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K IMPOUCXOKACHHUIO JIATUHCKOT'O I'CPYHANBA
Unvsa HAxybosuu

1. ®yHKUNH repyHausi ¥ repyHAUBa B KJIACCHYECKOM JIATHIHHU.
1.1 Tepynawmii (rmaroiapbHOE UM, HE yIOTPEOIIETCS B HOMUHATHBE)

Ars amandi est difficilis. The art of loving is difficult.

Puellae studiosae sunt amando. Girls are eager for loving.

Puer vivit puellas basiandi causa. The boy lives for the sake of Kissing girls.
Amor crescit amando. Love grows by loving.

1.2 'epynauB (macCUBHOE MPUYACTHE JOJKEHCTBOBAHHS )

Fortis et laundandus vir est. He is a brave man and worthy to be praised.
Karthago delenda est! Carthage must be destroyed!

Puer amandus est puellae. The boy must be loved by the girl.

Puer vivit puellarum basiandarum causa The boy lives for the sake of kissing girls.

2. 'epynauB B ntanuiickux s3bikax (Conway 1897: 519, Risch 1984: 167).

OCK. tritbum upsannam deded ‘palaestram faciendam curavit’.
OCK. iuvilas sakrannas ‘imagines celebrandae (sunt)’
OcK. katel asaku pelsans futu ‘catulus apud aram sepeliendus esto’.

yMOp. popler arferener et okrer pihaner ‘populi lustrandi at acris piandi (causa)’

‘The Latin and Sabellic gerundives are obviously cognate; the usage of the Sabellic forms is exactly
the same as in Latin, and the suffixes -n(n)- (Sab.) and -nd- (Lat.) are in principle equatable. The
gerundive must therefore have been a creation of the Proto-Italic period. The antiquity of the gerund,
which is found only in Latin, is less clear’ (Jasanoff 2010).

3. IlonbIiTKAa 000CHOBATH IPEBHOCTH IePyHIMA

lerTpux cuuTaer ciydau, KOTJa TePYHAWBHI BHICTYNAIOT B (DYHKIMH TEPYHIUS apryMEHTOM B
MoJIb3y OOJIBIICH APEBHOCTH TEPYHIMUEB MO OTHOIICHUIO K TepyHIUBaM. B 4aCTHOCTH, OH yKa3bIBaeT
Ha KOHCTPYKIMIO ad capiendam fugam dto 00O3HA4aeT ‘st oOpaieHus B OErcTBo’, a HE ‘IS
OerctBa B KoTopoe ciemyer obOpatutbes’. Kpome toro, cormacHo ['ertpuxy, oOpa3oBaHue
TePYHJUBOB OT TJIArOJIbHBIX HMMEH SIBIISICTCS THUIIOJIOTHYECKH 00Jiee pacrnpoCTPaHEHHBIM, YeM
oOpaTHbIi mpomecc. [eTTpuX 3aKiIoYaeT, YTO TEePYHIMBBI 00s3aHBI CBOWUM CYIIECTBOBAHUEM
NaJEeKHOM aTTpakuuu, Hanp. signum dandum est ‘HE00XOAMMO MOJIATh 3HAK' BMECTO *signum dando
est To aHanoruu ¢ signum datum est ‘noxan 3Hak’ (Hettrich 1993). Jlannas rumore3a, oJHaKo, HE
BBIJICP)KUBACT KPUTHKH, TTOCKOJILKY KOHCTPYKIHS ad capiendam fugam SIBISICTCS YaCTHBIM CIIy4aeM
GuUryphl peuu, 3aKIIOYAMONICHCS B 3aMEHE CJIIOBOCOUCTAHUNW C UMCHAMHU JICHCTBHS aJIbEKTUBHBIMHU
CJIOBOCOYETAaHUSIMU B JIaThIHU. B wacTHOCTH, ab urbe condita, nOCIOBHO “OT OCHOBAaHHOTO ropoja”,
yIOTpeOsieTCS B 3HAYEHUHM ‘OT OCHOBaHHUS ropoja’. BMecTe ¢ TeM, HET HUKAKOrO COMHEHHUS, YTO
conditus SIBISICTCS STUMOJIOTUICCKUM IMPUIACTHEM, & HE OTTJIAr0JIbHBIM HMCHEM.
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4. Ilpoucxoxnenne repynaus (cp. Risch 1984).

Cragus 1: Puella vivit pueri basiandi causa
Cranus 2 (ammuncuc): Puella vivit basiandi causa
Cranus 3: (cuHTakcuueckas peuntepnperanus) Puella vivit puerum basiandi causa

[IpennoxeHHBIN ClieHApUN CBA3BIBACT OTPAHMUEHHOE paCHpe/elIeHue paclpeielieHHe TepyHAMs C
OTpaHUYCHHBIM pachpeiieliecHHeM KOHCTpYKuuu ab urbe condita. TlocnenHsisi He BCTpedaercss B
MO3UIUH TOJJICKAIIETO U CKa3yeMoro (conditus urbs He MOXKET 03HAYaTh ‘OCHOBAHHE ropoja’).

