Word Order in Ancient Greek (especially Attic Prose) 1

Word order in Ancient Greek is a complex and difficult topic. The evidence is limited to
surviving written texts, which are abundantbut differ widely in chronological period, dialect, and
genre as well as the level of stylistic and esthetic ambition to which the various authors aspire. We
have very little access to what might be called ordinary conversation (only some short passages of
Aristophanes and Plato perhaps come close to replicating it), and of course the phonological
structures of extended discourse are incompletely understood. Intensive study of the texts has
produced descriptive or statistical results that indicate tendencies of varying degrees of strength.
In recent decades studies embracing concepts and theories that have proved useful in cross-
linguistic investigations have shed light on Ancient Greek word order, but often demonstrations
have been based on rather small samples or too few authors and genres, and even so the results
usually leave many unexplained anomalies. The aim of this short discussion is to give the
beginning or intermediate Greek student a brief introduction to some important factors to be
considered, especially factors that may assist in reading and translating Greek texts.

Ancient Greek is among the languages that are said to have a free word order, but this
freedom must be understood in relation to the comparatively fixed word-order patterns found in
languages such as English. There are actually many constraints on the positions of particular
words or phrases in Greek. Learning to recognize the segmentation of a Greek sentence is one of
the key skills of reading continuous texts because it ensures the correct distribution of different
elements (see the separate document on Transitioning to Reading Continuous Greek Texts). For
example, most subordinate clauses are discrete, beginning with words like the relative pronoun
os or the temporal conjunction émeidn or the purpose conjunction iva. One normally will not
find any element of such a clause before these introductory words, and between that first word
and the end of the subordinate clause, there will usually not be any word that belongs instead to
the superordinate clause.

Extended circumstantial participial phrases, including genitive absolutes, are similar to
subordinate clauses and so usually distinctly demarcated, although a transitive nominative
participle sometimes shares the same object as the main verb, making the boundary between
main clause and subordinate phrase less distinct. On a smaller scale, a prepositional phrase has a
very strong tendency to be similarly discrete. The adjectival modifiers of a noun that has the
article are subject to a constraint that has semantic significance, since in classical prose those
outside the article-noun group are predicative while those inside it are attributive.

Whereas the factors mentioned so far are syntactic, intonational factors (also termed
prosody in older studies or phonology in more recent ones) also play a role in some aspects of
word order. The proclitic article must be followed by a noun or noun-equivalent (sometimes
with a postpositive conjunction intervening), unless 0, 7, 76 is being used in its older pronominal
function. Enclitic and postpositive words cannot appear firstin clause or a smaller intonation unit
(often called a colon, plural cola, in studies of ancient Greek). An understanding of postpositives
can contribute importantly to detecting the segmentation of a Greek passage: normally the word
immediately before the postpositive must be the beginning of a new structural unit or at least a
unit that can be considered separate from the preceding in intonation), whether this is a single
word (avmp Oikatos evoeBmns Te) or something more (70 pév €00vs, 70 O¢ kal OLavooUuevoY).

Postpositives can even intrude upon what is usually a syntactic unity. The postpositive
conjunction introducing a complex sentence falls second in an initial subordinate clause (e.g.,
émel O¢..., el yap...) but applies to the whole sentence, not the subordinate clause itself. The
article-noun group or a prepositional phrase can be interrupted (e.g., ol 7° avdpes al 7€ yvvaikes;
mepi uév 0dv Ths Onoéws apeTis).

