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ABSTRACT

In the present paper, we focus attention on the realization of the morphosyntactic Case category:
Locative, and the Number (and Gender) category: Collective within the nominal and the pronominal
paradigms and we examine their distinctive syntactic distribution in some special contexts and domains
(e.g. Locative in connection with prepositional constructions, cf. Fykias 1997, 2003) in the course of
the history of the Greek language, as well as some distinctive morphological and semantic properties
(in the case of Collective). On the basis of widely accepted criteria, it is argued in favor of including
these categories to the inventory of morphosyntactic categories of certain phases of Ancient and
Modern Greek.

1. Introduction

From a purely typological point of view, Case distinctions such as Locative and Comitative, and
Number distinctions like Collective, are far from unusual in a wide spectrum of languages. On the other
hand, the conditions necessary for unanimously recognizing these morphosyntactic distinctions as a
genuine part of the inventory of basic grammatical categories of a particular language seem to involve
a) the grammatical tradition of the language involved (i.e. whether these distinctions have been
established as grammatical categories in influential monumental accounts), and b) their morphological
representation: one of the most prominent criteria seems to be whether the respective categories are
realized — in a maximally distinctive fashion — (e.g. as specialized affixes) within the nominal
paradigm.

In most standard analyses of Modern Greek, the categories mentioned above have not received
special attention. One of the reasons for their exclusion from the set of basic grammatical categories is
probably the fact that they are not overtly morphologically realized (as distinctive endings) within the
nominal paradigm of Modern Greek (in the strict sense of the term), although there is ample evidence
for the existence of those distinctions in Early Ancient Greek as well as in some Ancient Greek dialects
(cf. Luraghi 2003, Seiler 1959), provided that we are ready to operate with standard heuristic
procedures used by descriptive linguistics.

1.1 Locative and Instrumental in Archaic Greek

Within the framework of historical comparative Indo-European linguistics, the communis opinio
purports that a limited number of forms attested in Classical Greek documents (as in 1 and 2 below)
represent genuine instances of continuation of Indo-European Locative case.

(1) Attic oike (Dat.): oikot (Loc. “at home™)

The two forms in (1a) are both morphologically and semantically clearly distinct. The locative

formatives also occur mainly in association with some place names (e.g. ToOpoi “on the Isthmos”).

(2) Relics of earlier (paradigmatic) locative forms ending in -ot and - & (nol “where”, éxel
“there”), or respectively instrumental forms ending in -o, -4, -fj (oUtw¢ “so0”, AaBpa “in secret”, mTavTn
“everywhere” ). The form ending in -® also occurs in adverbs that are canonically derived from

In Z. Gavriilidou, A. Efthymiou, E. Thomadaki & P. Kambakis-Vougiouklis (eds), 2012,
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adjectives with the addition of -¢, compare xaxd¢ “badly” (cf. Wackernagel 2009: 371, Lorentzatos
1989, 34-39, Bartonek 2003: 151).

(3) This interpretation has been corroborated by the evidence adduced in connection with the
discovery of Mycenaean Linear B tablets. In the Linear B documents, there were identified some
dozens of lexical items with the ending -pi, that corresponds to the Homeric -¢t. In the Mycenaean,
however, this ending has a far more unambiguous function than -t in Homer. It occurs only as plural
ending and has an instrumental meaning. (vs. g1 “with force”)

(4) It has been standardly assumed that the case system in Mycenaean Greek consisted of 6
paradigmatic cases (Nom., Gen., Dat.-Loc., Acc., Voc., Instr.-Abl.). This pertains to masculine and
feminine nouns in singular (cf. Barton¢k 2003: 160f). Syncretism of dative, locative and instrumental
in Ancient Greek is clearly visible from morphology: the endings of the dative case in the various
inflectional classes correspond to different endings of all three cases in the other Indo-European
languages. The three cases did not merge at the same time: the earliest Greek texts, the Mycenaean
tablets (about 1150 BCE), provide evidence for a stage at which the dative and the locative had already
merged, but the instrumental was still distinct. (Bartonek 2003: 161-2, Hajnal 2006: 58-62). Later in
the history of Greek (i.e. in the historical periods of Classical Greek and Hellenistic Greek) we could
claim that there no forms of locative and instrumental attested. But at some point in the stage of
Modern Greek we can show that there is a revival of the locative along with some cases.

