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MODELLING OF THE ANALYTICAL DEVELOPMENT
OF THE GOTHIC FUTURE TENSE FORM

Abstract. The purpose of this article is to give the model, which
demonstrates the development of the Future tense forms in the Gothic
language. The initial stage of modelling the Future tense development
includes the description of components according to their constituent
features. It gives the possibility of tracing the gradual analytisation of
corresponding grammatical form, and finding out latent features, which are
characteristic for differentiated grammatical forms creating and building
the set of Germanic future tense formal structures. The subject of the
investigation are peculiarities of formation mechanism of temporal verb
forms for projecting the action into the future. To describe the future action
the Gothic language used forms of the Present tense involving phrase or
upper phrase context. Within the Present tense forms a prefixal word
formation model was found. The Greek future tense was translated
involving prefixal and present forms in the Gothic language. The Gothic
optative was involved to render the future tense. The present tense forms
gain future meaning under the influence of aspect-tense specificity, which is
recognized as futurelizing factor. Functions of the aspect-tense specificity
may be performed with phrase or upper phrase context and syntactical
structures with definitely represented semantics. Distinguished present
tense constructions create the primary pivot, which is a basis for further
development of the Gothic future tense forms. Gothic analytical structures
with participle or infinitive were formed involving inchoative, strong,
preterite present verbs. These structures are recognized as compound
verbal predicates. Analytical structures cover the pivot creating coaxial
cylinders. The whole model may be recognized as divergent-rotational
because representing the Gothic future tense forms model itself "moves"”
along the temporal axis. Multilevel model structure demonstrates the fact
that analytical forms are changeable in the gravitation. The comparison of
divergent-rotational model components and peculiarities of their
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arrangement indicates and the caudal development of the Future tense
forms in the Gothic language. Tendencies found and distinguished as initial,
primary in the Gothic language happen in the process of development of the
Old Germanic languages. These tendencies are reflected in the Modern
Germanic languages, too.
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MOJEJIOBAHHA AHAJITUYHOI'O PO3BUTKY ®OPM
T'OTCHKOI'O MAMBYTHBOT'O YACY

Anomayia. Memoro yiei cmammi € cmeopeHHs MooOeni, KA
O0eMOHCIMPYE PO36UMOK  (popMU  MAUOYMHbLO2O UACy 6 20MCHbKill MOSI.
Touamkosor cmadicio MOOe08AHHS PO3GUNKY MAUOYMHbOSO YACY € ONUC
CKIAOHUKIE 8ION0GIOHO 00 ix 6azoeux osnak. ILle nadae moowciugicmo
giocnioKyéamu  npoyec — NOCMYnosoi  anamimuzayii  6I0NOBIOHUX
epamamuyHux popm ma 30iUCHUMU NOULYK NPUXOBAHUX 81ACTNIUBOCHEN, WO
€ xapakxmepuumu OJis 6UOKPEMAEHHS SPAMAMULHUX OPM, WO CIMEOPIOIOMb
i eubyodosyromov cucmemy 2epmMancbkux maubymuix uyacie. Ilpedmemom
0ocniodxcenHs € 0cobaugocmi ma Mexawizm  QopMy8aHHA  HACOBUX
diecnieHux gopm, wo npoekmyroms Oiro y maubymue. [na onucy
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Maubymmuvoi Oii 20mcbka M0O8a SUKOPUCTOBYEANA (POPMU MENepiuHboco
uacy, sanyuaiouu gpazosutl abo Haoppazosull Konmexcm. Y mesxicax opm
menepiuHb020 vacy 6yna uokpemieHa npegikcanrvHa mooens. I peyvkuil
dymypym nepekiadascs y 20mMCbKux mekcmax, 3anyyardu npe@ikcaibHy
Mmodenv i popmy menepiunvoco wacy. Maubymuiu uac nepexnaoagcs 3a
0onomoeorw eomcvkoeo akmusy. Qopmu menepiuiHb020 uYacy Habyeanu
MAUOYmMHb020 3HAYEHHS NI0 GNIUBOM BUOO-YACOB0I0 cneyudirayii, axa
ebavanacsi  y3aeanbHIOIOUUM — QYmMypoRi3yiouuM — YuHHuUKOM.  Dyukyii
Gymypanizyiouux yuHHUKIE (@ AKmuyHo, 8U00-uacoeoi cneyudixayii)
ModICymb peanizogygamucst y (pazoeomy abo Had@ppazoeomy KOHMeEKCmi
ma CUHMAKCUYHUX CMPYKMYPAx 3 UiMKO OKPeCleHow CeMaHmuKoio.
Buokpemnenns  xkoHcmpykyii ma  no3HaueHHs — menepiuHbo20  4acy
dopmyroms  nepeicHull 0CbOBULL CMPUIICEHb, WO CIY2YE OCHOB0K OJis
NnoO0AnbUIOZ0 PO3BUMKY 20MCbKUX (YOPM HA NO3HAUEHHS MAOYMHbO20 YaC).
Tomcoki  ananimuyni cmpykmypu Ha OCHOGI OienpukMemHuUKa aoo
iHGhinimusa O6yIU CHOPMOBAHI WIAXOM 3ATYHEHHS THXOAMUBHUX, CUTbHUX [
npemepumo-npezenmuux  diecnie. Lfi cmpykmypu usHauaiomvca  AK
CcKaaodeHi  Oiecnieni  npucyoxku. AHanimuuni CMpPYKMypu 6Kpuéaromo,
OXONJIFOIOMb OCHOBHULL CIMPUNCEHb, (POPpMYIOUU KOAKCIANbHI YuniHOpu. Y
3a2a16HUX 06pucax MoOenb Modce Oymu BU3HAUEHA AK OUBEPeHMHO-
pomayitina, OCKiIbKu, penpesermyrouu dopmu eomcvkozo Mauﬁymuboeo
uyacy, cama modenv "pyxaemwca” 6300801 MeMNOPANbHOL  OCL.
bazamopisnesa cmpykmypa modeni Odemoncmpye mou  ¢axkm, wjo
aHanimuyHi Gopmu 3MIHIOEMbCS y RO MANCIHHA cmpudichs. Tlopiensnns
KOMNOHEHMI6 OUeP2eHMHY POMAYiliHO20 MOOeli ma 0COOAUB0CMI IXHbO2O
PO3MAUYBAHNSL BKA3YE HA KAY3ANbHULL PO3GUIMOK (POpM Matibymubo2o yacy
y eomcokiti mosi. TenOenyii, wjo iOHaiiOeHi i K8anighikoeaHi AK iHiYiaIbHI,
NepeUHHi 8 20MCLKIll MO8I, CHOCMEPI2alombCs y  Npoyeci pOo36UTNKY
O0aBHbLO2EPMAHCHKUX ~KAHCbKUX Mos. Lli menoenyii 3naxo0sams ce0€
8I000pAdNCEHHS | Y CYUACHUX 2EPMAHCHKUX MOBAX.

