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MAIN FACTORS CONDITIONING THE ABSENCE OF THE FINAL 1~
AND THE ORIGIN OF THE FINAL /OF THE IMPERATIVE SINGULAR
IN ARMENIAN DIALECTS

SARGIS AVETYAN

The 2 sg. Imperative, which was formed in several ways in Old Armenian, has
displayed a general tendency toward uniformity in the course of the further devel-
opment of the Armenian language. In this respect, the strong analogical interaction
between the imperative forms of simple verbs of the & and 4 conjugations is espe-
cially remarkable. Whereas in some dialects the original distinction between active
vs. medio-passive inflection has been preserved, in other dialects simple verbs of the
former £ and j conjugations have coalesced into a single conjugation type partially
or fully, whereby either the ending -2 or -F (< Old Arm.-&uw ) of the 2 sg. Impera-
tive has been generalized as a result of analogical extension. Furthermore, on the
one hand, the final 2 of the Imperative sg. ending -Ap has been lost either by pho-
netic change or by analogy in a number of dialects, and on the other hand, the final
vowel -£(going back to the Old Armenian diphthong -&uz ) of the 2 sg. Imperative
has undergone further change 7>/ in the same dialectal areas. Hence, the final 1 of
the 2 sg. Imperative in such cases may in principle have resulted either from the
phonetic and/or analogical loss of the final p2 in the ending -/ or from the phonetic
change £>h. It is not infrequently hard to say unequivocally which of the two
aforementioned developments is responsible for the appearance of the form in ques-
tion. Besides, it is sometimes far from clear whether phonetic change or analogy has
entailed the actual disappearance of the final p2 in the ending -/Ap in a particular
dialect. In this respect, the retention vs. loss of the final p2 in the 2 sg. Imperative of
irregular verbs mainly serves as a guideline for revealing the actual cause (namely,
articulatory vs. analogical motivation) of the lack of the final ;2 in the 2 sg. Impera-
tive of regular verbs, though the final p2 of the 2 sg. Imperative of some irregular
verbs is likely to have been restored secondarily by analogy with the 2 pl. Impera-
tive in a few instances.

Key Words: Old Armenian, Armenian dialects, analogical interplay, simple verbs of the
& and ) conjugations, analogical extension, the Imperative sg. ending -hp, phonetic change,
analogy, the 2 sg. Imperative, irregular verbs, regular verbs

In Old Armenian, the final 2 of the imperative singular mainly oc-
curred in the medio-passive ending -/p’. However, not all verbs following

! Apart from this, the imperative singular of some irregular verbs was characterized by a root-
final or desinential 3, cf. plply — pk p, nunky — §k p, wiuy - wn 1-p, paky —ph -p, vabky — v .
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the medio-passive inflection in the aorist, took the ending -Ap. In general,
the 2 sg. medio-passive Imperative exhibited formal diversity and sometimes
doublets?. Root stems of the aorist as well as monosyllabic g-aorist stems
regularly received the ending -Ap in the 2 sg. Imperative, cf. Awwnwbbd -
hunnp p <hwndh'p, Yoapdh py, nuw@pld - nip p, qgkinid - ggkgh p,
hwfushdl — thwfup p, putnnd - pugh p «pugdh ps ete. Similarly, the end-
ing -/p was typical of simple verbs of the w conjugation when used in the
passive or medio-passive function, and the &#&-suffixed ones in general, cf.,
e.g., wpul, wguy — wpugh p «anuglh p» dkpdkhud, kguy — kpdkgh p
liti: As to wii-suffixed verbs of the w conjugation, they were often character-
ized by doublets in the 2 sg. Imperative, for the endingless aorist stem of a
number of verbs served as the 2 sg. Imperative alongside the regular form
with the ending -Ap. Moreover, the stem-final g could be dropped: cf.
plpulund, wguy - phpugh p/plpw /phpug (GZR, h. 1, te 776)3,
pulwbund, wguy — hdw /il g/pdugh p (2R, h, to 846), dnmubul
wguy — unpwgh p/dnpw (GZR, h. 2, kg 297). The canonical form of the 2
sg. Imperative of simple verbs of the & conjugation when used in the passive
or medio-passive function, and the 2 sg. Imperative of simple verbs of the
conjugation in general coincided with the accented aorist stem, of which the
final g was usually preserved: cf. junphpi/, aor. stem punphbuig-, Imp. sg.
Junphkw g, puqupd; aor. stem puqudkug-, Tmp. sg. puqubw g etc. How-
ever, here, too, there often occurred parallel forms without the final g as
well as ones with the ending -Ap, cf. npnpupd, aor. stem npnpdlug-, Imp.
sg. npnpdkw g/npnpultw” (V2R, 2, to 510), juoupd, aor. stem juoukuig-,
Imp. sg. poukw g/puoukwr (LZR, h. 1, te 997), kpkipul, aor. stem Epkikwig-,
Imp. sg. kpkikw g/kpkikgh p (L2R, h. 1, o 678) etc.*

Owing to some phonetic and analogical changes, the imperative has ex-
hibited a tendency toward uniformity in the further development of the
Armenian language. However, the change has proceeded in different direc-
tions in different dialects. In this respect, the strong analogical interaction
between the imperative forms of simple verbs of the & and / conjugations is
especially remarkable. The following factors seem to have contributed to or
favoured the analogical change. The 2 sg. active Imperative of simple verbs
of the & conjugation, which represented the accented aorist stem minus the

