inply ing the nol ions of .epet i t . ior  and

c o , t . i r u j t g  l c  S S  1 7 0 ,  3 8 9 . 1 ,  4 4 0 ) .  F o !  t h e  p a r t i c l p l e s ,  s c h e n k e l

1955,  110-4,  ha6 adlded the not lon of  p1ula l i ty  (a lso cf .  AI Ien 1984

SS 609,  638) .  Agaln 1t  can be halntatned that  per t lnent  exanPles

ca.  hald ly  ever  be undelstood as expiessions of  the imediate

Repetitlon, contlnully, plurality ale no! phenomena of lhe categoly

of  asPect ,  but  are,  rathe! ,  a l t ro!sar te,  ( they are no€ expressions

of the speakerrs attllude loear:ds the even! he is dealing with. but

r a ! h e !  o b j e c t t v e  c h a r a c l e r l z a t i o n s  o f  t h e  e v e n t  i t s e l r ) l 9 T h e  9 e -
neral ,  habl tual ,  and h is tor ica l  presents nay,  however,  be assocl -

ated wlth a particula! aspecl in a given ralguage. The lMediale

present '  on the other  hand,  ls  rest r ic led to the non-per fect ive,

or  Progressrve,  asPec! .

The opposl l lon of  Per fect  vs.  Aor is t  1s usual ly  ca1led one of  as-

pect .  S in l la l ly ,  the pel fect ive and (so-cal led)  inPerfect lve par-

tlclples and relaiive forhs ale lhought to be distingulshed notton-

a l ] y  by  the  c r l t e r l l rm  o f  asPec t  ( see r  e .9 . ,  c  55  355 ,  389 ' l ) .

Sevetat  authols have recent ly  le fe l red to the asPect  systen of

s lavonlc languages {esP.  Russian)  as a Parat leL of  the Egn.  asPect

s y s t e m  { H a n n i g  1 9 a 4 , 6 1 - 7 O t  L o P r r e h o  1 9 8 4 ,  e s P .  9 0 ;  C h r .  E v r e  i n

yet  uDpubl ishedl  pape! ,  Cat ibr idge,  1984).  ComPa.tson of  s t ructures

of  d i f fe lent  languages nay be rewafding,  but .eql l res a verv cra_

t lca!  at t l tude.  Thus '  thele a le sone lenarkabte d i t ferences be-

tween the areas covered by lhe asPects 1n Russlan and l lEgn. ,  re-

specl ive1y.  In  Russran;  the lmperfect tve asPect  conPr ises not  onlv

progresslve ut terances,  but  a lso ut terances that  concern dula l ive

{iDcludrnq i telatlve , f,requen ta tlve , etc. } events. even if thev

ale roD-Pro9les6ive.  Thls can especiat tY be not iced in  ut te lances

that  refe!  !o  Past  evenls.  To l l lust rate lh is ,  some sentences f rom

a Russian exerc lse book (Netschajewa, l80,  181,  25S) a le t ransla led

in the fo l lowlng.
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(Non-progressive ut terance !efet lng to durat ive act ion:)
" t a h a L  d i d  y o u  d o  { d p r d l ;  t n p e r f . )  I a s r  n i g h t t "  -  " L a s t  n i g h t  I
! € a d  { a j c a l ;  l m p e r f , ) . "  -  " u h a t  d t d  y o u  i e . d  ( d j r . r ) ? r '  -  r I  l e a d

{} i rar}  chekhov'  s  Tales. , '
In  a l t  four  cases,  Engl i6h uses the past  tense,  wheleas MEgn.

,wou1d tndubl tably  use Pei fect  forns.  The d ia logue goes on:
(Non-progressive uttera.ce leferr:ing to honentary ItelBioative]

"Did iou f rn ish the book (11r .  d ld you lead lproEt ta l ,  per t , )  the
w h o l e  b o o k l ? "  -  " N o ,  I  f i n l s h e d  ( 1 1 t .  ! e 6 d  I p r o t i c a t l l  L h r e e

Again,  E.g l ish uses the past  tense and MEqD. would use Perfect
forns,  lhoush Russian has a d i f ferent  forh.