Knrouosi cnosa: awnanimuuna ¢hopma, 6udo-uacoea 0cooOaUSicmb,
iHxoamueHi 0iecnosa, npemepumo-npe3eHmue O0IECI080, CUNbHO OIECNO080,
cunmemuuna ghopma, Gymypanizyiouuii YUHHUK.

Ingpopmauin npo asmopis: Foyman Anopii Bacurvosuy — xanoudam
@inonociuHux Hayk, KaHouoam XiMiYHUX HAYK, OOyeHm, O0oyeHm Kageopu
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Haykosuii iHcmumym ¢hinonoeii; Kuiecokuti Hayionanvuuii yHigepcumem
imeni Tapaca Lllesuenka.
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MOJIEJINPOBAHUE AHAJIMTUYECKOI'O PA3BUTHUA
OOPM I'OTCKOI'O BYAYIIEI'O BPEMEHHA

Annomayusa. Ilervlo 0aHHO20 UCCIEO08AHUA ABNAEMCA  CO30AHUE
MoOenu, OemoHcmpupyoweli passumue Gopm 0yoyweco epemeHu 8
eomckom A3vike. Hauanvnou cmaoueii mooenuposanus pazeumus 0y0yuezo
BPEMEeHU  A6NAeMC  ONUCAHUE COCMABTAWUX CO2TACHO UX 6a306biM
npusHakam. Imo oaem G03MONACHOCTL HPOCIEOUMb NPOYecc NOCMEeneHHOuU
amanumu3ayuy  COOMEEMCmeyioWux  epamMmMamuyeckux  @opm  u
ocywecmeums — NOUCK — CKPLIMBIX — NPUSHAKO8,  XAPAKMEPHbIX  OJiA
oupdepenyuposantvix pamMmamuyeckux @Gopm, Komopwvle co30arm u
BLICTNPAUBAION  CUCEMY 2ePMAHCKUX  Oyoywux epeméH. Ilpeomemom
UCCNIeO08AHUA  ABTAIOMCA  OCODEHHOCMU U MEXAHUSMbl  (POPMUPOBAHUA
MeMROPATIbHBIX 2NIA20NbHBIX hopM, npoeyupyrowux oeticmsue 8 dOyoyujee.
Jna onucanus Oyoywezo Oelicmeus 20MCKUll sA3bIK UCHOIb308AT (OopMbl
Hacmosiwe20 epemMen, 8061eKas Qpazosulii unu Ha0Qpazoswlli KOHMEKCM.
B npeoenax ¢popm nacmosweco epemenu bvina vioenena npeguxcanvras
Mmooenv. I peyeckoe Oyoywee spemsa nepesooUnact 8 cOMCKUX MEKCMmax ¢
UCNOTL308AHUEM NPEPUKCATLHOU MOOenU U opM HACOAWe20 8peMeHl.
byoywee epems nepedasanace ¢ ROMOWBIO 20MCKO20 IHCENAMETLHOSO
HaxnoHeHus (onmamusa). DPopmbl HACMOAWE2O 6PeMeHU Nnpuodpemanu
3HayeHue  OYOyweeo  @pemMeHu  No0  GIUAHUEM — BUOOBPEMEHHOU
cneyughuxayuu, Komopas onpeoenanacsy Kax o0bobwarowutl
dymypanusupyrowuu gaxmop. Dynxyuu @dymyparusupyowezo gakmopa
(a paxmuuecku, 6u008peMeHHOll cneyudurayu) MoZym peanu3o8amscs 80
@pazosom  umu  HAOPPaAz080M  KOHMEKCMAX U  COOMBEMCIEYIOUUX
CUHMAKCUYECKUX ~CMPYKMYypax ¢ 4Y4EmKo OYepYeHHblll CeMAHMUKOU.
Buvioenennvie KOHCmpyKyuu O 0OO3HAYEHUs HACMOAWe20 6peMeHU
dopmupyom nepeuyHvliL OCHOBHOU CMEPIHCEHb, KOMOPBIL  CIAYHCUM
@dyHoamenmom 01 OanvHelwie2o  pazeumusi  20poOCKUX  gopm,
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obosnaualowuti 6yoyuee epems. I omckue anarumudeckue Cmpykmypul Ha
OCHO8e mpuuacmus unu UHGUHUMUEA ObLIU  CcopMuUpOsaHbl  HYMEM
6061€YEHUSL UHXOAMUBHYIX, CUTHBIX U NPEMePUmo-npe3eHmHbIX 2nazoos.
Omu cmpykmypsl 0npeoeamcs KaKk coCmasHvle 2na20bHble CKa3yembie.
Ananumuueckue KOHCMPYKYUU NOKPBIBAIOM, OXEAMbIBAION  OCHOBHOLL
cmepaicend, hopmupys Kak coyuarbHvle YyuruHopsl. B oowem niane mooens
Modicem Obimb onpedenena Kaxk ougepeeHmuo-pomayuonnas. Ilpedcmasnas
dopmbl comckoeo 6ydywezo epemenu, cama moodelv "Osudicemcs” 6007
gpemenHoll ocu. Mnoeoyposnesas cmpykmypa mooenu OemMoHcmpupyem
mom @axm, 4mo anarumuiecKue Qopmsvl MEHAIOMCA 8 NOAe NPUMANHCEHU
cmepoicha. Cpasnerue KOMHOHEHMO8 OUBEPeHMHO-POMAYUOHHbLIL MOOeu
U 0COBEHHOCU UX pA36UMUA VKA3bIBAIOM HA KAY3AIbHbl Xapakmep
mparncgopmayuu ghopm 6yoyuweco epemeru 8 20mckom azvike. TeHOeHyuu,
OOHAapydiceHHble U  K8ATUDUYUPOBAHHbIE KAK UHUYUATbHbIE, UCXOOHbIE,
nepeuuHvie 6 20MCKOM S3blKe NPOUCX00am 6 npoyecce pa3gumis
OpesHe2epMancKux A3blkog. Dmu dce MeHOeHYUU NPOCIedCUBaiomcs 6
COBPEMEHHBIX 2EPMAHCKUX AZbIKAX.