A key to understanding this development is capturing some parallel developments in the
grammatical system which led to a dramatic reorganization in the domain of pronominals. A
grammatical phenomenon that has repeatedly been observed in the history of a great number of
languages is the remodeling of the nominal system under the influence of the pronominal system and
vice versa. This diachronic process has been documented in the history of many Indo-European
languages, among which Greek takes a prominent position, both because of its long history and its
documentation (at least as far as some important periods are concerned). The morphological dimension
of this issue has received much attention in historical and theoretical linguistic studies. The evolution
of both nominal and pronominal endings and the development of a separate set of clitic pronouns with
distinctive properties belong to the well studied aspects of this issue (Dressler 1966, Seiler 1958).
Dressler 1966: 39f offers a diagram outlining the reshaping of the system of personal pronouns of
Greek in three successive periods.

(5) distinction full noun-accented pronoun- clitic pronoun
Classical Greek

1P. 2.P. 3.P.

stressed unstressed  stressed unstressed stressed unstressed

&Yd -- oL -- avTog, -0, --

£nod pov coD GOV avtod, fg avtod, fig
époi pot ool oot avTd®, 1 avT®, f

EUE e oé o€ avTov, -0,-MV avToV, -0,-MV
NUETS -- VUEG - avtol, -4, oi --

Nuev fpov VUdV  Vpov a0tV avT®dV

UiV Auv ouiv D avToic, -0ic adToic, -oig
MUGC Auog oudic  duag aOTovC, -G, -6C  oMTOVG, -0, -0

B. Imperial Greek

Yo -- €00 -- avTog, -0, --

£1od pov €6od ooV avtod, fg TOV, NG
EUEV e éoév  o¢ avTov, -0,-MV 1OV, TO, TNV
EUElg -- goglc - avtol, -4, oi --

UMV oV €00V cOV abT®V TV

€ULAG oG éolc  oog adTovG, -4, -GG TOLG, 10, TEG
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C. Modern Greek

gy®m -- €0V - TG, -0, N -
guéva Lov €0€va. GOV oTov, NG TOL, NG
He og avtov, -6, NV TOV, TO, TNV
gpeic-- eoglg - owrol, -4, -§¢, --
EUAG [Log €00G  ©0G aVTOV TOVG

oVTOVG, -4, -£G TOVG, T, TIC/TEG

1.2 The case distinctions of Modern Greek

In this paper, we will set out to pinpoint at some rather neglected aspects of the purely syntactic
behaviour of tonic and clitic pronouns. Focussing on their case behaviour in connection with
prepositions and adverbs, we compare the system of cases of Modern Greek (MG) with the case
system of Ancient Greek (Classical and Hellenistic). Our working hypothesis is that the case system of
clitic pronouns began to develop independently from the case system of lexical nouns and tonic
pronouns at some very crucial points at some point after the first centuries A.D. One of the crucial
parameters seems to involve the distinction: structural vs. oblique case (stated in moderately
descriptive terms).

In Fykias 1995, 1997, there was presented some evidence supporting the existence of Locative and
Comitative as independent abstract cases of MG in the context of complex PPs with locative or
comitative meaning. Those cases are not commonly assumed to constitute a natural part of the case
system of MG, partly because they are difficult to detect, since they are not canonically realized as
morphological cases in nouns and in tonic pronouns. Their distribution is strictly limited to clitic
pronouns in morphological Genitive in the aforementioned contexts. Nevertheless, specific semantic
and distributional properties (see 6-9 below) clearly distinguish the cases instantiated in clitics in these
special contexts (e.g. mave tov, pali tov) from the homonymous Possessive Genitive (e.g. o Piiio
TOV).