An importantapproach to word order that underlies many studies of ancient Greekin recent
years is pragmatic analysis. Pragmatics refers to the mechanisms of communication between
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speaker and addressee, taking account of shared presuppositions and the gradual construction of
a message or narrative by conveying new pieces of information. The terminology used in
pragmatic analysis is not uniform and many issues are still under debate. With some
simplification, however, we can posit that there are two important pragmatic functions in most
utterances: a topic function performed by the element that refers to some entity within the shared
pragmatic information or presuppositions of the speaker and addressee and that serves as the
foundation for constructing a message; and a focus function performed by the element that
expresses the information the speaker considers to be the most urgent part of the message to be
conveyed. The elements that represent topic and focus may be said to be pragmatically marked,
and focus is the most salient and/or new information conveyed in the utterance. The elements
that follow the verb are said to be pragmatically unmarked and may be called the remainder.
Current studies argue that ancient Greek (like some other languages) has, in a large proportion of
simple declarative sentences, the following pragmatic order:

TOPIC — FOCUS — VERB —REMAINDER
This simple scheme requires a number of qualifications.

The topic function may be empty whenever it is obvious to both the speaker and the
addressee what the topic is, as when in Greek a subject noun or pronoun is not necessary
because the subjectis continued from the preceding discourse.

The topic, although usually a matter of shared knowledge or presupposition, is sometimes
new material, as at the beginning of an extended message or a narrative or when two or
more topics are set in contrast or enumerated (as happens so often in Greek because of the
frequency of antitheses or enumerations with uév-0¢).

The verb may serve as focus, so that the scheme is reduced to TOPIC — FOCUS/VERB —
REMAINDER.

The verb may, in some contexts, serve as topic, again with a reduction of the scheme, to
TOPIC/VERB — FOCUS — REMAINDER.

The focus may be a phrase (such as a verb and its argument or object) rather than a single
word.

In more complex sentences, there is often material before the topic position: this provides
background information or scene-setting and takes the form of an adverbial phrase, a
temporal clause, a genitive absolute, or similar constructions.

In some authors, there is frequently a subordinate element like a temporal clause or
extended participial phrase between the topic and the main part of the sentence (this may
be called a suspended topic). For example, Xen. Hellenica 2.1.15 Avaavdpos &, | émel
avT®w Kdpos mavta mapadovs 10 avTod wPos TOV TaTéPa APPWOTODVTA UETATEUTTOS
avéBawe, | pobov duadods T orpatid | aviixdn tis Kapias eis Tov Kepdueiov kdAmov
(Lysander, | when Cyrus had turned all his affairs over to him and was heading inland
under summons to visit his father, because his father was sick, | after distributing wages to
the army | set sail for the Cerameian bay in Caria): Avoavdpos is TOPIC, and avny0n is
FOCUS. The émei-clause here is scene-setting information, placed after the TOPIC
instead of before it. The nominative participial phrase might also be called scene-setting,
but it could also be viewed as a kind of secondary focus (this is a new action, enabled by
the fact that in the previous sentence Cyrus provided Lysander with funds), subordinated
to the main focus in a way that is typical of Greek prose style (where English says Joe did X
and did Y, Greekoften prefers Joe, having done X, did Y).
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From the above it can be seen that there will be considerable variation in the order of subject
and verb and object. Whereas English uses a standard order SVO (subject-verb-object), Greek
offers many examples of both SVO and SOV (subject-object-verb) as well as, less frequently,
other permutations. Subjects are very frequently topics and very often appear early in a sentence,
sometimes (as just mentioned) with scene-setting information preceding or following in
parenthetic fashion before the focus and verb. Objects are in many circumstances the focus and
end up before the verb, butin various circumstances the object may not be pragmatically marked
(for instance, a modifier of the object may be marked, but not the object noun itself) and thus may
follow the verb. For instance, in the Lysias passage discussed in detail below, the clause ov7e
XpnpdTwy éveka émpaa tadTa exhibits an adverbial prepositional phrase for the sake of money
as the focus, the verb follows, and the object Tat7a follows the verb.