Kniouesvie  cnoea:  anarumuveckas — gopma,  6udo-epemennas
0COOEHHOCb, UHXOAMUBHDILL 27120, NPemepumno-npeseHmuulll  21azoi,
CUTbHBILL 271207, CUHmMemudeckds ghopma, pymypanusupyrowutl paxmop.
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Qunonocuyeckux Hayk, KAHOUOAM XUMUYECKUX HAYK, OOYeHm, OOYeHMm
Kageopvl  anenutickol  Quaonocuu U MeNCKYIbIMYPHOU  KOMMYHUKAYUU,
Yuebno-nayunviti  uncmumym  @uionocuu; Kueeckuii  nayuonanvHoiil
yHugepcumem umenu Tapaca [lleguenko.
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KOMMYHUKayuu, YueOno-nayunvii uncmumym ¢unonoeuu; Kueeckuii
HayuonanvHwlll yHusepcumem umenu Tapaca Lllesuenxo.
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v.bondarenko@knu.ua.

The creation of the model which demonstrates the development of
the Future tense forms within the cognate Germanic languages
enables to find out the status and functional semantic specificity of
the constituents distinguished, and peculiarities of their interaction
and substitution. It demonstrates the necessity of differentiating,
describing, classifying the components according to their constituent
features. This action may be recognized as the primary, initial stage
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of modelling the future tense development. The main benefit of the
model creation is the possibility of tracing, outlining, the
appropriateness of external and internal aspects, which may be
found in the diachronic comparison of the Germanic languages
against the background of gradual analytization of corresponding
grammatical forms.

The aim of the research is to describe the process of modelling,
which caused the formation of different analytical form variants for
representing Germanic future tense. The objective of this
investigation is to find out latent features, which are characteristic
of differentiated grammatical forms creating and building up the
corpus of Germanic future tenses. The topicality of the research is
connected with the fact that the investigation is not focused on the
reconstruction of "archetype system", however, there is an attempt
to reconstruct the order of stages connected with the formation of
structures representing future tenses. The novelty of the present
study is the attempt to restore the process order of forming the
structures for future tense representation. Analytical forms
demonstrate features of anaplasia and the whole process of the
future form development looks caudal. The object of the
investigation is a set of facts of the Gothic language compared with
the corresponding Greek language patterns. This comparison helps to
single out initial grammatical forms used for representing Germanic
(Gothic) future, understand their functional stress and distinguish the
most productive patterns. The subject of the investigation is the
peculiarities, formation mechanism of temporal verb forms for
projecting the action into the future and inner cooperation of the
specified structures.

Publication analysis. The research of the Germanic languages is
carried out comparing the East, West and Northern areas. It is
believed that some isoglosses unite the Goths with the Scandinavians
according to their character of genetic resemblance, other more
numerous glosses unite the old Scandinavian dialects (except Gothic)
with the West Germanic dialects. This common character appeared
because of contacts between Scandinavian and West Germanic
tribes. These contacts were possible using narrow channels and
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islands of the Jutland archipelago (it happened later when the Goths
left that area and the Angles and Saxons did not leave for Britain,
between I and V cent. A.D. [I, p. 430]). The attempt at
reconstructing the peculiarities of Germanic future tense
development (as any grammatical phenomena) should take into
consideration the fact that any grammatical description, synchronic
or diachronic, will be incomplete or one-sided if it is restructured
with frames of classical lexical patterns involving flexion as it was in
the XIX and at the very beginning of XX century. The investigation
will be incomplete of the paradigmatic patterns grasp only analytical
forms. Only the comprehensive and detailed selection of all
completely or partly grammaticalized complex forms that exist in the
language and observed in its development enable us to give complete
and exhaustive notion about the language system as a dynamic and
changeable formation.