{Non-progresslve ut terance refe l r ing ro s lngle act lon:)
"h the fo lest ,  I  saw (uv jde.r ,  per ! , )  the t laces of  a ha!e,"
(Noo-proglesslve ut teraDce referr i !9  to habl tual  act ion,)
" In the foresc I  used to see ( I i t .  J  saw Iy jdet ;  lmperf . l  o t teh)
the t lac€s of  hales. '

Fo!  le fe lence !o lhe habi tuat  act ion,  Eng1. lsh uses an expression
of  ld lomat lc  or ig in.  ! , tEgn.  would p lobably use the Ao! is ! ,  j , . f

sa ln. f i  c t .  exahples t lke je  s ts . t (v)  r . j  "nen used to snare fo!
n e "  G  p .  3 8 5 , 1 2  ( S i n  B  8 9 - 9 0 ) ;  j u . j  s b 3 . j  " r  u s e d  r o  r e h e m b e r "
G  p .  1 4 0 , 9  ( U ! k  v l l  6 3 , 1 6 ) .

{Progresstve u l lerance refe l r iDg to durat ive [or  "p lura l tc" ]  ac-

tion lwh.rch is contraeted with a Fonentary actionl : )
"Hhen he entered,  we were just  s t l t ing doon (sadj . l is ' ;  lmperf . ) . "

Here i t  is  the Engl ish past  progressive fo l I l  that  co l lesponds
to the Russian inper fect ive verb,  o!  torm. MEgn.  would probably

use the Ploglessive;  c f .  " then she (= lhe gazel le)  gave b l r th  on
i t  1= the b lock)  jw n ic  pt .  nsq hr  n33 whi le  chis  a lhy of  the

kinq was FaLching" HaMahat  I ,  110,5-6;  wi th lesul la l ive in t .ans-
i l ives of  not lon,  horeve! ,  the Ing.essive is  fouDd uDde!  conpa!-
a b l e  c o n d i t i o n s ;  c f .  e n . ' . j  h r 3 d  p '  j s . t  '  j j t  " 1  f o u n d  o u t  t h a t
i t  was a sDake approaching" Sh.S.  61-62.  Note that  refe lence to
past  evenrs can i !  both cases be expla ined by the ehbeddlng of
the j r  c lause.  In  independent  use,  convers ion !o lhe pas! ,  v iz .

sn. t  hr  s !n,  n ight  be expected,  though th ls  seems not  !o  be at -

rested. I tn lghtbe concluded f ron lh ls  nega!1ve evidence that  t ine

ranqe cohnola€ion was ln MEgn.  ahere consequence of  aspect  and
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contextual sltuation, ratber than a pllnary quaLity. On the other

hand t{e do flnd exanples dlsplaying conversior to past for the

Aol is t '  v iz ,  * t , t  sdn. t  "he used to hear"  (c f .  supra) .  I  th i rk

there are good leasons why conversion !s not actually attested

f,o! the Plogressive. A past event ca.no! be expressed as being
ploglessive unless It ls seen ln contrast to anothei eveni:. Ilence,

the past ploglesslve utterance is, in genelal, ehbedded into an-

other utterance that is Don-Dlogressive, as ln the exanples glven

above. In an enbedded utterance, howeve!, tine reference is not

to be narked In Egn. ,  uhless i t  is  to  a L lme lange d i f fe lenL f roh

thal  o l  the coiext .  cohdi t ions are d i f tereDt in  l ,EqD.,  whele st

t !  sd ,  encompasses  bo lh hab l tua l  acL ions  and p log less lve  u t -

te lances.  I t  Is  notewo+hyr however,  that  prac l ica l ly  a l l  examples

of  fhe LEgn.  "hper fect"  , ' - t  4r  sgn expless habi tual  act lon,  v iz-
"he used to hear" .  and a le not  p loglesslve (v lz .  'he was heal lnq") ;
c f .  s a t z i n g e r  L 9 7 6 ,  1 2 7 - 1 2 8  { 2 . 3 . 1 . 3 } ;  F r a n d s e n  1 9 7 !  S  9 5  D .
The fouoeing chalt glves a survey contlastinq the uses of past

folns in Russlan and li{Egn.