2 Cf. A. Aytonean, K‘nnakan K‘erakanut‘iwn a$xarhabar kam ardi hayerén lezui, [A
Critical Grammar of the ASxarhabar or Modern Armenian language], Vienna, 1866, pp. Ly 449,
453, 459-460, A. Abrahamyan, Grabari jefnark, [A manual of Grabar], Yer., 1976, pp. 153-157,
P. Sarabxanyan, Grabari dasynt‘ac’ [A Course of Grabar], Yer., 6p., 1974, pp. 187-188, H.
Jensen, Altarmenische Grammatik, Heidelberg, 1959, S. 101.

Here and below the dictionary Nor bargirk * haykazean lezui [New Dictionary of the Armenian
language], Vol., 1-2, (Venetik,1836-1837) is referred to by the notation U<R [NHB].

Cf. also P. Sarabxanyan, op. cit., p. 188, J. Klein, Classical Armenian Morphology, In:
A. S. Kaye (ed.), Morphologies of Asia and Africa, Vol. 1, Winona Lake, Indiana, 2007, Ch. 37,
p. 1077.

69



final g in Classical Armenian (cf. uppki, aor. stem upplbuig-, Imp. sg.
uppkw (< uppkw g), in Middle Armenian underwent the phonetic change
Lw > [ the latter having changed further to 4 in some modern Armenian
dialects.

It is also significant that the final £ (>/) under consideration as well as
the final w of the 2 sg. Imperative of simple verbs pertaining to the w conju-
gation (cf. wyunl; aor. stem wyuig-, Tmp. sg. wyw (< wpuw g) came to be
conceived of as actual endings of Imperative, added to the present stem. This
is evidenced by some analogical forms of the 2 sg. Imperative built on the
present stem secondarily in Middle Armenian (cf. pwinud, Imp. sg. purinu
«pugh v, Jwhund;, Tmp. sg. jjwhu «w >, phkd, Tmp. sg. pik «ayh p» L)
On the other hand, the ending-/ of the 2 sg. medio-passive Imperative that
was only used occasionally as a by-form with simple verbs of the / conjuga-
tional class in Old Armenian, takes over in Middle Armenian, displacing the
original endingless form of the Imperative, cf. Cl. Arm. fuoupi/, 2 sg. Imp.
Juoukw g, Middle Arm. 2 sg. Imp. juoukgp p etc.s Furthermore, simple verbs
of the A conjugation have come to form the 2 sg. Imperative in New Arme-
nian not from the aorist stem as they did formerly, but from the present stem
(cf. Middle Arm. 2 sg. Imp. juoukg-h p, New Arm. 2 sg. Imp. juou-j pi), the
latter formation type being obviously analogical after the 2 sg. Imperative of
simple verbs of the &and w conjugational classes. Later, the ending 4 p was
extended to the 2 sg. Imperative of simple verbs of the & conjugation in some
dialects as a result of analogical extension (more on which below). It follows
that, due to a reanalysis of the original morphological relationship by speak-
ers (language users) in New Armenian, a new unitary pattern of forming the
2 sg. Imperative from simple verbs has emerged, namely the model: present
stem (= verbal root) plus the ending (. Fo-w, -h }1).

As to the directionality of the analogical changes triggered by the inter-
play between the imperative forms of simple verbs of the & and /2 conjuga-
tions, three main lines of development can be singled out.

1. In a number of dialects, the original morphological distinction be-
tween active and medio-passive inflection has been retained in the 2 sg. Im-
perative of simple verbs of the & i A conjugational classes, surviving syn-
chronically as an opposition between the ending # (<& ) and the ending /ip
(<h ) or their further modifications. For example, in the dialect of Malatya,
the 2 sg. Imperative of simple verbs of the & and /A conjugations is formed
from the present stem by the addition of the endings -£ (< -kw < *Ew g)

and -Ap (< —]1]1) respectively, cf. ppply (< gpnky), upply, 2 sg. Imp. pgpbi

5Cf J. Karst, Historische Grammatik des Kilikisch-Armenischen, Strassburg, 1901, S.
334-335, 338, Anm.
Ibid., p. 338.
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uppk on the one hand and huzpy, froufy, 2 sg. Imp. hugh p, juoup ppon the
other hand’. Insofar as the formation of the 2 sg. Imperative is concerned, a
similar situation obtains in the dialect of Shapin Garahisar®. In the dialect of
Tigranakert, the distinction between active and medio-passive inflection is
expressed by the opposition of the active ending -F (< -&uz)) to the medio-
passive - (<pp), cf. on the one hand, ppppy (<qnty), fpdfy (<fupdly), Imp.
sg. pppk, jupdF b, and on the other hand, &punpy, opppifpy «qnpiby,
qpnulik», Imp. sg. fpunh , ojppi/h Wt’. Similarly, in the dialect of Karno,
the above morphological distinction is manifested as an opposition between
the ending F (<kuz ) and the ending / (<h p), respectively (cf. gnpky, 2 sg.
Imp. gppk, juoupy, 2 sg. Imp. juoup )™, while in the dialect of Bayazet,
the active ending w (<kuw) and the medio-passive / (<h j1) are opposed to
each other in the 2 sg. Imperative, cf. gupky, 2 sg. Imp. gppu , Gpuwnky, 2 sg.
Imp. Gpuwfr, as well as pwnpky, 2 sg Imp. active ownpu «gwpnh p» and 2
sg. Imp. medio-passive punph «owpiyh p»':