The analytical construction development in the language is a
movable and flexible process, which needs stage analysis and
investigation in the diachronic and synchronic development. From
the linguistic point of view, it means the refusal from separate and
segregated investigation into synchronic and diachronic aspects.
The language should be studied as a movable system which
constantly changes in its separate parts and the whole. Dynamic
approach indicates different levels of grammaticalization in
analytical constructions. It calls for special attention to the
intermediate forms which reflect the dynamic specificity of
language in its development [8, p. 14].

Aspect-tense system of the Old Germanic languages is
represented only with grammatical category of tense, where there is
the opposition past tense :: present tense (preterite :: praesent).
From the typological point of view this elementary system is in
opposition to the developed systems of the modern Germanic
languages with their new analytical verb forms. It constitutes the
biggest part of flexion forms [2, p. 20-21].

According to the common and general tradition the initial stage,
which needs no further explanation, of the Germanic aspect-tense
system is the stage which is reflected in the oldest Germanic
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languages, first of all the Gothic language. Within the limited
chronological frames of research all the changes that occurred in the
Germanic aspect-tense system are represented as a one-way process
with broadening and complication of morphological opposition. It
to emphasize that this process occurs under the conditions of
relative stability of the old type of word-forming markers which
were involved in the aspect-tense system [5, p. 146-147].
Analytical formulas (if we compare the diachronic mutual relations
of case forms and prepositional phrases) are involved into the
paradigm [2, p. 22]. That is why researchers' attention is focused on
the semantic structure of the inherited system. It is the sphere
where researchers should find out common for the Germanic
languages' morphological evolution conditions, which caused the
parallel development of basic lines [6, p. 231].

Elements, which are used more regularly, such as Gothic
compositions, correlate with simple verb forms not only involving
direct simple positional contacts. It is not the task of a researcher to
try to understand systemic non-obligation of using the peripheral
element as arbitrariness of simple and marked form divisions in
texts. There was an attempt to formulate rules about the usage of
ga-composita and simplicia in different syntactical context [10, p.
30]. When the language has elements containing aspect-tense
feature, it causes the narrowing of the simple form sphere usage.
All that indicates the potential possibilities of fixing the
morphological opposition [2, p. 29]. All the facts mentioned above
should be taken into consideration when the model of the Germanic
future tense is built up.

The main point which is worth mentioning is the fact that tense
forms of the Greek and Gothic languages don't coincide when the
Gospel texts are compared. There is a complex system of different
correlations. There was a conventional correlation when every
correlative unit obtained known principal meaning (dominant
meaning), but the same meaning occurred in other competitive
forms. All these correlations looked very unstable and fragile [9, p.
168]. Difficulties of comparison are connected with the fact that
within all Germanic languages the Gothic language had the least
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developed system of tenses except separate individual and very
specific cases. There were no tendencies of translation to the precise
tense indication as it occurred in the manuscripts of Old High
German, Old Saxon and Anglo-Saxon [7, p. 120].

Main information presentation. In order to represent the future
action, the Gothic language used forms of the present tense (Vpraes.
ind.). The concretization of the future meaning of these present forms
was provided involving phrase on upper-phrase context. That context
contained either specific lexico-semantic indicators or indirect
indicators — indications of aspect-tense process peculiarities: in pizai
ustassai, pan ussatandand larjamma ize wairpip gens? (Mk. XII,
23)" in the resurrection therefore whose wife shall she be?" Within
the present tense forms there is a prefixal word formation model
ga + Vpraes. Verbs belonging to that model are identified according
to W. Streitberg's ideas as go-composita [6, p. 41], and that prefixal
structure is used for the Greek future tense representation in the
Gothic language: ik gimands gahailjai ina (M. VIII, 7) "[and said to
him,]" I shall come and heal him." Qipanu izwis patei gedaupnip in
frawaurhtim iz waraim (J. VIII, 24) "I said therefore to you, that you
shall die in your sins.” qipandan ina, patei ik gataira alh po
handuwaurhton (Mk. X1V, 58) "Him say, "I shall destroy this temple
made with hands." ip gaggip swinpoza mis, pizei ik ni im wairps and
bindan skaudaraip skohis is; sah izwis daupeip in ahmin weihamma
jah funin habands winpiskauron, in handau seinai jah gahra ieip
gaprask sein jah briggip (simplex tantum) kurn in bansta seinamme
(L. III, 16—-17) "One is coming who is mightier than I, and I am not
fit to untie the thong of His sandals; He will baptize you with the
Holy Spirit and fire. And His winnowing fork in His hand to
thoroughly clear His threshing floor, and to gather the wheat into
His barn." Simple forms gahraineips are recognized as imperfect,
but their temporal correlation may be different. It may coincide
(daupeip) or not coincide (im, gaggip) with ga-composita
correspondence. The Greek future tense may be translated involving
ga-composita and present form (Vpraes) simultaneously (ga-Vpraes
= Vpraes): saei bigitip saiwaa, seina, fraqisteip izai (M. X, 39) "He
who has found his life shall lose it." This correlation may be fixed in

133



AKTyaJbHi Npo0jeMu YKpaiHChKOI JIHIBiCTHKHU: Teopisl i mpakTHKa

the equation ga + Vpraes = Vpraes ind. 1t is necessary to take into
consideration that Gothic verb lexical meaning proper (its "aspectual
distinction semantics") is weakly differentiated and lacks the ability
to limit the aspect-tense correlation of verb forms.

