[. The Structure of Discourse

1. Syntax is the grammatical regimen that informs meaningful discourse. It is
concerned with the relationship between the forms and functions of words in
context (morphosyntax) and with the principles that shape their arrangement
in sequence (word order).

Extended discourse is divisible into a sequence of grammatically autonom-
ous units, which for want of a clearer term will here be called sentences.
They are those units which can be marked off in writing by full stops, corres-
ponding to breaks in syntactical continuity between successive units.

2. A sentence may consist of a single word or of many. Each word has a
grammatically definable form appropriate to its function in the utterance. The
sentence as a whole is an organic structure, in principle internally coherent,
though in practice the coherence may break down if the speaker or writer
switches from one construction to another, having forgotten how the first one
started out, or having found it inconvenient to continue with it; such a switch
is termed anacolouthon.

Being a grammatical and not a logical unit, the sentence does not neces-
sarily give explicit expression to a self-sufficient piece of meaning. The sense
intended may be apparent only when two or more sentences are taken togeth-
er, or when the words are mentally supplemented from the context or from an
understanding, shared between author and recipient, of the conceptual frame-
work, factual background, or immediate situation to which the utterance has
reference.

3. In nearly all sentences a grammatical subject and predicate can be
identified, whether or not they are explicitly expressed.' In an inflected lan-
guage both are often expressed in a single word, as in Latin dixi ‘I have spo-
ken’.

The grammatical ‘subject’ is not necessarily the main topic or referent
upon which attention is being directed (cf. §315). Its status is purely syntactic-
al: in a verbal sentence it determines the choice of the verb (and in inflected

1 Often one or the other is understood from the context. Sentences not so analysable
would include: (1) imperatives such as ‘come here’, ‘shut up’; (2) vocatives and other
exclamations, e.g. “Veronical” or ‘Helll’; (3) utterances such as ‘yes’ and ‘no’, which are
tokens standing for the subject—predicate sentences ‘it is so’, ‘it is not so’, ‘I refuse’,
etc.; (4) subjectless verbs such as Latin pluit ‘it is raining’. On these last see Delbriick iii.
23-37; Brugmann (1925), 17-41.
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languages its marking for person, number, and voice); in a nominal sentence
(§8) it is the prior element in the equation.

‘Predicate’ refers to the use made of the subject. The term suggests a state-

ment about it, but it may equally be a surmise, a question, or a wish concern-
ing it.
4. The subject—predicate synthesis, whether explicit or implicit, is the essential
nucleus of most sentences. When explicit, its expression may require several
words, depending on how unitary the subject and predicate are and on the
linguistic resources available for their formulation. The subject may be non-
unitary, for example, because it consists of two or three named persons, ‘A and
B and C’. The predicate may be non-unitary because it makes a connection
among several distinct entities, as in ‘(Diomedes) sent the horses of Aeneas to
the Achaean camp by means of his servant’.

5. The subject—predicate nucleus can be built upon in various ways, for exam-
ple by adding further information about the subject, or about one or more of
the persons or things present in the predicate, or about the manner in which
an action is performed. These amplifications may be achieved with single
words, with longer phrases, or with whole extra clauses that contain their own
subject—predicate syntheses. When these are attached to the original nuclear
clause in certain grammatically defined ways, we deny them the status of inde-
pendent sentences and classify them as subordinate clauses.

A sentence is complete, not when a self-sufficient grammatical structure
has been formed or a self-sufficient piece of sense expressed, but only when the
author of the discourse stops adding to the structure he has built on the nuc-
leus and starts a new construction on a different one.

Sentence and Clause in Old Avestan

6. Sentences in Old Avestan, especially in the Gathas, show great variation in
their extension, from nuclear brevity to protracted utterances of considerable
syntactic density. The shortest sentences are mostly answers to questions,
where the question sets up the syntactic frame into which the answer fits: 43.
7-8 “cis ah1?” ... “ZaraOustro”, ‘who art thou?—Zarathushtra’; 43. 9 “kahmai
viuuiduiié vasi?” ... “Ofiahmai aré”, ‘whom dost thou wish to serve?—Thy
fire’; 51. 22 yehiia moi ... vahistom yesné paiti, vaéda: Mazdi Ahuro, ‘1 know in
whose worship my best (interest lies): (it is) Mazda the Lord’.

