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INTRODUCTION

The subject of this dissertation was suggested by cer-
tain syntactical investigations carried on by Fuhr, and
published by him in the Rheinisches Museum for 1878.
Here Fuhr pointed out the rare use of e xai in the busi-
ness orators, and ascribed the avoidance of this combina-
tion to the influence of the Attic psephismata where it is
seldom found. If the orators have really been influenced
by the language of the decrees in this usage, the question
naturally arises as to the extent of this influence in other
respects. In English, a lawyer is apt to betray his profes-
sion in his literary writings by the use of certain words
and phrases, and by certain formalities of diction which
are peculiar to the English laws. It is the aim of this dis-
sertation therefore to examine certain categories of synta-
ctical constructions in the works of the Attic orators, and
in the documents of the law courts and assemblies preser-
ved to us in inscriptions, and by a comparative study of
these to determine what influence, if any, the formal syn-
tax of the laws and decrees may have exerted upon the
syntax of the orators who were versed in them.

In the case of the inscriptions, the limitations of their
syntactical constructions are well known. Unfortunately
the material preserved to us does not give us a fair idea
of the possibilities of their constructions. There is no
Attic law to compare with the great inscription found at
Gortyn which furnishes an interesting variety of synta- -
ctical usages. Moreover the greater part of the psephismata
preserved to us consists of proxeny decrees and the like,
in which there is a repetition of the same formulas with
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very slight variations in language and syntax. For the
purposes of this dissertation it was considered unnecessary
to deal with inscriptions later than 300 B.C., and this
study has included only the psephismata of the Athenian
assembly and people preceding that date. It has also been
considered best to disregard the evidence of the docu-
ments recorded in Demosthenes and Aeschines, as their
authenticity is still to be proved.

The orators selected for this comparison are Isaeus and
Isocrates. The former deals chiefly with inheritance cases
and is the most formal and the most practical of the ora-
tors. Isocrates, on the other hand, is the most elaborate
and the most rhetorical of the canon, and is farthest remo-
ved from the influence of the courts which he professed
- to despise. We should naturally expect to find in the for-
mer a narrower range of constructions and a greater simi-
larity to the syntax of the decrees. The latter is less of a
practical lawyer, but is rather an idealist amd his range
of syntactical constructions should furnish an interesting
- contrast to the narrower sphere of the more formal com-
position. In this study it is our intention to discover and
set forth as far as possible the points of comparison and
contrast in these different spheres.

_In.the preparation of this dissertation we have freely
made use of statistics gathered in previous treatises on
such chapters of syntax which have been incorporated in
this study. Due acknowledgement has in every case been
made in the notes. The Index Isocrateus by Preuss has
been of special value in verifying these statistics and in
collection of others. The plan of the work has been
arranged to follow as far as possible that of Meisterhans-
Schwyzer, Grammatik der Attischen Inschriften.

The citations of the decrees have been given according
to the numbering of the Inscriptiones Graecae. For Iso-
crates the text of Benseler-Blass 1898, and for Isaeus, that
of Thalheim, 1903, has been used.



PREPOSITIONAL ADVERBS

— e —.

Gpa

There is no certain example of this preposition in the

- ISS, though it probably restored correctly in L. G. IL. 163,

[dpa #]Ai@ dvidvr. There is no example in Isaeus and only
one in Isocrates XVI 41, dua tf} nwéet dvoruyeiv.

dvev

dvev is not common in the ISS. 1.G. L 36, dvev tod
dMpov. In I. G. 1. 27 b (Suppl. Page 62) the meaning is

. «without the consent of», #vidpieotur Bopolg dvev tijc BovAiic

uat tob dMpov (cf. 1. G, I15 59 b). In Isaeus dvev is always
used in a legal connection, as III. 29, dvev 6poroyiag .....
Eyyvijoan, IX. 8, el p1 dvev t@v olneiwv t@v éavrot tag drathixag
7TOLOTTO ....... Isocrates uses dvev in a legal connection
XVIL 2, dvev pagripwv ylyveodar, but elsewhere freely in
its usual meaning — «¢without». One example, XII. 189,
toiwv yag moréuwv yevopévov dvev ol Towwnol, may best be
translated — «besides».
' éyyvg

€yyls is found in the ISS in the expression éyyvrdiw

1ol yévous (I. G. 1. 8). Isaeus uses only the forms éyyvrépw

‘and éyyvtdiw in expressions of relationship, III. 72, &yyv-

tégw - yévoug, XI. 1, dyyvtdtw 100 rtehevrfoavios. This is
sometimes varied by the Dative of Respect, as in I 40,
gyyvtdro yévet In Isocrates &yyvs is always local as V. §,
témor &yyls v dovkedeww eldiopévov usmpevm No examples
m the private speeches. |
elow

elow is found only in Isaeus VI 50 :rcagskﬂew glow

ol tegod. - |
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vavriowv

gvavtiov is rare in the ISS and only in legal usages as
1.G. 1. 32, évavtiov tijc foviii, 1. 61 a (Suppl. Page 18), évavriov
top mputavéwv. Isaeus uses it more freely (10 examples, 4 of
which are post positive), always in legal expressions as I.
11, wdvrov t@v mohudmv évavtiov, V. 20, &vaviiov t@v duactdv.
Isocrates uses it but once and then in one of the private
orations, XVII. 23, dvoiyew .. 1o yoapparelov dvaviiov pagripmyv.

fvenxa

In the ISS this preposition always follows its case but
when there are two nouns governed by it, the regular

position is after the first as in I. G. IL 114, doerfig &vexa xal

duanoavvng. Only omnce is this order not followed, I. G. II5.
109 b, dperfic ®al ebvoiog Evexa tiic mpog tov dijmov. In Isaeus
there are 13 examples generally following their case except
VII. 37, noi &vexo *Amolhoddoov xai Evexa tob &xelvov marpde
and IIL 335, €vexa tot vépov. In the latter instance the
position may be due to the desire to avoid hiatus. In this
example too the preposition has the meaning,— «as far as
the law goes» cf: Isocrates VII. 39, XV. 163. In Isocrates,
except for the examples just quoted, the preposition bears
its usual meaning. Out of the 52 examples, 45 are post-
positive, and in the other cases, the position is due to the
avoidance of hiatus. An interesting example of transposition
to escape hiatus is found in XV. 224, tovg nincidfoviag t@v
aUT®v Exatégolg Evexa ouvévrtag. One example with the
articular infinitive is found in VII 39, &vexd ye to¥ g¢diov
gval ta yoduuata AoaBelv.

évtdg

The use in ISS is limited to 3 examples which are
local (I.G. 1. 9, 1. 53 a (Suppl. Page 66) (bis), and possibly
in 1. 57). It is not found in Isaeus. Isocrates uses it in both
local and temporal sense though chiefly in the former
(7:3). In its local signification meaning-—«within», VIL. §2,

. m
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at otufoeig ai vrog teijovg; meaning— «this side of» XV. 110,
éviog Mokéag negumdeiv. For the temporal use cf. XIX. 22,
#vtog Tordxnovd’ fiuep®v.
' ¥Ew

No example in the ISS. Isaeus uses it locally once
V. 22, 8o telyovc. Elsewhere only in the legal phrase &w
tavng tijc ovyyevelag (VIL 20, XI. 3, etc). In Isocrates it is
more common (21 examples) though rare in a local sense
(4 ex) and is not found at all in the private speeches.
Generally in a transferred local sense as VII. 63, &w tijc
vmodéoewg Aéyewv, IL 41, EEw t@v voulopévov oddEv elneiv,
«to say nothing except the usual platitudess.

¥unmpgoadew

This is used with names of buildings in the ISS: I. G.
II. 61, Eumpoodev tijg xahxodjung (cf. I.G. II. 258). Once only
‘in Isaeus V. 38, Eungoodev tdv Emwvipwv. No example in
Isocrates.
perakd

This is found only in Isocrates in one example VIIL
118, peraky Hekouovvnmwv xal OnBaiov xai i fuetépag
nméhewg otnolvres.

14

néxer

In a temporal sense péyot is found twice in the ISS: I.G-

I. 1, pexot dexdwng totapévou (cf. I. G. II. 270). Isaeus does
not use it in this sense but Isocrates generally does so, as
XVIIL 49 péyor tiic Npuéoag éxeivne. The local meaning is
rare. Once in ISS I 167, uéyot toU Kngioov. In Isaeus only
in a transferred local sense donoting limit of relationship
as XI. 11,12, péyot aveydv :rouﬁwv (the form péxoy is found
in Isaeus in a quotatlon from a law XI. 11). Six examples
of the local meaning are found in Isocrates, V. 120, puéyot
2wamng, XII. 200, 6 Adyog 6 péxot @V dvayvmodéviwv yeyoapu-
pévog, etc. With the articular infinitive; Isaeus VIIL 5 péyot
10V ve dixawa elneiv, Isocrates XV. 185, mawdevew uéyoL Tov



yevéodar Pehriovs. In I.G. 1. 40 péyor vod reraypévov «up to
the required amount», the quantitative meaning is really
a transferred local use.

mépa

-wéoa is found only in a single example in Isaeus in a
quotation from a law X. 10, néoo pedipvov.

Ay .
There are two examples in ISS. 1. 272 (Suppl. Page 12),
ahy @uyils xoi Joavdrov nai dnpiag, and II. 115° (Addenda
Page 410). Isaeus only employs it twice II. 22, V. 23. Iso-

crates makes frequent use of it (22 examples) but in none
of these is there any variation from the regular meaning.

wAnoiow

In the ISS shnoiov is found only in I G. II5 109°, xin-
olov tijg Zarvpov vt Asvnwvog. In Isocrates only once IX. 53,
mhnolov Exelvou te xol o@pdv avr®dv (rag eixdvag otijoay).

nﬁggw

This preposition is found only in Isocrates who uses it
15 times. The form nogowrdrw is also found (IIL 37). The
combination mogowtdt®w Gno .... occurs in XVII. 19, and

‘uéxor moeow . ... in XV. 4. woégow with the articular infini-
tive occurs XII. 77, and XV. 240. -

wpbodev

npbodev is found in I. G. II% 15 ¢, and is restored with
probability in I. G. I. 61, [nedodev t]fi[c] otods Baoikelo.
There is only one example in Isocrates XVIII. 61, mgdode
OV Envipwy Gveuelv.

xweis
This form is not found in the ISS. Isaeus uses it six

times generally in the plhrase ywolg 3¢ t0vtwv (wéroi;) as in
VIIL 35 ete. XI. 42, yweig &xsivng (tig odoiag) fg ..... Ednev.
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In Isocrates it is used 14 times, 9 of which are in the
phrase ywgic 82 voitwv. Of the other examples none are of
special interest. XIX. 10, foptiiv obdeplav ywpig GAMjAov
fiyouev, XIX. 21, ywoisc duol yevépuevos.

@Dg

There are two certain examples in the ISS. I.G. II. 86
and IL. 124, v dpwvovpévav d¢ Piluxov (restored also in
I. 40). Isaeus uses it three times, 1. 3, VII. 7, 14. Isocrates
uses it much more freely (25 examples, of which 4 are in
the 18t oration). The use is regular, after verbs of motion
and with a personal pronoun or person. Isaeus VIL 14,
E\dav @c tyv Bunv pntépa, Isocrates ep. VII. 11, f| drodnpia
f &g ot

" PREPOSITIONS!

dvel

The use of dvti in the ISS is limited. Usually with the
meaning «in return for» asin L G. L 59, xal dvii ov &b
menmoinxey .. .. (Emawéoar). Once with the meaning «instead
of» L. 62° (Suppl. Page 166), peraypdpar avri rod Sxadiov...
In Isaeus the general meaning is «instead of» (11 examples).
More rarely found is the meaning «in return for», «in
requital of», Isaeus VIL 38, avd’ dv Upeic ndneivov Eripdre
(cf. VIL 41). The usage in V. 29 equivalent to a genitive
of price is a development of the preceding, but this is
not found in the ISS or Isocrates: #v (olxiav) odlror
avii wevvaxiophiov doayxpnadv nagédwxev Piloving. The usual

e —— et v g - =

' Note: In the treatment of the prepositions the work of Lutz, Prae®

positionen bei den Attischen Rednern, has been used as the basis of
classification. In addition to Lutz, the various articles of Professor Gil-
dersleeve in the American Journal of Philology on this subject have
helped materially to simplify their study. (See especially A. J. P. XI. 371,
X1, 385, XV. 116). |
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meaning in Isocrates is «instead of», XVIIL 13, gvri pvolwv
doayudv draxosiag Aafeiv. This author shows a fondness for
using dvii with the articular infinitive (10 Ex.) while Isaeus
does not. Isocrates further develops the usual meaning so
that sometimes it may best be translated «in preference
to», IX. 3, aAk” dvti tod Cijv dnohvfoxrewv .... alpovpévovs. So
also XIV. 62. '

amd

The local and temporal uses are rare in the ISS, Tem-
poral; 1. G. II. 17, ano d¢ Navewvirov doyoviog un &Eeivar
gyntnoacdar, 115 104 a &nd tijc Exwne émi déxa. One example
of the local meaning is restored in a building contract;
II. 167, [ano t]o¥ diateyiopatog péyor Tav ... .. Equivalent to
a genitive of separation, I.G. 1. 27 a (Page 11), obx éroctij-
oopatr Gwo tol OMpov. These usages are limited in Isaeus
as well. Temporal, I 4, &z’ &slvov 10D yedévov, IV. 29,
VI. 14,47. Local, V1. 19, @xo tob otwjparog dvicrarar. Isocrates
uses the preposition in these meanings far more freely.
Temporally often with doxesdar as XV. 231, dokapévoug dnod
26hwvog. Locally as in IV. 162, and 8¢ Kvidov péyor Zivadrmang.
Common with verbs of separation as anelavvew (XV. 285),
xweiCewv (VI. 85), etc, and with compounds of ané as XII-
141, dnelpyeww dnd toi ovpfovdederv (only example with the
articular infinitive) etc.

and signifying the source or means 1s used commonly
in all spheres. I. G. 1. 32, &nodidévar d¢ anod tdv. yonudrov,
- 1. 27 b (Suppl. Page 59), dnd to? xagmod tijg dnagyils dvelédy,
I. 61 b (Suppl. Page 19), [dixajc elvar dno EvpBoérov, (cf. I G. I.
9, &nd wvdpwv Pouvv elvar). In Isaeus this use is limited to
such verbs as Anroveyeiv (V. 36, 39), dvadeivar (V. 42), yupva-
“owagyely (IL. 42), hapPdverv (VIII 35, IX. 29), while Isocrates
uses it with verbs of receiving, taking and the like, and
with Gijv as XV, 158, dn’ #hartévov Giv. Only in the ISS is
and found meaning «worth» I. G. I1.51. dnd yhiov douyudv
(Always in the formula expressing the value of the crown).
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In Isaeus we find dndé with adjectives as dfjAov, pavepdv,
Aapnpdg, ete. cf. VIIL 40, &¢’ 7¢ éott Aapngds.

The adverbial expression and ol adropdrov «freely» is
found only in Isaeus III. 22.

Isocrates uses ané to denote relationship defining remote
descent, with the verbs yiyvesdai, elvar and nequxévar. The
difference between dné und &x as representing remote and
immediate ancestry is well illustrated in XI. 35, tov & ITo-
oeld@vog pev yeyovota, meog d& jujteds and Aldg, XII. 81, Tovg
uev Gno Jedv, tovg §° &€ avtdv tdv Jedv yeyovorus.

&

This preposition is not a very commion one in the ISS,
and its uses are comparatively limited. Denoting origin as
in I.G. L. 9, of €€ éxeivov (2), cf. 1. 51. The local use is much
more common: IL. 57, ....¢ éx Kohwvou. Elsewhere in the
meaning «out-of» «from», I. 32, va & tijg dexdurg, and espe-
cially with verbs of choosing as in II 163, &éodar 8¢ ....
8€ "Adnvalov arndviov and the verb drodolvar in the formula
dnodotivar &x thV ot yneiopara ... IL. 54, etc. &« meaning
«in accordance with» is found only in I. 27 a (Suppl. Page 10),
ta O¢ fega ta &x v yonopav, IL 114, olig elpntat & vov vépov.

In Isaeus the most important use of éx is in the genea-
logical records (78 examples, 40 in Isocrates). The use with
yiyvesdai is common to both orators, while giesdat is limi-
ted to Isocrates and elvar to Isaeus. The latter also uses
wiewv & (VIIL 36), tixeew & (IIL. 15, VIIL 36), elodyew viva
& dotijs (VIIL. 19), and similar phrases which are foreign
to Isocrates.

Both local and temporal uses are more common in
Isocrates but the phrase & dpyfis is very common in Isaeus,
while Isocrates uses freely both é&n’ doyiic and & doyfic.
Peculiar to the latter are such expressions as #x pelpaniov
and & maldwv. The latter is found only once in Isaeus
IX.20. Isaeus uses &x as the equivalent of an accusative of
extent of time, IL 32, & &8¢ vo¥ &mihoimov ypbvov . .. €0 mowEiv.
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éx denoting the means, cause or instrument is common
to both orators and varies only as the class of words on
which the expression depends varies in each author. It is
found in Isocrates commonly with yiyvesdar, yryvdonew,
evdonpely, Gperetv and the like, in Isaeus with oxénrecda,
Ynoileodar and the like. The causal meaning is very rare
in Isaeus, cf. I. 10, & vtavtng tiig dpyfic .... Tavtag moieital
tag Srodrog. |

The modal or adverbial phrases are rare in Isaeus. One
example is cited, X. 1, & Toov dwaxeipeda. In Isocrates the
phrases &k &rolpov, & Toov, éx 1ol avegol and especially éx
naviog 1pémov are common.

gn expressing agency is found in Isaeus VI. 57, & fjudv
Ehéyyovian (Reading of A. Emended to d¢” by Edd., See
Gildersleeve S.C. G. 1. 160). Isocrates XVI. 27, nal naréory-
oav &xetvny v dnpoxgatiav, &€ fc ol molitar mEog pev Gvdpiov
ovtwg EnoudevInoav (but see Marchant, Cl. R. III. 436).

mpo

There is but one example in the ISS, II. 176, némopgsv
drovia npo Havadnvaiwv. In Isaeus all the examples but

one are temporal, TV. 11, 790 8¢ tovrwv 00d” av t@v redvem--

towv ovdeig xarepevdero, «and, what is more important than
these, no one would ever have said a false word against
the dead». mpd tov is found in Isaeus VIII. 34, and Isocrates
IV. 112. In Isocrates the prevailing usage is temporal
though the local use is also found (5 ex.) as in VII. 54, ngo
1@V duaotyoiny xAngovuévoue. In this author also is found the

expression mgd morol moteiodau (7 ex.) and once mpd = Vnfp;

V 56, 8ri tadta dowmelg mpo tiig éxi tov PfdpPagov orpareias.
v
&v followed by the genitive is found occasionally in the
ISS; 1.G. L. 27 ¢ (Suppl. Page 164), &dv tig dmoxcelvy v tdv
néewv, (for the same phrase cf. I1. 33, and IL. §, 33 b). I1. 114,

&v 10 &v Awoviocov &xndnoie. In Isaeus the expression is con-
fined to temples; V. 41, & Awviocov, &v [lvdiov, and the

£
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designation of Hades; IL 47, é&v “Adov. No example in
Isocrates. .