In the Gothic language there is an opposition between two classes
of verbs: non-conclusive class and neutral class not indicating the
non-conclusiveness. There are no durative verbs here. All hon-
conclusive verbs may describe processes represented with the
context devices as continuous without approaching their aim, goal (in
particular, simultaneously to the moment of speaking [2, p. 30]: sai
qimip Weila jah nu qam, ei distahjada larjizuh duseinaim (J. XVI,
32) "Behold, an hour is coming, and has already come, for you to be
scattered, each to his own home."” The word building model ga +
Vpraes is the leading structure among aspect-tense elements.
Correlation ga-composita/simplicia (ga + Vpraes / Vpraes ind)
grasps the biggest portion of verb corpus (244 verbs with preverb ga-
in 2516 usage cases. It promotes the preverb semantic differentiation
and testifies to the existence of general grammatical meaning.
Structures ga-composita are known not to be qualified as special
forms of verb paradigm [11, p. 205]. Their paradigmatic status
contradicts two facts. The first one is connected with the verbs which
don't correlate to ga-composita. The second one demonstrates the
dependence of that upon the meaning of lexical groups including
simple verbs (simplicia) [4, p. 217].

The Gothic optative synthetic structure (Vopt praes) has the same
grammatical meaning as analytical structures in other Germanic
languages. These analytical structures are discrete morphemes
spanning modal (preterite-present) verbs and verbals. They may be
used in contrast with the present tense forms of the Indicative mood
(Vpraes ind): ik im Gabriel sa standands in andwaitpja gudis... jah
sai sija is pahands jah ni magands rodjan (L. I, 19-20) "I am
Gabriel, who stands in the presence of God; ... and behold, you shall
be silent and unnable to speak..." There are cases of contrast using
the synthetic structures with the form of participle I (¥p) which
indicates the action simultaneous to the moment of speech: appan sa
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drobjands izwis sa bairai po wargipa (Gal. V, 10) "but the one who
is disturbing you shall bear his judgment."

The Gothic future action is represented by three synthetic
present forms: Vpraes ind, ga-Vpraes, Vopt praes. Present tense
forms gain future meaning under the influence of apect-tense
specificity. In this case it is recognized as a futurelizing factor.
Functions of the aspect-tense specificity may be performed with
phrase or upper-phrase context and syntactical structures with
definitely represented semantics. At first it is seen in the Adverbial
Subordinate Clauses of time / condition where the verb-predicate
having future meaning is used in the present tense form: ik skal
waurkjan waurstwa... unte dags is (J. IX, 4) "l shall work as long
as it is day." jah jabai qepjau patei ni kunnjau ina, sijau galeiks
izwis liugnja (J. VIII, 55) "and if I say that I do not know Him, [
shall be a liar like you." The same phenomenon occurs in the
Adverbial Clauses of place: padei ik gagga, jus ni magup quiman
(J. VIII, 21): "where I am going, you cannot come.”

Stability and constancy of using the present forms with explicit
future meaning in the Adverbial Clauses of condition is confirmed by
the Modern West Germanic and North Germanic languages where
this specific usage may be observed till now. It confirms the fact of
the aspect-tense specificity influence on the tense form of the verb-
predicate till how. The semantic influence of the Adverbial
Subordinate Clauses is enough for representing future meaning,
therefore the present form remains unchangeable.

Distinguished present tense constructions create a primary pivot
which is a basis for further development of Germanic future tense
forms (Fig. I). This pivot is formed along the temporal axis and
consists of three basic segments Vpraes ind, ga-Vpraes, Vopt praes,
all three are closely connected with one another creating stable
thorough structure. Pivotal forms show certain resistance to the usage
of analytical forms in Adverbial Clauses of Condition and Time.
Reciprocity and correlation of the three identified components enable
the formation of that monolithic pivotal construction which may be
characterized as futuralistic synthetical present.
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The use of the Gothic mediopassive (which was only in the
present form [3, p. 195]) for representing Greek future tense may be
observed from two different points of view. From the first point of
view Gothic mediopassive may be recognized as broadening the
synthetic form devices (synthetic forms include Vpraes, Vopt). From
the opposite point of view the mediopassive usage for future action
description may be recognized as the first step to the gradual
transition from synthetical to analytical forms. It is explained by the
fact that in order to represent the passive meaning the Gothic
language had synthetic mediopassive and periphrastic constructions:
ip afar patei atgibans warp Johannes = Metd 6¢é 10 mopadovij Vi
lwcvmy (Mk. I, 14) "and after John had been taken into custody."”
daupips was = Efarticvy (Mk. 1, 9) "and was baptized."