a*tiorsartj EoEenta4f

iEpetf.fom lnFerf. fotu

It rnay seen both lnteresting and rewalding to conpale this evi-

dence t i th  tha t  o f  pas t  ien6e fo lns  o f  o ther  languages.  h  the

fo1 los lhg ,  the  char t  1s  en targed on  the  bas lE  o f  Jespe lsen 1965,

277 (see nex t  page) .

ln  the  Russ ian  u t te rances  wh ich  re fe r  to  pas t  events ,  the le  i s  a

d lchotomy on lhe  1eve l  o f  a .k t lo rsar t ,  ra ther  lhan o f  aspec t ,  v iz .

nonenta ty  vs .  du la t i ve  { ih  the  r ide !  sense) .  h  MEgn. ,  however ,

the le  i s  a  t r i cho tony  o f  Inon-prog less ive .  non-hab i tua l l  vs .

I  non-P logres  s  i ve  ,  hab l tua l ]  vs .  p roqress ive .  rh is  can be  d issecr -

ed  ln to  a  d ichotomy on lhe  leve l  o f  aspecr .  v iz .  non-p los less ive

vs .  Progress lve ,  and -  w l th ln  the  p log less ive  aspec t  -  a  d lcho to-

ny  on  the  leve l  o f  a* t jonsa l r ,  v iz .  non-hab i lua l  vs .  hab l lua l .
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lesultarlve ndentary duatlve
pelfect htsto!. hiEto!.

M!qn. ................................._ jr sg.rit - M.rs!.f t1,.ttusr2o)-

sg. f  -  -  M. f  ? ] r  s5

lEbitEl I'descllptirelDpe!-

lolelfect fect"(Jespelsen)

Russ. _rapisal _ _ pisat

- sctibebax

gegrapheD - eqraph4

2 )

a ecrjt -

Engl. lEs eijtcer

- ecrivatt

ea. nixing -

qesctuiebq - -- 5cn!1e,

Utterances lefelrlng to pleseDt tine 1n Russj.an re_
stlj.cled to the use of tmpelfecttve verbs, Thls lrilt appear qulte
natural lf $e tlartsfortlr the short dlalogue quoteCt above ro the
leve.l of presert tjne.

rrwhat are you dotng lde)aet; lntr)ert,)?. - "I
lnperf .) ."  -  "$hat are you reaat lng {diraes,
reaat ing ( ; j  caju )  chekhov's Tales,, '

an rcading (litaju t
lnper f ,  )  ?"  -  ' r  ar

Airer this, holrever, ,e cannot ploceed furiher with a plogressive
t e n s e  i n  t h e  t r a h s l a t i o . .  R u s B i a n  e s l l  t 9  p l o t i t a e !  ( p e r f . ) . . .
nay be best  reDdered bytrshal l  you f ln lsh reaiUng . . .? , .  rn othe!
contexts,  1r  Eay atso nean,  , ,can you f rn ish, ,  o !  . ,d to you have to
flnish?',. Furtherftore, the pelfectlve verb can be used for sene_
ra]  s tarehents and the h ls tor ica l  p lesenr,  {c f .  Raihhdyr  1975,
4 2 ,  9 7 ,  1 0 2 ,  1 1 2 ,  1 2 A . )
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By ray of concluding 1t nay be said thai: the i nediate present

tine explession ls identlcal wlth the progresEj,ve utterarce. Any

ut te lance that  refe ls  to "vaguely p lesent  , . ,  t l l le '  {c  S 463),
though Do! to an event happenlng at the vely monent, !s not.
Russian aUst lnguishes these l ro categol ies by us ing ihper fect lve
or  Pel fect lve velbs,  respect ive ly .  MEgn,  nakes a s in i lar  d is t inc-

t ion by us lng l | ] , t  hr  s in ln  oDe case,  jv . t  sdn. t  in  the o!he! .
rhere 1s' howeve!, a lemalkable difference in refelenceE to tu-
t.u!e events. wheleas Russtan uses the sinple perfectlve folns of
velbs explesslng monenlary events {proai taet  'he s1l }  f ln lsh
leaaung") ,  i t  uses a conpound fo lmwlththe dulat tve velbs (b,det