‘The local and temporal uses of év with the dative are
common in all spheres, and no great difference is to be
observed. It may be noted howewer that Isocrates is fond
of using &v with such verbs as fidvar, yiyveoda, éyylyveoda,
givan, &veivay, Cijv, pévewy, gnpévery and vtehevidv. With the
meaning «in the presence of» &v is limited in Isaeus and
the ISS to purely legal phrases, I.G. IL 17, xpwéodw &v
*Admvaiow xai toig ovppdyotg, 1. 51, &v 1@ dpew, Isaeus 11 4,
év duwaoraig, X. 1, &v duiv. There is no such limitation in
Isocrates except in the private speeches.

- The use of év to express mecans or instrument is not far
removed from the local sense and sometimes it 1s difficult
to discriminate. There is no example of this use in the ISS,
and only one clear case in Isaeus VI 4, xai &v @ Yoo xal
gvi aydv oletal Gdekpols xatasrjoey &xeive todg nvdév mpoati-
xovtag. More common in Isocrates; [I]. 25, 10 uév yap yovaiov
v 1@ nvol Paocavilopev, XIX. 38, &dfhwae 8’ &v dhhotg te moAdois.

v expressing manner is rarely found in the ISS or
Isaeus. I.G. IL. 116, émpedyHjvar adt@v v 1@ 10én@® 1@ avTd.
Isocrates is more liberal in its use in such phrases as év 1®
pavep® (11. 30), év xepahaiowg (I1.9), wg év éhayioroig(V.154), etc.

év with the dative equivalent to a simple dative of
respect translated «in regard to» is found frequently in
Isocrates especially with Swapégewv and xivduvevewv. Not found
in the ISS and rare in Isaeus; I 47, ®od’ fuds pév &v augo-
- 180015 ... xai &v 1@ doUvar xal &v 1 Aafelv olxeiovg dvrag eor-
oete, IX. 14, drapogds .... yevopévng &v i) veprioel tol yweiov.

In I.G. IL 176, xai etvar avtov év toig evepyératg the pre-
positional phrase is the equivalent of a predicative partitive
~ genitive. (See Lutz op. cit. 26, 4 and 27).

VY

~In the ISS there is only one example in a doubtful
restoration, L. G: 1. 37, [o0v] tf} fovAf). In Isocrates it is found
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only in the spurious Oration [I]). Isaeus uses it more fre-
quently but always in legal transactions; VI. 33, & 8¢
anédoro olv v® oalmdde «with the goat herd thrown in»,
VIII. 8, ovv fpariowg yovoiowg mévie nal €ixoor uvdg dmidod,
X. 13, obv ravroug.
gelc

The use of eic after verbs of motion is common in all
spheres and it is needless to cite examples. The use with
persons (personal pronouns) is generally confined to legal
expressions. In Isaeus, for example, it is generally found
in such expressions as eig vudg elodyewy, «to hale before the
court», In Isocrates also the majority of these examples,
proportionately, are found in the private orations as XVII.
17, 8dvmep elg Ondg eloéhdy XX. 22, Gvafog elg vuds Aeyérw.
With verbs of 7es¢ which imply motion the use is also
common in all spheres. 1. G. IL 17, é\éedar npéoPeis elc OAf-
Bag, L. 27 a. (Suppl. Page 10), xatadeivar & w6y, Isaeus VI.1,
gdAwpev elg Tovg modepiovg. With verbs of enrolling and the
like, I. G. 1. 32, dvayoapéviwv & otiiny (cf. I. 22, &v orfiy),
Isaeus II. 14, éyyodger nat €lg tovg dpyedvag, Isocrates X VIII,

16, €ig tOV .... natdioyov &yyodyag

Isaeus alone uses tig after verbs «to adopt into» or «to
marry into», I1X. 2, eloromtos .. .. eig FAhov oinov, IIL 8, eig
10V toItdhavtov olxov .... &yyvdv.

The use with verbs, nouns or adjectives expressing
friendship or hostility, wrongdoing, etc., is common. Espe-
cially so in the ISS with dwaiooivy, edegyesia, elvown and
xonowpog; 1. G. II. 114, ebvolag el tov dfjuov (very common in

praise decrees), II. 270, eic mohha yofoipor yeyovaowy, Isaeus .

II1. 17, &Eapapteiv &g ..... , V. 35, movnpog sig ..... , VII. 34,
mpodvpordrovg elg .. .. This use is found in Isocrates chiefly
with dpagrdve and &apoagrdavm, elivowr and edepyesia. Only
once with adjectives, VI. 125, yofiotpog €ig. ...

The final use is also universal; I.G. I 32, yofiodat &g
coeey 11 14, Bobivau €l tv avaypagnv tijg etiing, 11. 55, mapé-
yew €ig .... In the orators with verbs of contributing,
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furnishing, spending, etc. Isaeus VIIL 39, €ig wiv tugnv
avnionéval, Isocrates XVI. 32, Aprovpyla €lg .... Isaeus often
~ uses €ig with a personal pronoun as equivalent to a dative
with yiyvesday, XI. 22, &ylyvero €lg 8ué 7 xAnpovoulia, III. 38,
Tiig mpownlg €ig attov yryvouévrg.

The use of elg with abstract nouns after dyew, lovdvai
and é\d¢iv with their compounds is peculiar to Isocrates;
IV. 174, rag ovyyeveiag elg &doav mpodyery, XX. 8, @ot’ &g
Toavpara xoi Yavdroug xal Quyds . ... EAdelv.

In Isaeus VI 31, mpooexarécaro eig éppavv xardoraocty
we have the use of a court formula. eig signifies purpose.

The temporal use is also universal. In the ISS we find
very commonly the formulas xaAéoar .... €i¢ 10 mouraveiov
eic alpov and mpocayayeiv .... elg tov dfjpov el v mpdwv
éxxAnolav. Here the expression is the equivalent of a dative
of definite time. As the equivalent of an accusative of
extent of time it is found in the following formula; L. G.
IL 86 Ott xai &g tov Aownov yeévov v dyados avije. The latter
use is also common in Isocrates in the expression elg tov
houmov yedvov or el dravro tov ygdvov. Isaeus has one example
of the latter, II. 10, &ig tov &neuta ypdvov. Isocrates uses it
mark the time of engagement or definite appointment with
such verbs as dnodéoday, Gmavidv and é\deiv. Isaeus as in
the ISS uses it with xakeiv, npoonakeiv and the like.

dcd

The rarity of dud with the genitive in the ISS is worthy
of note. There are two examples; I.G. 1. 40, und¢ orpatiav
dwa tiig xdbeag .... didyewv, II. 240, did maveds tob Blov ma[oé-
yew ...] (Restored in I.G. I. 46b. Suppl. Page 15). It is sel-
dom found in Isaeus (no examples in Or. I-III, V, IX, X)
who does not use it either in temporal or local sense. Iso-
crates has 10 examples of the former, 3 of the latter.

Means or manmner is expressed by dud with the genitive
in the orators especially in the phrase dia Boayéwv (taxéwv)
Myew (Isaeus VIL 4, cf. also IV. 17, duadixaig dia pagripmv
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«depositions made by means of witnesses»), VIIL. 16, adrtog
O’ Eawrod. '

The causal meaning is not found in Isaeus. In Isocrates
always after ylyveodo as in VIIL. 23, Ersita xat dnyporimtéoav
gvéplbov elvar tavtmy ™y xotdotacwy §) v S0 tod Aayydvew
Yiyvopévnyv.

Agency is expressed by dud («the mediator») in Isocrates
as in IIL 6, ta O fpudv pepnyavnuéva, cf. V. 142, XV. 254,
Ep. IV. 2. |

Noteworthy is Isaeus VI. 35, &oudmovyv .... §nwg d” avtdv:
goowro i ovoia (cf. VIIIL 34), «They considered how the pro-
perty might come into their hands» (or «pass through their
hands»).

did with the accusative is also rare in the ISS. 3
examples; I.G. IL. 3. 179 b. line 68, »ai 814 tavta ...., I 5.
231 b, II. 240. More frequent in Isaeus than the genitive,
but rarely found with persons, VIL 10, td e yonata éxo-
uloato 8¢ fudc, «Thanks to us he got his money back», cf.
VIII 44, XII. 2. In Isocrates the vast majority of examples
is found with #hings (217: 62, persons). The chief use is
with neuter pronouns (relative, demonstrative and interro-
gative). Elsewhere generally with abstracts as 3. &loav,
dud movnelav, etc. and the articular infinitive which is found
25 times (none in private speeches. 10 examples in Isaeus).

rata

xovd with the genitive: The prevailing use in all spheres
is with nouns or verbs of accusing, witnessing speaking
and the like. The meaning is «against». I. G. 1. 27 a (Suppl.
Page 10) o0d’ Emuympid »ard Grgooxfjtov ovite xata tov xoiwvod
otite nard idwwrov ovde &vég, Isaeus IV. 12, etc.

Common to the ISS and Isaeus are the uses in religious
ceremonies connected with taking the oath. I.G. L 9, duvv-
vai nata tgp@v xowopéveov, Isaeus VII 16, 17, 28, gxridévar
nloTv xatd TAV lEQhv.

Peculiar to Isocrates is the use of xutd with the force
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of nepl (limited to expressions containing drag, 6Aog, or
dhhog), X. 1, pia émwoniun xad’ andviov.

Peculiar to ISS is the use in I. G. I. 53 a. (Suppl. Page 66)
utodoiv 8¢ xord elnool &rwv. Here it seems best to supply a
word meaning «period» and translate «to let out the pro-
perty for periods of twenty yearss.

xatd with the accusative is much more common in all
spheres. The prevailing meaning in the ISS is «in accor-
dance with». I.G. L. 61, xara wov vopov, II. 50, xara va yy-
@iopara. This use is so common in the orators that it is
needless to cite examples. Isaeus uses it in a wide range
of legal expressions as xata dde1v, xata yévog, xat dyyioteiav,
rara' @uowv. It is interesting to note how the practical
lawyer appeals to the law. He uses the phrase xata tovg
vopovg in 43 instances, while Isocrates has 13 examples —
mostly in the private orations. , ’

The Jocal use is not found in Isaeus, and occurs in the
ISS only in the formula xata yijv xai xara ddhartav in trea-
ties. Isocrates is particularly fond of this phrase (28 exam-
ples) and also makes use of other expressions as xara
xdeav (IV. 176), tolg xara tv "Aciav duvderag (VI. 63), etc.
I.G. II. 167, xara xepadjv «on top» is best classified as a
local use. '

The femporal use—marking duration of time—is practi-
cally confined to Isocrates. One example only is found in
Isaeus XI. 49, dravia yap »al v toujon ol adtdv xara tov

néhepov dndhese. In Isocrates xard is especially common

in the phrase xat’ &xeivov tiv yedévov (30 examples). The
distributive use is general, 1. G. IL 52, xad’ &xacrov 1ov

Eviavtov, Isaeus II. 46, Isocrates IV. 29.

The distributive use (not temporal) is rare in Isaeus
and ISS. L.G. IL 61, #erdlewv xara Edvog (cf. also I 27,
Suppl. Page 62), Isaeus XI. 22, xad’ &xacrov (VIIL 33), Iso-
crates II. 45, nal’ €v &xacrov, etc.

The /limiting use in such phrases as xad’ adrév and
abrog xad’ abrdv, etc. is common in Isocrates but very sel-

2



{

18
dom used in Isaeus, cf. Isaeus X. 15, xat’ &xeivov, «as far as
he was concerned».

The use in comparison is found only in Isocrates;
XIX. 9, woky whelovog GElwv %) nard v adtdv swohw.

The final use is found once in the ISS. I1.G. II 86,
nmohtevopevor Emidnudow xat’ Sumogiav. Not in Isaeus. 3
examples in Isocrates, cf. XVII. 4, gkénepmpev dpo xar’ Euso-
olav nai nata Fewolav.

Adverbial expressions, generally expressing manner, -
are not found in the ISS and rarely in Isaeus. Isaeus, IV.
10, xata ta mnedta «at first» VII. 38, nara povag. More
common in Isocrates, especially in such phrases as xata
Tp0mov, ®ata xedrog, xaroa twynv and the like,

In Isaeus VII. 24, od ydp xata tov matépo ahha xara thv
untéoa #ai.... 10 pépos eidnge, nard has the meaning «in
the line of>».

nerd

The underlying meaning of perd with the genitive is
accompaniment and this usage is universal in all spheres.
The use with abstract nouns equivalent to an adverbial
phrase is found frequently in the epideictic speeches of
Isocrates, but seldom in Isaeus, and not at all in the ISS.
Isocrates II. 23, moiew uév undév pst’ doyfig, Isaeus I. 13, per’
doyiic moaydeiow, VI. 2, dxgodoacdar per’ ebvoiag.

uerd with the accusative is always temporal. It is seldom
found in the ISS except in such formulas as npwr@ pera
o igpd (I.G. L 36, 37, étc.), TOUG TOUTAVELS TOUG META TNV
*Anapavtida (II. 54). In the orators also are found similar
expressions. Isaeus VIII. 43, per’ Eivxletdnv yoe doyovra,
Isocrates XVIIIL 5, of pera tovg touaxovra. But the chief use
in the orators is in the phrase pera 8¢ tavra, which is very
common.

Occasionally in Isaeus there is a slightly different
meaning, cf. XI. 11, el 3¢ ped’ fjuds OidwoL toig fperégorg
nowol, Tobt’ #0n oxentéov éoti, where the meaning is «next
in succession to». XII. 9, 0 marn O "uéregog Ov €ixdg éott
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peTa T tovtov puniépu dptota TOV adtod DOV yryvdoxrew, cnext
to the mother, the father should know his own son».

. VIwEP

The use of umég in a local sense is confined to the ISS
where it is found only in a building contract. I. G. II. 167.
Uog Tot®Y VeQ YiS . . .., ibid., tol duwdlov 1ol UnEQ TV TUAGV.

The meaning <on behalf of» is universal. In the ISS
vrnép does not encroach upon the meaning of mepi and
Isaeus is also careful in this regard (but one exception;
VIIIL 13, dAla mpdtegov vmép tdv pagrvonhicsotat pelddviav
dEidoaviec elc Bacdvoug ¢éMdeiv). In Isocrates however we
often find vnép for nepi especially after verbs of saying, cf.
XVIIL 33, vnep Gv (to avoid hiatus?) ovdeic obt” &v elneiv
dEiwg dvvarro. Peculiar also to Isocrates is his use of Omép
with the articular infinitive as the equivalent of a final or
declarative clause. _

unép with the accusative is not common in the ISS.
I.G. I 32, unde dobvar dngp pveiag dpayuds, I. 40, vngp mev-
tixovra € yeyovérac. This latter is the only use in Isaeus,
cf. VI. 14. In Isocrates this construction implies superiority.
XXI. 12, vnge v dvvauy, IV. 11, tolg Omép tovg 1didrag
gxovor (Aoyous).

-

i

éni with the genitive is commonly found in the ISS to

‘denote the official period of office. I. G. I. 33, &xi *Ayeiddoug

doyovtog, 1. 53a. Suppl. Page 66, &ni tijc BovAijs tijg elotniong
Isaeus uses éni very rarely in the temporal sense. VI. 18,
éni yijows (only example). Very common in Isocrates in
expressions such as 8¢’ udv, 3¢’ adrol, éni vijg doyfic, &ni
1@V tpuixovra and the like.

The meaning «in the presence of» is found only in
legal phrases in Isaeus. V. 1, &xi tob diwactneiov (cf. VIL 29,

XIIL. 9). One example of this use in Isocrates XV. 49, &ni

t@v dwactneiwv. A possible example is found in a resto-
ration in the ISS. I. G. L 9, ieoa &[xni] t[fic] puAfic.
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~.#The local meaning is also found in the phrase t®v &ni
Ooguns (I.G. 1. 31). Isocrates XVI. 29, &fyayev &ni Opodunc.

Superposition. Not in the ISS and rare in Isaeus.
VIII. 27, &ni to¥ puviparog Epod mowovpévorn Adyoug (cf. V. 25,
XT. 41). Isocrates makes freer use of it (23 examples), XIX.
39, péowv &ni tdv dpowv, VIL 52, VIIL 54, etc.

Besides these usages there are to be found in Isocrates
a great variety of examples of &ni with the genitive in
different significations; VIII. 114, & yap &al wdv dAeov
0pdte, talt’ & Vudv adr®dv dyvoeite where the meaning is
«in the case of». This is more common in the phrase &xi
ndvtwv. The variations in such phrases as énl t@v mpdEewv
(XIIL. 20), &xi vob Plov sdooves Ep. IV. 2, and others are’
so numerous that it is needless to classify in the limits of
this dissertion. It is sufficient to say that they show the

greater freedom of Isocrates from the narrower limits of
the ISS and Isaeus.

The use of &xi with the dative is very simple in the
ISS but becomes a very complicated problem in Isaeus in
the mass of legal phrases which he uses, while Isocrates
shows much less variety of usage with the dative than
‘with the genitive. éxi with the dative of the person is
never found in the ISS and rarely in Isaeus.

The local use is found in the ISS only in the phrase
&ni t® PBopd (I.G. L1, II. 163). One example in Isaeus
XII. 9, dpdoat. ..... gni Aehgwie. This usage is confined
largely to the private orations in Isocrates; XVII. 12, éni
Q) toanély xadquevov, (cf. IV. 163).

Closely corresponding to the local use is the phrase
gnt toutog <« to crown all this», (to be distinguished from
m00g 8¢ rovtowg which is merely «in addition to this»), Isaeus
L 1, IIL 36, etc. :
~ The temporal use is found in the ISS only in the
calendar, évdry &ni déxa (I.G. 1L 173, etc).. Rarely used in
Isaeus or Isocrates. Isaeus III. 18, »ai tovrov Expagrvgiav
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&’ gnelvy tfj diny magéoyovro, TV. 26, &ni orparspart, Isocrates

- TI1. 20, of npd adridv dpyovies xai of &g’ advois.

gni with the dative in used to denote the object or
cause of emotion. No examples in the ISS and limited in
Isaeus, VI. 24, aloyuvépevog pév éni tfj.... avoig, I1I. 30, ép’ @
..... ayavaxr®. This usage comprises by far the larger bulk
of the examples in Isocrates, who uses it with dyavaxteiy,
advueiv aioyivesdat, ahyelv, dydeodar, daxgvew, dvoyepaive,
gvdonipely, Aumelv, peyahovyelv, dudvoiav #xewv, 8oEav Fyew,
ogttov elvar. Similarly with verbs of praise, blame and
encouragement to express the cause, éxi with the dative

is found only in Isocrates.