The use of the opposition Vactive / Vmediopassive is very
demonstrative to the preference of Vmediopassive when the future
meaning is described: jah ni stojid, eini stojandau, ni afdomjaid, jah
ni afdomjanda, fraletaid, jah fraletanda (L. VI, 37) "and do not judge
and you will not be judged; and do not condemn, and you will not be
condemned; pardon, and you will be pardoned.” Sense structure of
mediopassive having the future tense projection gains clear outline
when the doer is mentioned: saei ubil gipai attin seinamma aippau
aipein seinal, daupau afdaupjaidau (Mk. VII, 10) "He who speaks
evil of father or mother, let him be put to death." The same sense
structure occurs in the context without naming the doer: gibaid, jah
gibada izwis (L. VI, 38) "Give, and it will be given to you." ip
atgaggand dagos, pan afnimada af im sa brupfaps (M. IX, 15) "But
the days will come when the bridegroom is taken away from them,
and then they will fast." all bagme ni taujandane akran god
usmaitada jah in fon altagjada (M. VII, 19) "every tree that does not
bear good fruit is cut down and thrown into the fire." This fact shows
that the Gothic present tense is a colony forming unit. The outline of
that unit broadens because there are two constituents involved, the
first is the present tense, active voice form and the second is
mediopassive. The present form boundaries broaden as the
pluripotential (temporal) precursor [3 p. 64], because the
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mediopassive involvement means its usage for representing present
and future tense.

In the case of opposition Vpraes / Vmediopas, the last form is
preferable for rendering Greek future tense. As Gothic mediopassive
is a synthetic form, it gravitates towards the structure of synthetic
pivot, but Vmediopas is not the segment pivotal constituent, it creates
cylindrical cover over the pivot. This cylindrical cover is not
complete solid, but discrete, "semi-transparent” (Fig. I). In a very
formal way, it demonstrates the belonging of Vmediopas to the
synthetic forms; but simultaneously underlines its indefiniteness,
approximateness for rendering the future tense meaning. This
indefinite position in the formal structure underlines the fact of the
equivalent analytical form existence for rendering passive and future
meaning. Among all Germanic languages Gothic had the biggest
number of forms for representing subject inactivity (latent passive).
These forms include mediopassive (Vpraes mediopas), which was
only in the present tense, verbs of the IV class that competed with
particular constructions in representing future meaning [9, p. 224]. It
explains the very rare usage of participial constructions with the
present form of wairpan. Those constructions had very definite
future projection wairpan + Vp: jah wairpand allai laisidai gudis (J.
VI, 45) "and they shall be taught of God." This analytical structure
may be recognized as a combined element. It has separate features of
perfect and duration. The common meaning of the construction is
inchoative, it indicates the intersection of the initial point of the
durative process-state.

Combinations of present form wairpan + Vp are synonymous to
combinations duginnan + Vinf, in the formal way it is shown as
wairpan + Vp. = duginnan + Vinf: saurgandans wairpip (J. XVI, 20)
"vou will weep and lament." faginon duginna (Ph. I, 18) "and I will
rejoice.” It testifies to the fact that this lexical syntactical mode as a
certain type of the compound predicate gains some polyfunction.
This polyfunction is revealed in the passive meaning (the subject's
inactivity is indicated) that approximates the model to the Gothic
mediopassive (duginnan + Vinf. =Vpraes mediopas). Both
structures belong to the elements with future action indication.
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Comparing all the data and adding structural elements on the pivotal
model makes visible the of the unit wairpan + Vp, which indicates
the Gothic future action. This unit cannot belong to the pivot (where
Vpraes ind, ga- Vpraes, Vopt praes occur) or gain the position of
Vpraes mediopas. This unit belongs to the analytical form and cannot
be connected with the synthetic pivot. Units with analytical forms
cover the pivot creating coaxial cylinders. The unit wairpan + Vp
creates which is a coaxial cylinder next to the pivot, which is covered
with the "semi-transparent" cylindrical cover Vpraes mediopas.
These two units having different structural nature have common
passive meaning. Analyzing these two units with some
approximation and conditional character, it is possible to notice a
subtle transition of future elements from synthetic form Vpraes
mediopas to the prototype of perspective analytical forms wairpan +
Vp. The latter form has the synonymic combination duginnan + Vinf,
approaching it to the inchoative structures.

Analytical structure formed with the infinitive and phase
(inchoative) verb (duginnan + Vinf) occurs only two times and in the
contrast position: wai izwis, jus hlahjandans nu, unte gaunon jah
gretan duginnid (L.VI, 25) "Woe unto you that laugh now! for ye
shall mourn and weep,” compare also (Ph. I, 19). Incoherence of
future tense elements along with minor importance of their tense
function are seen in their ability of combining. The final meaning of
a combined element (as in other cases wairpan + Vp) is summarized
from the meaning of elements, which are involved into the analytical
form. It is noticeable in the comparison of the models use ga- Vpraes
+ Vopt in the position of contrast with the simple element Vopt: jah
jabai sijai jainar sunnus gawairpijp, gahlveilaip sik ana imma
gawairpi izwar (L. X, 6) "and if a man of peace is there, your peace
will rest upon him." Similar meaning is rendered with the
combination wairpan +Vopt (L. 1, 20).

Against the background of instability there is an intermediate
structure, which may be qualified as a transitional element between
synthetical and analytical temporal forms. The germs of that
transition are seen in the Gothic mediopassive, which was an isolated
synthetical form and was sporadically used for indicating future
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action. Taking into consideration the fact that the Gothic
mediopassive did not have any corresponding synthetical reflection
in other Old Germanic languages, this transitional connection is very
subtle and conventional. The identified primary forms of analytical
passive of the Old Germanic languages were sporadically used to
represent future meaning. It is possible to speak about the semantic
approximation of the Gothic mediopassive, but the structural unity
(from one point synthetical, from the opposite point analytical) is out
of consideration.