Ei .at r  "he t11l  !ead",  "he w111 be readlns") .  MEsn.  has specia l

fu ture tenses,  v iz .  the Fulu le and the Plospect ive,  rh ic \  seen

both to be used with all ktbds of verbs, and 1b reference to

both honenlaly and duratlve actlons, The Aorist refeis minly to
"vaguely Present and future thre", but thle is a nere consequence

of tts leferilng to non-Present tlne {or account of lts Do._Pro-

Ele€stve aspect) 1n addition to 1ts Dot tnalkedlv refelring lo

aspect: ploglesslve

atf,tons- tmeatiate
pre6en!

habit. I seftral, @EeDtlaa dulative
histo!. present friule futue

Russian: lnpelf.pres. -pelfe.ttve

nEqn. Progressive Aolist

plesent - tutre

- Futuer ?tospective -

Th is  hay  Buf f i ce  to  shov  lha t  the  s t lucCute  o f  Russ ian  does  Do!

y ie ld  any  pa t te rns  tha t  a re  u t l l1zab1e fo r  Egn.  Co. t ras t i ve  com-

pallson can help, however, to dlscern inhelebt sLructures. Thus

1! has becone evident tha! lbe central a5Pectual calegolv of the

l tEgn.  ve lb  i s  p logress lv i ty .  I€  l s  on lv  { i th in  the  non-Ptogres-
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sive forns that the dlstinction iE operaltve that is qenelal-
ly  held to be of  top rank,  v tz .  ' inper fect ive '  vs.  .per fect ive, '

(as the l lad i t tonal  terns are) ,  o !  Aoi is t  vs,  per fect ,  or  ha-
bituaf vs. non-babitual, inplytng, o! colnciding wlth, non-pas!
vs.  past .  fhe nature of  th is  category nay la the!  be def ined as
a*t io ,sal r  ( though having t ime range connolat ion)  than aspec! .

r1me leference cannot be discalded.by explarniDg it as implleat
by aspect ahd/or a,tr.torsart. No 6uch exptaratlon coutd cope
sith folns refelrlng to future. In the hielalchy of categolies,
" t ine referencet '  precedes "a. t t  jo ,sarr i ,  t iunediatety fouooiDg

I I

I I
I

",".*1",".
-habttua1 +habltu.l

rmrsE: "".t.. ."J..
I
.l

Thls steMa has been concieved with the intention of lnctuding
functional algumen€s only, thus exctucling purely holphologlcal
ones.  Thls has ted to a conf l ic !  tn  the . '+plogressive,  s lot .
Actually, the Future is used !o exp.ess non_ploqlesslve utter-
ahces (though agreelng ln norphologicat patleh wlrh tbe pro-
gresslve ard the t .gressive) .  Note thal r  th is  1s not  a case of
neutra l izat ion:  a p.ogres6lve u l terance iefe l l ing to E future
event  would nor  be expressed by jv . r  t  sgn,  roo,  but  rarher  by
j e . f  h r  s d n ,  a t  l e a s t  j f  e n b e d d e d  l e . g . ,  j , . r  t ! , r r  p w e s t c a r
5 '5 and 5-6) ,  c f .  supra,  ob past  p logresslve ur terances.

By this ray we have arrlvedl ar a structure rha! resenbtes very
c losely the ot :e potorsky has recent ly  (19E5) pr€sented for
Copt lc ,  A ls  pr inaly  d is l inct ton is  one of  aspect ,
( t !e is , is)  ws.  , 'dura l ion"  (paue,) .  rhe eve. !  categoly cornpl ises
the ' l terses" ,  pet tect ,  Aor is t t  ard Tn1!d I ,u turer  whereas rhe
dural ion category comp! ises t {o a} taonsa! te, ,  , .process, ,  (ver_

I
"i,"
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rauf)  and is tate ' r  (zustandl  '  real ized by the {advelb ia1)  ln f ln l -

t lve and the qual i ta l lve,  respect tve ly .  I !  comP!1ses fur the!