Pragmatic analysis is often revealing, but runs into difficulties in prose passages involving
long and complex sentences and leaves the status of the less marked portion of the sentence
unexplained. Issues of word order can also be evaluated under a different but complementary
type of analysis involving tree structures that map dependencies in phrases, with a head
constituent and its dependents. One can then observe dislocations or projections (sometimes
referred to as left dislocation or left projection) of elements out of their routine positions.
Analogies have been drawn between the structuring of noun phrases (esp. in the form with an
article) and of verbal phrases or clauses, with the article understood as the left boundary of the
noun phrase and the subject (if present) as the left boundary of a verb phrase. Any element of the
phrase that is projected to the left of the boundary is a marked element and bears some pragmatic
or semantic emphasis. Dependent elements within a phrase can also be classified as either
argument (obligatory concomitant) or adjunct (optional concomitant), and again one may
postulate marked and unmarked positions for these words. For instance, in the recent study of
Beschi (see bibliography atend), phrases of the following patterns are described as follows:

noun with article and genitive argument:

e ~ e 2 ’ . .

71 1700 VdaTos émbupuia is unmarked, argument more important than noun

7 émbupia Tod vVoaTos is unmarked, but noun now more important than argument

e 2 ’ e ~ es . . .

N émbupia n 10D VdaTos is marked, conveying separateness of the two constituents,
argument distinct from noun

noun with article and adjective adjunct:

ot ayaboi avdpes (or ayaboi avdpes without article) is unmarked, conveying a neutral status
ofthe adjective relative to the noun

avdpes ayabol is unmarked, but noun is now more important than adjective

ot avdpes ot ayafoi is marked, conveying separateness of the two constituents, adjective
distinct from noun

noun with article and adjunctand argument:
™Y dyav TV TAeovwy émbuuiar: normal position of argument when both adjunct and
argument are presentis between adjunctand noun

Note that this analysis of phrases of the type ot avdpes ot ayafoi (as expressing distinctness and
some emphasis in the adjective) differs from the claim based on a pragmatic analysis that
adjectives following their nouns are relatively unmarked, while those that precede their nouns are
relatively more salient than the noun. For verb phrases, similar claims are made about the
position of adjuncts and arguments:
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verb with argument (object):

subject (optional) —argument—verb is unmarked, and the argument is more important than
the verb

subject (optional) —verb—argument may be unmarked, and the verb is more important than
the argument

subject (optional) — verb—argument may also be marked, conveying separateness of the two
constituents, distinct force of the argument relative to the verb (or this order may be due to
the length or weight of the argument)

verb with adjunct (adverb, adverbial expression):

subject (optional)—adjunct—verb is unmarked, conveying a neutral status of the adjunct
relative to the verb

subject (optional)— verb—adjunct may be unmarked, and the verb is more important than
the adjunct

subject (optional) —verb—adjunct may also be marked, conveying separateness of the two
constituents, distinct force of the adjunct relative to the verb (or this order may be due to
the length or weight of the adjunct)

verb with both adjunctand argument:
subject (optional)—adjunct—argument—verb: normal position of argument when both an
adjunctand an argumentare presentis between adjunctand verb

In this kind of analysis of constituents, there is also a rule about elements that are lengthy and thus
have a certain “weight™: these tend to be postponed until after the noun or verb, but may retain a
marked status (pragmatic function or extra emphasis).

In what follows, three example passages are described in detail.
Example 1

Here is a sample passage from Xenophon (Anabasis 1.8.14-16), separated into sentences,
with the label of pragmatic function preceding each phrase in the translation.

Kal €v TOUTw TQ Kaip®d 70 uev BapBapikov oTpaTevpma OMards mponel, 10 ¢ ‘EAAnvikov
€TL €V T AVTQ MEVOV TUVETATTETO €K TV ETL TPOTLOVTWY.

And [setting] at this juncture [topic in contrast] the Persian army [focus, including verb] was
advancing evenly, but [topic in contrast] the Greek force, [parenthetic participial phrase]
still remaining in the same position, [verb as focus] was being assembled and arranged
[remainder] out of the soldiers who were still coming up.

kat 0 Kdpos mapelatvwy o mavv wpos adT®w TQ oTpaTeduaTt KaTededTo €KATéPWOE
amoBAETWY €S T€ TOUS TONELIOVS Kal TOVS PLAOVS.