5. KBa3u-repyHauBsbl B XeTTckoM si3bike (cp. Hoffner and Melchert 2008: 256)

(1) KUB13.20i 11

kuis arha tarnummas=ma ERIN.MES-az
k10.NOM.SG npous ocBoboxaenue. GEN=xe Boricko.ABL
‘A KTO 10JI2KeH ObITh 0CBOOOXKAEH OT apMHH...

(2) KUB13.20i36

kuit=ma DI-sar sumel UL tarahhiiwas
kakoil. NOM.SG.N=xe 1s0x0a.NOM.SG BeL.GEN He mnpeogonenne. GEN
‘A xakoe (cyaeOHoOe) esio BaM He PelluTh. ..’

(3) KUB1.1711-2 ,
parsanauwas=kan USAGI-as uizzi
xoxaenue.Ha.koproukax. GEN=PTCL kpaBuuit. NOM.SG Bxoguts.3SG.PRS
‘BxoauTt kpaBuMil “X0K1eHUSA HA KOPTOYKAX”’
(= KOTOpPOMY T0JI0KEHO XOHTh HA KOPTOUKAX')’

(4) KBo4.10 obv.10

man=as harkannas=ma n=as haragdu
ecnn=0H.NOM.SG.C rubens.GEN=xe PTCL=o0n.NOM.SG.C rubnyrs.3SG.IMPV

‘Eciii OH 10JI2KeH yMepeThb, IIyCTb OH yMpET’

(4) KUBI1.1115
U-UL=war=as TI-anna|s]
He=QUOT=01.NOM.SG.C #u3Hb.GEN
‘Emy ne He cyxkaeHo xkuThb’ / ‘OH 1e He xkujien’

6. I'unore3a CrepreBaHTa

Cnenys yctHoMy cooOmmennio AnbOpexta ['erne, Darap CrepTeBaHT NpsIMO CBS3al JATUHCKHE
repyHANUBbl Ha *-ndos ¢ XeTTCKUMU T€HUTHBAMHU OT TJIarojbHBIX UMEH Ha *-tnos > *-dnos > -nnas,
Hanp. huiswannas “xu3Hu’ (UM. huiswadar), harkannas ‘tubenn’ (um. harkadar). “Since IH and IE
had the ending -os in the gen. sg. of consonant stems and the nom. sg.masc. of o-stem adjectives, a
similar shift from adnominal genitive to o-stem adjective was perhaps as easy in those [IE] languages
as in Hitt.” (Sturtevant 1944: 209-210). OTHOCUTEIBHO apXaUYHbIX T€HUTHUBOB TPETHETO CKJIOHEHUS
Ha -us < -0s B JAaTUHCKUX Haanucsx, cp. Leumann 1977: 435.

7. Bo3MO:KHBI cLieHAPHIiI peHHTepIpPeTALMN:

Cramus 1 *ekwos dandos est *signom dandos est
Cragus 2 equus dandus est signum dandum est
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8. Tunonornueckne napasuienau (Risch 1984).

JT. nestinas ‘trahendus’ vs. nesti ‘uectu’
CKp. havya- ‘appellandus’ vs. hdva- ‘308’

B 00oux cimyyasix repyHANBB 00pa30BaHbI IPH MOMOIIN TPUTSHKATENBHBIX CY()(HUKCOB
COOTBETCTBEHHO OT MH()UHUTHBA U UIMEHU JIEHCTBHU.

9. PazButue *-Tn- B nateinm (cf. Sturtevant 1944: 210-211)

I'pynna 1: *-Tn- > -nd- I'pynmna 2: *-Tn- > -nn-
nat. fundus 'mHO' vs. ckp. budhnds ‘id.’ naT. annus ‘ToA’ vs. TOT. apn ‘id.’
nat. unda ‘BonHA’ Vs. CKp. uddn /udnds ‘Bopa’ nat. penna ‘nepo’ vs. Bal. etn ‘id.’
naT. pando ‘pactipoCTpaHAThH’ JaT. mercennarius ‘HaeMHUK’
vs. Tp. metdvvo ‘id.’ vs. merces, mercedis ‘lieHa’

“The unforced reading of the evidence is that, in keeping with all other stop + nasal developments,
*-tn-, *-dn-,and *-dhn- simply gave -nn- in Latin” (Jasanoff 2010).

ITpunumas rpynmy | kak npsMoil pe3yibTaT (POHETUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUS, HEBO3MOYKHO OOBSCHHUTH
rpynmy 2 neiictBueM aHanmoruu. IlpuHMMas rpymmy 2 Kak OpsSMOM pe3ynbTaT (OHETHYECKOTrO
Pa3BUTHSL, MOYKHO IOIBITATHCSI OOBSACHUTD IpynITy | eficTBHEM aHAJIOTHH.

10. HeB03M0:KHOCTH (pOHETHYECKOT0 00BbsICHEHUsI MeTaTe3bl *-Tn- > -nd-.

“Our approach to sound change predicts that certain logically possible metathesis types should not
exist. One such type is the inversion of sequences consisting of a nasal and an oral stop. Given the
articulatory requirements of nasal and oral stops, there is no way for nasality or orality to migrate
across a neighboring segment without directly affecting it; in such clusters assimilation is natural, but
not metathesis” (Blevins and Garrett 2004).