This combination, to express purpose, is found in the
ISS only in treaty formulas I.G. II'S. 59 b, iévau 2ni nohépe,
II. 114, &ni vyeilg zai cwuyeiq ... Hewv. Isaeus uses this
construction more freely, III. 39, oi éni mallaxiq 884vreg,
IX. 26, towabta.. .. &x’ Buol teyvdlover, XI. 47, éni SiaPoliy wev-
cactat. Isocrates (less frequently) IV.130, &xi... BAdfy....
gl wedeiq, XVI. 6.

énl signifying «on the basis of», <on condition of» is in
the ISS limited to treaty formulas, I. G. II. 17, éni 3¢ voig
adroic 8@’ olonsp Xiow xai Onpaior xai of &Ahot avpupoyor. It
is the most common use in Isaeus, III. 78, &xi tivi mpowi
gyyvijoar; V. 26, Edwne... tv adekgnv 2mil tetrapdrovii pvaic.
Under this heading might be brought also the large

‘number of legal expressions found in this author, V. 7,

€p” Ohp moudfjvan, VI 21, eloayayeiv.... &mi 1@ adrod ovo-
waty, I1.5, dg #laPev eixoor uvdg &xi tfj &dedofy, II1. 73, dmi
dravil 1@ xAjo Eniduov xatalutelv adriv, V. 43, &t tocov-
toig dypoic.... Celyoc &xtiow dowdv, X. 15, 8ni 1d dwalog
glooydfivar. .. tov Adyov motobvrar, XI. 42, &ni 2vvéa OPoloic
«at 18 percent». These uses are found only in Isaeus.
Such phrases as ¢’ olg, #ni tovtowg and the like are common
to both orators. Isocrates alone uses " e followed by
the infinitive, XVIL 19, diawrar &xi fnrois énérgene Sarioq,
dp° @re xovayryvdoxew. ... |
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¢ni with the dative signifying «to be in the power of»
or «in charge of» is found in all spheres but not in common
use, L. G. IL 61, tovg &xi toig dnpocio yodppacty, (II. 251),
Isaeus III. 28, én’ éxelvw yévorro, Isocrates XVII. 2,53, of &xmi
Talg Teamilalg. .

éni with the accusative is very common in all spheres
with persons and things, after verbs of motion, sometimes
simply indicating destination, but closely connected with
this idea is the «end in view» or purpose. Often the idea
of hostility is present. The most common use in the ISS
is in the phrase xaléoai éni Eévia .. (I. G. IL 38, etc.). It is
often found also after a compound of &xni as &dv tg ériotpa-
tevy &xt v yAv (1. 31). The idea of purpose is generally
found with verbs of choosing, 1. G. II. 114 tijc Sowfescg. .-
g’ v elpédn. These uses are general in the orators. Isaeus
I1. 6, éni 10 orparevesau Erpandueda, Isocrates VIII. 27, &mi
10 Péktiov @povijoal moodysty.

The adverbial use is found chiefly in Isocrates but also
occasionally in Isaeus. XII 5, &xi 10 modv dragéoeodor, X. 12,
¢l dleveg NPfloan. In Isocrates the phrase g &xi 10 mokd is
frequent and for the temporal use cf. XII 125, &xni térragog

N

1) névte yeveag dropsivar.
TaQd

nopd with the genitive is found only with persons or
personified objects. In the ISS the chief use is after verbs
of receiving, taking, exacting and the like. These verbs are
often compounded with the prepositions noagd or éné as
ropahapfdverv, magadéxeodal, arolauPdvew, dpaigeiodar and
the like. Nouns of similar meaning also have this construc-
tion as 1. G. II. 114, 1) dwoea W mapa tijg Pouvrijc. This usage
is common in the orators who extend it to verbs of asking,
hearing, buying, leasing and the like. Isaeus seldom uses
it with personification—one example —IX. 15, ta mopd tijg
tixne. Isocrates has 5 examples. Isaeus employs certain
legal phrases not elsewhere found as #leyyov and éxpuprv-
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olav mapa. .. .. nowiodat (I1I: 20, VI. 16), éyyuioaodo (111 37,
55), while Isocrates writes'in XIX, 9 yapeiv magd tivoc.

napd is used with the agent in Isaeus only after dpo-
loyeioOar (6 Ex.), 1. 38, 42, 43; II. 15, 40; IV. 15; XIL. 11, 42.
Isocrates XI. 37.

napd 1s used - after verbs of motion in the ISS and
Isocrates I. G. II. 52, tovg mapa Awovueifov fjxovies]. In Iso-
crates with &\Jeiv, xatanielv, xopileodar, xaranépuneodar and
gevyew. So also Isoc. XII 142, miv nap’ fudv Porjdeiav.

napd with the dative is common in all spheres in local
significance. [. G. L. 11, tag dixag yiyveodar nfupd t@® no]he-
udoyw, II. 263, datpifwv napx t® Pacikei. Isaeus uses this
combination chiefly to denote «in the presence of» III. 4,
noag” Uplv, «at the house of» I. 25, mapd tH) &oyf} *eipevov.
This use is limited in Isocrates (7 Ex.) occurring twice
in the private speeches XVIIL 63, tag mup’ dpiv dafolds,
XIX. 15. In Isocrates the general meaning is «in the opi-
nion of> with such expressions as sbdoxipeiv, ebdokelv, doka,
uwy and mhéov Exewv. In Isaeus this use is limited to one
example, VIL 5, &Eoboda naga......

napd with the accusative is used locally meaning «along
side» or «beside». I.G. Il 17, xaradétw maga wov Ale vov
"Edevdégiov, I1. 167, napa mhevodv, mupa v Emalbwv, Isaeus
VI. 20, tii¢ (ovvowiag) tijc maga thv mvdida, VIIL 16, Isocra-
tes V. 21, 1@v naga tov "Adpiav olxovviwv (only example in
Isocrates). A rarer local use meaning «towards» or «to» is
found. I.G. L 2, xat Grodwow magd tov evduvov 10 nadijxov,
Isaeus IL 9, G fAdev Egovoa mag” &xeivov, Isocrates XIV. 52,
map” puds xaraguyoloav. |

The most common meaning of rugd with the accusative
is «contrary to» 1. G. IL. 17, édv tig elny naga 16de 10 Yijepi-
opa, I1. 54 maga toug véwovg. Isaeus and Isocrates use the
phrase maga tovg vépovg very frequently and the latter uses
also such phrases asynaga yvouny, naga 10 dixawov, etc.

Isocrates alone uses mapd in a temporal sense (4 Ex.),
XV. 48, naga mdvia tov xedévov, [I). 31, IIL 24, IV. 148.

e
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Isocrates uses mapd with pxpév and modV meaning
«within a little» <almost> or «far from», VIII 63, napad
nodv thg Tdv dAov gnAhayuévov diavoiac, ete. There is one
example of this use in Isaeus. IIl. 37, magd térrapag Pijpoug
uetéoye tijc mohews, «He came within four votes of being
admitted>».

negi

Anastrophe is found only in the ISS. 1. G. L. 2 a. (Suppl.
Page 134), dv tic gmynoion MEewg [méo]L 7 ddoewg, 1. 57, tot
molépov meQl TOV 1P...... (In both cases a second noun
follows the preposition).

In general, it may be said that mepi with the genitive
follows nouns and verbs of saying and thinking and the
like. In the ISS, this rule holds good almost without
exception. The construction is found with verbs of dispu-
ting, planning, answering, voting, knowing, proving, caring
for, saying, and with the nouns tdfw, Yfgos and vdépog.
Similarly also I.G. II 5. 59 b v 8¢ otfdnv... [tv =ept tijg
ovppayias. An apparent exception is found in L. G II 5. 49 b.
xal epl woképov xai elpivng modtw ... Here modrrewv comprises
within itself not only action, but conduct generally, «I
shall conduct myself..» In Isaeus the same rule holds.
This orator makes use of certain formulas more common
to the law court. Thus £Eevdlewv nept (IV. 2, 11), diapagrv-
ogty, dropoloyeiodar and éxpagrvgiav moweiodar are not found
in Isocrates or the ISS. On the otler hand Isocrates uses
nepl with the genitive after verbs of fearing and with a
large class of periphrases with moteloar and abstract nouns,
while the range of these in Isaeus is extremely limited.

In the orators mepi with the genitive is found with
certain verbs of action such as xvduvevewv, dywviesdar and
the like to denote «the object at stake». In this usage neol
almost encroaches upon the spherevof vnép. cf. Isocrates
IV. 116, nepi tijc ydoag molepely, Isaeus 1. 1.

The expression nggl wodol moweioBar is found once in

I R S U " S,
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the ISS (I. G. L. 64). Isocrates uses it in the various degrees
of comparison, while it is seldom found in Isaeus.

nepl with the genitive is not found after mowiv or modr-
rew in the ISS (except in the passage cited above). Certain
examples are found in Isocrates which seemingly violate
the rule but really do not. X. 65, moweiv («to write verses,
sing») negl 1@v orparevoopévav &xi Teoiav, XVI. 23, mouvi-
cacdor=1{] magenoig xoficdar (§ 22), XVIL II, pavepds #idn
nodEw. «I shall now declare myself openly...». In V. 22,
tov Abyov deitewv xai movjcelv oddév dAho mepi adrov the pre-
positional phrase depends on both expressions and the
former dominates.

nepl with the genitive is found in phrases with the
article. These always depend on some verb of saying or
thinking either expressed or understood. Isocrates XII.
232, éni O¢ voic mepl Aoxedaipoviwv Evmidny, XV. 59, dvd-
yvoth 1o mepl tijg fyepoviag, Ep. 11. 14, ob mapalewnréov éori
t0 el tijg mohewe.

nept with the dative is not found in the ISS or Isaeus,
and only in one example in Isocrates, Ep. IX. 10, tav
d" dMowv & mepi Toig odpacty Eyovol TEQLOTGHVTEC.

nepl with the accusative is not found in the ISS 'in a
temporal use and only once in a local meaning, I. G. I 55,
tovg orpatnyovs tovg Bvrag mepi Maxedoviav. These uses are
also comparatively rare in the orators. Isaeus (2 examples)
VI. 27, nmept Xiov, VI. 41, mepl tov terelsvinuéra. The local
sense is much more common in Isocrates with persons,
places and things. cf. IV. 147, 187; X. 52 etc. The temporal
meaning is likewise found only twice in Isaeus, VI. 40,
VII. 5, but is more common in Isocrates, cf. IV. 181 etc.
(Especially with the word ygévov (5 Ex.)).

The use of negl with definite numbers meaning «about»
is found in Isaeus XI. 42, 44; Isocrates IX. 28.

The most common use of nepi with the accusative is
found after verbs of action or expressions implying action-
This is the usage in the ISS. 1. G. 1. 27 c. (Suppl. Page 164),
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ayada Goa mowel mepl “Admvaiovs, II. 206, pulotipoiviat wept
tov dfjpov. Especially common in the phrase #nawvéoar 1ov
delva OtL Gvme dyaddg fott mepl tov dfjpov «because he is a
benefactor of the people», Passim. Isaeus follows this rule
in general. II. 36,37, énoinoa ta mept v tagrv. The excep-
tions are not numerous and admit of explanation, III. 18,
&% tdv sxdtv T@v meQl adrd to medyna oxeyduevos (<observing
from the probable facts connected with the matter at
issue»), V. 19, voiobror d¢ yevéuevor mepi Aaydonv («<acting
in such a way». cf. VIL 33, IX. 20), VIIL 14, &idévar ta nepi
myv &xdoow («<knowing the facts about...»), VIIL 16, nepi
({12 gomovdale (<about which he was scrupulous in per-
forming «...»), X. 17, Svav nepi youaru dvotvydol («whenever
they fare ill in money matters»), XI. 37, do& 8¢..... Y
mhelotnv dratpifNv tdv Adywv mowipevov mepi v tob mandog
ovolav xal mepl éuvv. In this latter example we have an

instance where a verb of saying i1s a verb of action-

especially in the case of a professional rhetorician. This
usage which is rare in Isaeus is much more commion in
Isocrates. In fact the definition of orators given by the
latter is of megi tovg Adyovg (IX, 10), and he uses ngpi with
the accusative with such expressions as dux Boayémv dnA@-
oat... (XI. 9), eineiv Adyovg (V. 11), Adyoic yoijedan (ep. IX. 4),
appoPneiv (XV. 302), ebdonpeiv (XII. 29), Enaivov (ep. I1. 3),
dewodnyg (XV. 230) which show a much freer use than is
allowed either in the ISS or in Isaeus.

mepl . with the accusative is found in Isocrates with
expressions denoting a hostile or friendly state of mind
and with such verbs as duaprdvw, gEapaprdve and the like-
Such a use is not found in Isaeus. Especially common in
Isocrates are the phrases ta nepl with the accusative (37
Ex.). These are generally dependent on a verb of action,
and in the very few instances where they do not, the idea
of action is clearly implied in the phrase. V. 58, oxéypar d¢

modtov ta sepl "Abufiddnv («consider first the deeds of
Alcibiades»), cf. V. 53, XV. 7.
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nodg is found as a simple adverb meaning «more», in
Isaeus XI. 43, mpboodog pev atitn do xai elnooL pvai xai xeos.

mpds with the genitive is not found in the ISS. Isaeus
indulges in an oath but rarely, 11. 47, npd¢ dedwv xai dapdvey,
cf. VI, 58. Elsewhere he uses npds in defining relationship
npOg mutpde, mEos unteods, «on the father's side, on the
mother’s side», V.10, VII. 22. (12 of the 18 examples of this
use are found in Or. XI) This is the main use in Isocrates
(5 Ex.) who also uses it once in the phrase ngog bpuav &otwy,
(XIV. 58), «in your interest».

npog is found omly once with the dative in the ISS,
IL. 61, mpog t@® voixyw. The use is rare in Isaeus, I1. 31, 32,
dudoavree mods td Popd, cf V. 11; VL. 12 dvaxpicerc mpog 1@
doyovt «in the presence of the archion». cf. Isocrates XV. 38
7eo¢ tolg dawtyrals. The most common use in the orators
is in the phrase mpog tovroig or mpodg 8¢ tovrowg which
comprises the vast majority of the examples. Isaeus uses
nog taig pagrupiag (XII. 9) in this same meaning, while
Isocrates employs npds with the articular infinitive in the
same sense, [TI. 47, XIII. 17, XV. 321.

npéc with the accusative in its local meaning after
verbs of motion is fairly common in the ISS and Isocrates,
but limited in Isaeus. In the ISS, the vast majority of
examples is found after a word which is itself a compound
of modc. I. G. I. 27 a. (Suppl. Page 10), mpoodtw meodg fovinv.
" Especially common in the formula ngécodov mgog v Pov-
My xai tov dfjpov (II. 41 etc). In Isaeus there are six
examples of the locgl use, VII. 15, e09éw¢ pe Aafov dysro

. 05 abdtov (cf. VIIL 33). Elsewhere in the phrase mpog
tov_doygovra (IV. 8, VI. 31,36, XI. 33). This phrase is also
found in the private orations of Isocrates; XVII. 12, 14,
XIX. 50. In L.G. II 5. 59 b, tijv 8¢ ovdhqv v mpde "Arékav-
doov, the meaning is «The sfele facing the statue of
Alexander».

mdg 1s especially common in the ISS after expressions of
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good will, hostility and the like, 1. G. I1. 193, edvoiav moog
tov dijpov (meds emphasizing the reciprocal nature of the
good will while &l in such formulas indicates only the
personal feelings of the one party), II. 55, tov rdéhepov tov
100¢ Xahudéag. This use is also very common in the orators.

The use of mpds in comparisons is practically limited
to Isocrates. One example in Isaeus VIIL 25, obdév yag
Opoov Nv ot mdg ToUToV.

The meaning «with regard to» after such verbs as xgi-
vew, oxonely, Jewpeiv, and with Aéyewv in such expressions as
Aéyewv mpog ydoiv, meog fidovijv, etc., is common in Isocrates
but very rare in Isaeus and absent from ISS.

The use in business transactions, where the English
idiom requires the meaning «with» is also universal. Here
ngds implies reciprocal action, 1. G. 1. 46 b. (Suppl. Page 14),
omovdag. .. .. meog ahlidovg, I1. 86, momododw obufora 1| Povin
np0c t0v Pacikéu. Common in the orators with Spohoysiv,
hayydvew (Isaeus only), 8pxol, omovdai and the like.

With verbs of saying, answering and the like, in such
expressions as Aéyew mpdg tiva «to say to one», mpds with
the accusative approaches closely the meaning of a simple
dative. mpdc however implies the meaning «face to face
with one». This use is common in Isaeus and Isocrates
but 1s not found in the ISS unless we include under this.
heading L. G. I 32, mp0c tovg Aoyiwstag xai eddivag d1d6vimv.

vré

vné with the genitive is used universally to express
the agent after verbs in the passive form or a verb used
as the passive, I. G. I 5. 231b. ngoeihevro 10 vehevrijoar VHmo
v évaviiov. Isaeus uses as equivalent for passives xand
rnadeiv (1. 6), qevyov (III. 37), xepevov (III. 32), moinow....
yevéodar (II1. 54), arnodvijoxewr (VI. 24). Isocrates uses dro-
retodan, xoxddg Grovewy, Exnimtery, Grodviiexneiy, and periphrases
with yiyveoda and- such words as avderarov,  [jiwrdy,
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neploratov, etc. In Isocrates IX. 43 % x’ éxeivov Pacikeia is
equivalent to td v’ 8xelvov Poacikevesiar. o

Personification is not found in the ISS, and is rarely
used in Isaeus. ‘II. 20, oby Un’ 8xeivyg netodeig dué émoujoaro
00V, @Aa pdhiota mo tiig donpuiag, II1. 17, ¥g® dvoiag, VIII, 3,
V0 TOV Adywv metodévieg, Isocrates vmo tod Adyov (XV. 278),
om0 toymg (V. 15), dmo tijg véoov (XV. 13).

Used causally in Isaeus VI 9, #} 90 yfiowg §| e &Aho 1t
dadfjran (cf. VI. 21, 35), IV. 16, av vno yrpws §| Und vdoou f
070 Tdv dAwv ... mtagavorjon), Isocrates XV. 142, ovtw ydg, £y,
tveg Umo tol pidvou xal tdv arnogidv &nyeidvrad (cf. XV. 320).

uné with the dative is found only in Isocrates. Local.
IV. §5, tovg im0 1) Kadpeilq tereveioavrag, V. 14, XVI. 28,

vné with the accusative is found only in Isocrates (5 Ex.)
Temporal; XVII. 40, vx’ 8xeivov tov yeévov (cf. IV. 177).
_Local use; IV. 108, dmoxeyuévne bmo iy "Avtujv. Transferred
local idea in VIIL. 12, tnd tiv aéhwv dmomecotong, VIII. 113,
VO . ... GUNPOQEAS ogdc avbtovs DmofdAhovaty.