2. In other dialects, the 2 sg. Imperative marker -/ (< k') of simple
verbs of the & conjugation was extended to simple verbs of the former / con-
jugation analogically?. Moreover, the Old Arm. diphthong kw’, depending
on the place of the stress, underwent twofold further change in some dia-
lects. For example, in the dialect of Agulis carrying the stress on the penul-
timate syllable, Zu ‘yielded £ in the accented position and w in the unac-
cented one, cf. gphy (< qpky), 2 sg. Imp. qpt’, Yuphy (< Yupky), 2 sg. Imp.
Yunpt’, tunfy (< tuwnhy), 2 sg. Imp. tunk’ on the one hand, and uwphy (<
huwply), 2 sg. Imp. juwpw’, pulhy (< pully), 2 sg. Imp. puljw’ on the
other hand': This is also the case in the dialect of Karchevan'4.

" See T Danielyan, Malat‘iayi barbaro [ The dialect of Malatia], Yer., 1967, pp. 119-123, 127-131.
5 ¥ See H. Xaé&‘atryan, Sapin Garahisari barbar (holovums ew xonarhumo) [The dialect of
Sapin Garahisar: declension and conjugation]. In Hayereni barbaragitakan atlas: usumna-
sirut‘yunner ew nyut‘er, Vol. 2, Yer., 1985, pp. 151-155.

° A. Haneyan, Tigranakerti barbaro [The dialect of Tigranakert]. Yer., 1978, pp. 126, 133-
135. Cf. also pp. 112-113, 144-145.

10 Cf. H. Mkrt&yan, Karno barbars [The dialect of Karin]. Yer., 1952, pp. 69, 71-75, 78-80.

'!'See. V. Katvalyan, Bayazeti barbaro yev nra lezvakan afné‘ut‘yunnera $rjaka barbarneri
het [The dialect of Bayazet and its linguistic relationships with surrounding dialects], Yer., 2016,
pp- 3812 426, cf. also p. 140.

Cf,, for example, H. A¢aryan, K‘nnut‘iwn Nor-Naxijewani (Xrimi) barbari [Study of the
dialect of Nor-Naxijewan (Crimea)], Yer., 1925, pp. 261-262, 264-265, D. Kostandyan, Erznkayi
barbars [The dialect of Erznka]. Yer., 1979, pp. 103, 105-109, Melik‘ S. Dawit‘-Bek, Arabkiri
gawarabarbara: jaynabanakan ew k‘erakanakan usumnasiru‘iwn [The dialect of Arabkir: a pho-
netic and grammatical study], Vienna, 1919, pp. 258-261, cf. also 118-119, 129-130, H. Mu-
radyan, Kak‘avaberdi barbars [The dialect of Kak‘avaberd], Yer., 1967, pp. 62-63, 138-140, M.
Maxudianz, Le parler arménien d’Akn (quartier bas), Paris, 1911, pp. 86-88, 90. The 2 sg. Imp.
ending m of simple verbs of the & and /i conjugations in the dialect of Hamshen, is also likely to
continue the earlier £ (< Old Arm. tiwr), as evidenced by the same phonetic development £ > m in
the 3 sg. of the present subjunctive (otherwise termed present optative) (cf. H. Acaryan,
K‘nnug‘gun Hamseni barbari [Study of the dialect of Hamsen], Yer., 1947, pp. 127-128).

See S. Sargseanc‘, Agulec‘oc‘ barbata (zokeri lezun): lezuabanakan hetazotut‘iwn [The
dialect of Agulis: a linguistic study]. Vols. 1-2, Moscow, 1883, pp. 119-120, also pp. 34, 49-52,
108-109.
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3. In still other dialects, conversely, simple verbs of the & conjugation
acquired the ending -Ap in the 2 sg. Imperative by analogy with simple verbs
of the ) conjugation. For example, in the dialect of Jugha simple verbs per-
taining to the former &l /1 conjugational classes, have coalesced into a single
conjugation (namely, & conjugation) and generally follow the active inflec-
tion. However, the 2 sg. Imperative is not formed with the ending # (inci-
dentally, the Old Arm. & would have yielded 7 by the regular phonetic
change) but with the ending -/ 1, as uppky, 2 sg. Imp. upph p, jouky (<
Juoufy), 2 sg. Imp. proup pis.