(6) a. mévew Tovg

b. uali rovg

C.  evavrtiov Tovg

(7) a. * mévo TV ontiov
b. *uali tov mudidv

C.  evovtiov TV ToudidV

upon them

together with them
against them

upon the houses GEN
together the children GEN
against the children GEN

(8) a. * mévm TOVG TOV CTITUOV upon them GEN the houses GEN

b. *uadi rovg tov TSV together them GEN the children GEN
c.  (?evavtiov Tovg TV TOUSUDY against them GEN the children GEN
d.  *uadi rovg pe to ToudIG together them GEN with the children ACC
e.  gvavtiov Tov Tov [dvvn against him GEN the Jannis GEN
(9) a.to omitt Tov 'dvvn the house the Jannis GEN
b. 7o omiti To0 the house him GEN

C. (?)to onitt Tov Tov Tdvvn the house him GEN the Jannis GEN
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The special semantic or thematic properties of the prepositional constructions are the relevant
factor, as far as case behavior or even the mere availability of the clitic are concerned. In Fykias 1997 it
was shown, that there are crucial grammaticality differences distinguishing combinations involving
instances of the same preposition depending on whether this lexical item has the genuine locative
reading or not, as illustrated in sequences like the following in (10):

(10a) *awto givon to GpbHpo/Bipa Tov N kabnyHTpe kave pa StGAeEN TAV® TOV
This is the article/topic that the professor held a lecture on it

(10bi) * autd givar To apbpo/ PiPAio mov N Mapia Eypoye pio KpLTiky Tave Tov
this is the article/ book that the Maria wrote a review on it
(theme reading)

(10bii) avto givar o PPrio mov mave Tov N Mapia Eypoaye pia KprTik)/onpeioon
this is the book that the Maria wrote a review/note on it
('locative reading)

The ndve + Clitice, combination is possible only under a strict locative reading of wdave (7bii).
There seems to be a close connection between the presence of what can be interpreted as a genuine
locative feature in wdvw, and the possibility to obtain the sequence ndve + Cliticg,. This fact could not
be explained, if a general nominal genitive feature were responsible for the case of the clitic. The
hypothesis, that the locative nature of the construction is the decisive factor, receives additional
support, if we apply standard substitution tests such as the Question-Answer test by employing the
specifically locative mob - wh-question, as in (11).

(12) oV TAvVe £ypaye 1 Mapia puo kprTikn;
navo oto Pifiio (only locative reading possible)

whvo og T Eypaye 1 Mopio o KpiTikn;
nave oto Pifiio (both readings are possible)

As soon as a locative interpretation is secured, the P + Clitic combination becomes possible.
Under consideration of all those facts, one can arrive at a general comprehensive typology of MG
prepositions and preposition-like elements which can be subsumed under (9):

(12) General typology of MG Prepositions

Type | Prepositions are prepositions co-occurring either with a full ‘nominal phrase’ or with a
“tonic pronoun” realized as morphological accusative but not with clitics. We can divide Type |
Prepositions into the following subtypes:

Type la: o¢ (in, at, to), and (from), pe (with), yio (for)

Type Ib: (privative) yopig (without), diywc (without), éwc / wc (up to), uéxpt (up to), icape
(up to), (concessive) mapd (despite, inspite of), katd (according to)

Type Ic: (temporal) peté (after), mpw (before), exni (during), xatd (during), xatd (at about)

Type Il Prepositions are prepositions co-occurring either with a Prepositional Phrase headed by
some Type la prepositions (like og, and and ue), which take a full nominal phrase or a tonic pronoun in
morphological Accusative as a complement, or with a Clitic Pronoun morphologically realized as
Genitive (e.g. tov, w7¢ in a combination like pali tov (with him or accompanying him)). This prima
facie exotic alternation is their trade mark, as it were.

Type Il a. Locative: (g)mave (upon, on), kétw (under), pmpootd /epmpdg (in front of), wicw
(behind), péoa (in, inside), é€m (outside, beyond), avaueca (between), dimha (beside), midn kovtd
(near), poaxpud (far away from)

Type Il b.