And [topic, returning from earlier in passage] Cyrus, [parenthetic participial phrase] riding
not too close to the army itself, [verb as focus] was surveying the scene, [remainder]
looking in both directions toward both the enemy and his friends.

dwv 6€ avTov amo 100 ‘EAANuikod Eevopdv Abnvalos, mehaoas ws cvvavTioal, NpeTo €L
TL TapayyéAAor

And [setting] catching sight of him from the Greek army, [new topic] Xenophon of Athens,
[parenthetic participial phrase] having drawn nearer so as to meet him face to face, [verb as
focus] asked him [remainder] whether he had any messsage to pass along.
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6 & émomioas elme kal Aéyew ékéNeve TaaLw §Tu Kal T& lepd kaAd kal T& opdyia KaAd.

And [topic, returning] he (Cyrus), [parenthetic participial phrase] coming to a halt,
[extended focus including verb] said (to Xenophon) and ordered him to tell [remainder]
everyone that the offerings to the gods are favorable and the prebattle sacrifices are
propitious.

TabTa 8¢ Aéywy BopvBov fikovoe Sua TV TdEewy i6vToS, Kal fipeTo Tis 6 B3pvBos €in.

And [setting] as he was saying this, [topic, unexpressed in Greek] he [verb] heard [focus:
before the verb in Greek] an uproar [remainder] passing through the ranks, and [topic,
unexpressed in Greek] he [verb as focus] asked [remainder] what the tumult was.

6 8¢ elmev 811 ahvlnua mapépyetal devTepor 77,
And [topic, returning] he (Xenophon) [verb as focus] said [remainder] that a second
password is already passing through the army.

Perhaps it is odd to term the important indirect statements and questions as remainder. An
alternative would be to regard the indirect statement/question and its verb as a complex focus,
and explain the postponement of the dependent clauses after the verb of saying or asking in terms
of the tendency for a lengthy dependent constituent (or argument) to be placed after the
governing word, in contrast to shorter arguments usually appearing before the governing word.

Note that the analysis can be extended to some subordinate clauses. In the indirect question
7is 0 66pvBos €in, the order is the one that is most common in questions, that is, the question
word 7is is the focus and is promoted to first position, followed by topic and verb. In the first 67¢-
clause the topics 7a iepa and 7a opayia are newly introduced in enumeration, and the focus
elements are the predicate adjectives (the copula is omitted, as often in Greek). In the second o7¢-
clause, ovvOnua should be taken as focus and the clause is a compressed version of “the uproar is
the password, which is passing etc.”

Example 2
Now consider the passage of Lysias (Oration 1.4-6) thatappeared as Ex. IIT in U37.

nNyoduat ¢, @ &vdpes, T0HT pe delv émdeifar, ws époiyever "Epatoofévns iy yvvaika v
éuny kai éxeivny 1€ diépleipe kai Tovs Taidas TOVS EUOVS NOYVVE Kal €uE avTOV VBPLOED €S
THY oikiav T éuny elowdy, kal obTe éxlpa éuol kal éxelvw oddepia MY TANY TAVTS, 0VTE
XpnpdTwy €veka émpafa Tadra, (va wAovoios ék mévmTos yévwpai, obTe dANov képSovs
000€ev0s TATY THS KATA TOUS VOMOUS TLUWPLAS.

éyw Tolvuy é€ dpyfis Duly dmavta émbelfw 10 épavTod mpdypata, oddéy Tapaleimwy, GANL
Aéywy Ta aAndf TadTIY yap EuavTd uovmy Myoduar cwTnpiav, éav VMY €lTely ATavTa
dvvnbi Ta Tempayuéva.