It should be noted that the above processes of analogical extension have
not always come to an end, and the transitional stage characterized by coex-
isting doublets still persists in some dialects. In the dialect of Kesab, for ex-
ample, simple verbs of the former & conjugation survive as verbs of the
conjugation and, vice versa, those of the former /2 conjugation are manifested
as verbs of the & conjugation. The continuations of the Old Armenian suf-
fixed verbs, too, usually occur as verbs of the & conjugation'¢. As far as the
formation of the Imperative singular is concerned, the descendants of the
Old Armenian simple verbs of the & conjugation form it through the addi-
tion of the ending /2, while the continuations of the Old Armenian simple
verbs of the A conjugation as well as those of the Old Armenian suffixed
verbs of both & and /A conjugations make the 2 sg. Imp. either with the end-
ing h ‘or F. However, from the suffixed verbs of the u conjugation, the 2 sg.
Imperative is only made by the addition of the ending £, cf. uhphu (<
uhphu), 2 sg. Imp. uhph’, jumukd (< juouhd), 2 sg. Imp. juntup//juniut,
pnontd (< poshu), 2 sg. Tmp. ppnph //ppont, hwnypimu (< hkpwiwd), 2
sg. Imp. hwnypgkt"”. Cholakyan, doesn’t even touch on the issue of the ori-
gin of the 2 sg. Imp. endings /» and £ in his description of the dialect. How-
ever, an analysis of the relevant synchronic as well as diachronic evidence
allows us to infer that the ending # continues the Old Arm. ending /1 p, (for
the phonetic development -/ 2 > -F, cf. 2 sg. Imp. pF < Old Arm. pjh %),
while the ending / has developed out of £ going back to the Old Arm.
diphthong &uz . It follows that the 2 sg. Imp. ending / (< k' < kw) that was
originally typical of simple verbs of the & conjugation, was later spread to
simple as well as suffixed verbs of the former / conjugation as a result of
analogical extension. But the continuation of the Old Arm. ending } p, too,
still persists in this case, hence the existence of the above doublets with the

'4 See H. Muradyan, Karéewani barbara [The dialect of KarCewan], Yer., 1960, pp. 130-136.
S Cf. H. Aéaiyan, K‘nnut‘iwn Nor-Julayi barbari [Study of the dialect of Nor-Juta], Yer.,
1940, s Pp- 228-232, also pp. 177-178, Note.
See Y. C‘olak‘ean K‘esapl barbars [The dialect of K‘esap], Yer., 2009, pp. 124-125.
7 1bid., pp. 133-134:
'8 For the form of the 2 sg. Imperative 5t see ibid., pp. 134, 162-164.

72



endings -4 /-F (juntukd (< Juouhu), Imp. sg. funtuh’//juntut’ etc.). As to the
loss of the final -p in the ending / p, the articulatory motivation seems more
likely in view of the fact that irregular verbs (being generally characterized
by high frequency of use) also have regularly undergone the same change, cf.
phppd < pkpkad; 2 sg. Tmp. ph < pk p, 2 pl. ITmp. phphl p, nunpd < nunkd, 2
sg. Imp. jp < [k p, 2 pl. Imp. fpppk p, nunnud < nund; 2 sg. Tmp. wnko <
wn 1, 2 pl. ITmp. npypF p, ppbkd < phkd, 2 sg. Tmp. gt < gh p, 2 pl. Tmp.
ppppk p?. Furthermore, the fact that the phonetic change /4 > £ has usually
taken place in the last closed syllable in the dialect of Kesab?, plausibly sug-
gests that the disappearance of the final p in the ending } 2 is chronologi-
cally a later phenomenon than the change /> . To put it another way, the
change seems to have proceeded in the following steps: -/ j2 > -F 2 > -F .

Similarly, analogical change gave rise to doublets in the 2 sg. Imperative
in the dialect of Meghri. To begin with, a mixing and redistribution of verbs
pertaining to the former & and ) conjugations have taken place with the
result that now two syllabic verbs containing the reduced vowel g2 in the
first syllable belong to the £ conjugation (cf. u/ly > pupily, pky;, > pply,
upky > upply, Guwnpy > Gpuwnky, Stbpy > Spialky etc.), whereas verbs having
a full vowel in the first syllable are included in the / conjugational class (cf.
upply > ulppy, plpk; > phphy, Juoufy > juoufy etc.). Besides, most of the
verbs coming from the erstwhile w conjugation have also been transferred to
the / conjugation (cf. wpuy > wnfy etc.)?: But what is more important for
our present purpose is the fact that verbs of the / conjugation make the 2 sg.
Imperative with the ending /(< / 1) alone?, while verbs of the /2 conjuga-
tion take either the ending w (< Ew)or kp(<h }7) in the 2 sg. Imperative, cf.
upply (< uphy), 2 sg. Imp. uppkp «aph’p» on the one hand, and uf pjy (<
uhpty), 2 sg. Imp. ukpw / ukpkp «ahph p» on the other hand®. It goes with-
out saying that the doublets with the endings uz (< kw) and Ep (<p _}1) have
resulted from the analogical extension of the ending £p (<j p1), with the
transitional stage still persisting in the case of the new / conjugation, while
with the new # conjugation the original ending -u (< kuz ) has been ousted
completely by the ending -F7 (</1 ).

However, it is sometimes hard to ascertain which of the above analogi-
cal changes has occurred in a particular dialect, the effects having often been
blurred by later analogical and/or phonetic developments. Examining all the
relevant changes in detail in modern Armenian dialects would be going too

1 1bid., p. 164.

% Ibid., p. 36.

2L Cf. E. Atayan, Metru barbar [The dialect of Metri], Yer., 1954, pp. 203-210, also p. 199.