Returning to the pivotal model, it is possible to represent the
structure with the inchoative verb as a coaxial cylinder that has the
combination duginna + Vinf (Fig. 1). As the units wairpan + Vp and
duginna + Vinf have semantic resemblance, the distance between
their formal coaxial cylinders (their sides) should be minimal.
Analytical forms, which were created involving infinitive and strong
or preterite-present verbs (Vstrong + Vinf; Vpraet praes + Vinf;
haba+ Vinf; skal + Vinf), are rare and their meaning is indicated to
Vopt praes. Maybe, these analytical forms are more expressive. In
three cases out of six ones (all of them correspond to the Greek
future tense) temporal contrast of processes (which are indicated
with the word combination and non-marked tense form) is
underlined with the similarity of both verbs haba = skal: patei jah
rodja du izwis, manag skal bi izwis rodjah jah stojan (J.VIII, 25)
"what have I been saying to you from the beginning I have many
things to speak and judge concerning you." The same example with
haban is in (th. II, 4). The following example demonstrates the
parallel usage of analytical structure haban + Vinf, with synthetical
structure Vopt: jah parei im ik, paruh sa andbahts meins wisan
habaip, jah jabai as mis andbahtheip swerjaip ina atta (J. XII, 26)
"and where I am, there shall My servant also be; if anyone serves
Me, the Father will honor him."
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0 — pivot with three
pivotal segments (1, 2, 3)
1 — Vpraes act

2 — ga + Vpraes
(ga-composita)

3 — Vpraes opt

4 — Vpraes mediopas

5 —wearpan + Vp

6 — duginnan + Vinf
7 —haba + Vinf
8 — skulan + Vinf

Fig. 1. Pivotal-coaxial model of the future tense form development
in the Gothic language

The structure Vstrong + Vinf. (haban + Vinf) is represented with
a coaxial cylinder, the same cylinder may be used for modelling the
structure Vpraet-praes + Vinf (skal + Vinf). The formal model
demonstrating the development of Germanic Future Tense includes a
temporal future pivot, which is covered with the set of coaxial
cylinders. The whole model may be recognized as divergent-
rotational because representing the structures of Germanic (Gothic)
future tense forms the whole model "moves" along the temporal axis.
Analytical future tense forms are modelled as a set of coaxial
cylinders, their sides are created with analytical components, which
rotate the future tense axis different orbits — distances. The
Vmediospas "glides" on the surface of the pivot as a synthetic form.
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The scheme of distinguishing the Gothic future tense forms
demonstrates all possible forms for Future tense representation in the
Gothic language, giving detailed description of all components. All
the peculiarities are shown in Fig. 2.

-_. 1
present
meaning
Vprae.
no particular
time
@ Vpraes (ga- —p O — 2
composita) g
—_’—’

Vparticiple
Iytical
Vinchoative < analytica

Vinfinitive izlin

/ _’-
|

Vpraes : - i
= duginnan + Vinf future meanin
Edlopa - I _’ - i —’-
Nstiong analytical
Vinfinitive fair]

Vpraet pres

Vpraes@

_’_’
S _’_’-

Fig. 2. The scheme of distinguishing the Gothic future tense forms
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Conclusion and further investigation. Gothic texts demonstrate
isolated instances of descriptive forms, which have future tense
meaning. It is difficult to indicate the most frequent forms as they
occur rarely in the Gothic texts, and their preterite-present primary
semantics prevents from understanding and recognizing the
preferences connected with their usage when the future tense is
described. As other Old Germanic languages demonstrate the most
frequent structure with two preterite present verbs, which had been
fixed in Gothic — wiljan, skulan — and in some languages these verbs
have parallel (nearly equivalent) usage, it may be supposed that their
latent semantics was the best for indicating Old Germanic future.
The Gothic language demonstrates the involvement of inchoative
verbs (in the present tense form) to signify future action (Vinchoat +
Vinf). With some supposition the structure Vinchoat + Vinf may be
recognized as one of the links between synthetical and analytical
forms. Inchoative verb usage testifies to the fact that in the process of
its development the system of future tense created variants of
analytical forms which within the simple sentence were able to
substitute one another, but within the complex sentence analytical
forms were not able to resist the force of future semantics of present
forms. It was supported by futurelizing factor of Adverbial clauses of
time and condition.

The question arises why not all inchoative and preterite-present
verbs were involved in creating analytical future forms. Partly, it
may be explained with the pivotal model. In the pivotal model the
central position belongs to the axis-pivot. There are analytical
structures around that pivot. Around the axis-pivot there is
gravitation which involves only the verbs whose semantics
corresponds to the future projection. That is why only some separate
inchoative and preterite-present verbs are involved into this model. It
is necessary to take into consideration the influence of futurelizing
factors. These factors grasp Adverbial Modifiers of time within the
simple sentence, and the semantics of Adverbial Clauses of time and
condition. In the latter case the Adverbial Clause semantics is
enough, and the additional usage of analytical (preterite-present)
forms in the Adverbial Clauses transforms futurelizing factors into
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superfluous, excessive ones. That is why Analytical future as an
innovative formation did not develop in the Adverbial Clauses.

Multi-level model structure demonstrates the fact that analytical
forms in the gravitation of pivot are changeable. They may function
simultaneously underlining grammatical category of person in the
subject, type of clause, and may disappear under certain conditions
changing Future tense paradigm into the minimal quality of
component (zullen in Dutch, skall in Swedish). The comparison of
divergent-rotational model components and the peculiarities of their
arrangement demonstrates the casual development of future tense
forms in the Germanic languages. Tendencies found and
distinguished as initial, primary in the Gothic language happen in the
process of development of all Old Germanic languages. These
tendencies are reflected in the Modern Germanic languages, too.