10. AnbTepHATUBHBIN aHAJIM3 TePYHIMBOB KaK MPOU3BOAHBIX OT mpuyactuii (Jasanoff 2010).

10.1. Starting point: isolated adjectives “secundus ‘second, following’ (: sequor ‘follow’), oriundus
‘descended from’ (: orior ‘arise’), rotundus (VLat. *retundus; cf. Sp. redondo) ‘round’ (: Olr.
rethid ‘runs’), ... labundus ‘smoothly gliding’ (: labor ‘slip, glide’)”, likely archaic
formations.

10.2. Their vocalism is reminiscent of PIE present active participles, of which they are probably
derived, e.g. *sek"ont- ‘following’ (ptcp.) + X gave *sek"ondo- ‘disposed to follow’ (adj.).

10.3. They are to be compared with Czech derivatives of historical present active participles: vroucny
‘fervent, ardent’ : ptcp. vrouci ‘boiling’, nemohoucny ‘impotent’ : ptcp. nemohouci ‘id.’,
bojacny ‘timid, faint-hearted’ (: ptcp. bojici se ‘afraid’), etc.

10.4. Based on this parallel, Jasanoff postulates a phonological development of *-(V)ntino- to pre-
Lat. *(V)ndo- and pre-Sabellic *-(V)nno- as a two-stage process, with syncope (*-(V)ntino- >
*-(V)ntno-) followed by cluster simplification (*-ntn- > *-nd- in pre-Latin, *-ntn- > *-nn- in
pre-Sabellic).
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11. Kputuka runorte3sl xacanoppa

11.1. B ommune ot pasButust *-Tn- > -nd-, iss KOTOPOTO CYIIECTBYIOT (JOpPMANIbHBIC MapajIeIn B
JIATBIHM, TTYCTh U HE OTpaXkaromue (GOHEeTUYECKH 3aK0H, U *-ntin- > -nd- Takue napaiesn
OTCYTCTBYIOT.

11.2. xacanodd He NPUBOAUT THUIOIOTHYECKUE Mapaied Ha OOpa3oBaHUE TEePYHAMBA OT
AKTHBHOTO IMPHUYACTHs HACTOAIICr0 BpeMeHH. Yemickue (opMbI SBHO OTHOCATCS K cdepe
cioBooOpazoBanus. bosee yaadHoi nmapaiienpio ObUTH OBl pycCKue pedIIeKChl CIaBHCKUAX
NPUYACTHN THUIIA Jlemyyull, 20pioyuti, HO OHU MOKa3bIBAIOT MOJAIbHOCTh BO3MOXHOCTH, a HE
JOJIKEHCTBOBAHUS, U B HUX OTCYTCTBYET cy(pdukc *-in-.

11.3. Kak ormeuaer u cam [[)xacanodd, nmpunarateiabHbie Ha -undus oObeIUHSAIOTCS AepUBAIIUEH OT
OTJIOXKUTCIIbHBIX TI'JIAroJIOB, UYTO U MOXKCT UCTOPUYCCKU OGT;SICHHTB nux HeO6BI‘-IHI>II7I BOKaJIN3M.
OpHAaKO MOCKOJBKY ATOT (OPMATBHBIN KJIACC OKa3ajCsi HEMPOIYyKTHBHBIM, JEPUBATHI MOTIIH
YTpaTUTh PETyJIsipHOE 3HAUYEHUE TEePYHIMBOB. Takum 0Opa3oM, CEMaHTHKA TIJIaroJioB Ha
-undus MOXET OTPaXkaTh HE apXau3M, a UHHOBAIIHIO.

12. Moaudukauus runore3bl CTepTeBaHTa (Ha IPUMEPE OCHOBHI kupje/o- ‘BOKIEIETH ).

Cragus 1: nom. *kupjetor / gen. *kupjetnos

Cranus 2: nom. *kupjetor / gen. *kupjednos - yacTnaHas aCCUMUIIAINAS

Cragus 3: nom. *kupjedons / gen. *kupjednos - ananormueckoe BhIpaBHUBAHUE

Cranus 4: nom. *kupjedons / gen. *kupjennos - monHast aCCUMUIISIUS

Cragus 5: nom. *kupjedons / gen. *kupjendos - vacTuaHOE BOCCTAHOBJICHHE 110 AHATIOTUU

Cranus 5: nom. *kupjedons / gen. *kupjedenis - co3manue HOBOTO PETyJISIPHOTO TEHUTHUBA
(popma *kupjendos oxazpIBaeTCsI H30ITUPOBAHHOMN )

®opma *kupjendos B utore naet repyHIUB cupiendus, a 6a30Boe UM COXpaHseTCs Kak cupido /
cupidinis ‘ctpacth’. O0 HCTOPUUECKON CBSI3M JAHHBIX U CXOIHBIX opMm cM. Meiser 1993
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