The most striking observation in the use of the pre-
positions in the ISS is the narrowness of their range. In
the case of the most complex prepositions, such as &xi,
nepl, mapd or mpdg the classification of the usage is clearly
marked and easily effected. There is no great number of
. categories necessary for one or two or, at the most, three
subdivisions includé'the whole body of examples. This of
course may be ascribed to the narrowness of the sphere
of the inscriptions preserved to us, but it also indicates
the conservative formalism of the legal documents which
guarded closely against the introduction of new-forms and
varieties current in the rhetorical writings of the day.
The inscriptions therefore enable us to determine more
clearly the original sphere of the preposition, and the
usages here should form a valuable basis for observing
and contrasting the use of Isaeus and Isocrates with that
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of the official records. As Isaeus is the business orator
and most deeply versed in law, we should expect him
to show some similar limitation as we have observed
in - the inscriptions. Nor is such a limitation to be denied.
For in no case does he show as wide a range of usages
as we find in Isocrates, except in certain technical phrases
in the case of &xi which would not naturally be used
outside of the sphere of testamentary law. Moreover the
sphere of his subject has caused the predominance of
certain usages. Thus the necessity of giving the genea-
logical record of his clients has required the use of éx to
an unusual degree. Isocrates uses dné and & iu this way
with the distinction already noted (Page 7), while G=né
in this sense finds no place in Isaeus. This is entirely due
to difference in sphere as it does not pertain to inheritance

cases to dwell upon the remote ancestry of the client.

The limitation of évavriov to the speeches of Isaeus and
to the private orations of Isocrates and its use in all cases
in legal formulas shows that certain prepositions had
certain limited uses and Isocrates accordingly did not
employ &vaviiov in his epideictic orations. In general Iso-
crates displays a far wider range of usages. We must not
forget of course that his writings bulk much larger than
those of Isaeus, but even apart from that, Isocrates shows
that he was less bound by limitations than his more
practical contemporary. This is especially noticeable in
his combination of prepositions with the articular infinitive
—more particularly in the case of vnép. These innovations,
which were afterwards taken up and carried to further
development by Demosthenes, were avoided by Isaeus.
In other details also Isocrates shows greater freedom and
especially in the use of negi which is his favorite preposi-
tion. In general it may be said that the language of decrees
preserves the established legal formulas, and guards against
the intrusion of variations. Isaeus is to some extent in-
fluenced by the limitations of the legal language and
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approximates most closely the narrower range of preposi-
tions in the decrees, while Isocrates knows no limitations
in his later writings though showing certain traces of the
influence of legal formula in his earlier speeches for the
law courts, '

THE CASES

Nominative.

The nominative case as the subject of a finite verb is
universal. In the ISS the nominative is often found abso-
lutely in the citation of names, in enumerations and in
indefinite predications. The «nominative in suspense» is
found in Isocrates, IV. 107-8, &ovies.... nentnuévor... xoa-
tovvtes. . ... eldotec. .. Opmg oLdEV ToVTWY Tpdg Emijpe.

The predicate nominative is also universally found.

Vocative.

The vocative is not found in decrees. In Isaeus the
vocative form is generally preceded by & (II. 47, etc). In
passionate passages the & is dropped, IIL 1, "Avdpeg Swxa-
otal, 0 Gdehpic... momouro (cf. VI. 53). Isaeus sometimes
defers the vocative to the end of the sentence, V. 35, 45,
47. In the last example it also closes the speech. (See
Scott, A.J.P. XXIV. 192; Gildersleeve, S.C.G. 20). It is
interesting to observe the limitations of the vocative in
Isocrates. There are only 40 examples in the whole body
of his speeches, and 26 of these  are found in the Trape-
ziticus, and 4 in the Aeginiticus. Of the remainder 7 are
found in the prooemia. In all cases & is used, and none of
the examples head the sentence.

Genitive.

The Appositional Genitive occurs most commonly in
the use of «brdv in apposition to the possessive idea in agé-
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tepog and the like. L.G. L. 15, 10 ogérepa avrav (1. 40, II 5,

1'b.). Isaeus makes use of it but rarely. cf. X. 14, tovg ogeré-

povg avt@v naidag. Isocrates is very fond of the construction
and always uses it with ogétegog (except in IV. 44),

The Posessive Genitive is so universal that it is unne-
cessary to quote examples. The use in the predicate in
the ISS is comparatively rare. 1. G. I, 31, tfig [0eoD 10 &mi-
déralrov elvar, II 5. 231 b, vdde ITaveidov ot Edehjrou.
Common in Isaeus in expressions of relationship, IIL 13,
éraiga v tol Poviopévov.

The Subjective and Objective ‘genitives are universally
used, L. G. IL 36, ebepyérag "Adnvaiwv. Especially common
in the ISS in the phrase &ig 8¢ thv dvayoapnv tiis otiing.

The Genitive of Material is found in the ISS, chiefly
in such expressions as Joalod orepdve (I. G. I1. 108, etc.),
Isaeus X. 10, pedipvov »puddv, Isocrates XVII 12, € td-
Aove” ‘Goyvolov. :

The Genitive of Measure is found on]y in building
inscriptions, I. G. II. 167, line 65, nhdrog €nra daxtVAwv, nd-
(0g maAaotiic.

The Genitive of Price is rarely found, I.G. I. 53 a (Suppl.
Page 66), nai éndoov &v poddonte, ibid., doov énplaro, II 5,
179 b, towoyihiovs pediuvovg mévie dpayudv Exaoctov, Isaeus VI
33, anodidorar aypov... névee xai §fdopfrovia pvdv, Isocrates
VII. 62, tovg 8¢ vewooirovs.... 1o1@v takdviwv arodopévouc.

The use of the genitive after comparatives is rare in the
ISS. 1. G. I1. 167, nkéov €& dantvdwy. Isaeus I. 20, tavg pavia
nelov. Isocrates XIX: 13, yeyovora 8 oddevog yelpov Zipviwv.

The Partitive Genitive is universal in its sphere. A
use not found in the ISS is the genitive of the abstract

noun with e&ig rolvo or eic tooovro. This is rare in Isaeus.
S

also, 1. 2, €ig toro dvausyvvriag. Isocrates makes frequent
use of this idiom.

' The Causal Genitive is not found in the ISS. It is
common in the orators with verbs of wonder, hatred,
affection and the like.
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The temporal use of the genitive is universal in the
sense of «time within which», I. G. L. 31, tpidnovia fjuepdv
«within thirty days». The distributive use is found only
in the ISS. 1.G. 1. 79, tpeig O0fdlove tov éviavrov «three
obols per year>. When the genitive of «time within which>»
is used with a megative or with a qualifying adjective
such as nd; or Aowndg it is equivalent to an accusative of
extent of time. I. G. II. 65, éav & tig tob Aowmod ypdvov Eme-
orpoteimto..., Isaeus IV. 29, &AL’ &n’ éxelvou Emvaxailexa
gty "Advale odxn dpixero, (See Gildersleeve-Lodge Latin
Grammar?$ 393, 3). |

The ablatival genitive is found in Isaeus VI. 35, obd¢
tiig xhivg @viotaolar duvvdpevov (Dobree and Wyse read
o0’ éx tijg xhivng).

In the use of the genitive with verbs, there is nothing
which is worthy of note. The only difference in the diffe-
rent spheres is that due to the class of verbs employed.
Thus in the ISS there are certain verbs which predominate,
as deioday, mpeleioBon, xpatelv, tugeiv, drvyeiv and verbs of
buying and selling, which take the genitive of the price,
verbs of condemning and the like (L. G. II. 14, 2av ¢ Savd-
tov tpnij), confiscating and separation, In the orators
there is much greater variety. The legal sphere of Isaeus

furnishes us with still a different class. The predominance

of verbs of sharing, laying claim to, etc, is noticeable.
Such words as, for example iloopoipijoar, »hnpovopeiv, ngoc-
motelv, dumdleodan, Emdudlesdai, xowvwveiv (common also in
Isocrates), and Aayydvev which are common in Isaeus are
very rarely found in Isocrates except in a few instances
in the Aeginiticus. In Isocrates we find the following verbs
followed by the genitive, which are not found in Isaeus:
yeuely, dwxpagrdvery, daypevdecdar, elpyerv, épmumhdvar, évdvu-
uetodat, Inhoitv, xarapeleiv, dpéyesdar, oroydieodal, ovvrpiferv,
auyxpovewy, bmegopdv, peideadal, poovrilewy, pevdeodal.

The genitive follows certain classes of adjectives and
adverbs which -also vary. in the different spheres. The

3
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number of these is limited in the ISS. dEwog «worth» (1. G
L. 9), arerijc (1. 40), and alriog (alriog ot cwdijvar I1. 193) are
the most important. In Isaeus and Isocrates are found
combinations of &w with certain adverbs such as dneipd,
dnootddg and the like, which govern the genitive. Isaeus
I1. 10, dmawda... dooévav maidwv furnishes an interesting
example of the genitive with an alpha-privative compound,
cf. Isocrates XII. 210.

Dative.

The use of the -dative with verbs is universal and the
class of verbs varies only as the different spheres. Though
‘the class of verbs is necessarily limited in the ISS, we
find the dative with verbs which do not usually take this
construction in prose, for example &mipedeicdar is found
with the dative in I.G. I 36, II. 117, and &rouwveilv is also
found with the dative as late as 350 B.C, though the
accusative is more common than the dative after the
beginning of the 4th. century. In Isaeus and Isocrates
very little is to noted. Isocrates is especially foud of com-
pounds of ovv with the dative, while their use 1s limited
in Isaeus to compounds with the following; Stwxew, &m-
BovAeverv, xartaynody, oixelv and tuyydvewv. On the other hand
gmypdewv which is common in Isaeus in its legal use is
found only in the private speeches of Isocrates.

The Personal Dative or Dative of Personal Interest is
very common in the ISS, I.G. L 27a. (Suppl. Page 10),
tavta pev Ynoicacdar Xakwdevow, 1. 27 b (Suppl. Page 59),
andoyeodar totv deoiv, I 51 (Suppl. Page 16), negi 8¢ tijg
anagyfis tfj mapdéve, IT 5. 59 b, Snwe & dv dudowar 1f) mbrey,
II. 114, avédnrev “‘Hoalotw, I1. 163, vepudviov ta xoéa 1@ dfpe
(cf. ibid. G[movéuewv d¢] tac pepldag elc vov dfjuov Exaotov),
I1. 168, mepi tiig Wovosws i) "Ageodity tod tegov. In the last
example this use of the dative approaches very nearly the
equivalent of a genitive. The construction is also found
frequently in Isaeus, especially in expressions of relation-
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ship; IL 4, t® Mevexkel §) yuvi) tekevtd, IV. 6, dhlov 8¢ marépa
t® tedvedu xataocxevdfovres, and commonly with elomoieiy,
VIIL 40, adtoév 1@ narpi adtdv elononisas (1X. 2, etc.). These
constructions are found much less frequently in Isocrates.
Thus eionoweiv is found only in the private speeches, XIX
35, 1) 8’ v6v u’ elonouvjoag; '

Closely allied with this Dative of Personal Interest is
the so-called Dative of the Agent which is used after
passive verbs to show the interest which the agent takes
in the result. In the ISS this construction is found chiefly
after 8edoydar, Bynyicdar and occasionally after other verbs;
L G. IT 14, & t®v avahwoxopévov tet foviet. This use is not
common in the orators. Isaeus 1. 40, o0d¢ toig vopolg Guolo-
yovueva, II. 15, t@v nempaypévav éavt®, V. 17, dpoloyniy
Auiv. Isocrates also employs this dative with the verbal
adjective which is-rarely found in Isaeus (cf. Marchant,
ClL Rev. III. 436 ff).

The Ethical Dative is not found in the ISS. Its use in
the orators is most common in such phrases as xdier pot
toug pdowvoas and the like.

The Dative of Possession is universal in its sphere. In
the ISS it is found most commonly in such phrases as
npbdoodov elvan abrd.... (II. 209 et passim), mpokevia ... Puki-
ox® (II. 69), and in oaths, [eln pjot moAka xai [..... ] (L. 13).
The most striking use in Isaeus which affords a marked
difference from Isocrates, who does not employ it,is found in
expressions of relationship; I 45, olite yap naideg fuiv foav,
IL 6, tf) ... GOedep]) ... Vo mawdia, IV. 6, Bueivey aveyids, V. 13,
t® Jei@... vdc. The following examples show the difference
between the genitive and dative, I111. 13, ®g pév éraipa 1@ Bov-
Aopéve xai o yuvi) tob delov, VIL 45, v éywm pév adergidovg
avtd, i) Ot aveya voi tekevrijoavrog. The dative is the person
interested and emphasizes the idea of possession, while
the genitive emphasizes the possessor. This use with
nouns of relationship is rare in Isocrates; cf. Ep. VIIL 1,
videig épol.
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The Dative of Cause, Manner, Means, Instrument and
Accompaniment is so universal that no distinction can be
observed. The following examples are cited from the ISS
illustrating the favorite phrases in that sphere: 1. G. 1. 45,
xal ig xat dnpooiq, IL 17, vixy ayadf f) "Advaiov, ibid,,
Bondelv... mavri oVéve, ibid, dnpiodviwy 8¢ adidv Javdro §)
quyfj, 1L 5. 109 b, oregpavdoar youad otepdvey (passim), IL
115, Zav 8¢ tig "ApiPfav Pty Vavdrey Emoxtelvy, II. 143,
Mtpwodpevog Toig adrol Gvak[dpact].

The Dative of Respect is not found in the ISS. In the
orators it is found chiefly with comparatives such as ngé-
TEQOG, TEMTOG, Votepog, etc. But the use is not confined to
these: cf. Isaeus VI. 28, toigc @ioeL véowv, Isocrates XVI. 27,
mhovmv 10 péyedog Enoinoov xai tf) duvdper. In the latter
example we have a good parallel between the accusative
and dative in this construction.

The Dative with adjectives is rare in the ISS. Found
only with elvovg and yofowog. I1. 193, edvor 1§ néher, IL 5.
128 b, yorjovor 1@ dMue.

The Dative of Degree of Difference with comparatives is
not found in the ISS. In Isaeus such expressions as moAd®
wdldov, moA@ mpdregov are very common while Isocrates
prefers the accusative. There are only three examples of
noM@ with comparatives, while dAiyw is preferred to 8Aiyov.
except in the phrase dliyov voregov (avoidance of hiatus).
OAiyp 0" Yotegov is found once, VIIL 34.

The Dative is used absolutely in Isaeus IV. 22, suvelévur
ol 10 drogégov xatd yévog %) nara déow augiePnteiv. In the
ISS the Dative of Interest is found used absolutely at the
head of decrees, IT 5. 1b Zapiow, (for the genitive in a
similar use and with a similar meaning cf IT 5. 49 c)
cf. II 5. 109 b. '

The Temporal Dative is very common in the ISS,
especially in the formulas dating the decree; I. G. II. 62,
dvddy tiig mouraveiog, 1. 40, 6v toic mporégolg [lav[adnvaiow
grevdyato égewv, I1. 254, nol dvewtelv... t@ yv[uvix® aydvi,
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Isaeus II. 7, devrée pnvi §j toite, II1. 57, tolry fuéeq, Isocra-
tes XVIL 19, toiry & fpéoq ovveddéviec (Only example in
Isocrates. Elsewhere év is used).

Locative.

Such expressions as ‘Adjvale and Adjvnor are the
regular expressions for Athens in the decrees; ‘Ady-
vote (I. 27 a. Suppl. Page 10), ’Ad#vnoe (I. 59), Adfqvydev
(IL. 165). In the case .of other cities or places &v, €ig or éx
is used; II. 251, eig Bu{dvriov. Certain demes always have
the locative form — especially in — dev. 1. 27b, (Suppl. Page
59), mogadddvar tolg legomoiols 1ol "Elevavdldev Elevaivdde.
Isaeus uses °‘Elevoivi (XI, 41,42) and & °Elevoivi (V. 42)
*Adivner (IV. 8), *Atjvate (IV. 29) and the locative of
certain well known demes as *Adpovoi (VI. 33) and Ilgoo-
noadvol (XI. 44, 49). Isocrates uses the locative but rarely
(10 examples), Magad®dvi, ‘Orvpniact, Oenor, Oeamdor, Aexe-
Aewodev (Bx Aexelelag, XVI. 44) and Barijdev. (cf. Main, Loca-
tive Expressions in the Attic Orators).

Accusative.

The direct object of transitive verbs is put in the
accusative case. Such a use is universal and it is needless
to cite examples. Occasionally in the ISS the verb is
omitted, as in the dedication of a crown, I. G. II. 121,
Qoppiwva 0 dijpoc. In Isaeus the accusative is sometimes
found after a verbal noun. Of this use we have two
examples: IIL 21, &dovep yevéodal (= dovelodar) v pagrv-
elav, V. 20, od Sovpdlw Ot &Eagvol elot ta duoroynuéva.

. The Cognate Accusative is strikingly prevalent in the
ISS, 1. G. I, 27a. (Suppl. Page 10), Spxov dpdoar, I. 53a (Suppl-
Page 66), puteboar gurevtijoio, II. 17, moluwevopéve .. .. mokt-
teiav, .... pégov @égovry, II 5. 145b, ta tély tekelv, II. 163,
aéuyaveeg v mopmiv, IL 176, orparsvecdar.... vdg orpariag
ol tag €logopds elopégerv. Isaeus also is fond of using the
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construction—repeating a variant form of the verb—IV. 29,
otpateiuy . ... Egtpdtevtal, ovte elogogav ... . eloevivoye, 111 25,
Expogrugnodpevog v pagrveiav, V. 36, tag Aprovpyiag Antove-
YHoat. Isocrates avoids a cognate object of the same form.
Of this he furnishes (in the private speeches) 2 examples
Myew Adyov (XVIL 12), dixag dedixactan (XVIIL 51) but uses
freely —as is the case also in the other spheres— the
neuter pronouns with verbs as well as such forms as 6provg
duéoavieg (XVI. 50), udyag dvixmoev (XVI. 21) etc.

The Accusative of Respect is rare. I. G. I1. 167, xat xhwv-
JoPoroer Mpoc & oroiyoug, I1. 190, xai vdlha dpxer xakidg xoai
dunaiwg. Isaeus VII. 11, tmAwmabran 10 péyedog elow. (cf. X1 47),
Isocrates XVII 51, 0 yévog Midoiog, XVI. 27, thuaviny
10 péyedoc.

The Adverbial Accusative is rare in the ISS. II. 121 of
véov é\Odoviec. The use is more common in the Orators,
especially in the phrase totrov tov tpénov (which far exceeds
the dative form in both authors, thereby avoiding hiatus)
and moly with comparatives. Isaeus IL 15, modv xdAliov,
IL 18, tov adtov tpémov, IL 21, v doxiv odn &yévero (IIL SO,
o0d’ v thv aoxnv ... ), Isocrates XVI. 1, tov adtov 8¢ rpémovs
X VIII. 64, dhiyov Voregov, X VIIL 51, 10 tehevraliov.

The Accusative of Extent of Time and Space is found
in all three .spheres — with somewhat greater frequency in
the ISS for defining lengths of contracts, treaties, etc.
I.G. 1. 53a (Suppl. Page 66), pmodwodrw elxoot &m (cf. 1bid.
utodolv nata etxoot Exdv «in periods of 20 years each») I1. 114,
npdriov . ... duavetelexévar tov Eviavtdv, 11 167, dmegépov w)
Ehattov T’ Hunddia, I, 32, 16 Aowtov (cf. II. 86, & tov Aounov
voovov), Isaeus IIL 22, moagamexdnndg &viévde oradlovg dyylg
totaxooiovg éxelog, VI. 15, dintjdn tocolrov ypdvov, Isocrates
XVIIL 1, dwafindeiny &v tov dnavra fiov, XIX. 8, ov molvv d&
XOOVOY GUVOLRT|GOG.