lhe Fi rs t  Future,  wl th the " instans"  ( i .e . ,  ,a-  + rnf in i t lve)

as pledlcate. Heie, agatn, we neet with the sane coDflict as

in t lEgn.  j r . f  r  sdr :  the Fi rs t  Future (a6,  of  coulse,  a lso the

Second Future)  is  not  the expresslon of  "durat ion" .  of  Progles-

stve ut terance.  but  rather  of  events (see on lh is  Polotsky

1960.249 = 1971,  403)-  a lenarkable deta i l  o f  the consPlcuous

coinctdence of  Mxgn.  and Copt ic  tense funct tons,

Pos!scr tP t

The tense systen of MEgn. has above been sketched with the aim

of drawlng attenilon !o the colrelation that exisCs betteen

the focal forhs on the one haid, and substaDtival and adjectival

(Pet f - - . )  jH  sdn.h . t I  subs tan t iva l  sdr . r . f ,  "Per lec t l ve"  
Par r ic i -

p1e,  re fa t l ve  , - fo !E ,

(Ao!1s t : )  j ' - f  sdr . f .  " lbper fec l i ve"  sd ' . f ,  Pa l t l c iP le ,  and re -

These substartival and adjectival forns aie the synthellc lrans-

pos l ! lona l  to rFs  o f  the  respec t rve  censes .  The le  ex is t ,  however ,

a lso  ana ly l i c  t rans fo ;a t iona l  fo rns ,  e i th  , t j  as  the i r  .uc leus :

( P e i f e c t : )  , r t  s d r . r . f  " t h a !  h e  h e a ! d "  { H e k a n a k h t e  I ,  i "  1 1 ;  G

p .  1 4 1 ' ) ; , t t  s g u . ' . s  " t h o  { f e n . )  h € a . d "  ( c r  I 2 3 8  l ) ;  ' t t

s g n . n - f  " { h o m  { f e h . )  h e  h e a r d "  ( G  p .  1 5 1 i ' ) ;

{ A o r i s t : )  r L t . f  s d r . f  " ! h a !  h e  h e a r s "  ( A t l e n ' s  p a p e ! ,  e x .  2 1 ) ;

n t t  s 4 n - t '  i d .  ( G  p ,  1 4 1 , ) ;  , t t  s 4 r . s  . w h o  ( f e n . )  h e a r s "  { E  S

1 0 5 a ) ;  , r r . f  s d r . f ' w h o m  ( f e n . )  h e  h e a l s "  ( c T  I r  3 7 6  a ) r  r t r

s d n . f ,  i d .  ( c  p .  1 5 1 1 6 ) .

For  the  par l i cu la r  a lgunen!  o f  th is  pape! ,  th is  parad ign  cou ld

be neglected. this l{as advisable anyhot, as its exlstence in-
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plles a tloubl-esome problen: ehat is the relatioDship betreen

lhe synthet ic  paradign (e.q. ,  par t ic lp les)  and the analyt lc
paradlgn (e.9, ,  n t j  s4d. ' . t12 Now, J.  Al ten 1n h1s paper,  has
offered a clue fo! rhis. accoraltng to hin, the syDthetic folhs
ale not the tlanspositlons ot the focal j' fo'rhs. bu! tather of

the corlesponaling set of focal (and circunstantial) j'-leEs

foins the exls€ence of which Allen is advocatlng. The lelal:ion

belseen par t lc lp les (etc. )  and , t j  const luct ions is  the sane
as that between the jr-less forns and the jr folrns.

h the folloElng chalt, I try to adjus! to this hypothesis the
tense systeE a6 sketched above.

focaf {ard slbstdtival

{palticlples)- {le1arlve fohs)'

saa(e)t.f (" iE]@t i')

sdn .n . tv . f  "9 , ( j )x

sdr.f ("rEpr. ") sdDa ("1n!f.")Ao . . :  sd r . f  ( " c I ! c . " )

p losp . ,  sdr . f  ( 'p rosp . " )  sd , . f  ( "p ros ! . ' )  sd , . t j . s j