7. Occasionally one sentence is inserted parenthetically into another (§378). A
main clause is often preceded or followed by one or more subordinate clauses;
a subordinate clause may also be embedded inside a main clause, or further
material may be appended to the main clause after a subordinate clause. A sub-
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ordinate clause may sprout a further dependent clause of its own, and that one
a third, so that there is a syntactic hierarchy, as in 43. 4,

at Upa manghai taxmemca spontom, Mazda,

hiiat ta zasta, ya tu hafsi auud

ya dé asis droguuaité asaunaéca ...

hiiat moi vaphaus hazé jimat mananho.

I will think thee bold and bounteous, Mazda,

when by that hand, in which thou holdest those

rewards which thou hast set for the wrongful one and the righteous ...
the force of good thought comes to me.

By far the greatest number of subordinate clauses are relative clauses. Others
can be classified as temporal, causal, comparative, final, conditional, and object
clauses, though the classification is often open to interpretation, especially as
the same subordinating conjunction hiiat is used in more than one function.
No example of a concessive clause occurs.

Old Avestan also has other means of attaching secondary subject—predicate
syntheses to the main clause, by using verb-derived forms (infinitive, participle,
nomen agentis, nomen actionis) capable of fitting in to the construction as nouns
while at the same time exercising verbal rection. In this way the sentence may
develop an outgrowth analogous in function to a regular subordinate clause.
The creation of nominal compounds containing verbal elements can achieve
the same effect on a small scale.

Verbal and Nominal Predication?

8. The finite forms of the verb serve to make (or contribute to) the predicate
in a main or subordinate clause. But frequently the predicate is verbless, giving
what is called a nominal sentence. The predicate in this case may be a
noun or noun phrase, a pronoun, an adjective, or an adverb (cf. §133). No-
minal syntax occurs both in main and in subordinate clauses. It is the normal
way of saying ‘A is B’; the verb ah-, which may serve as a copula ‘be’, does not
in fact occur in this function in the Gathas in the 3rd sg. or pl. of the present
indicative, and it can be omitted even in 1st- and 2nd-person statements.’
Examples of nominal main clauses: 28. 9 yuzZém zouuistiianho, 150
xsalremca sauuanham, ‘ye (are) the promptest ones; (your) powers and domain

2 Reichelt §715.

3 The primary meaning of ah- was not ‘be (the same as)’ but something like ‘be there, be
available, be palpably present’; cf. Delbriick iii. 12—14. It retains this sense in passages
such as 29. 5 7 huua, 9 aghat, 31. 16 aghat; 43. 16 Xiiat; 50. 7 Xiiata. In YH 35. 6 a0a ...
yala 1t asti means ‘so, just as it (actually) is’ (as opposed to how it might be misrepre-
sented); it is more than a simple copula. In 27. 14, asom vohii vahistem asti, usta asti, it
should perhaps be given a more emphatic translation than simply ‘is’.
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(are) of strengths’; 29. 8 aém moi ida visto, ‘this man here I have found’; 31. 6
Mazdai auuat xsaOrem, hiiat ..., ‘that (is) dominion for Mazda, what ...”; 31. 7
huuo xralfsa damis Asem, ‘he by his sapience (is) the creator of Right’; 31. 20
diuuamnom hoi aparem xsaiio, ‘radiance (is) his hereafter to possess’; 31. 22 cira
7 hudanhé, ‘these things (are) clear for the well-doer’; 32. 16 hamém tat vahista-
cit, ‘that (is) equal to the very best’; 48. 7 at hoi damam Ofsahmi a dam, Ahura,
‘his lodgings (are) in thy house, Lord’; 51. 10 huuo damois driajo hunus; ta
duzda, yoi henti, ‘he (is) a son of the creator of Wrong, and thus (is) a malefac-
tor (of all) who exist’; 51. 16 sponto Mazda Ahuro, ‘bounteous (is) Mazda the
Lord’.