- The Accusative in Oaths is found in the ISS only in the
ratification of treaties, I.G. II5 49b, II 5. 54 b, line 67, etc.
Isaeus employs the oath in appeal, 9 examples with v# and
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pd. 111 24, v Afa, IIL 25, vai pa Ata xal “Hhwov. There are
- no examples in Isocrates. The accusative is found with
verbs of swearing, 1. G. L. 2, gropvivar tovg deovs. Not in
Isaeus. Isocrates [I]. 23, undéva dewv opdoye.

Double accusatives are common in all spheres and with
very much the same class of verbs. In the ISS are found
aiteiv (I1. 168), atrdodon (II. 54), @dweiodar (II. 115), Gopehé-
odon (IT 5. 231b), ebegyereiv (I1. 193). noweiv (I1. 55). Isaeus is
limited to this list using only one other; &éracweiv (I11. 7). Iso-
crates uses the following also; anootepeiv, d1ddoxev (VIII. 18),
gpydleodal, mpdrropat.

The use of the accusative as predicate complement is
universal. The decrees show a larger use after the verb
elvar because of the prevalence in them of the imperative-
infinitive form. Similarly the accusative as the subject of the
infinitive form causes a large use of this case in the decrees.

The Accusative of the Agent with verbal adjectives is
found only in Isocrates, IX. 7, 0 SovAevtéov vovug voiv Eyov-
TOG TOlg XuxMS POVvoTaLy. :

Logical Conditions.!

This form of conditional clause is rare in the ISS and
is confined to the following; I. 32. Kai &l vigc dAhog oldev
anopavétw ...., 1. 61a (Suppl. Page 18), Kai ol 6mAirar xai
el ufg dAhog *Adnvaiov nlogfiv..... (®pooav), ibid. # €l T
Ntiudrfo Evupov elvar ..]. For a proper study of the compa-
rison of Isaeus and Isocrates a tabulated list of the diffe-
rent combinations is appended below.

Present indicative in protasis, Isaeus Isocrates
Present indicative in apodosis 9 29
»  imperative — 1
Verbal adjective 2
Imperfect indicative 2 —

! The nomenclature of conditional sentences has been adopted from
Dr. Gildersleeve’s system outlined in A. J. P. III, 434.
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Isaeus Isocrates

Future indicative , 1 —
Aorist » — 3
» imperative : 7 —
Imperfect indicative in protasts,
Present indicative in apodosis 6 1
»  infinitive (in indirect speech) 4
Imperfect indicative 15 6
Aorist » ' 4 —_
Perfect infinitive (with ofuay) = 1
Pluperfect indicative | 1 —
Future indicative in protasis,
Present indicative in apodosis 5 , 5
»  infinitive — 1
»  optative , | 2 —
Aorist indicative — 1
dewov et (VIL. 64, XVIII 24). - 2~
- Aorist indicative in prolasis,
Present indicative in protasis 7 4
» infinitive 3 4
Imperfect indicative 5 —
Future indicative 1 -
Aorist indicative 2 3
»  infinitive - - 1
»  1mperative R B — .
>  optative (Isoc. XII. 200) — 1
Pluperfect indicative 1 —
Pluperfect indicative in protasts, -
Imperfect indicative in apodosis 1 —
These tables give the following totals :
Present indicative in protasis 19 35
Imperfect indicative  » 26 12
Future » » ‘ 7 9
Aorist > > 20 13
Pluperfect » » ' 1

73 69
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These figures include those forms found after primary
tenses of the indicative in Oratio Obliqua. The use of this
form after secondary tenses is rare in Isaeus (4 examples,
aorists II. 1, VIL 1, XII. 12, Fut. II. 31). The number in
Isocrates is also limited (6 examples). The mood is changed
from the indicative to the optative in the following; IV. 148,
dienogevinoay .. .., péyiotov 8¢ twv dyaddv voullovreg €l t@v
nodepiov ©3 mAeiarorg vivyoey, XII, 255, geovijoat @ijc avrov,
@otE .. .. ovy Ayfoacdal .... dElovs elvar Cijv, el un dvvydeiev...
The other examples do not show any change of mood,
(XV. 75, 152, XVIIIL 3. Ep. X. 1).

The total number of Logical Conditions affords an
interesting comparison. Isaeus uses a total of 77 and Iso-
crates has 75, although the works of the latter are nearly
treble those of Isaeus in bulk. Moreover Isaeus uses grea-
ter variety of combinatlons, and does not keep so closely
to the stereotyped forms as Isocrates does. The large use
of this type by Isaeus is to be attributed to the sphere.
They are not so adaptable to epideictic display where the
Ideal Condition abounds, but in the argument of a lawyer
they are indispensable. They are seldom used in the nar-
rative proper, and only to deduce further proof from a
statement of fact. Thus the number of examples in the
first part of the speeches is generally decidedly limited. In
the proof, however, the great majority is to be found.

Unreal Conditions.

Of this type there is only one example in the ISS,
I. G. II. 38, xai €l of orpa[tnyo]i éxidovro, édAweav &v afi toui-
oei] ai worépas, where the mover of the decree is proposing
a vote of censure on the generals, and states the reason.
Following are the statistics for the orators:

Imperfect indicative in protasts, Isaeus ° Isocrates
Imperfect indicative in apodosis 15 48
Aorist » > 17 19

» infinitive » 1 (VIII. 20) 4
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Aorist indicative in protasis, Isaeus Isocrates
Imperfect indicative in apodosis 4 8
Aorist » » 2 10

» infinitive » 1 1
Pluperfect indicative » 1 —

Pluperfect indicative in profasts,

Aorist indicative in apodosis —_ 2
»  infinitive — . 1.
Imperfect indicative — 3

To these should be added the following: @omep v &l
(Isoc. IV. 69) and doovmep dv €t with the aorist indicative
(Isoc. V.90, X. 49). These figures show a grand total for
Isaeus of 41, and for Isocrates 99. There are no examples
of this type in Oratio Obliqua after secondary tenses. In
~ this form, Isocrates gains ground and is nearer the use of
Isaeus in proportion of examples. It is to be noted however
that he prefers the regular form of the condition, imperfect
or aorist in both protasis and apodosis while Isaeus pre-
fers aorist in one and imperfect in the other. Both authors
show a decided preference for this form of condition in
the present time rather than in the past.

Ideall Conditions.

This variety of conditional tlause has no place in the
decrees.

Present optative in protasis, Isaeus Isocrates
Present optative in apodosis 3 21
Aorist » - 3 34

»  infinitive (with fiyodpo) =~ — 1

Aorist optative in protasis,

Present optative in apodosis — 15
Aorist » » 1 54

» infinitive — 14
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(To these figures should be added @oneg dv el with the
optative in Isaeus VI. 54, Isocrates [1.] 27, X 10, XV, 2,
14, 298, XVIIL 57).

The Ideal Condition after secondary tenses in Oratio
Obliqua is found in Isaeus II. 30, and IX. 8. Isocrates II. 2,
III. 12, IV. 10, VIII 74, IX. 2, 76, XV. 8. These figures
furmish a very instructive total. Isaeus has 10 examples,
Isocrates 149. As the Ideal Condition has no place in the
language of decrees, it appears equally clear that the
practical lawyer has very little use for it as well, while
Isocrates is the idealist and as such employs the construc-
tion most widely. Yet he too shows the influence of legal
language in his private speeches as he has only one
example of this type of condition in them (XX. 19).

Anticipatory and Legal Conditions.

The Legal Condition is by far the prevailing form in
the inscriptions. The introductory particle is 2av! (There
are only three examples of dv; I. G. I. 2. (where the reading
is uncertain), I. 35b. Suppl. Page 65, and II. 5. 179b.
(lines 66, 70)). The influence of the decrees is to be seen
in Isaeus who uses the form 2dv only (See Thalheim’s
Edition). In Isocrates it is interesting to note that 2av is
found only in [1], once each in IT and III, and in XVII in his
- earliest speech before the law courts. dv (= #dv.) is found in
- all but VII, VIII, X, XI, XIII, XVI and XXI. #jv is found
in all but [1], XVII, XIX and XXI.

In the ISS, v with the aorist subjunctive predominates
over the present subjunctive since in most cases a special
case is designated. The apodosis is either an imperative,
an imperative infinitive or occasionally a future indicative.
I.G. I 53 a. (Suppl. Page 66), 6 8¢ facikels av piy mowjon ta
gYynpopéva ..... ebduvéslo, II. 160, ¥orw yap yeyoappévov,
gav tiveg tag mohtelag xaroddowor, mohepiovg elvar mdou ... .,

! o% xd is found in the Corcyraean oath, I. G. II® 49 b.
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L. 31, 8av 8¢ ti¢ Emymoily magd tv ovilyv # dfrwe Gyopesiy ... .,
dripov elvay, 1. 40, elnelv 8¢ [Tepdinug 8r1, 8av ol orpaftevéuevol]
év ITooewdle &nawwdol, yvdpag dyadag govol. The following
tables give a comparatlve summary of the usage of the
Legal condition in the orators:

Present Subjunctive in the protasis, Isaeus Isocrates

Present indicative in the apodosis - 12 25
»  infinitive » 8 5 -

»  imperative > 2 12

»  subjunctive » o 1

»  optative > — 1

Verbal adjective > — 1

Imperfect indicative » | 1 —

Future » > 9 46

» infinitive » — 1

> participle > — 2

.Aorist indicative ' > 1 —

»  imperative > T =

»  optative with & =~ » = 1 =

Perfect indicative > 1 2

Aorist subjunctive in the protass,

Present indicative in the apodosis 9 23
»  imperative » — 7
»  subjunctive (with tva) » 2 —
» infinitive “» 9 7
»  participle . » — 2
Verbal adjective . > — 1
Future indicative » 6 77
»  infinitive » "3 18
»  participle » 1 2
Aorist indicative > - 1
»  imperative o S —_
»  subjunctive (withiva) » — 1

»  optative » — 6 J

»  infinitive » — 2 ‘

mm“mm B i c-c
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Perfect subjunctive in the protasis, Isaeus Isocrates
Present indicative in .the apodosis 1 1

To these figures must be added the number of examples
found in Oratio Obliqua after secondary tenses. There are
no examples found in this construction in the ISS. In
general it may be said that the orators do not favor
repraesentatio for this type. Only one example is found in
each. Isocrates XII. 85, GAka yap ynoedunv ovy ovrws Eoecdan
dewvdv, fjv ént toU pépouvg toutov ddEw tiol TAV naEdV Guelety,
Isaeus XI. 12, 6 vopodéing odx elnev, dav undeig 1| npds marpdg
uéxor avePtdv waddv tovg TV aveYaddv elvar xvpiovg alha
anédwxe tolg MEOG PNTEOG 10l tEkevTioavTog, EAv THEIS U1} PEV
v xhnoovoptav 1o ..... (Here the direct form is retained
because the law has just been quoted in its direct form).
Elsewhere, after secondary tenses, € with the optative is
found. cf. Isaeus V. 32. 40, VI. 13, 22, 30, etc. Isocrates
IV. 147,148, IX. 24, 26, 41, 55, X. 40, etc. The total number
of conditions of this type including those forms found in
secondary sequence, is 97 in Isaeus and 277 in Isocrates.
In comparing the tables it is to be noted that Isaeus again
shows much greater variety in proportion to the smaller
bulk of his speeches, and that Isocrates has a decided
preference for apodoseis of the future form. Thus in those
instances where we find the aorist subjunctive in the pro-
~ tasis, Isocrates lhias 97 examples of the apodosis in some
form of the future, and 39 with some form of the present,
while Isaeus has 20 examples of the apodosis with the
present, and only 10 of the future. Isocrates shows a de-
cided preference for the aorist subjunctive in the protasis,
while Isaeus is almost equally divided between the two.
As the Legal Condition is practically the only form in the
ISS, it is not strange to find that it also predominates in
the orators. (Isaeus has 1.42 out of 2.37, Isocrates has 1.80
out of 2.56 per Teubner page.) Strangely enough the more
practical lawyer does not show as large a proportion as
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the rhetorician, but this is due to the fact that his argu-
mentation requires a larger proportion of the type known
as the Logical Condition.

Monitory and Minatory Conditions.

Future indicative in the protasis, Isaeus Isocrates
Future indicative in the apodosis 6 17
» infinitive » » 1 —

There are no examples of this type in the ISS, and
their range is suited neither to this sphere nor that of the
practical lawyer or the rhetorician.

Following is a summary of the statistics of the va-
rious types of conditions as found in the orators (per
Teubner page):

Isaeus Isocrates

Logical conditions 53 .14
Unreal » 30 .20
Ideal » .07 .30
Legal or Anticipatory conditions  1.42 1.80
Monitory and Minatory  » .05 12

In addition to these regular types of Conditional clauses,
there are a number of examples of a mixed type which
can be classed under no particular head, and the different
varieties are here recorded:

el with the optative in protasis, future indicative in the
apodosis (confined to rhetorical questions. Isocrates II. 45,
IIL 30, V. 6,97, IX. 66).

el with the optative in protasis, present indicative in
the apodosis (Isoc. VI. 25).

el 8¢l with infinitive in protasis, &v with optative in
the apodosis (Isoc. VI. 8, XI. 34).

gl 0et with infinitive in protasis, v with aor. indicative
in the apodasis (Isoc. XIV. 12). |

el with present indicative in protasis, dv with present
optative in the apodosis (Isoc. XIX. 42, ep. IV. 12).

y peingtin. £ Wil it Saaes

 d




. 7

el with present indicative in protasis, Gv with aorist
optative in the apodosis (Isoc. XVI. 48).

¢t with imperfect indicative in protasis, & with aorist
optative in the apodosis (Isaeus VII. 36).

el with aorist indicative in protasis, dv with present
optative in the apodosis (Isoc. IV. 102, XV. 75, XIX. 32).

el with aorist indicative in protasis, dv with aorist
optative in the apodosis (Isoc. XIX. 45, Isaeus L 21, IV.15).

el with perfect indicative in protasis, &v with aorist
optative in the apodosis (Isoc. IX. 72, XIX. 23).

ei with future indicative in protasis, d&v with present
optative in the apodosis (Isaeus II. 43).

The following have a double protasis each representing
a different type. Isaeus XII. 4, VI. 2, X. 12; Isocrates VI. 84,
XIV. 52, 61, XV. 96, 166, XIX. 32.

nAnv el occurs only in Isocrates and is found with the
oprative, cf. Isoc. V. 4, 5,9, XVII 39. wdnv €l nug is found
with the indicative in Isocrates IV. 93, VIII. 194, IX. 71;
Isaeus IV. 29.

gl 8¢ wj is a formula often used independently to form
an alternative to a previous word, phrase or clause. Iso-
crates II. 17, (imperative). V. 120, VL. 52, (xof} with inf) etc.
It is rarely found as an alternative to a preceding condition,
but when so found, it is used to contrast with the Legal
form. Isocrates XI. 49, XVII. 20, 25, Isaeus V. 32.

xal €6 and el xui. The latter is the prevalent form in
~ Isocrates, for by its use hiatus is avoided. xai €t is found
once (XXI. 11) in a speech which Benseler disallows. &l xai
also is the prevaling form in Isaeus, where xuai €l is only
found in IX. 35. xai &t is found in the ISS, 1.G. II 38.

el with verbs of wonder, shame and the like, to express
the object of emotion is comparatively rare and not found
at all in the ISS. In no case is there a change of mood
after a secondary tense. ,

el meaning «whether», is common in both Isaeus and -
Isocrates, but rare in the ISS. cf. 1. G. II. 5, 104 a, &t A@dov
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xai dpewvdv ot (yodypar). In Isaeus it is always followed by
the indicative. This with but one exception is the rule in
Isocrates. XVIIL 15, GA° éxéreve Abym muvildvesdan el v Pov-
howto. It may be noted that the use of the expression odx
oida €l is rare in Isaeus (cf. VIIL 34).

Object Clauses.!

@¢ is rarely found in the ISS. cf. I G. II. 203, &éorw
undevi pne gfineiv pgre EYnjplodur @g dei aperésdar (bis).
Restored also in 1. G. L 30.

g is used exclusively after the following verbs or nouns
in Isaeus and Isocrates: amogaivewy, yodgeww and Adyog; after
the following in Isaeus: dnoypdpew, diapagrvpeilv, dmoyelpo-
tovetly, xatahoyileodar, magagpdéyyerv, meideodar, mpooéysry, tao-
ppvijonew; after the following in Isocrates: diefiéva, &vder-
®voval, oteodat, Tagarelnely, ToTEVELY, MPOELNELY, TEoEmBEmvivay,
drodemvivay, dmorapfdvey, dmoteivew, @déyyew, pdvay, miotév,
dnideittg, FAmdog magéysiy.

§u is found exclusively after the following verbs in
both orators: alocSdvesda, dmoxpivesdar, Juvpdlewv, pvyuo-
vevew, texpaipesdar, ovveldévar and weddnlov; with the
following which occur only in Isaeus dyvoeiv, xatapagrvgeiy,
ngocanehelv; with the following which occur only in Iso-
crates: duvnuovelv, Gvapipvioxely, amayyéhlew, dmavidv (to
reply), demvivar, dayiyvdoxew, daréyeodai, Eneddelv, ebpioxer,
ratovoely, havddvew, Angeiv, Aoyileotar, muvidvesiat, ouveutely,
and ddniov.