2 By the way, in the dialect of Melri, the regular phonetic change f > F is attested in
accented as wall as in posttonic syllable (see ibid., pp. 39-42).

2 Cf. ibid., pp. 203-210.
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far, hence we will only elucidate the issue by considering some typical in-
stances. In the middialect of Vayots Dzor, verbs of the former & and / conju-
gations have been merged into a single / conjugation and usually follow the
active inflection, although they have preserved the characteristic verbal
vowel 4 in the infinitive. Nevertheless, it is difficult to say unequivocally
whether the ending /1 “of the 2 sg. Imperative has arisen from the phonetic
change &u "> F'> jr or is due to the loss of the final 2 in the former ending-
 p. The reason for this unclarity lies in the fact that the 3 sg. Optative also
ends in -/?4, which is to say, with simple verbs of the & conjugation the 2 sg.
Imperative and the 3 sg. Optative have fallen together historically in the
middialect of Vayots Dzor (as is also true of the situation in many other dia-
lects®). On the other hand, the final ;2 of the ending - ;2 has obviously been
dropped in the 2 sg. Imperative of suffixed verbs of the former /s and w con-
jugations, cf. ppnify; (< Ian}_bL), 2 sg. Imp./ ppnh (< ppnh p), phpubuy (<
pnywtwy), 2 sg. Imp. phjw gh (< phjw ghp) etc.? In the latter case the
elimination of the final 2 appears to have been analogical after the simple
verbs of the former w and & conjugations, of which the 2 sg. Imperative has
been ending in a vowel since the Old Armenian period. The point is that the
final ;2 has not been lost in the 2 sg. Imperative of irregular verbs, cf. vpify
(< nuky), 2 sg. Imp. wp p, nippy (< nunky), 2 sg. Imp. pEp, gy, 2 sg. Imp.
win 1, whppy (< phpky), 2 sg. Imp. w p?. On the other hand, it is a com-
mon knowledge that irregular verbs (and irregular linguistic forms in gen-
eral) are usually characterized by high frequency of use in the languages of
the world, and that high frequency words, as a rule, undergo sound change
earlier than low frequency ones do. As regards analogical change, the reverse
situation is the case, namely analogical change takes place in low frequency
words earlier than in high frequency ones?. Accordingly, if the loss of the
final p of the 2 sg. Imperative in the middialect of Vayots Dzor were moti-
vated articulatorily, the irregular verbs would have undergone the change
earlier than the regular ones. However, the constant presence of the final p
in the 2 sg. Imperative of irregular verbs seems to speak in favour of the ana-
logical motivation of its loss in the ending -4 2 of the 2 sg. Imperative of
regular verbs.

4 Cf. A Vardanyan, Vayoc* jori mijbarbare [The middialect of Vayoc* jor], Yer., 2004,
pp- 1:2 60-63.
5 Cf. A. Margaryan, 1975 Gorisi barbaro [The dialect of Goris], Yer., 1975, pp. 195-201,
M. Asatryan, Urmiayi (Xoyi) barbaro [The dialect of Urmia (Xoy)], Yer., 1962 pp- 103-116, B.
MeZunc®, Sam3adin-Dilijani xosvack‘s [The subdialect of Sam3adin- Dllljan] Yer., 1989, pp. 80-
81, 83- 88 to mention just a few.
Cf A. Vardanyan, op. cit., pp. 60, 63.
2T Cf. ibid., p. 52.
Bt S. Avetyan Ardi hayereni ynt‘ac‘ik p‘op‘oxut‘yunneric‘ meko kirarahen lezvabanut‘yan
luysi nerk‘o [One of the Ongoing Changes in Modern Armenian in the Light of Usage-Based Linguis-
tics] // Banber Yerevani hamalsarani: Banasirut‘yunn, 2019, Ne 2 (29), pp. 48-62.
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Similarly, the historical interpretation of the lack of the final p2in the 2 sg.
Imp. ending -/ (< Old Arm. -/p) in the dialect of Karno is far from simple. The
final p2 is missing altogether in the 2 sg. Imperative of regular verbs, whereas
some irregular verbs show doublets with and without the final p, cf. pipfy, 2 sg.
Imp. pF (), 2 pl Imp.pipk p, niphy, 2 sg. Imp. 41 (), 2 pl. Tmp. GipFp, tnuy, 2
sg. Imp. win 1(p), 2 pl. Imp. wapyk p?°. Accordingly, the disappearance of the
final p2is more likely to have been motivated analogically in view of the fact that
high frequency words, as stated above, are generally more resistant to analogical
change. However, this assumption is not without controversy because causative
verbs also display similar doublets with and without the final p, cf. ppugpiily, 2
sg. Imp. Jupilgn 1(n)*. Obviously, it would not be right to think that causative
verbs are characterized by higher frequency of use as compared to non-causative
regular verbs. Nevertheless, the constant presence of the final j2in the 2 sg. Im-
perative of the irregular verb ppily (cf. 2 sg. Tmp. php, 2 pl. Imp. pppk pp!
appears to be more decisive and to speak against the possible articulatory moti-
vation of the loss of the final p2in the 2 sg. Imperative of other verbs. Therefore,
it seems more reasonable to assume that the final ;2 in the ending -/ in the
dialect of Karno has disappeared by analogy with the original vowel-final forms
of the 2 sg. Imperative of simple verbs pertaining to the & and uz conjugational
classes 32. On the other hand, the final g2 in the 2 sg. Imperative of causative
verbs may have been restored analogically after the doublets of irregular verbs
(cf. especially the adduced 2 sg. Imperative w1n1(j2) of the verb wu).