Comitative: poCi (together with)

Type Il c. or rather Type IV

Temporal: (+ axé apo) votepa, Enerta, petd (after), mpwv (before)

Manner: copupova pE, avarloya pe

Type Il Prepositions co-occurring either with a full nominal phrase realized as morphological
Genitive or a Clitic pronoun also realized as Genitive (e.g. evavtiov tov ITétpov (against Petros-GEN)
and also evavtiov tov). Apart from evavtiov, evdmiov, there are less clear cases like xatd (against),
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vrép (in favour of), peta&d (among, between), s€artiag (because of), eig Bapog, katd ™ Sibpreia
(during).

In Fykias 2003: 656, there was adduced distributional evidence for an additional abstract case,
namely Oblique Accusative in the context of prepositions assigning morphological Accusative like cs,
and but also ywpic. The distribution of Oblique Accusative is restricted to tonic pronouns and lexical
nouns.

So the essentials of the analysis proposed can be subsumed as (13a) and (13b):

Assumptions:

(13a) Clitic pronouns cannot manifest all abstract cases available in Modern Greek.

(13b) Lexical nouns and tonic pronouns cannot manifest all abstract cases available in Modern Greek.

Table (14) illustrates a tentative sketch of the system of abstract cases in MG as well as their
distribution depending on the exact nature of the nominal categories that they are associated with. It is
conceived of as an answer to the question of whether the abstract cases under consideration are
available or not.

(14)
Lexical nouns & tonic pronouns Clitic pronouns

Structural accusative: yes yes
Obligue accusative: yes no
Dative: yes yes
Possessive: yes yes
Partitive: no yes
Locative: no yes
Comitative: no yes

The context of Oblique Accusative
(15)a. mfya pe tov Iévvn

(15)b. *mAya pe tov

(16)a. mAyo yopic tov v
(16)b. *mnya ywpig Tov

(17) a. petd (amd) tov I'dvwvn
(17) b. *uetd tov

(A7)c.  petd *(omd) avtdv

There has been no convincing explanation of the fact that the configuration: (morphological)
Accusative “assigning” preposition + accusative clitic pronoun is simply not available in MG. The
analyses suggested so far fail to account for the fact that the same generalization applies to type Ib and
type Ic prepositions as well (see 12). A *clitic-clitic filter account cannot be the right answer for
configurations involving stressed type 1b prepositions like puéypy, ywpic, (the trisyllabic!) iooue, éwg. On
the other hand, there is ample evidence that the *clitic- clitic filter solution is a far too powerful
explanation, as the acceptability of examples like (18) below, involving type Il and type IlI
prepositions clearly suggests.

(18) 0éete Tov KOQE 1é M xwpic Lhyapn;
do you like the coffee with or without sugar?

2. Locating diachronic changes and variation

As mentioned above, reliable morphological evidence shows that the case system of clitic pronouns
has developed independently from the case system of lexical nouns. The crucial parameter seems to
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involve the distinction structural vs. oblique case, and this distinction enables us to capture significant
descriptive generalizations on structural and oblique abstract cases both in the synchrony and in the
diachrony of Greek.

Examples with locative quasi prepositional items of New Testament (NT) Greek like éndvo,
“upon”, omicow “behind” and évodmiov “in the sight of” that are still present in MG (in the case of
gvomov in a more formal/learned register of MG) and illustrate that, in NT Greek, there was no
asymmetry between clitic pronouns on the one hand and lexical nouns and tonic pronouns on the other,
as far as case distribution is concerned. Remarkably, we are in the fortunate position to compare the
behaviour of the same lexical items in the course of their history and development. Nevertheless, there
is a methodological limitation in connection with the second part of the syntagma preposition +
pronominal: Only in the case of the 1% person singular we can clearly distinguish between tonic
pronouns and clitics (in particular éuo® vs. pov, éuoi vs. pot, and éué vs. ue ), as far as AG pronominal
data are involved, cf. the following examples (19)

(19a) dniow + full lexical noun in morphological genitive
(i) 1Ti 5:15 1{dn yap tveg é€etpamnoay driow 0D Zotava.
“For some (widows) have already turned away to follow Satan. (lit. behind Satan)”

(if) 2Pe 2:10 pdhota 8¢ ToVG dmiow copkog év EmBVUIQ PAGHOD TOPEVOUEVOLG
“especially those who satisfy their flesh (lit. the ones behind the flesh) by indulging in its
passions”

(19b) ériow + tonic pronoun in morphological genitive

(19c¢) dniow + clitic pronoun in morphological genitive

(i) Mat 3:11 6 0¢ driow pov EpyoOUEVOG ioyLPOTEPHC LoV £0TiV,
“ but the one who is coming after me is stronger than I am,”

(if) Mat 4:19 Aedte driow pov, Kol TOMo® VUAG GAEElG AvOpdOT@V.
“Come after Me, and | will make you fishers of people.”