The following words are followed by &1t and @c. For
purposes of comparison the number of examples are also
given:

Isocrates Isaeus
ott g ore g
&rodemvivor 1 1 1 3

approfnreiv — 1 - 1

! Peter Schimitt, Ueber den Urspung des Substantivsatzes.
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Isocrates Isaeus

L1 ¢ e s

Gnovery - 7 1 2 2
dvrelneilv 5 2 3 -_— —
yiyvionew - A 24 8 7 8
dndotv T 2 5 3 3
Suddonewv 1 8 2 4
eldévan 65 7 33 2
gingiv 10 19 8 9
vdevival 1 1 _ -
gévdupeicdon 25 4 7 -
eEeAéyyewv _ 2 1 2
gmdeinvivan 7 7 4 12
énloracdat 13 — 2 1
ROTNYOQELY - - | 1
ROTOPUVIAVELY 10 5 - -
Aéyew ) 14 60 6 3
pavddvewy ’ 2 1 - . 2
LOQTUQELY 13 5 21
0pGv 2 2 1 —
Oopoloyelv —_ - 2 1
neldew ’ — 1" 1 1
OAOTELY K 1 - -
oVvopav 4 1 - -
pdorvgag (or pagrvolog) 1 6 10 20
TEXPTIOL 1 8 1 4
oM peiov 4 4 — ]
_ Ofjhov 18 2 1 —
Pavepov 24 6 3 -
RATAPAVIG 2 1 - -

8uu is used in the ISS frequently, especially with the
phrase yvopnv 8¢ Evpfdiecdar ... .. Otv doxel f) Povry..... ,
(I. G. 11. 54, efc), also with @vayogevew (IIS. 109 b), dnongi-
veodar (I1. 86), diddoxewv (II 251), eineiv (L. 40), olda (II. 114),
gavepdv (I15. 270).
A study of the verbs on which the du and &g clauses
4
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depend shows very clearly that the solution of their use
is not to be found in the class of verbs on which they
depend. The lists which show the exclusive use of §t. or
@ do not prove anything, for in the majority of cases
they are only found once or twice, and the fact that only
the one is found may often be mere accident. The list
giving the use of §tv and &¢ with the same verb shows
that certain verbs and phrases prefer one or the other.
Thus €dévar, &vduvpeiodar, &niotacdar, dfjdov and gavepdv
exhibit a marked preference for §rv in both orators. Aéyewv
prefers @ in Isocrates (14: 60), while with elneiv the pro-
portion becomes more even (10: 19). pagrvpeiv, pdgrvpag and
naptuelag also prefer d¢ to Gt in all spheres. In Isaeus the
great majority of the uses of @g is found with expressions
dealing with giving of evidence and proof, such as awo-
paivelv, pdprvgas mapéyewy or xaleiv, pagrvpoeiv and the like.
In these passages the emphasis is laid on the process of
proof and it seems clear that the original meaning of <how»
or <how that> may be rigidly maintained for this author.
It is noteworthy that Gtrv is very seldom used in these
expressions b¢fore the taking of evidence, but is sometimes
used after the evidence has been presented to indicate a
fact which the orator regards as now proved. The only
examples, where ot is used before the evidence is cited,
are V.14, VI 42, VIL 32, VIIL 27, 42, X. 16, XI. 46, and
the use here may be explained by the fact that the orator
regards the question as already proved and established by
his own narrative. The difference between the two parti-
cles is illustrated in the following; VI. 5, &xwdeifw vuiv
og diédeto nai éromjoato ... .. The orator then proceeds to
tell the story and brings in evidence to support it. Then
in § 10 he closes this division of his speech with the words
8ti puév ovv diddeto xai énowjooro .. ... anodédeetar dpiv. The
majority of the examples of ®¢ in connection with proof
is found in instances which prove the truth of his own
assertions rather than the falsity of his opponents. §tw and g
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are rarely found in the same sentence. cf. Isaeus V. 3,{ow¢ §’éx’
fxelvov toéYeral Tov Adyov g Awaioyévng te & fiuiv opordynoev
dravro nemoinxe xal adrog v syyunv ot anédwxev (cf. III. 16).

In Isocrates it cannot be denied that the original
meaning of &g is always permissible but in many cases

such a meaning is forced. There is a large number of

examples but it is useless to quote them here in detail as
all involve a study of the context. One instance may be
quoted, IV. 175, 8 @dv rowavty d6Ea yéyovev @g 6 uev fdofagog
wderan tijg “EAlddog »ai @ivrak tiig elgnvng &otiv .... That the
original meaning of ®¢ might be given here is not to be
denied, but it seems less suitable and apparently &¢ does
not differ from Gri.. The question of hiatus must be taken
into consideration in Isocrates. In the 308 examples of 6t it
is used with hiatus eleven times and that, too, only in the
private speeches, (XVII. 2, 11, 21, 51, XVIIIL. 2,12, 15, 68,
XXI. 12, 14,16), while of the 246 instances of the use of
@, 153 are examples where hiatus is avoided (SfjAov by is
only found where hiatus is avoided, elsewhere dijlov duL is
found). It seems perfectly clear that considerations of hia-
tus have more weight than any other. In the uses of g
where the question of hiatus does not enter, it is apparent
that the border line between 6t and ®¢ is very narrow.

of. XV. 133, dpdg v @iowv v 1®v moAAGV ¢ dudxewtar .. ..

xat diétr udrhov @ihodol todg mEdg ydow Swhotvrag | tovg &b
nowovvrag. Moreover in the use of dtu and 16t there is no
apparent difference except that the latter is always used
where hiatus is to be avoided. cf. IV. 48, sguveldvia pév, 8t
10UT0 pévov .... Epuuev Exovieg xai diétt tovTw mheovexticav-
€. ... diqvéyxapev. In the following passages in Isocrates
6u and dg are used together and furnish an interesting
parallel in usage, I'V. 70, Aéyerai 8’ odv nepi uév *Apalévov dg
t@v pév Eldovedv ovdepio mdhv anfiddev ...., mepl 8¢ Ooguav
OrL tov dAhov yodvov Bpogor mpocowobvteg fiuiv Tocobtov ... ..
diédinmov, dot’..... XIV. 39, &vdupovuevog B¢ od tolg %vdu-
vous... pofetloda mdrpiov dpiv Botwy, Enerd’ Gt oupPaivel xpateiy,
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XVII 38, pudotvoag magéketar g fEagvog Eyevouny .... xai ®g
avtog éxedopfdvero . .. xai 6t Ixnolaiday ... nepredpwv, XVIIIL
9, Aéyovreg @< moAda . . . dmofaiver, nat 6ty Toyy xolverar. In these
examples it should be noted that there is often a negative
idea in the &g clauses which may account for the use of this
particle. In the first of these passages there is no other dis-
tinction to be observed, in the second hiatus is avoided, in
the third the distinction urged for Isaeus might be defended
here but with no certainty. &g in its original meaning of
«<how» is used invariably with adjectives as d¢ devév gotwy,
(¢ mepiegydv dotv and also dg xo1 («<how necessary it is»...).
In XVIL 25, Gg with @dvor must mean <how»,

In conclusion, the whole discussion may be summed
up briefly. In the ISS it is evident that @c is a Jate intru-
sion due to the influence of the literary language. In the
example cited it does not differ in any respect from du
which is the prevailing particle. Isaeus seems to use du
and g in fairly well defined grooves preserving in general
the original meaning of the particles. In Isocrates —though
in most cases the original meaning may be applied — the

distinction is largely effaced, due in great measure to the

value of &¢ in avoiding hiatus.
The following table shows the statistics for the various
moods and tenses used in these clauses:

Isocrates Isaeus

-8t - g 6T g

Present indicative 185 112 50 46
Imperfect 20 35 19 20
Future " 18 14 8 —
Aorist » 32 47 19 45
Perfect » 22 2 6 9
Secondary tenses of ind. with dv 10 3 8 2
Optative with d&v 15 9 2 1
» in Or. O. present 3 4 1 2

» » aorist 1 1 4 —_—

> » future 1 = 1 -

» » perfect —_ - 2 -

Totals . . . . . . . . . . . 307 246 128 125

o Pt e mam e
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@¢ as the particle of narration would naturally prefer
the imperfect, and this table shows a preference over 6ut
in this tense. However the aorist shows a still more decided
proportion in favour of d¢ In Isaeus this is due to the
frequent occurrence of such phrases as pagrvgeiv dg diédero,
&g &rojoato and the like. The larger percentage of ac¢ in
Isaeus may be ascribed to the fact that there is more nar-
ration. It is interesting to observe the narrow limits of
ot with Oratio Obliqua in Isocrates. The examples are
all found in the private Speeches and Letters (XVII. 51,
XIX. 21 (bis), 39, Ep. VI. 1). Isaeus makes wider use of the
construction (once in I, IV, VII, VIII; 5 in VI; 9 in IX).
og is found with the optative in Isocrates XII. 18, XV. 75,
141, XVI. 6, and XVII. 12, Aéyer Adyov .... dewvotarov .... @d¢
By® nai Mevékevog ... . 8 tdhave’ doyvoiov Adfowpey map’ adrob.
In Isaeus only in VI. 32, VIII. 23.

Causal and Temporal Clauses.!

In the ISS &nael is not found, and it is to be noted that
éneldi) is always causal («whereas») without distinction of
tense. The use in the orators however shows a decided
tendency to confine the causal significance to the present
and perfect tenses, while the secondary tenses almost inva-
riably have the temporal meaning. In the ISS for the
period studied the percentage of present and aorist tenses
with éxewd in a causal sense happens to be exactly equal,
(present 22, imperfect 2, aorist 22, perfect 12). Isaeus has
57 examples of &ned) and 3 of &redav. The distinction
mentioned is constant, though sometimes a sharp line

between temporal and causal can not be insisted upon as -

one often merges into the other, as in Isaeus II. 11, xai
£ X - 3 ~ 3 5 \ e~ 3 ~ ¢ ’ 7
gpn doxnelv avt®d nakidg Exewv Enedn ot AT 1 iy ovvéfn

! Zycha, Wiener Studien VII. 82, - 115, Nilsson, Die Kausalsitze im
Griechischen bis Aristoteles, Gildersleeve, A.J.P. XXVIII, 354.
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(ct. IV. 9, VL 5, XI. 22). Isocrates has 118 examples of
gneldy (including 6 of &nedrjnep) and 24 of &meddv. The
same rule holds good for this author as well-though not
so consistently in the perfect tense. Thus three exaniples
VI. 51, XV. 195, XVIII. 25 are in clauses where 6t pév is
balanced by &xeidn 8¢ and the temporal meaning seems
better. In one example of the present (historical; XVII, 9,
énewdn) . ... mpoonénaw.) the meaning is also temporal. Else-
where the rule holds good. 2reds} is found but once with
the optative: Isoc. VIL 37, meidn 8° elg dvdoag donacdeiey,
gEfjv abtoig mowely 8,11 fovindeiev. Enelddv which is always tem-
poral is found with the aorist subjunctive in the ISS, (2 excep-
tions, I 31, fjxwoy, 1. 32, dmodedopéva §)), only with aorist in
Isaeus and generally with aorist in Isoc. (7 pres., 17 aorist).

&nel which is not found in the ISS occurs 11 times in
Isaeus. (No example of 3mfv.) Causal; IIL 39 pres., V. 21
pres.,, VIIL 31 perf, VI. 16 dv with imperf. indic, IX. 31
imperf,, XII. 12 aor.; Temporal; V. 27 aor.,, VIIL 8 imperf,
IX. 4,29 aor. &nei is found 19 times in Isoc. and &xfjv once
(V. 38, with aor. subj.). With the imperf. (II. 42, XVII. 49)
and aorist (XVII. 27) the meaning is temporal, elsewhere
causal. Present indicative, 5 times, optative with dv 9 times,
perfect indicative 1 (XV. 283) infinitive 1 (VII 40).

ot in the ISS is practically limited to the present tense
in its causal use (only 3 instances with aorist and 2 with
the imperfect tense). This however may be accidental
because the vast majority of examples occur in the oft re-
peated formula &rowvéoar ... 8t dotiv Gviyp dyados ... The fol-
lowing list gives the tenses found with driin a causal sensein

the orators:
Isocrates Isaeus

Present indicative 50 6 (016t once)

Imperfect » 11 2

Aorist » 28 5 (including 2 ex. of di6t1)
Perfect » 3 1

Pluperfect » 1 —

dv with aorist 4 —

I

4
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With this particle there is apparently very little differ-
ence in regard to the use of tenses. Isaeus makes equal
use of secondary and primary tenses, and in Isocrates there
is a very large proportion of secondary tenses (53 primary;
44 secondary). This shows a rather interesting reversal of
the uses in the ISS in the case of éxeid) and 6v. In the
orators énedr 1s confined to the present and perfect tenses
1in its causal meaning, while there is no such limitation in
the ISS. On the other hand 6w is practically limited to
the present and perfect tenses in the ISS, but in the
orators takes primary and secondary tenses with equal
readiness.

The causal relative clause introduced by &g ye is not
found in the ISS and but once in Isocrates — XVII, 10.
Isaeus has seven examples, used with all tenses: present,
L. 34, imperfect III. 34, aorist III. 4, V. 10, 34, VII. 40.

gte is very rare in the ISS. Found in I. G. Il 160,
I15 179b,, 115 264d. In all three cases the imperfect indi-
cative is used. In Isaeus the imperfect is found 14 times,
the aorist 11. In Isocrates present indicative 2, imperfect 40,
aorist 15, future 1, pluperfectl optative 1, (XV. 88), 6t° i1dn
nélhotev GromAely, .... oUtd¢ fydnwv. Isocrates employs the
balance téte.... 6re eleven times. §rav is not so common
in the ISS as éneldav (10 exx.), and is always found with
the present subjunctive. Isaeus also uses it only with the
present (12 exx.). Isocrates is almost equally divided
between the present and aorist (34 present, 30 aorist sub-
junctive, in 5 of these examples tdte.... 8te is found).

ondte is more difficult to analyze. Although the tempo-
ral idea is always present, it is sometimes causal («<sinces).
Sometimes conditional («if ever»). Wyse observes that in
the orators 6ndte with the indicative has a causal force
and is never purely temporal except in indirect questions
and in connection with unreal conditions. There are no
examples in the ISS. Isaeus II 39, odxoiv énéte énoinoav
tavta, paivovrat . ... pagrveodvres, («if ever», so also in III. 12
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where the conditional force is fixed by the negative p,
cf. VIIL 31), XI. 30, énrdre Ayovilero .... povepds dv FhaPe 1o
Huxdjoov. In IV. 14 the present indicative is causal. In
VIII. 37, Wyse defends the aorist indicative of the MSS
where Thalheim reads o6ndére 6 mdnmog tedevrijoeiev. Smote
with optative, III. 13, 28, 36, IX. 21; dxérav VIII. 12, Isocra-
tes does not use this particle with the indicative. Optative
5, 6notav 8 examples.

fvixa is rare. No examplesin the ISS or Isocrates. Isaeus
II. 42, XI. 13, both with the imperfect indicative,

gwg.! In the ISS €w¢ dv with the subjunctive is always
found. The aorist subjunctive is used (with but one excep-
tion, L. G. 1. 71, Suppl. Page 20 £wg 8v 6 néA[enos 7)), I. 40,

" ovveyfg 08 moelv t{ag Enndnolalg elog dv dwompaydfj (cf. I1. 117,

121, 113b, 203). Similarly Isocrates IV. 6, 165, V. 24, VI. 74,
XII. 27, XX. 13. In Isaeus this form is not found but its
representative, €wc with the optative after secondary tenses,
is found in 1.10, and VII, 8. Similarly in Isocrates XVIL 15.
Ewg with the imperfect indicative representing a co-exten-
sive action or state is found in Isaeus VI. 9, VIIL 14.
Isocrates IX. 15, XII. 17, XVI. 37, XIX. 10. €w¢ = «until,
with the aorist indicative is found in Isaeus VIII, 37,
Isocrates XII. 46, XVII. 12,

The statistics for the use of npiv are given below. The
basis of classification has been taken from Dr. Gildersleeve’s
article «On npiv in the Attic Orators» (A.].P. IL 1).

: Isoc, Isae. ISS
Aorist infinit. in posit. sentences 27 16  1(I. 6, Suppl. Page 23)

Present » . » » 3 — 3(1.9,57,53a,.Suppl. Pag. 66)
Perfect » £ » — 1 -
Aorist > negative . » 2 2 —
Aorist indicative 12 1 (Frag. XIII)
Imperfect indicative — 1(V.7)
molv dv with aorist subjunctive 12 — (none in private speeches)
moiv with Opt. in O. O. repre-
senting subjunctive 2 —
xQOTEQOY . . . 7) with aorist infinit. — 1(IX. 35)

1 A.J.P. IV. 416, Fuchs. Die Temporalsitze mit den Konjunktionen
«bis» und «so» A.J.P. XXIV. 388,
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motv #§ is found in 1.G. 1. 53a. (Suppl. Page 66), modEa
O tobta moiv ) EEifvar tivde v Povliy . ...

There is very little to note in individual peculiarities.
molv with the aorist indicative and mpiv &v with the aorist
subjunctive seem more suited to epideictic orations than
to the law courts. Isocrates is particularly fond of the
balance modtegov ... mpiv (21 examples out of 58, @ldvew...
nplv is also found 3 times). Isaeus only uses this combina-
tion twice, and Tsocrates only once in the private speeches,
thus indicating it as a mark of rhetorical style rather than
suited to practical law cases.

Final Clauses.!'

The form of the final clause prevailing in decrees is
introduced by 8nwg &v for both complete and incomplete
forms. The two examples of va for the period under dis-
cussion are either entire restorations of doubtful value (as
in 1. G. IL. 1b. line 36) or in passages so badly mutilated
that it is uncertain whether tva has final force or not (as
in I.G. L. 37). iva is never found with the optative. drwg
without dv is found twice with the subjunctive. 1.G. 11. 61,
[6rwc dv] dxovoag 6 dijpoc Bov[lein ndg drondinpledqoerar ta
EMelrovra 6mwg oy[ff xdAhora xai elvoePéorara....], II. 115,
gmpeleio[dar 8g] xai todc arparmyols . ... 8nwg *ApVPBag xai of
naidec avtod [ropijowviar v doynv v [rargl@av. This
construction is also restored in I. G. I. 35 c. Suppl. Page 65.
onwg with the future indicative is found only twice in
decrees of this period. I.G. 1. 32b. dnwg dootr[a xai xdAki-
ota  xoopod]joerar § dx[pdmodic] xal Emioxevacdialeran ta
mopneia), I1. 86, mpehidn Srwg mogevdfisovian of mpéoPeic.
There is one example of ®¢ dv in this period. I.G. 1. 27 c.
(Suppl. Page 164), émipélesdar 8¢ adrov .... 811 3v Exaorot

! Weber, Entwickelungsgeschichte der Absichtssitze. cf. Gildersleeve
A.J.P. VI. 53 ff, '



duvarol dow, Gg dp p &dwdvrar (Restored in I 94. Suppl.
Page 22). The optative is never found in decrees in final
clauses. «The dominant use of 8mwg dv may safely be set
down as a feature of the official style just as in English,
legal documents have a peculiarly guarded set of construc-
tions»> (Gildersleeve, A.J.P. VI. 2). Following are cited
Weber's statistics for the orators:

: Isocrates Isaeus
Paratactic 1 (V. 22) 1 (VL 5)
After verbs of fearing, w1 T 33 (Gmawg pm, XVIL 22) 5

Incomplete final sentence with un 2 —
Final sentence complete, after pri-

mary tense, ivo. 4 subjunc. 67 . o2
» sentence complete after se-
condary tense, iva 4 optat. 14 ‘ 10

» sentence complete after se-
condary tense, iva. 4 subj 14
» sentence complete after iva :
- aorist indic. va - optat. — 1 (IIL. 28)
» sentence complete after pri-
mary tense dnwg &v I subj. 4 -
» sentence complete after pri-
mary tense Gnwg - subjunc. 1 ({I}. 44) —
» sentence complete after pri-

-3

mary tense Gnwg - fut. ind. 1 ([I]. 4) —
» sentence complete iva -}
imperfect indicative 2 (IX. 5, XVIIL 51) 2 (Frag.LVII)
Incomplete final sentence 6nwg +-
future indicative 47 5
» final sentence 8mw¢ -+ fut.
optative 1 2
» final sentence Onwg dv -+
present subjunctive — 1 (VIL 30)
» final sentence dmwg pn + )
future indicative (command) — 1 (XL 5)

(Note: In these statistics the emendations of Benseler - Blass for
Isocrates and Thalheim for Isaeus, which remove the irregularities
cited by Weber, have been followed and the necessary changes have
been made in the statistics. The figures for Isocrates include the first
oration and the Letters).
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A study of these figures shows that the orators were
not influenced by the language of the decrees in regard
to Final Sentences. The only instance of énwg &v in In-
complete Final Sentences is found in Isaeus VIL 30 in a
quotation from a law. The development of 8rxwg with the
future indicative in this type in Isocrates is the only note-
worthy point of difference in the two orators. The use of
8nwg v in Complete Final Sentences in Isocrates, Weber
ascribes to the desire for variety but it is to be noted that
in all cases hiatus is avoided.