Examples of nominal relative clauses:* 28. 2 ahuud, astuuatasca
hiiatca mananho, ‘both existences, the material one and (the one) that (is) of
thought’; 31. 5 vohii mananha ..., yehiia ma arasis, ‘with Good Thought, the
one whose prophet (I am)’; 31. 7 fa ... mainiin uxsiio, y5 a nuramcit ... hamo,
‘through that will ... thou dost increase, which even now (is) the same’, or
perhaps ‘who (art) the same’; 31. 12 ya0ra maela, ‘where (there is) uncertain-
SiiaoOnaisca uruuads, ‘(to him) who (is) his ally in will and deeds’; 32. 16
xSaiigs ... yehiia ma ai0iscit duuaéla, ‘in control of (that) whose danger (is) a
threat’; 33. 3 yé afauné vahisto, ‘he who (is) best to the righteous one’; 33. 6 y3
zaota asa ervozus, huuo ... kaiia, ‘I who (am) a straight minister in accord with
Right, desire’; 33. 11 yé souuisto Ahuro, ‘thou who (art) the strongest Lord’;
34. 13 mizdem, Mazda, yehiia ti daOrem, ‘the reward, Mazda, of which thou
(art) the gift’; 44. 5 k& ya usa aram.pi0fsa xsapaca, ‘who (is it) through whom
(there are) morning, noon, eve?’

Nominal conditional clauses occur in three places: 31. 2 yez7 ais
noit uruuané aduua aibi.derasta vaxiia, ‘if through these (words) the better way
(is) not in plain view to the soul’; 32. 6 pouri aénd dnaxsta yais srauuahiieift,
vezi tais ala, ‘the many offences against peace by which he seeks renown, if by
them (he is doing) so’; 44. 6 ya frauuaxsiia yezi ta a0a haiOiia, ‘if the things I am
about to say (are) true thus’.

Interrogative sentences’

9. Most interrogative sentences are introduced by an interrogative pronoun or
adverb such as k3 or cis ‘who?’, kat ‘what?’, ‘est-ce que ...?", kada ‘when?’, ka0a
‘how?’, kuda or kudra or kit ‘where?’, “whither?’, katarom “which of the two?’
These always stand in initial position. See further {§136-9.

Interrogative sentences are not necessarily signalled in this way. In oral de-
livery they were no doubt distinguished by a particular intonation, but in the

4 Cf. Caland 17-28; Benveniste 215-21.
5 Reichelt §§722—4.
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texts, in the absence of one of the above question-markers, we cannot identify
them by any formal feature such as word order. In two passages they are indi-
cated by accompanying references to questioning: 29. 5 hiiat Mazdam duuaidi
Mazda to our questions: “Is there no prospect for the righteous-living one,
none for the stock-raiser, among the wrongful?””’; 44. 10 tat 0a peresa, ores
ask thee, tell me straight, Lord: that religion, ... do they with pious words and
deed have a true conception of it?’

In other cases the interpretation of sentences as interrogative depends on
the sense of the passage.

Examples of interrogative nominal sentences: 29. 2 ka0a toi ga-
uuoi ratus, hiiat him data xsaiianto? ‘how (was) thy ruling for the cow, when ye
powers put her here?’; 29. 5, see above; 29. 7 kas.te, vohii managha y5 ...?
‘whom hast thou, who by good thought ...?’; 29. 11 kuda asem vohuca mano
xsalremca? ‘where (are) Right and Good Thought and Dominion?’; 34. 5 kat
va xS§alram, ka 1stis? ‘what (is) your power, what your ability?’, cf. 48. 8, 49.
12; 44. 3 kas.na zg0a pta Asahiia paouruiio? ... ka ya ma uxsiieiti nerafsaiti 0f3at?
‘who (was) the father-begetter of Right in the beginning? ... Who (is it),
through whom the moon waxes or wanes?’

Negation

10. The regular particle of negation in the Gathas is noit. In YH we find only
naé (once): 35. 2 naé naéstaro yalena vohungm mahi, ‘we are not revilers of
what is good’.® In the Gathas this appears only in naé.ci§, naé.cit, ‘no one’,
‘nothing’.

In prohibitions the negative is ma (§192). In wishes and advice expressed in
the optative, however, it is noit (§§188-9).