In our view, the situation is relatively clear in the dialect of Tigranak-
ert, for the final 2 is always missing in the ending - p2 of the 2 sg. Impera-
tive with regular verbs, whereas all the relevant irregular verbs have re-
tained the final p in the Imperative singular®. Therefore, in the light of the
above discussion, the loss of the final p2 in the 2 sg. Imperative of regular
verbs is quite likely to have been motivated analogically after the vowel-
final forms of simple verbs of the Zand w conjugations.

In the dialect of Maragha, conversely, the disappearance of the final g2
appears to have been motivated articulatorily. Above all, H. Acharyan’s
claim that the 2 sg. Imp. ending -p has developed out of the Old Arm. diph-
thong ks characteristic of the 2 sg. Imperative of simple verbs of the & con-
jugation, having gone through the intermediate stage L, namely by the pho-
netic change &w > £ > p?* seems questionable if not refutable. It should be
noted the H. Acharyan does not adduce evidence in support of the alleged

2 Cf H. MKkrtéyan, op. cit., pp. 69-70, 86.

30 Cf. ibid., pp. 81-82.

I Cf. ibid., 85.

32 For the original vowel-final forms of the Imperative singular in the dialect of Karno, see
ibid., pp- 71-78.

33 Cf. A. Haneyan, op. cit., pp. 126, 131-132:

¥ CEH. Acdairean, K ‘nnut‘iwn Maratayi barbari [Study of the dialect of Marata). Yer., 1926, p. 234.
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phonetic development &uw > £ > p (incidentally, we also failed to find such
forms that would confirm either the change £ > p or &w > £ > p). On the
other hand, not only various verbal forms but also numerous nominal ones
clearly point toward the phonetic development A > p2 in the final syllable in
the dialect of Maragha, cf., for example, hngh > piopp, twph > twpp,
poltunlpy > polundp , among many others®. Therefore, an assumption can be
made that the final 2 ‘of the 2 sg. Imperative goes back to the earlier ending
-hp. Moreover, the loss of the final p2 is quite likely to have been motivated
articulatorily, especially considering the fact that the final 2 (and sometimes
other consonants as well) has also been dropped in the 2 sg. Imperative of
irregular verbs, cf. whlly (< nuky), 2 sg. Imp. wp, 2 pl. Imp. wpplp, nink;
(< nunby), 2 sg. Imp. §h, 2 pl. Imp. fhplp, iy, 2 sg. Imp. wnz, 2 pl. Imp.
wniybp/nniyplp, wpuily (< wbuwky), 2 sg. Imp. wpwinp, 2 pl. Imp.
whuulp/wnuulp, ponlly (< pnnny), 2 sg. Imp. pon/po, 2 pl. Imp. ponlp,
wilplky (< pipky), 2 sg. wh/aypp, 2 pl. Imp. whpkp*. As far as the doublets
wnhu/inh, porn/po, ujp/ujhp are concerned, the final consonants u, 7, 2 seem
to have been restored analogically after the corresponding forms of the 2 pl.
Imperative, namely whuulp, ponlp, whnkp.

Similarly, in the dialect of Hamshen there are indications suggesting
that the elimination of the final p2in the 2 sg. Imperative has been motivated
articulatorily. Moreover, the preponderance of doublets with and without
the final ;2 (and with some verbs, the existence of only one variant) in the 2
sg. Imperative of both regular and irregular verbs® plausibly suggests that we
have to do with an ongoing sound change.

To conclude, the 2 sg. Imperative, which was formed in several ways in
Old Armenian, has displayed a general tendency toward uniformity in the
course of the further development of the Armenian language. In this respect,
the strong analogical interplay between the imperative forms of simple verbs
of the & and ) conjugations is quite remarkable. Whereas in some dialects
the original distinction between the active vs. medio-passive inflection has
been preserved, in other dialects, simple verbs of the former & and }/ conju-
gations have coalesced into a single conjugation type partially or fully,
whereby either the ending -Ap or -£ (< Old Arm.-&w ) of the 2 sg. Impera-
tive has been generalized as a result of analogical extension. Furthermore, on
the one hand, the final 2 of the Imperative sg. ending -/ has been lost ei-
ther by phonetic change or by analogy in a number of dialects, and on the
other hand, the final vowel - (going back to the Old Armenian diphthong -
Ew ) of the 2 sg. Imperative has undergone further change >4 in the same

35 Cf. ibid., pp. 45-46, 57, 78.
;" For the adduced forms, see ibid., pp. 252-263, 237-238.
" Cf. H. Acéaryan, K ‘nnut‘yun Hamseni..., pp. 130-137.
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dialectal areas. Hence, the final j of the 2 sg. Imperative in such cases may in
principle have resulted either from the phonetic and/or analogical loss of the
final p2 in the ending -/ or from the phonetic change Z>A. It is not infre-
quently hard to say unequivocally which of the two aforementioned devel-
opments is responsible for the appearance of the form in question. Besides, it
is sometimes far from clear whether phonetic change or analogy has entailed
the actual disappearance of the final p2 in the ending -/ in a particular dia-
lect. In this respect, the retention vs. loss of the final ;2 in the 2 sg. Impera-
tive of irregular verbs in general can serve as quite a reliable guideline for
revealing the actual cause (namely, articulatory vs. analogical motivation) of
the lack of the final p2 in the 2 sg. Imperative of regular verbs, though in a
few instances, the final p2 of the 2 sg. Imperative of some irregular verbs is
likely to have been restored by analogy with the 2 pl. Imperative.