(20) a. érave + full lexical noun in morphological genitive

Mat 5:14 0¥ dOvartar ToOAMG kpvfijval éravw dpovg Keyévn
“A city located on a hill can't be hidden”

b . éxdve + tonic pronoun in morphological genitive
Mat 21:7 kai énébnkav En” aOTdV T ipdTio, Kol Enekddioey éravm avTdv.
“and did put on them their garments, and set him upon them”

Mat 23:18 6 8™ Gv dpdon &v 1 dDPW 1@ éravew abTod OPEIAEL:
but whoever may swear by the gift that is upon it--is debtor!

Cc. émavw+ clitic pronoun in morphological genitive

LXX 2Sa 1:9 X101 01 émavw pov kai OovaT@odv e,
“Stand, | pray thee, beside me, and slay me”

In sharp contrast to the MG-pattern in (15-17 above) there is a remarkable parallelism between (21)
to the pattern possessive constructions canonically instantiate. Finally, there are prepositions like
gvadmiov or évavriov Which have preserved the same pattern (but at least in the case of évavriov they
have changed their meaning) to our times and which essentially behave like a lexical noun cooccurring
with possessive genitive.

(21)

Luc 1:15. €oton yap péyog évomov Kopiov,

For he shall be great in the sight of the Lord

Luc 1:17 xoi a0TOc TPOEAEVGETAL EVAOTIOV 0DTOD €V TVEDUOTL KOi SUVAHEL

And he shall go before him in the spirit and power

The following sequences in Mat 3:14 and Luc 1:43 are especially interesting, since they represent
some of the very rare known cases of the combination P + accusative Clitic in the history of Greek.
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(22)
Mat 3:14 oL €pym TPOGS Ue;
comest thou to me (Cliticacc )?

Luc 1:34 ginev 8& MopiiiL mpog 1ov dyyslov
Then said Mary unto the angel
Luc 1.43 tva EAON 1 N p TOD KLPIOL POV ZPOG EuE;
that the mother of my Lord should come to me(tonic pronounacc )?

3. Collective as a morphological and syntactic category of Ancient and Modern
Greek

3.1 Ancient Greek

Every student of Ancient Greek is familiar with a rather exotic phenomenon of the Attic dialect, the so-
called ta {@a tpéyer-rule (‘the animals are running’), which is very often analyzed in standard grammars
as in Smyth 1956: “A neuter plural subject is regarded as a collective and has its verb in the singular:
Koo v T0 c@dya ‘the sacrifices were propitious’ Xen. A. 4.3.19.” with the additional remark: “The
neuter plural seems to have been originally in part identical in form with the feminine singular in a, and
to have had a collective meaning”. This agreement pattern: subject (neuter plural) + verb (third person
singular), was eventually lost. In most of the dialects we have no traces of this pattern. It is preserved
most faithfully in Attic Greek, though in the Attic based Koine, it begins to decline, with the result that
in the NT and early Christian literature there is considerable variation in its use. Thanks to the progress
of Indo-European comparative linguistics it soon became evident, that this usage is not a Greek
innovation, since it systematically occurs in Vedic, Avestan and Hittite as well. It is inherited and it
reflects the fact that the plural of the neuter does not have the same meaning as the plural of masculine
and feminine. Especially important, is Johannes Schmidt’s (1889) thesis in his treatise on the plural
forms of neuters in Indo-European, regarding the primary relatedness of the neuter plural with certain
singular collectives of feminine gender. Wackernagel also adduces a typological argument from
languages which make a formal distinction between words for animate and inanimate objects (in
Mexicano, for example), only the animate nouns have a plural. (cf. Wackernagel 2009: 136ff). Apart
from this most salient rather syntactic feature® of collective nouns, it can be shown that they have
further traits that are characteristic of this kind of constructions. Among the collective items, we often
meet nouns with two plurals like in Hittite (alpas ‘cloud’ alpes ‘clouds’ alpa ‘cloud-mass’) and even in
Latin (locus ‘place’ loci*places’ loca ‘places’ (Latin / Umbrian Latin uir ‘man’ Latin uirimen’
Umbrian uiro ‘people’(cf. Clackson 2007 :102 ). This fact can be illustrated in connection with Greek
by means of the following examples:

Nouns with two plurals (cf. Meier-Briigger 2006:116).

Nominative singular Nominative plural Collective plural

dotnp ‘star’ dotépeg dorpo.

0eouog oeaol oeayid,

ioc ol ia

rxéAevBog kéAevBor KéAevba

xbrlog ‘wheel, circle’ kOKlo1 ‘circles’ xoxAa ‘set of wheels’ (of a chariot)
unpog ‘thigh’ unpoi ‘thigh-pieces’ uijpa ‘agglomeration of thigh-meat’
olko¢ olkol oixo-oe

oito¢ oito.

Taprapog Taprapa

myc. ka-po=karpos myc. ka-pa=kdrpa

myc. 0-no myc. 0-na

Ler Wackernagel 2009: 139: “The tendency to treat singular nouns with plural meaning as plurals, despite
their form, and when, e.g.,they are in subject position, to put their verb in the plural (even though this topic really
belongs under grammatical agreement). In Greek there are examples already in Homer” and in other poets guided
by a ‘constructio kaza ovveorv’ principle. Some of the dialects attest in ordinary speech a regular preference for the
usage, e.g. Cretan, nélig, orpatdg (‘city', ‘army’) regularly taking a plural verb.
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The interpretation of the significance of the original distribution is not always possible. But it
appears that what we have called the -h, plural has more of a collective meaning, and the regular plural
has a more distributive meaning; the contrast between these two formations is lexically restricted.
Furthermore, it is not difficult to fit a distributive or collective meaning to a certain form according to
context, particularly in the case of languages where we only have a restricted corpus (cf. Clackson 2007
:102)

3.2 Collectives in Modern Greek

Is there any justification for assuming collective as a morphosyntactic category: for Modern Greek? If
we are ready to categorize as collective constructions that do not fulfill all the criteria but most of the
criteria, then we are faced with an interesting situation in Modern Greek. The criterion that is definitely
not met is the agreement pattern: subject (preferably neuter plural) + verb (third person singular). For
some potential candidates see 22-25 below:

(23)

Nouns occurring only in plural or mainly in a plural form (cf. Triantafyllidis 1991: 224). A great
number of common nouns with intrinsically collective meaning: Bagticwo (baptism ceremony), yévio
(beard), yepapata (old age), evvidnuepa (novena, memorial service held 9 days after a person’s death),
kohavta ((Christmas) carols), Avtpa (ransom), pecdavuyto (midnight), petpntd (cash), moAopdkio
(clapping, applause), mapaxdiio (entreaties), mapaokivio. (wings backstage), mebepuca (in-laws),
np6Ovpa (threshold, verge), mpowid (dowry), péoto (change), taptapa, tpeydpata (running about,
hectic time), yopetiopata (greetings), yapdpota (dawn, daybreak), yewpoxpotiupoze (clapping,
applause) etc.

(24) Words that also belong to this category are a) collective mass nouns par excellence like: aonuiké
(silverware), Copapwucé (pastry), oOompio (legumes, pulses), moviepwcd (poultry), yoptopikd
(vegetables); b) Words that denote objects which are dual or complex by nature (to yvaiid, ta Kidiwa )
or dvandva compounds like: aurehoydpagpa (fields and vineyards), ywdonpoBoza (sheep and goats) ,
yovaukomouda (women and children) etc.; ¢) Some nominalized adjectives like: yuia (small change),
pnyxa (shallows), Ta owovopukd (the economic financial situation), and items meaning denoting reward
for some work or task: kopiotpa (fare, transportation charges), acpdiiotpa (insurance rate); d) Words
denoting a language, like: appavitka, elMnvicd, kvéCika etc., cf. Triantafyllidis 1991: 224-5.

