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0. This contribution consists of four parts:
1. On the linguistic position of Armenian within the

Indo-European (IE) language family.
2. On some grammatical features which seem to

prove early contact of proto-Celtic with eastern Indo-
European languages.

3. On the possibility of revealing common features
in morphology, syntax and word formation between
proto-Armenian and proto-Celtic.

4. Towards a classification of the criteria for re-
vealing linguistic features in prehistory.

1. The identification of Armenian as an autonomous
IE language of non-Iranian descent starts with
Hübschmann 1875 = 1976: 35 who comes to the conclu-
sion: ,,Das armenische steht im kreise der arisch-slavo-
lett. sprachen zwischen iranisch und slavolettisch”, dis-
regarding, however, the particularly close connections
between Armenian and Greek which since Pedersen 1924
= 1982: 308 are generally acknowledged: ,,daß das Arm.
unter den lebendigen idg. Sprachzweigen etwa nach drei
Seiten hin nähere verwandtschaftliche Beziehungen hat:
w. zum Griech., ö. zum Indisch-Iran., n. zum Slavisch-Balt;
das Alban., das als zwischen dem Arm. und dem Slav.-
Balt. stehend betrachtet werden kann, wurde sich aller
Wahrscheinlichkeit nach, wenn es vollstandiger
überliefert wäre, dem Arm. noch bedeutend näher als das

Slavisch-Balt. stellen”1. In 1980: 39, extending the basis of
comparison and referring to correspondences between the
IE languages Armenian, Greek, Phrygian and Indo-Iranian”,
I pointed out ,,that the coincidences between these lan-
guages were more extensive in prehistoric times, having
since been obscured by later innovations. In other words,
one may say that the unattested Armenian of the 15th cen-
tury B.C. must have had closer connections with Greek
and Indo-Iranian than the historically attested Armenian
of the 5th century A.D.” Fourteen years later, Clackson 1994:
202 stressed that ,,there is not sufficient evidence to sup-
pose any closer link between Greek and Armenian than
between either language and Indo-Iranian, and the recon-
struction of a Greek-Armenian-Indo-Iranian dialect area is
sufficient to account for these agreements”.

1.1. An important common innovation, of these lan-
guages, shared by Phrygian as well, is the augment, which
is placed in front of the indicatives of the past tenses:

Old Phrygian εδαζ ‘he erected’: Hittite dâiš, Armen.
eber < *e-bher-e-t =

Greek Óφερε, Sanskrit abharat (Schmidt 1980: 42).
The interpretation of the augment as an IE category2,

however, must be rejected, since this morpheme does not
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1 Cf, moreover, the authors cited by Schmidt 1980: 51,
footnotes 9 and 10.

2 Cf. Grundriß II/1: 10f.
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19 Cf. Schmidt 1964.

semiotika da enaTmecniereba

somxuri da kelturi.
adreuli indoevropuli dialeqtebis axleburi
klasifikaciisaTvis

karl horst Smidti

bonis universiteti, germania

Zveli somxuri da kelturi enebis analizis safuZvelze mocemulia axleburi klasifikacia
adreuli indoevropuli dialeqtebisa, romlis mixedviTac dasavlur da aRmosavlur dialeqtebs
meti saerTo struqturuli maxasiaTeblebi unda hqonodaT.
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