UUrebU U4ES3UVL - Bqujp hpuluywlwih JEpowhwig p -p pugulm-
Jorpmiap b Jkpowhwbg p-p Swgnidp wuydwauynpnn hhdbwlpmb gnpénbakpp
huybpkih puppuniipnid— Gquljh hpwdwjwljwun, npp hht hwykpbunid Juqd-
Ynd tp dh pwth tnwbwlyny, huytpkuh htinuqu qupquguwt phpwugpnid
Aliwght vhwubwlwtwugdwt pinhwinip Jhnnwd b gnigupbpb: Ujg wnnudng
hwnljuybu ywbwluihg £ £ A4 juntwphdwb wupg pagiph hpuwdwywulwuh
Autph hwdwpwiwlwi thnpubkpgnpémipiniup: Gph vh owpp puppuntbpnid
uljgpiwjuit tbpgnpdwdl junttwphdwi b jpuynpwdlb juntwphdwt hwljwun-
poipniup wwhwyuwuydl) |, wyw wy) puppunubpnid twpujht & b A jantwph-
dwt qupq paytpp (hndhtt jud dwubwlhnpbt hwdpull) o dkY Jhwuubwlub
juntwphdwt whyh dke, nph nhwpnid hwdwpwbwlwb phywyidwdp punhwb-
pugh] E hpwd. kq. 2-pn phuph Yw'd -Ap Jepeun]npmipiniip, u'd -£ (< Old
Arm.-Ew )u: Pugh wyy Uh Ynnquhg Uh swpp puppunibpnid kqujh hpudwju-
Juth -Ap JEppuynpnipjub Jippwhwig p-u wthbtunwgl) b hignitwhnhn-
Junipyudp Jud hwdwpwinipyudp, dnta §nnuhg kquijh hpudwyulwih Jbp-
owhwlq - dwjunpp (< h. hwy. - Eplpuppunhg) hbnwqu 24 higntiw-
juwt qupquguut b Gupwpldb] wyny tnyb puppwnughlt mwupwspubpnid:
ZEnbwpwp wynuyhuh phyppnd kquljh hpwdwyujuh JEppwhwig A-u ulq-
pntiipnpbl Jupnn E wowewgus (huby Yw'd -4z Jipewnpnipyub Jpowhwig
2-h hugmbwfui jud hudwpubwlub wiljdwdp, jw'd b 24 hugniiwhn-
junipjudp: Gy Epphd nddup £ dhwiowbwly wul), ph dtpntgyuy tplnt quap-
qugmuubkphg np Ukl k hwiqkgpk) vfjuy dih wpwewguwip: Pugh wyy bp-
phul wybipwt b wwpq sk wpynp nfjwy puppunnd 427 JEpgwynpnipub
Ykpowhwlq p-h withbnwgnudp higmbwlw’t, ph’ hudwpuiulut wwdw-
twynpubdmpinit muh: Uy wenudng wiljutnt pugbph hpwd. bq. 2-py g.
dunud {ipowhwiq p2-h wuhywidwsd jud sywhywiws (hubkp hhdtwlw-
unud Ynnuunpnohs dhong L Ywunbwdnp puytph hpwd. kq. 2-pg . dund ykp-
owhwiq p-h puguljumpul hpuljwi wywndwep (i ' hisnibwub Jud
hwdlwpwtwlut wuwjdwbwynpjusnipniup) yiphwikint hupgnud, phh w-
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nwudht phyptpnd npny wtljuunt puytph hpwd. kq. 2-py . dbh Jepowhwig

-, hujwbwpwp, JEpuljuiqit) t pypoppupwp hpud. hng. 2-py 1. dbh
hudwpwtnipjudp:

Pwiunh pwnkp - Ahl huykpki, huykpkih puppunibp, hudwpwlulul hnfbbp-
gnpénipnil, & I p junbwphtwl gupqg pugbp, hwdwpwbulwi plyuyinid, Equbh
hpunl. -pp JEpoun/npnipnil, hliynibunpnfunipinil, hwdwpwinipinil, hpuduywluih
kq. 2-pn ., whlwbnh puykp, Jubnbun/np puykp