First-person verbs of opinion or intention are often fronted, as 7yoduat is here, although it is
also possible to find them interlaced with an indirect statement using the infinitive or
participle construction, often in second position as in Thuc. 1.23.6 Tovs AOnvaiovs
Nyoduatl eyalovs yLyvouévovs kal ¢poBov mapéxovtas Tols Aakedaipoviols avaykaoat
és 70 molepety. One can also find such a verb positioned at the end after the accusative
and infinitive construction: 'Eyw 6’ 008’ vuas ravtny éxew v yvwuny nyoduat, mpos
T€ TOVS VmeLpMUévovs Aoyovs padiov avTermety vouilw (Isoc. 18.36).
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It is extremely common for vocative phrases like & &vdpes to be placed right after the initial
word or short phrase of the sentence that is addressed to the persons named in the
vocative.

The demonstrative o07os and related words like 07w, Totod70s, Tog0DTOS are very often
found at the opening of a sentence or colon, as is natural both to their anaphoric force (the
demonstrative often has topic function) and emphatic nature. The fronting of the
demonstrative gives the same sort of emphasis as English “that this is the thing I have to
demonstrate.”

The enclitic form of the personal pronouns (and also oblique forms of av70s as unemphatic
pronoun) are usually found in second position within a colon, as here ue after ot 70.

It is much more common for det or ety to precede the infinitive that is its subject than to
follow it, so the order 8elv émibeiéar is normal. Sometimes 8¢{ is in fact the first word in its
clause, but often itis found in between the constituents of the infinitive phrase, as here.

The ws-clause is in apposition to 7o970. The order within it is interesting. The initial
assertion is éuoiyever 'Epatocfévns v yvvalka v éuny with the verb fronted to
emphasize the criminal act (about the gravity of which the preceding opening lines of the
speech spoke, without every using the word “adultery”). Eratosthenes’ name comes second
(the first time the name has been used), and the object of the verb is in the least salient
position. In the three following predicates, however, the object precedes the verb, and
these objects can be explained as enumerated topics preceding the verbs as focus. Note
also how the conjunctions mark out the structure as [clause 1] + [clause 2 + clause 3 +
clause 4] + [clause 6 + clause 6 + clause 7]: the kai before ékeivny links the first two groups,
while the 7e after ékeivny coordinates with the two following ka(’s to join the next three
terms together; then another kai introduces the third grouping, whose clauses are joined
by the triple ov7e.

Lysias uses mnv yvvaika iy éuny here instead of 7y éunv yvvaika. The orators often have
this fuller form with untépa and adeAdpny as well as with yvvalka, although in general the
possessive adjective tends to be between the article and noun. The longer form is
apparently rhetorically more weighty and thus more formal or solemn. There are places
where adjective placement seems to be well explained by the hypothesis that when the
adjective comes first it is the more salient word in the context and when the noun comes
first it is more salient. In this phrase there does not seem to me to be a semantic or
pragmatic difference between the two possibilities, but rather a rhetorical one in terms of
separation of the elements of the phrase and added weight. Compare Tovs matdas Tovs
éuovs and v oikiav TNy éunp in the following clauses.

The participial phrase with eiocwwv follows the verb here. Instead of being offered as setting
or background (a common function when nominative participles precede the verb), here
itmight be considered an adjunct (optional complement) of the verb (“outraged me in my
own house”).

In the triple o07e structure, the concepts enmity, money, and profit may be regarded as
enumerated new topics, with the focus being on the denial carried by 09deuia and (0?)
émpaéa. The emphatic pronouns éuol kai éxelvw are perhaps to be taken as also topical,
making the topic here an extended one. In émpafa TadTa the demonstrative is rather
weakly anaphoric and carries no pragmatic marking and is thus after the verb.