(25) Triantafyllidis 1991: 225: a) Names of holidays: Xpiotovyevva,(Christmas), KovAovpa (Shrove
Day feast); b) toponyms?®: Séppeg, Enétoeg, Ovpdhia etc; The name of some cities or towns that is
usually a singular may also occur in a plural form: A6fvo - ABfvec, Ofpo - ONPec.

(26) Nouns with double declension/two plurals:

a) With change of gender in plural: o tAovtog-ta mhovtn (wealth), o cavog — ta cava (hay fodder), o
taptapog underworld — ta téprapa (the bowels of the earth). The noun vidt has as plural the form ta
viaza (that do not have a singular form).

b) With a double gender in plural (the two forms of plural sometimes differ in meaning, cf. Meier-
Briigger 2006: 116 on Mycenaean ka-pa), namely a plural form in distributive function and a plural
form (neuter) in collective function:

0 Barog ot Bator — ta Pato bramble

0 Bpdyoc ot Bpdyor — to. Bpdryio rock

0 deopdg ot deopoi, bond and with an abstract meaning, decpoi eihiag — ta. deoud

0 YKPEUVOG Ol YKpevoi — T, ykpepva precipice (Triantafyllidis 1991: 257)

0 Komvog ot kamvoi (smoke) — 1o, kamva, tobacco

0 hopog ot Aopoi — ta Aawpd for the surface of the neck or the throat and usually for a neck/throat
sickness

0 A0yog ot Adyolr — ta Adya (genitive tov Aoywv)

0 vaviog ot vaviot fare) — ta vavia expenses

2 Symeonides 1992: 59 remarks in connection with toponyms based on Greek loans in the language of Albanian
speaking Greeks who alot the diminutive suffix —za a new collective meaning, e.g. Bapki-Ca, Behavidé-Lo.

3 Toponyms in PI. like ®1Beg occur (mainly) in oblique cases: tov IMotpodv, Tov ABnvav, *ot ABrveg, *ot TIdtpeg
(older forms: A6nvar, Tdtpon).
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The difference reflects a difference in point of view: the singular stresses the nonpersonal collectivity
of the group, and the plural stresses the personal individuality within the group.

As a last collective subcategory, it is interesting to note that in MG collective in connection with
pronominal categories is also expressed as neuter plural.

(27)  To 0k Oro
I want all things
| want everything

4. Final remarks

Wackernagel (2009: 138) remarks in connection with collective on the possibility for several
morphosyntactic constructions and phenomena to recur in the course of the history of a language. “In a
sense, the Romance languages regressed to an ancient state of affairs when feminine singulars evolved
out of Latin neuter plurals, as in la voile (‘sail’) from Lat. uela, or la joie (‘joy’) from Lat. gaudia”. In the
same vein, Kurytowicz (1964, preface) claims “Such shifts as as iterative>durative ...adverb> ‘concrete
case”>grammatical case, collective>plural ... recur constantly and independently in all languages. They
represent diachronic universals and must be somehow enrooted, directly or indirectly, in the elementary
speech situation.” We are convinced that this possibility of regressing can be utilized in connection with Cases. We
believe to have shown that Locative Case in the course of the history of Greek followed a life cycle of a kind, as
suggested by Blake 2004 :161f ., who notes that “there are some languages, including the Indo-Iranian branch
of Indo-European, where the development of ‘new’ case markers is attested”. By about 1150 BCE the
dative and the locative had already merged, but the instrumental was still distinct. (Bartonek 2003: 161-
2, Hajnal 2006: 58-62). In the historical periods of Classical Greek and Hellenistic Greek there no
forms of locative and instrumental attested. But at some point in the stage of MG, there was a revival of
the locative in connection with clitic pronouns in the restricted domain of locative prepositional
expressions.
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