Pefi.. J, san.n.t

jF + Passive

JE- f  sd@. t

tfuJt. I j-.f ht sdra

r ! t , :  J r . r  r  sdn

-  ,2r

- - - 2 1
- 2 r

! 2

_ -2r

- - - 2 1

-*j ,' .u-
,  _ 1 3

Convelsion to past is attested fo! rhe Aorist
see above) r convelslon to Aortst ls altesled

slEuct ioDs,  v !2.  unn- f  *  op,17 " , , r  *  op, f8
glessive,  v lz ,  *bh.r  , r  sdn,e . , " "  4 '  .g ' . r1

( r r . f  s d r .  t ,  e t c . ;

for the ciP con-

and fo! lhe Pro-
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The consistency of  th is  systen 1s obvious.  te t  i t  is ' t rue"

in an ahisto l tca l ,  d iachlonical  sense on1y,  and tb is  inPl les

lulther nodlficatlon. Ihe indivtdual categories of the tan_

guage chaDged ir lhe coulse of tlne In a varylng neasule. llhus'

the j'-less folhs tended to co4e out of use, excePt in cllcun-

stant la l  usages'  thereas the substant iva l  and adject iva l  svn-

thetic tolns survtved considerablY longer. Fo! example' Pwesr-

car  has but  fee jFress foms in t . i t ia l  focal  funct ion (see,

e.g- ,  Auen's ex.  7b)  .  r t  nakes use of  ' t j  maln ly  in  cases

rhere thele 1s no applopriate synthelic folm available, v1z.

t h e  P r o g r e s E i v e  { 1 0 , 4 ) ,  o r  t h e  p r e s e n t  p e l f e c t :  c f '  , r , t t ,

JJ.Nln t .s  11,11 ( lhey are st11l  being there,  hence Piesent
p e r f e c t ) ,  b u t  '  b c  j j - b . R h  j ,  1 1 , 1 0  ( g o i n g  b a c k  t o  t h e l r  o ! 1 -

g i .nar  p lace,  hebce h is tor ica l  pet fect ;  th is  d is t inct lon ls ,

by the way, vely well accouDted for by alle.'s hyPothesls of
" tense vs,  tax is"" ) .  Bu€ for  the h ls lor lca l  per fect  and the

Aollst the text makes ful1 use of the syntbetlc substantiva!

and adjectlval fofns. This ls to say that the shllt to the ana_

lytic forns was farlher advanced atth the-focal foms lhan 1t was witil

the transPosltlonat fornts.

There is another phenohenon to be consideled that is also aPt

to leaal to a confllct of rnolphology and functioD. A glven ver:bal

fon, norphologtcally defined, nay serve diffetent functiols

in (d iach!onical Iy .  geographlcal ly ,  socia l ly)  d i i ferent  id ionts,

in general, or in certain co-textual sltuations only. we neet

wi th th ls ,  e,9. ,  in  j ' . f  sg, . f  whlch conveyed or ig inal ly  the

plogresstve aspect  (see Velnus 1984,  esP,-208;  id . ,CoPenhaqen

Pape!  S 3.2.4) .  Examples can be quoled which do not  have "aor ls t " ,

but  la ther  "p logressive"  neanlrg.  In  thts  1s suPPolced

by J, . t  4r  sdr  in  a para l le l  or  var lant  text  (see Ve! .us;  G 5

453,  esp.  p.  3857).  s i rd lar ly ,  t ransposi t iora l  Aor is t  Jorms l ike,

e.g. r  ' inper fect lve"  pal t ic ip les,  nay have "progressive"  nean-

iDg. ' -  In  the fot lo{ ing,  sohe assumed funct ionaf  Ehi f ts  of  forns

{ lendeled by the obl ique bql ts)  are d lsp layed in a Fketchy waJ.
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CqPttc

sg , . f  ( ie* f . ! )  rsd . la f )

( ? l

(? )

Language changes contlnually in aII lts features. ( bat we ale

used to calf "Middle EgyptiaD" i6 in fact a nuhber of dlffereDE

stages of this process, or rathe. an amatgan of sevelal of then. )