Having certain vacations on the way of their historical
development, all Germanic languages demonstrated the analytization
of future tense forms, simultaneously preserving synthetic structures
in the simple and subordinate clauses. Analytical forms are created
with inchoative and preterite-present verbs. This stage differs in the
West Germanic languages. The High German language got its
specificity using the inchoative verb. Other West Germanic
languages had common features with the Scandinavian languages,
they preferred preterite-present verbs. That morphological common
feature confirms the fact of contact between Germanic tribes in the
area of the Jutland archipelago separated from the peninsular of
Scandinavia with harrow channels. The contact weakening between
the Low German and High German dialects is demonstrated with the
variation of analytical future.

Table 1 sums up morphological features of the Gothic verb in the
process of its involvement into the representation of the future tense
This table demonstrates the gradual development of the analytical
forms. When the primary synthetical forms pass from the active
voice into mediopassive, the transitional form occurs. This
transitional form being unstable and uncertain shifts the equilibrium
into the stable position which is associated with analytical forms.
These forms gain further stability removing the mediopassive and
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using more stable and certain active. Analytical forms inherit the
involvement of the primary present tense for finite verb components.

Table 1. Morphological characteristics of the Gothic future tense forms

Type of the Voice Mood Tense Pattern

tense form

synthetic(al) active - indica tve. present  |------ Vpraesact

optative Vpraes opt
synthetic(al) . . T .
(transitional) mediopassive | indicative present Vmediopas praes
finite non- | Vinchoative Vp
analytical active indicative verb finite Vstrong | +
present | verb | Vpreter-pr Vinf

Table 2 demonstrates the driving forces causing the development
of the analytical future tense forms. These forces were engendered
by the binary private opposition. The opposition occurred on three
different levels characterizing the Gothic verb. Each level contains
two correlated elements forming the oppositional relationship. Mood
level grasps indicative — optative components. Voice level contains
active — mediopassive components. Form level is represented with
synthetical — analytical forms. Cooperation of these three levels
brought about the further development of analytical forms. These
forms bear subtle features of inner form opposition, too. It means
that within any analytical form there is a semi-opposition between
the personal form verb and non-personal one. The first element
losing its lexical meaning was transformed into the auxiliary verb,
the marker of the future tense meaning. The second element
preserved its primary lexical meaning, but was represented as a
verbal (non-personal form). Their inner opposition (or semi-
opposition) initiated the grammaticalization as a necessary stage of
analytical form creation. The three level opposition relations
involved undeveloped morphological forms. The optative mood and
mediopassive voice were not on the high level of development and
were developed later to the oblique mood and passive voice in the
West and North Germanic languages in the middle and new periods.
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Table 2. Three-level binary private opposition causing the formation
of the Gothic future tenses

Verb characteristic Correlated elements
Mood indicative : : optative
Voice active . : mediopassive
Form synthetic(al) : : analytical

The comparison of Table 2 data leads to the conclusion of
compensative mechanism, which caused the introduction of the
analytical morphological forms. In the column of correlated
elements, the left ones (optative, mediopassive) belong to the
underdeveloped forms. Their defectiveness, underdevelopment,
subtle morphological features are compensated by the analytical
elements, which possess future tense meaning. The lack of functional
effectiveness in optative and mediopassive forms for representing
future was compensated by the vast development of analytical forms
suitable for future tense representation.

In the process of adapting the synthetic forms for representing
future tense these forms pass through unstable positions (optative,
mediopassive), gaining further stability in active, indicative features
of newly created analytical forms. It may be demonstrated using the
patterns of Table 3. It sums up the transformation and changings of
morphological peculiarities that took place under the influence of
stability factors. Gothic analytical innovation for future tense
representation gets its stability in principal clauses or simple
sentences. Gothic traditional synthetic forms for future tense
(preterite-futurum) representation are preserved in adverbial clauses
of time and condition, under the influence of phrase and upper phrase
contexts. All of them together are recognized as a set of stabilizing
factors. Synthetical-transitional unstable forms, which grasp
mediopassive and optative, move towards stability. The stability may
be reached with the regressive movement back, when the synthetical
forms remain in their future meaning, functioning in adverbial
clauses of time and condition. This type of stability may be classified
as absolute. It happens in all Modern Germanic languages without
any exception. Another type of stability may be reached involving
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the progressive movement forward when analytical forms are
introduced in simple sentences and principal clauses.

Table 3. Stabilizing factors of the future tense development

Type of the stable unstable stable
state

Tyl;(e)rorflthe synthetic(al) S};?;E:Ric(figl analytical
Voice active mediopassive active
Mood indicative optative indicative

aspect-tense specification

Stabilizing futurelizing factor principal

factor adverbial clauses of ) clause
condition, time

The whole system of figures (Fig. 1, Fig. 2) and tables (Table 1,
Table 2, Table 3) demonstrates the ways of the future tense
development in the Gothic language, which is a pattern indicating the
general direction of the future temporal form transformation towards
their analytization involving two-component models. Using the way
of the Gothic future tense development modelling, the next high-
potential step is to build up the model of the Old West and North
Germanic languages, reflecting the specificity of the future form
development. The specificity of the Gothic language future form
development shows the phenomenon of anaplasia. The anaplasia is
recognized as atypical additional differentiation of future tense
forms. This atypical additional differentiation is the analytization of
morphological future forms. The comparison of future forms of
corresponding Old and Modern Germanic languages seems to have
highly advantageous prospects and be informative for further
research. It will help to understand the details of forming analytical
temporal structures.
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