11. Adjectives and nouns may be negatived with the prefix a-/an-. These neg-
ative forms are often juxtaposed with the corresponding positive ones for rhe-
torical effect; see §§381—4. In at least some such cases the negative form ap-
pears to be newly coined ad hoc. Thus in 31. 10 the a- prefix is used to create a
nonce antithesis between herdsman (vastriio) and non-herdsman (auuastriio); it
corresponds to vastriiat va ... yd va noit aphat vastriio in the preceding stanza,
‘the herdsman or he who is not a herdsman’.

The same form of negation is used with participles, as 28. 3 ayZaon-
uuamnom ‘unimpaired’; 31. 12 and 17 suuiduud ‘unknowing’; 31. 15 adrujiianto
‘innocent’; YH 35. 4 asrunuuatasca ... axSaiiantasca ‘not hearing, not having

6  See Narten 91 f.
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authority’.” And with nomina actionis in -ti-: 30. 11 3naifi ‘through failure’; 34. 9
auuisti ‘through non-acquisition’.

12. noit may negate a whole sentence or clause, or a single word within it.
When it negates a single word, that word generally contains a verbal element,
as in 29. 3 ahmai ASa, noit sareja, ... paitimrauuat, ‘to him Right, not a union-
breacher, will answer’; 49. 4 yaésam noit huuarstais vas duzuuarsta, ‘through
whose not doing-good-deeds the ill deeds prevail’; apparently 46. 6 yas.tam
noit na issmno a (i)yat, ‘the man who comes to him unwanted’, though if this is
the correct analysis it is an exception to the principle that participles are nega-
tived by a-.

In a nominal sentence noit may be equivalent to ‘there is not’: 29. 1 noit
moi vasta xsmat aniio, ‘I have no pastor other than you’; 29. 3 auuaésam noit
viduiié, ‘of those things (there is) no knowing’; 29. 6 noit aéuua ahi visto naéda
ratus a§atcit haca, ‘indeed no patron has been found, nor a ruling in line with
Right’. Similarly in a question: 29. 5, quoted in §9.

noit is several times used in contrastive expressions of the type ‘A, not B’;
see §383. ‘Not A ... nor B’ is noit ... naéda ..., as in 29. 6 just quoted; 46. 1,
where A and B are again nouns; 49. 2, where they are verbal clauses.

13. If it is a whole main clause that is negated, the negative particle regularly
stands in initial position, unless preceded by a demonstrative adjective or pro-
noun (with any subjoined enclitic), as in 28. 9 anais§ va noit ... yanais zaranaé-
ma, ‘with these prayers may we not anger you’; 29. 3 auuaésam noit viduiié, ‘of
those things there is no knowing’; 30. 6 aiid néit oro§ visiiata dacuuacina, ‘be-
tween those two even the Daevas do not rightly discriminate’. In 32. 7 the
demonstrative is accompanied by its noun: aésgm aénagham naécit viduua aojoi,
‘of those offences I declare that I know nothing’.

The same rule applies to subordinate clauses, where the negative normally
Vinasfi vastriiehiia aénagho, ‘who cannot find a livelihood without wronging
the herdsman’; 31. 5; 34. 8; after relative + enclitic, 51. 6 ya hoi noit vidaiti,
‘who will not serve him’. In 44. 13 the relative pronoun has an adjectival
phrase appended to it before the negative: yoi asrustois perendnho noit Asahiia
adiuuiieinti hacéna, ‘who, being full of non-compliance, do not strive for the
companionship of Right’. Demonstrative intervening before the negative: 31.
2, quoted in §8; demonstrative + enclitic, 45. 3 yoi im vé noit i0a mgOram
varaSenti, ‘those of you who do not so act on this prescript’.

In one passage the noit is further delayed: 44. 19 yas.tat mizdem hanenté noit
daiti, ‘he who does not give that reward to one earning it’. Here the demonstr-
ative tat brings its noun with it (as in 32. 7 above), but then hananté noit daiti is
preferred to noit hanenté daiti to avoid the suggestion of ‘gives to one not earn-
ing it’. It should not be supposed that the negative is attracted to the verb; in a

7  Cf. Delbriick ii. 529-31.
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number of places we find initial noit combined with a verb in penultimate or
final position. Penultimate: 43. 15; 49. 2, 9. Final: 31. 10; 45. 1 (end of verse),
2; 46. 8; similarly with naé in YH 35. 2.