Every iniliv.ldual chdge has coDsequaces Jor the whole 6ysteh

of  the language,  causlng minule changes in other  categor ies,

The "clause of cirsumstance" has becohe a norphologtcal reati-

ty by and by, this process being acconpllshed in LEsn. only,

until tltenr nole forns r{eEe shareal 1n haln senlences and 1n

cl rcuhsta l t la l  uses thar  were not .  or lg inal lyr  both categol les

must have been one anal the sane. as far as morphotogy ts co.-

cerned.  ( I t  ls  my st rong bel le f  that  the "c l lc lnstant la ln sdh. f

ls plinarlly not quallfled by a syntactic funcrion las an ad-

verblal fornl . but rather by its tense a.d aspect iplobably
a progresslve lor tn o l ig inal ty .  i t  developed ao!1st  chalacter l . )

It was ln approxlFately the sane Perlod that j, tended to

becone obligatoly in maln seDterces, lts absence becontng a

matk ot the clause of circu'nstance. There can be no doubt that

both developnents are closety comected.

cD (srar. ) ------t oP

,  Ed-n . r  ( "c t !c . ,  , l !  sd '

ht 34n + nr Edh

n j j t + n j j t

sd , . f  (p rose . ) -=  sd_d. t  - - - - - - - ->  {s -d t . f }  -€ ' l€_

sdn'.I 
- 

r sdn + jv.I t s.tn N-\- + lnr.
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NOTES

ct, salzt.se! 1976. 217.

AE the Etn sentence dd/o! c1!c@st'nt1s1 passlve "sdt(t).f, is not

u8€d vlth plondt al subj€ct {cf. sestenatotf 19531 29). this tem 1.

Ir 16 a66red rhar Jr Edr-f 1E a e!€ we14t of Jr.f sar.f, th13 being

On th ts  te !o '  c f .  sa lz lnger  1976 '  2 i1 -239.

Th€ fdlnlne Elngular 'otus rc qlven,

cf. 411e. I9ea SS 490-494.

c f .  sa tz l rge !  1934,  14?-148 {4 .3 .2 ) .

c f .  op .c1 t . ,  141-143 (4 .1 .2 .2 ) .

Thi oP is obvtously a elenot of the PelfecL. lepleserting ,hat ls

hele labellea tIE 'Eed1@ wolce", iD opposition io both acttwe anat !ass-

1ve. (Both the actlve vs. nedlu dat ltE pass!re vs. bedlM oplEsitions

of the P€lfect ar€ n6utralized 1n the trdspositionE las they de arso

ln th€ negative stat@ntsl.) 3ut the oP ten& ro have anotle! para-

dlgmtj,c foctlon, vlz. h the Progresslve, where it trtnishes a static

folb vhtch ls 1n oppositlon to che dynaoic one' ju-t ht sdt. Ihls tE

clealry risi,bre h the malytic rtj and 'T constluclions rcnttoned

A.  w, t .  nn t t ) ,  w( tJ . !  aLe " inper fecL ik "  {=  Aor is t )  foms '  lne  pe !_

ttnent constlucttons cd be ualelst@d as converslonE !o Aorlst of

,tJ conEtiuctions. It nust b€ bohe ln !t!d that the."aolist charac-

te!, !,ostulated hele for the MEgn. aollEt foE5, i5 not shared by au

oEqn. dd l.cqtr. 1d1on5. also cf. b€1@, Htth note 2s.

c f .  Po lo tsky  1976,  39  (3 .e .9 ) ;  ln  pF q losses .  G p .  250,1  (BD f?  =

u lk  v  s3 , I -2 ) r  f i  S  399-3 . .c  (psn l th  22) .

satzlnqe! 19S4, 129: e*. L3-16.
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c  p .  314,6r  w S 399.3 .€  ( ! ,E  e ls  786) r  c f .  E  S 650.3  (ca t ro  67573) .

satztrsei 1944, 129-I3o: exx. la, 19.

c  p ,  254,5 .6  ( ln  bo th  cases  , t j  t r  .  sar ) .

c S 329. - In lbe dlscuEElon tt ras clahed tnat the dependent pro-

noNs ale usetl ln thls constluction. Altbouqh c S 44.2 naintalhs this

losltlon, G S 223 camot evoid !o obselve tnat afte! rtt ehe suffixes

2nat dd 3!d slng. n. ale pretelle.t to the depetdelt plonouns". Apalt

flon the two cases !o!ed G p. 167, loa.ll, nele too the
' 'E ixed pa laa iqo"  (sa tz inge!  !9a4,  134.  151 [5 .3 ] )  r j .  . , k .  . t ,  e tc . ,

as  a fLer  n f j  anat  Ehe pe l fpcL  * -  sdoe js  L 'ue

of the equivarenr ar ntt, riz. nt: @t vj f-\w c p. 2s2,4 (r,o!vre

c  l o ) r  d r  o f , r  ' p "  
c r  r  t r t "  ( 8  6 c ,  e r c - ) r  d .  r r - s  ,  . , r ,  i b .