Consecutive Clauses.!

®dote is rarely found in the ISS. (Restored I.G. I. 35b.
Suppl. Page 65, (ovtivg @ore) II. 54). The first undoubted
example is I.G. II% 231b,, line 52, mgoeilero 0 rereviijoar
U0 v Bvavtiov ay[ovilouevole dnép tiic duoxgarias dote
pfte ... wWjre v dAdnv ‘EAddda 1deiv dovAevoveav, II. 167,
U\og mowdY 1o ordov Mote Gvépdoug elvar elg 10 tlow.

The statistics for @ote in the Attic Orators have been
collected by Eckel in a Johns Hopkins Dissertation entit-
led «date as an Index of Style in the Attic’ Orators», and
his figures are liere given:

dote n correlation Isocrates Isaeus
with finite verb 170 18
with infinitive 148 21
Wote nol correlated
with finite verb 112 43
with infinitive 38 13

These figures show that Isocrates has a decided
preference for the correlated type (2.21: 1) while Isaeus
prefers the non- correlated type (1.44:1). The sphere of
strict argument does not require the dignity and balance

' AJ.P. VIL 161,
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which the correlated type implies. In Isocrates the epi-
deictic speeches show the highest proportion of the
correlated type and though the forensic speeches show a
much less proportion, yet in no case does the non - corre-
lated type prevail as in Isaeus, showing that even in his
private orations Isocrates could not shake off his profes-
sional mannerisms. The Trapeziticus has less than half
the number emiployed in the Aeginiticus (in average oc-
currences) yet it shows a higher average than the Twelfth
Oration.

The Participle.!

It is as difficult to analyze the meaning of the participle
and to place it in a certain category as to draw sharp
distinctions between the various meanings of &redn or de.
The participle is decidedly elusive, and sometimes in a
certain instance may appear causal or sometimes temporal,
or else we feel that it is impossible to decide in which of
the two categories to place it. In the legal language of the
decrees it is interesting to note the surprisingly narrow
range of the participle. The most common use is the
substantival which far exceeds all other uses. Even the
temporal use is comparatively rare, while the causal and
conditional are extremely so. The accusative absolute is
not found and the genitive absolute is limited to eight
occurrences which are all temporal with one exception,
which is conditional. [n the orators however, and especially
in Isocrates, there is such a mass of material that it is
impossible to treat it fully within the range of this thesis.
Isaeus, as will be pointed out later, has certain limitations
which seem to bear some relation to the limitations of the
legal language of the decrees.

The Attributive Participle is the prevailing form in the

! Gildersleeve. The Stylistic Effect of the Greek Participle, A.J.P.
IX. 137 ff.
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ISS, generally with the article and equivalent to a relative
clause—o6 PovAopevos «<he who wishes». This use 1s universal
in all spheres. To be noted in Isocrates is the use of the
neuter participle with the article equivalent to an abstract
noun as t0 mgoostartopevov, 10 Oporoyovpuevov and the like.
This abstract use without the article is found in the
ISS in such phrases as éx” EdfouvAidov dpyoviog (II. 8)
«in the archonship of Eubulides». cf. Isaeus II. 9, VI. 47,
ITI. 40, mepl.... owwndvrog épol. «about my silence». Oc-
casionally in Isaeus the participle is found without
the article in a substantival use. II. 43 Um0 pév &0 @po-
voiviog .... b0 8¢ magageovoiviog, VI. 13, & émrponevopévng
3¢ tovtw yevéodal.

Periphrases with elu{ are universal!-especially with
the perfect participle. One example of the aorist, Isaeus
V. 43 govepog €l danavijoas. Periphrases with yiyvopad howe-
ver are rare. Isocrates V. 108, ouvéPn.... v Pacikelav yeye-
vijodar mold tdv dAhwv EEnAhaypévyv. Periphrases with &w-
are also rare. Isaeus XI. 19, &w 6 $yw tov xAfjpov Emidixa-
odpevog maQ’ vuiv. Periphrases with gaivopar appear in the
ISS in the formula dnwg &v 6 dijpog @aivirar Grodidovg
xdowag (I G. 11, 258,269). In the orators the present, aorist
and perfect participles are found with @aivopar (Present
Isaeus II. 23, 39 XI. 39; aorist XII 6; perfect III. 23, 35, 80).
The aorist participle is used with the future of gaivopat to
express future ascertainment of a past action. Isaeus XII.
6; Isocrates IX. 34, XII. 78, 83, etc.

The Temporal Participle is universal in its use. Chiefly
in present, aorist and perfect tenses, the present signifying
contemporaneous action; the aorist, prior; and the perfect,
completion. Next to the Attributive use the Temporal is
most common in the ISS. In many cases it is co-ordinate
with the verb and equivalent rather to a principal clause
than to a temporal. This is particularly the case with

1 Alexander, Participial Periphrases in Attic Prose, A.J.P, IV, 291,
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imperatives and imperative infinitives. cf. 1.G. 1. 27 b
(Suppl. Page 59), wijourag d¢ €hopévn 9 Bovly nepydio &
tag woherg ayyéldovrag [va..] Eymeiopéva. Here floupévn is
co-ordinate with meppdrw rather than temporal. In this
example the present participle dyyélovrag represents sub-
sequent action (S.C.G. 338) and approximates the future
participle of purpose in meaning. This use is generally
found after verbs of motion. Isocrates IX, 14, fHAdov... iue-
tevovreg avtov, XVIL 11 xoara ravta douvodvial por ol dn-
ayyélhovieg 611 0 mate Apeital. -

The Causal Participle (See also under &¢ with the
participle) is not found in the ISS. Its use is common in
Isaeus and Isocrates. The distinction between causal and
temporal is often difficult to determine. It is to be noted
that the causal participle-like the causal sentence, shows
a decided tendency to limit itself to the present and per-
fect tenses, though the causal meaning is not to be denied
‘to the aorist participle as well in some cases, as for example
[socrates XVII 39, &yom 8’ & d&vdpeg dxaorai, xaractag eig
GUILPOQUS .. ... xoal t®v pdv olxor mdviwv dnectepquévoc, td
8" &vDdd® avayroldéuevos magadidévar toig fuovor... Sporoyd® ...

The Adversative Participle is not found in the ISS, but
is fairly common in Isaeus and Isocrates. Isaeus II 28,
Nugesfriel ..... npdregov  ovdenddmore AugioPfntijoag. Often
introduced by xal taita (Isaeus XI. 37, nat tadc’ &wv.) and
nainep. Isaeus VI 54, xainep dvailoyuvrog dv (only example),
Isocrates XI. 9, xainep od omovdaiav ovnav. The latter particle
is always used with the present participle (perfect, Ep. IX,
16). There i1s no example of its use in the private speeches
-of Isocrates. This author often helps to emphasize the ad-
versative nature of the participle by the use of 6uwg in the
main clause, even reinforcing a xaingg clause in this way.
XV. 272, 6pwg 8¢ xraineg olrw draneipevog Emyeigfiom Siahe-
xOijvar megl avt@v (cf. IX. 11). A

The Future Participle is used to express purpose. There
are two examples in the ISS. L G. L 31, —ijueodv olxfjoovres,
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ibid. toudrovria fpepdv én Bpég elvan Enfounjoovred), IL 61,
nagayyeidal 68 tovg mourdvers xai Edxdel 1@ dnposio fixew ....
voa[po]uevov. In the orators the future participle is found
with this meaning after verbs of motion either alone or

with @, Isaeus I 7, #jxovor .... donep tpwpEnadpevol . ... xai
ovx .. .. xaxd¢ moujoovreg, IL 36, fixer 1ov olnov avrod éEepnpw-

cwv (cf. VIIL 37). Usually d¢ is used to signify the alleged
intention (Isaeus IV. 7,11, VL 51, VIL 2, 3, VIIL 21, 43,
XI. 8). There are only 8 examples of wg fizal in Isocrates.
Elsewhere the simple participle is used cf. XVIL 13, @yd-
v Inuijomv, VIL 29, gddeiv ixerevoovres.

- The Conditional Participle is also very limited in its
range in the ISS. The following examples are cited: IL 5,
109b., tabra noodvieg obdevog drvyidover rov dMpov, (so also
IL 86, II5 179 b), II% 49 a and b, edogrovvet péppor € mokAd
xal ayadd, € 8¢ pf, tdvavria, IL 163, Tnuovvrag vov pun net-
dagyrotvia ..... where the attributive participle has the
force of a legal condition (cf. II. 167) (See also under geni-
tive absolute). ,

In Isaeus the participle is common as the equivalent
of a logical condition but the indefiniteness of the partici-
pial form is avoided as the equivalent of a legal condition.
I have been able to find but three certain examples, two of
which are co-ordinate with a condition of this type.
VII. 19, €otv 3¢ vopog Gg, &av aded@og Opomdrwe &nmatg tekev-
ujon xal i) dwadépevog...... ioopoigovg t@v yonudrwv xadi-
omou (cf. IIL 64) XI. 31, un ravopddoag uév obdev Gmolel,
duomgakdpevog . ... adeds fdn diagogrioer. In this narrowness
of range it must be admitted that many examples classed
as temporal may equally well be classified as conditional.
It is only when the negative pij is used which clearly
indicates the conditional nature of the proposition that we
can safely make this classification. There is no such limi-
tation in the use of the participle for a sentence of the
unreal conditional form. On the other hand the use of the
participle as the protasis of an Ideal Condition is limited



just as we have seen that this type of condition is limited
in Isaeus. They are found chiefly in rhetorical questions
and are included in the following: Isaeus I. 20, xoi tig &v
e0 QQOV@V .... towaita mepl t@V adrol Poviedsarto; (II1. 50,
IV. 23, and possibly X1I. 39).

In Isocrates there appears no such limitation in the use
of the Conditional Participle. The vagueness and flexibility
of this form of protasis is more suited to the idealist and
rhetorician than to the exact language of a practical lawyer.
Isocrates too shows a certain limitation in his private
speeches but not so narrow as Isaeus. Thus in this class
of the orations the participle as protasis of a legal condi-
tion is found five times (XVII. 1, XVIII. 34, 42, XIX. 4, 21,).
For the Ideal type in the private speeches the limitation
is even greater, for only one example is found (XVII. 45)
while, as has been shown above, this type of condition is
comparatively frequent in Isocrates. In the private speeches
however the full form — &l with the optative —is preferred.
The first and second orations show a similar limitation,
the first oration having only the monitory type as [I]. 9,
vapvnodeis . ... el An examination of the other orations
shows a widespread use of all forms of the conditional
participle, but it is to be noted that the fuller form is pre-
ferred. For example the Panegyricus has seven undoubted
examples of the conditional participle while there are
forty - four examples of the complete conditional sentence.
Evidently the briefer form is less popular for epideictic
display. As in Isaeus, however, the compactness of the
participle makes it the preferable form in the rhetorical
question.

The Genitive Absolute! in the ISS is comparatively
limited and is generally temporal. There are two examples
only of the use in a conditional force. I.G. 1. 32. gav 8¢ tg
[elny §] Emwmo[ion uy E[yngropévis mw tig @deliag, 1. 40,

! Spieker.,A.J.P. VI. 310.
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undé orpariav dua tijg yweag tijc Medwvalwv dudyewv dxoviov
Medwvaiov. The other examples of this construction in the
ISS are purely temporal (I.G. I 27b., (Suppl. Page 59),
II. 240 (bis), 243, 266 (bis), II% 54b, 231b, restored in
I. 46b. page 15, II. 161, 194). In Isaeus the temporal use
is most common. Dionysius of Halicarnassus (Reiske,
Page 597, 8) has criticized the large use of the genitive
absolute by Isaeus and prefers to substitute the temporal
clause. But the statistics of Spieker show that in the
speeches preserved to us Isaeus is no worse offendor in
this construction than Lysias, the master of plain oratory.
It is often difficult here, as in the case of the other parti-
ciples to determine the proper category, if indeed they
should be classified at all. The temporal use however
greatly predominates, and though the causal idea is often
present, yet the purely causal force can be limited to the
present and perfect tenses. The concessive use is indicated
often by the use of xai radra (Isaeus Ill 36, etc), while
Isocrates uses »ainep in a few instances in the letters (Ep.
II. 14, IV. 1). The conditional use is comparatively limited
and is often indeterminate unless a negative ui} indicates
its nature. The form which serves for the protasis of the
Ideal Condition is most common and is chiefly found in
rhetorical questions, as if its conciseness suited here better
than the regular form, Isaeus IV. 12, ad¢ Gv tg yvoin tolg
wi) taAnoi Aéyovrag, €l wi) mdvy peydra ta drapépovia i, altod
pev .... tedvedtog, t@v 08 ocvyyevav undév t@v mempayuévev
elddrwv, Tol 3¢ EAéyyov wydapds dxptfoic yryvouévov; (cf. IV. 23),
Isocrates V. 71, Gv yiyvopévov, ndg ovn &v eixdrog péya po-
voing; (note the use of the relative pronoun in this example
— a usage not found in Isaeus), Isaeus X. 21, tivog ddvrog
ExeL YOV #Afjpov ....; The rarity of the conditional form in
the private speeches of Isocrates is notable. The only cer-
tain example is XIX. 2, dxpitov pév yag 6vrog tol medyparos,
otx dv Nimioraod’ 6moide Tig yeyevnuévog mepl TOv TEtEAsUT®STML
xhpovdpog iyl tdv dnelvov. A possible second example is

5
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found in XVIIL 25, Gote xai pndeplog mioreng yeyevnuévng
dEov elvar v mohuelav Swaguidrrewv. In this example how-
ever it is quite possible to regard the absolute construction
as adversative, the negative being due to the infinitive
with @®ore. The conditional form is comparatively rare in
the epideictic orations as well, — thus in the Panegyricus
there are only three examples, IV. 2 (ideal), 174 (logical),
189 (legal) The future participle in this construction is
rare in both orators. cf. Isaeus VIIL. 15, 42, Isocrates VI. 101,

XV. 100, 149, Ep. III. 3, VII 9.
wonep is found 9 times in Isocrates with the gemtlve
absolute. Of these the only example in the private speeches
is XVIII 46, donep oddeplac fuiv ovppopdg yeyevnuévns. The
negative is always od, showing the non- conditional nature
of the proposition. No examples with @eneg in Isaeus. Of
the 20 examples of @&¢ with this construction in Isocrates,
2 are found in the private speeches, XVIII. 43, wc oddepiag

abrijg narapuyfig tragyovons (XX. 2). Isaeus uses ag with the

genitive absolute 7 times, cf. VI. 26, podotv éxélevov tov
doyovto. .. ... wg Odopavdv Jdviav, etc. Isocrates uses one
example of &v with this construction. XV. 100, ovy dc oy
N0éwg dv twvav pov xatopevooapévoy .... -He also uses the
articular infinitive as one of the constituent members,
cf. IIL 6, VI. 3, and XV. 254, éyyevopévor &’ finiv 1ol neidewy
dMirovg xai dnrotv mEog Nudg adrovs . ...

The Accusative Absolute! is not found in the ISS and
1s comparatively rare in the orators. It is confined to
the following forms in Isaeus; &E6v (S), mooatixov (2), éyye-
vopevov (1), npootaydév (1). Used personally once, V. 12, xai
meoofixov avt® tol #Afgov pépog Goovrep Epol. There is one
example of d¢ with the future participle, VI. 13, ebdig Ele-
vov 8t. Kalinan pwiine, atitm 8° &l I[liwstokévou duyding, dc
8Eagnéoov &l Gvopa pdévov mopicawvto. The usual meaning in

t Lell. Der Absolut Acusativ im Griechischen bis zu Aristoteles,
Wurzburg, 1892,
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Isaeus is causal, whereas in Isocrates the adversative force
prevails. The following forms are used by the latter: éov
(13 ex. 9 adversative, 4 causal), déov (6 advers. 1 causal),
defjoav (1 advers.), npoofirov (5 advers.), perapéhov (1 advers.),
gxyevopevov (1 advers.). The use of tuydv (9 examples) always
with a conditional force is peculiar to Isocrates. He also
tes uses the accusative absolute personally 6 times—always
with d¢or donep (twice in private speeches, XVI. 23, XIX. 30).

The Supplementary Participle is rare in the ISS. The
most common use is with Swateleiv as in I1. 270, énedn da-
tedénaowy . ... elivovg Ovieg and its consistent use with the
present participle —as we should naturally expect—is
uniform in all spheres, (once with the perfect in Iso-
crates IX. 44-6, dietéheoev . ... EEeheypévog). The use with
@aivopar has already been stated. In the ISS rtuyydve is
always found in the present tense and combined with the
present participle. This same steadiness is not shown in
the orators, though Isocrates shows a decided preference
for the present tense of the finite verb combined with the
present or perfect participle (142 examples out of 167 being
of this type). Isaeus uses the aorist tense of the verb with
the present participle in much greater proportion (5: 18,
Isocrates 4: 167), but otherwise does not use so many
varieties of combinations as Isocrates (cf. Wheeler, Har-
vard Studies IL 149). pddvew and Aavddve with its com-
pounds, are not found in the ISS or Isaeus but are found
in Isocrates who uses the participle co-ordinate with the
verb. Sometimes the future forms are used with the
present or aorist participle as the future partakes of the
nature of both (Gildersleeve A.J.P. XII. 76). Isocrates
IV. 79, gdjoovrar.... mouvjoavies, V. 121, Mjoovet yevdéuevor,
The use with such verbs as naveodar, doyeodar and verbs of
emotion as #{deotar, ailoyivesdar (the participle is only found
with aloyivesdar when the verb is negatived, cf. A.J.P.
XXIX. 498) and the like is general in the orators and no
difference is to be noted. “
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The participle with verbs of perception! is very rare

in the ISS. I.G. II % 231b, line 52, v dAknv ‘ElAdda 1deiv
doviedovoav (cf. I. G. II. 240). The construction is more
common in the orators, verbs of actual perception being
followed by the present or perfect participle, verbs of intel-
lectual perception being followed by any tense. 6o® is
always found with the present participle in Isaeus except
XI. 37, where the aorist is found, 6o® 3¢ (adrov) v mAei-
otnv dwaroifnv 1ov Adyov motovugvov .... xal ta pév éxsivou G
dnoga diektévra, mepi 8° Eue mAoUtdv Tiva 1@ Adyw xavaoxevd-
cavia (raraoxevdfovia Reisbse) xai tiva xaxiav xarmyogoivra. ..
The future participle is sometimes found in Isocrates as
in V. 133, VI 87, etc. negopav in Isaeus is found only with
the aorist participle, I1. 47, p7 wepuidnre .. .. mpomnranicdévra
avtov (cf. VIIL 43, IX. 27) and so generally in Isocrates —
but also with the present participle as II. 16, fjv pn¥ Opoti-
Cewv tov Oylov €dc und’ vBoldpevov mepropds. The compound
gpogdv 1s found in Isocrates — generally with aorist parti-
ciple, but also with aorist and present forms in IV. 96,
oitiveg Etdnoav Emdelv Eofunv pév v wéhv yevouévny, v 8¢
xwoav togtovpévny, iega 8 cuddueva, nal veag dumimpapévoug k.
As a form of Oratio Obliqua 2 — the form that developed
last of all—the participle is found in the orators with
verbs of knowing &idévan, proving dmodswvivar, &Eeléyyw,
etc., and the like. This use is very rare in the ISS, there
being only one example in a possible restoration, I. G.
II. 240, [ovveldmdg GV petjéoyev Auxoveyw v dnohoyiav duaiav
oboav. In Isaeus note especially the polymetochic close
of oration X. with dnodewvivar. Once there occurs an inte-
resting parallel between &¢ with object clauses and the
participial fofm, IV. 26, nagéoyovro & Vuiv pdervoag mpdtov

pev g avepioi glowy .... Eneta 3¢ Mg obdendmote .. .. dudgogol
Noav .... & 8¢ xal v xowoviav .... Pevdi] ovoav. dg is

1 Gildersleeve, Justin Martyr, Apol. 1. 3, 3.
7 A.J.P. XXVII 200-8. .
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rarely found with this construction in Isaeus (cf. VIIL. 1).
@¢ with the participle implies an evasion of responsibility
for a statement of fact (Gildersleeve A.J.P. 27, 208).

ws and doneg with participles.