CAPTUC ABETSAH — Ocnognsie paxmopui, odycnosnusatouwiie omcymcmaeue
KOHEYHO20 I U 603HUKHOGEHUE KOHEeUH020 h umpepamuea eOUHCHEEHHOZ0 YUCAA 8
apmanckux ouanexkmax. — immnepatus 2-0ro j1. €1. 4., KOTOPbIH 00pa3oBajcs HECKOJIb-
KAMH CII0OCOO0aMU B JIPEBHEAPMSHCKOM S3BIKE, TIPOSIBIISUT OOIIYIO TCHACHIUIO K CAMHO-
00pa3uio B MaNbHEHIIEM Pa3BUTHH apMSHCKOTO SI3BIKa. B 3TOM OTHOIIEHWH CHIBHOE
AHAJIOTUYECKOE B3aUMOJCUCTBUEC MEXAY (hopMaMu UMIEpaTHBa MPOCTHIX TJIAroJIOB
CUpsDKCHUH k& W /i BecbMa mpuMedaTeNnhbHo. Toraa Kak B HEKOTOPBIX AWAIEKTaX MepBO-
HAYaIBHOC Pa3IMYhe MEXIY aKTUBHBIM M MEIUO-TIACCUBHBIM THUIIAMHU CIPSDKCHHS CO-
XPaHWJIOCh, B IPYIUX AAAJIEKTAX IMPOCTHIE TJIAr0ojbl OBIBIINX CHPSOKEHHUH & 1 i 00beau-
HUJIUCh B OJMH OOLIWI THIT CIIPSDKEHUSI YaCTHYHO FJIU MOJTHOCTBIO, IIPH KOTOPOM JIHOO
OKOHYaHUEe -fin, MO0 okoH4anue -£ (< Old Arm.-fuw’) 6610 006001IEHO B pe3ysbTaTe
aHAJIOTHYECKOTO pacimupenus. Kpome Toro, ¢ 0IHOW CTOPOHBI KOHEYHBIH 71 OKOHYAHHUS
-/ UMTIepaTHBa €IMHCTBEHHOTO YUCIIa OBLIT IOTEPSH JIN0O B pe3yibTaTe POHETHIECKO-
0 M3MCHEHUs, MO0 MO aHAJOTHU B PSAJC JIUAJICKTOB, C IPYTrOil CTOPOHBI, KOHCYHBIH
TJTACHBIN -£ (BOCXOSIINNA K JpeBHEAPMSIHCKOMY MU(MTOHTY -kiu’) UMITEpaTHBa €IUHCT-
BEHHOT'O YHMCIIA MPETepIeN NanbHeilliee n3MeHeHne [>/i B TeX ke AMaJICKTHBIX 00Jac-
Tsx. CreroBaTeIbHO, KOHEYHBIHN TIIaCHBIN /i IMIIEpaTHBa 2-0T0 J. e1. 9. B TAKHUX CIIyda-
SIX B MPHUHIUIEC MOXKET OBITh JINOO Pe3yNbTaTOM (POHETHYCCKON W/HMIM aHAJIOTHYCCKOM
MOTepU KOHEYHOTO j1 B OKOHYAHHUS -fii 2-0T0 JI. €1. 4., THOO0 pe3yIbTaToM 3BYKOBOTO
u3MeHeHus [>f. Horma TpymHO ¢ YBEPEHHOCTBIO CKa3aTh, KAKOC W3 JIBYX BBINICYIIO-
MSHYTBIX M3MCHCHUH SIBJISICTCS NMPUYMHON MOsBICHHSA NaHHOW (opmbel. Kpome Toro,
WHOTIa HE COBCEM SICHO, TTOBJIEKJIO JIK 3a c000il (hoHETHUECKOEe H3MEHEHHE WIIN aHAJIO-
rusi PaKTHYECKOE UCUC3HOBCHHUE KOHEYHOTO /2 OKOHYAHHS -/iji B TOM WJIM UHOM JTHaJICK-
Te. B 3TOM OTHOIIEHNH, COXpaHEHHUE MU TOTepsi KOHEYHOTO /2 B hopMe UMIIepaTHBa 2-
Oro J. €l. 4. HeMPABWIbHBIX [JIArOJIOB B OCHOBHOM CIIY>KHAT OPHECHTHPOM ISl BBISBIIC-
HUS peajbHOM NMPUYMHBEI (2 IMEHHO, apTHKYJSIIUOHHOW MM aHAJIOTHYECKOH MOTHBa-
[UK) OTCYTCTBHS KOHEYHOTrO ;i B (popMe mmrepaTuBa 2-0r0 J. €. Y. MPaBHIbHBIX
TJIATOJIOB, XOTS B OTHEJBHBIX CIIydasX KOHEUHBIN j1 IMIIEpaTHBa 2-0T0 JI. €. 9. HEKOTO-
PBIX HETMPABUIBHBIX TJIAT0JIOB, BEPOSITHO, OBLT BOCCTAHOBIICH BTOPHYHO I10 aHAJIOTHUH C
(dhopmoii mmmepaTuBa 2-0ro JI. MH. 4.

KiioueBble ciioBa: OPEGHeapJVlﬂHCKMlZ A3bIK, APMAHCKUE duaﬂekmbl, CUlbHOe aHaiocuve-
CKoe 8301/{/140()@126‘11’!6146, npocmeole 2i1acoivl cnpﬂ:}fcenuﬁ b ou ]’l, ananocuvyeckoe pacuiupenue,
OKOHUYAHUe -]’l[l umnepamuea EeOUHCMBEHHO20 uucia, quHemuquKoe U3MeHeHue, aHalocu, 2-0e
a. €0. u. umnepamued, HenpasujbHbole 2/1a20Jlbl, NPAsUlbHble 21Aa20J1bl
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