(B3Bo) r  and 6ee E 5  1o2o.

15  Satz inge!  1934,  13o:  e rx .  20 ,  21r  westendor f  r953t  11  12 .22 .451.

16  sa tzhser  f9A4r  134:  exx .  42 ,  43 .

\7  E .q , ,  in  pw g loss :  f l  S  r69 .3 .a  (psDi th  23  (c ) ) .

!8  f l  S  l?oa ( !Ebe!s  9 t r  pss leh  14  [6 ,  1o ] ) r  c f .  E  S 6so.2 .

Aihittedlt, tne tea a,ttjorsart ts othe!{ise applied to distinctions

on the lexical feve!. lathe! than on the molphotogi.al one.

t11e e*pected f.m is a pioqresslv€ for conwerted to pas!, viz. m.f

it sdn. 8ut since pelt$enE clauEe€ ale eEbedded

llng to past tine, the convelsion .a b€ atisp€nsed witn. See above.

see above to! lefelences.

Althouqh I an not able to fulnish lefelences for the forns hdked by

d asterisk, any one of then nay be cori€ct.

sa l z l nqe r  193 ! ,  13o :  ex .  26 .

P. Vernus roufd exptain thiE floh a diftelent vier loint, cf. his

CoPenhaq€n !ape!, 3.3.3: the ,-forb ls ..coDplj ,or-exterslf (ehtch

tould approxtMtely colrespolat to "pelfective non-dulative"). it is

approlllale for o evelr 'hose lesulr 1s disregalded tn rhe conrex!;

the OPlsa.dotp]i extersifr approprtate fo! the oplosice case. Accold-

lng]y, the disclininatlnq elenent rould no! be thF syntheti. (lelatiwe

fom) ws. the analyclc (oP) chalacee!, but lathe! ,-fom vs. oP-
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I tak€ the occaglon to laark oD vehusr staterenl that the v€lbg of

mtlon ale of "t.cept!v€" aktiorsalti shlch ls codlletely blEtaken,

Mostverbsof rctloh ale lathe! lesultatlve {in l,!gn.r the only non-

lesultatlve velb of rctton ls gnj, cf. satcinger !9?6 2.3.3.5). $ris

lE why the fom applopllate fo! th@ 1, the lelfect

lloglesstve, on the othe! hana, a foF ls neealed that coutelacts

thege a].c-idsalt !!ope!!tes. ID

as occurltng plesently, aDy lesult !s left our of consialeiatlon. This

is exactly tbe raitu il'etre fo! th€ hglesslve, conplene.talt fon of

the ?logresglve: tE jjt rculat be resultative (anal is actually so 1n

Llgn.r see o!. clt,, 139): co;tng, lncludlng alllval� D jjt; hdever.

ex!,leEaeB dulatlve actlon: coEtng .ilonqr llfespective of a consequert

A pltlnent pheroEeron is tne "coDverElon to aoris!", as i. @rt ts.tj
" rho  is  la tsed"  psr i th  !4  {6 ,10) ,  as  co4,a !ed  Eo n t t  t s . r j  rb .  12

(5,19). In cT VII 3&!b. the mn wridts have uother Aortst fo!b,

jw. .!n-t, 1n the 'rj vdrdts slbstltute J'.f + oP

fo! this: j! s nb tu n Ensv.f, jvct|,f n anse 2h,+j (!2L, B3!), but

jr s nb ntj n ins,,E, jv,f -nh 
n ansv d1ftj (Blc, 828., B6c). Fo. i,.f

+ op substitutlns {E j*(.f) sdn.t oi cettaro tetl., see velnus 1984,

h tElri.ular P. 2Io, n6re 6t.
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