@anep 1s not found in the ISS and the use of &g is rare.
It always takes the place of a causal clause introduced by
duasin L G. L 59, frawéesar Ogaaiflordov Gg dvia dvdpa dya-
Ao[v ....]. whereas the usual form is §ri Zariv @vo ayaddc.
This construction occurs 5 times with énavéow. Once with
- xpwéodo, LG, IL 17, nowéadm g diadiwv oy evppayiav.

In the orators the uses of ®g with the participle may
be given under the general divisions (1) Final (2) Causal
(3) = tamquam. The use with future participles has already
been stated. As a causal particle it almost invariably is
used with the present tense. There are three examples
only of the aorist (Isocrates IV. 175, bis, XV. 110). The
causal idea is sometimes found with the future and it is diffi-
cult to distinguish from the idea of purpose. ody ®s (non
quod) is found in Isocrates (III. 11, 46, XII. 112, 153, 169,
218, etc) but not in Isaeus. i «tamquam>» is generally
present but not confined to that tense (cf. Isaeus VIII. 12,
X1I. 27 aorists, Isocrates XV. 116 future, etc.). The negative
is always ol showing its non-conditional nature. The
same proof holds for ®onep which always has the negative
ob. It is not found in the ISS, and rarely in Isaeus, (L. 7,
23, (future), V. 31 pres.). Somewhat more common in Iso-
crates who uses 35 examples. The latter often torrelates
this particle with obrw.

Verbal Adjectives,!

The Verbal Adjective is not found in the ISS and is
very seldom found in Isaeus who uses'only the two forms

! Bishop, Verbals in — te0 — A.J.P. XX. 1, 121, 241,
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oxentéov and Anutéov. Isocrates on the other hand uses it
very frequently and with a great variety of verbs. It is not
found however in Or. [I] and only twice in the private
speeches; magalewntéov (XVI. 36) and yagiotéov (XIX. 22).
In the epideictic speeches they are used with more free-
dom. Thus in Or. V. seipatéov (58), mpuxtéov (83), dmooratéov
(85), Aextéov (83), Barextéov (95) Batéov .... avaortpentéov xal
uetootaréov (132); VI, dmopeveréov (7), mowmréov (7.1), oxe-
nréov (71), vmopeveréov (86), Povieviéov (90), aipetéov (91),
onovdactéov (91), pihovixntéov (92). They are generally found
in the latter half of the oration as may be noted in V. and
VI. The great preponderance of these forms in Isocrates
.may be ascribed to the didactic turn of his works —a teu-
dency which is foreign to legal spheres. The Agent is
expressed in Isaeus by the dative, in Isocrates by the dative
or accusative.

The Infinitive.

The use of the Infinitive as the subject or object and
the complementary uses are so general in all spheres
that it is needless to cite examples. There are certain
variations due to difference of sphere. Thus 8¢l is not
found in the ISS and yo% is extremely rare, I.G. 1, 35 c,
Suppl. Page 65, 89sv yon 8Eawpeiv dpyvorov (cf. II% 14 b).
In the orators dsU outruns the use of ypn (Isaeus uses
del 34 times, xo1) 18 times). In the ISS the use of &civau
- and eivar as impersonals followed by the infinitive is
common. This use is universal.

The accusative and infinitive construction after verbs
of saying and thinking is naturally limited in decrees.
enut is found but once, L. 40, G 8¢ Ono ITegdinnov Adwijodal
gaoct. This use is universal in the orators. The construction
is found very seldom without the verb expressed, but cf.
Isaeus VI. 30, tfjc yop pavepds ovoiag ovdéva wipiov Eoeodar
(ITI1. 74, VI. 63, Isocrates XVIIIL 35), gnut is followed by ®g
in Isocrates XVIL 25, nad” §ijv ovtog pév deeicdal gnor tdv
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gyxlqpdrov, dye 8 dg #dev pe mapa tovrov xopicacdar to yov-
olov. eingiv with the infinitive is found in Isaeus XI. 12,
0 vopolétng odxn elnev.... tovg tdv GvePraddv elvar xvplovg
(cf. II. 29, III. 68, V. 7).

The use of verbs of swearing, promising and hoping
is limited in the ISS. The following examples are cited
with verbs of promising: I.G. II% 109b, xai érayyéAhovrat
@ Mpe 1@v "Adnvaiov Eruweljoeodal tijg éxropniic tol oitov,
(cf IL. 161,170, 176, 252). In Isaeus, verbs of swearing are
sometimes coupled with the particle §} pv. IL. 32, VIII. 19,
opdoog .... ) pv elodyewv . ...

The infinitive is found in the ISS in a complementary
use chiefly with the adjective mpéduvpog, I. G. I. 59, etc.
The use in the orators is universal and with a very much
wider range.

The infinitive of purpose is not common in the ISS.
I.G. L 53a. Suppl. Page 66, xai tols Oplotac dmimépypar
6ploar ta lega taita, 1. 31, mo[iuvia 8¢ aly®]v magaocydvrmv
ol anfowiotai xalk]iepfioar VméQ tii¢ Gmowiag, also with
verbs of choosing. In the orators this construction is
found chiefly with verbs of choosing, appointing, giving
and sending (not found with the latter in Isaeus). Isaeus
VI 20, xadicmowv Evxvipov gmpekeiodar tijg ..... ovvotriag,
Isocrates XXI. 2, vpia 8¢ vdAavra apyveiov Edvdive ¢uld-
TTEWY EDxeV.

The infinftive used absolutely is not found in Isaeus or
the ISS and is not common in Isocrates, IV. 154, (¢ dnhidg
elnetv, VIL 26, dg 8¢ ovvidpwg eineiv, XIL 9, &g &nog elmeiv,
XV. 270, 10 viv elvay, IV, 144, dAiyov deiv.

The Articular Infinitive! comes into the ISS very late
and only three examples are found before 300 B. C. L. G.
II. 193, xai [aiviog &yévero 100 cwdijvar. II5 231b, mpoeilevo
0 tedevtijoon U0 t@v Evavrimv (also IL 194. Restorations in

! Birklein, Entwickelung des substantivierten Infinitivs, cf. A.J.P.
1II. 197, '
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I.G. L. 37 and II. 240). This latter intrusion of the articu-
lar infinitive into the official language is due to the
influence of the literary language. In the orators Isaeus has
37 examples, Isocrates 306 (including the 35 examples in
[I] and the Letters. This gives the number per Teubner
page; Isocrates, .60, Isaeus, .25). The favorite use in Iso-
crates is with prepositions, and in this he shows much grea-
ter freedom than Isaeus. Especially to be noted is the use
of bngp and this construction as the equivalent of a final
sentence, which is not found in Isaeus. &vti, Gnd, nepi with
the accusative, nkjv, Evexa, dud with genitive, népow. and npdg
with the dative are all found in Isocrates but not in Isaeus.
“dwv v6 with the infinitive is the favorite construction in
Isaeuswho uses it 10 times and always with thie present or
perfect tenses. (cf. causal sentences). Isocrates has 26 exam-
ples of this form (16 present, 5 perfect, 5 aorist). The small
proportion of the articular infinitive in Isaeus may be due
to the influence of the legal language which had not yet
fully adopted this form but may also be ascribed to the
large proportion of narrative which is not its sphere. Simi-
larly the private orations of Isocrates show a very small
proportion (five examples; XVI. 9, XVII 1, XVIIIL 63,
XIX. 23, XX. 3). How clearly he felt its sphere can easily
be seen in the Tenth Oration. Here there are 8 examples
in the first eleven sections, but in the long Theseus nar-
rative there is only one instance of its use.

The dependent genitive is found in the ISS only with
aitiog and 4 of the 7 examples in Isaeus and 13. of the 36
in Isocrates depend on the same word.

Sometimes the infinitive is used independently in the
ISS as an optative of wish. I. G. II% 54 b. [eboprotivey pev
7od” Gyada eivay, Emiogrotv]tl 88 xaxnd], cf. II5 49b, eboguoivur
wéu pou €in mo[M]a xai Gyadd, i 8¢ p#] tdvaveie, 1. 27b,
(Suppl. Page 61), toic 8¢ raira mowlot moAkd dyadda elvar.
This use is not found in the orators. :

The chief use of the infinitive in the ISS is as an

*
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"imperative.! Under this heading I prefer to place all those

independent infinitives with imperative force whose const-
ruction is generally regarded as depending upon some
verb of resolving or ordering. It is quite evident that the
forms dedoyxdar and &ynpicdar are independent, and can in

" no way be regarded as dependent upon some such form

as #doke understood. I. G. IL. 51, Ildvdiog elnev: mepi dv ol
noéofeig . ... Aéyovor, 8eddydar 1) fovAy . ... With this compare
I1. 52¢, Kalliotgarog eimev: éruvéoar pév tov dijpov ... ., dmo-
nolvagdon 3¢ .... In these two examples, if we consider the
former as an imperative as we clearly must, there seems
no good reason why émaivésar in the latter should not
be considered as of the same class. The use of the negative
un also supports this view. I.G. 1. 27b, éxayyélleww 8¢ v
fouljv xal tijor dAAjot ndheot, .. .. Exeivorg 8¢ pf) Emirdrvovieg,
I. 31, un tepeviCewv. In many inscriptions the infinitive is
the only form used, but more often the series is interrupted
by a single imperative, and the infinitive forms follow as
if there llad been no break and they were all co-ordinate.
This imperative infinitive is the legal use and a survival,
through the conservatism of the language of decrees, of
the original dative meaning of the form. Whether there is
a difference in force between this and the genuine impe-
rative is difficult to determine. It tmay be noted that when
both forms of the same verb occur in any decree, the impe-
rative almost invariably follows. Thus in I.G.I. 51, xara-
deivan is followed by xaradéviov, 1. 32, @rodovvar by Gro-
doviwv, I1. 11, dvayedyat by dvaypaypdrw, II. 163, Sdev by
Juéviwv. Once the order is reversed, I1. 17, dvaypaypdro is
followed by dvaypdgewv. The proportion of imperative infi-
nitives to imperatives is 3. 7 to 1.

The distinction between aorist and present tenses re-

! This view was adv_ocatéd first by Dr. Richard Wagner, Wissen-
schaftliche Beilage zum Programm des F riedricianum zu Schwerin.
cf. A.J.P. XIV. 124.

-



presenting single and repeated or continuous acts can be

generally rigidly maintained. A list of exceptions is here
recorded: L G. IT% 109b, nat otepavodv xQue®d ore@dva ....-
gxarepov (cf. IL. 51, orepavdoar 8¢ tovg Vels tovg Awovvoiov. ...
éndtepov), I1. 55, mpoodyew avtov el tov Sfjpov el vy modny
éxulnotav, II. 1b (Addendo). mpoodyeww adrovs TOVg mEUTAVELS
%tA (The regular formula has the aorist mgocayaysiv.
IL. 52c etc.). Meisterhans wishes to emend the reading in
- IL. 55 to mposayayeiv. However with this use of the present
might be compared I.G. L. 31, &dyewv 8¢ tiv drowmiav todrovra
nueo®v and the use of the present tense of dyewv in Homer
(See Munro’s Homeric Grammar § 70). Similar uses of the
present are preserved in certain phrases. Thus we always
find yvounv 3¢ EvpPdileston tijg Bovdijs eig tov dijpov (IL
55, etc.), but ddypa &eveyreiv eig tov dijuov (IL 51, 61 etc),
I. G. 1. 27b, (Suppl. Page 59), pijva 8¢ ufdilew ‘Exatopfar@va
tov véov dpyovra, 1. 51, xat yonpatileww mepi @v Aéyovor (but
elsewhere yonpatioow is found).

Conclusion.

Within the limits of this study it was found impossible
to make a complete syntax of the Inscriptions or of the
Orators studied in connection with them, Only certain
categories have been discussed, and chiefly those which
seemed likely to yield the most valuable material for com-
parison. Yet in some of those omitted there is probably a
certain degree of contrast or comparison still to be sought.
Thus Fuhr has already noted the narrow range of the
particle e xai in the practical orators and Inscriptions,
and attributes this to the influence of the legal language.
The other particles also are rare in Inscriptions, and fur-
ther comparisons along this line might prove of value. But
it is not safe to assert that because these particles are not
found in the Inscriptions or in the practical orators that
therefore the latter are influenced by the former. Rather
the coincidence is to be ascribed to the sphere of each

4




A

75

which does not favor the use of particles. The discussion
of the article, the demonstratives etc., has also been omitted
in this study. In the case of the article, Professor Gil-
dersleeve has already pointed out that the Trapeziticus of
Isocrates shows a certain relation to the formal use in de-
crees in its avoidance with proper names. It may be noted
here that the so-called rhetorical position of the article
is very common in the decrees, defining more fully and
precisely the noun to which it is attached, and it is quite
possible that the original home of this construction may
be traced to the precise and formal language of the courts.

In the study of the prepositions it is clearly seen that
the narrowest range of usages is found in the psephismata
and that Isaeus, though he is much freer and has a wider
range of constructions, shows certain limitations which
are not found in Isocrates. In the latter there are many
phrases and usages common in the language of the courts
which are not found, but in other respects he employs by
far the greater variety of usages.

The chapter on the cases yields little by way of con-
trast. Here indeed it is interesting to note that the Inscrip-
tions do not show any such limitations as we can easily
observe in other categories, while the dative case shows
a much wider range in this sphere especially in the use
with 8rawéoar and &mpeleiodar. This is shown also in some
of the Inscriptions not included in this study where we
find yoappareds 1§ BovAf xat 1 dMue (I, G. I1. 865, 867, 870)
used along with ypappoareve tijg fovAijic »at tod dpov. This
wide use of the dative in the ISS is to some extent paral-
leled in Isaeus by his fondness for the Dative of Interest,
but otherwise no very great difference is to be noted.

In the study of the moods there is greater difference
observable. In the Inscriptions the Conditional Sentence
is practically limited to the Legal type, and here Isaeus
shows a certain likeness in that he uses a greater percen-
tage than Isocrates. It is interesting to note that &dv is
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the particle almost invariably employed in the decrees
and always in Isaeus, while Isocrates uses it chiefly in [I]
and XVII, thus showing a certain concession to the court
formula. The other types of Conditional Sentences, though
lacking in the Inscriptions, show some interesting varia-
tions in Isaeus and Isocrates. Isaeus as the practical busi-
ness orator uses the Logical form about three times as
frequently as Isocrates, but in the Ideal type the rhetorician
uses more than five times the proportion in Isaeus. This
shows most conclusively the difference in sphere in the
two orators. The Ideal condition finds its proper sphere
in the writings of an idealist while the Logical condition
is the best instrument in the hands of a practical lawyer.

In Object Clauses we have shown that the difference
in use between 6w und ®d¢ may be generally retained in
Isaeus, but is largely effaced in Isocrates, mainly through
his desire to avoid hiatus, which feature of his style must
not be disregarded even in syntactical constructions.

In Temporal and Causal Clauses there is little to be

noted. &éxewdr} is always causal in the decrees, no matter

what tense is used, while the causal sense in the orators
i1s practically confined to the present and perfect tenses.
In the constructions with mpiv the chief point to be noticed
is the balance with mpérepov in Isocrates The same balance
is to be noted in Consecutive Sentences in which correla-
tion is found to an unusual degree in Isocrates, while the
more practical lawyer does not strive for the effect of oe-
uvotns produced by such correlations.

One of the most interesting features of the syntax of
the Inscriptions is the limitation in the use of the parti-
ciple in other than the substantival and attributive uses.
The conditional, causal and concessive meanings are ex-
tremely rare and the genitive absolute is seldom found.
Such a limitation is not known in the orators though
Isaeus appears to avoid the indefiniteness of the participle
as the protasis of a conditional sentence.
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A peculiar survival in the decrees is the infinitive as

. an imperative. There is no encroachment of the regular

imperative on this use for the period under discussion, nor
is there any influence exerted by it on the orators. The
articular infinitive comes into the decrees very late, the
earliest example being about 330 B.C. In this case we
have a clear example of the influence of the literary
language upon that of decrees, just as we saw in the
constructions with &raiwvelv where the older dative case is
gradually crowded out by the accusative which is the regu-
lar prose construction. The use of the Articular Infinitive
affords an interesting comparison in the case of the orators.
Isaeus who has a great deal of narrative makes much
less use of this construction than the more rhetorical Iso-
crates. Yet the Jatter shows curious fluctuations of usage
in various speeches, and even in different parts of the same
speech as we have noted especially in the Encomium of
Helen. The other uses of the infinitive offer little in the
way of comparison.

In summing up the results of our investigations, we
have given in very brief outline the chief points of com-
parison and of contrast. Although in most cases these are
not conspicuous, yet it is clearly shown that the business
orator is much closer to the limited sphere of the syntax
of the courts and assemblies than the rhetorician. It may
be going too far if we assert that, because a certain
construction is not found in the Inscriptions or in Isaeus
that therefore Isaeus in influenced by the language of the
Inscriptions, but it brings them both into the same sphere
where such constructions are avoided. And that they have
much in common in the way of limitation is not to be
denied. Isocrates on the other hand shows no such limita-
tions, except occasionally in his private speeches, but
employs a wealth of syntactical constructions which place
him far outside the sphere and narrower range of the.
practical lawyer or the law maker.
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