éyw Tolvvy is a combination that occurs at the beginning of new paragraphs and is used here
even though the first person is prominent in the previous lines. The topic here seems to be
a composite concept “me and my affairs,” which has been the subject of the previous lines.
The main focal word is presumably amav7a, which precedes the verb and also gains
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emphasis from the fact that this modifier has become separated from the rest of its noun
phrase, 7a éuavTod mpayuara. Such discontinuous placement is fairly common when the
isolated fronted modifier is a demonstrative or was. Note that amavTa is also in contrast
with 000¢év in the following (semantically redundant, but rhetorically strong) participial
phrase 008¢v mapadeimwy. €€ apyfs should be taken closely with &mavTa as part of the
focus. The intervention of vuiv between é£ dpyfis and dmavta reflects the fact that
personal pronouns are often positioned second in a colon, even when they are not shown
as enclitics in the text (ancient grammarians in fact say that there were enclitic forms of
Nuiv and vuiv, but few editors have ever printed nuw and vuw). Its position is probably a
clue to intonational emphasis on é£ dpyfs, confirming that we should take é£ dpyfis
amavTa as unitin focus.

In the nominative participial phrase closing the sentence (again extending or elaborating the
import of the verb rather than giving background), the order Aéywv 7aAn07 is rare. Far
more common is aAn07 Aéyew or TaAndn Aéyew; but the force of placing aAn07 after the
verb is to give more emphasis to the act of speaking (as opposed to not speaking, being
afraid to speak, or concealing) than to the truthfulness of what it being said.

707NV is the topic of the indirect statement, referring back to the action of telling the whole
story, and the focus is uovny owrnpiav. In this case the governing nyoduat is placed
within the accusative and infinitive construction, in fact, right after the first word of the
focus, with the copula elvat being omitted. So this is another example of a noun phrase
that is split by a verb form. The dative of reference éuavr® has apparently gravitated
toward second place (it is third, trumped by the postpositive yap), separating the topic
from the focus, justas unemphatic pot would likely have done.

Example 3

This example is from Isocrates, who is known for a more elaborate and formal rhetorical style (his
“orations” are mostly epideictic compositions). Here, Panegyrikos 29-31 is laid out in cola to show
how Isocrates’ long sentences are built up from smaller units, often in balance and/or contrast.
Some of the important structuring words are rendered in bold.

oUTws 7 TOALS OV

00 povov BeopiAis,

aAAa kal prravfpwTws éoyev,
WOTE KVPLA YEVOUEVT) TOTOVTWY Ayadidy

ok éplovnoey Tols aldots,

GAN v ENaBev dmaciy peTédwkey.
In this way our city proved to be not only dear to the gods but kindly-disposed to fellow humans,
so that when it acquired control of so many good things, it did not begrudge them to the others, but
gave to all a share of what it had received.

After the scene-setting anaphoric adverb ov7ws the subject phrase serves as topic. The focus (the
main point Isocrates wants to emphasize) consists of the contrasting adverbs, with the colorless
verb following (or one could consider the whole éyw + adverb idiom as complex focus). In the
result clause, the topic our city is understood and a scene-setting participial phrase precedes the
focus. Within the participial phrase, the salient or focal word is the adjective kvpia, and the
participle as verbal form intervenes between it and its dependent genitive (which refers to benefits
that have already been alluded to). It is interesting that the ovk ... aAAa structure here does not
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show parallel word order, but rather chiastic placement of the two verbs. One might say that
éplovnaev is heavily emphasized because it is meant to substantiate the idea in ¢pitAavfpwnws,
while 7ols aAMlots is more predictable and less salient; in contrast, amaow is placed before
peTédwkev because it marks the universality of Athens’ generosity, while the verb of sharing is
merely a variation of what was already conveyed by otk épfdvnaer (v éXaBev is topical,
referring back to ayafiv).

Kai
TQ Mev €71 kal vOv kad’ €kaoTov TOV éViavTOV delKVUMED,
TOV 8¢ cVAATBdnY
TAS T€ XpeLas kal Tas épyacias kal Tas wpelelas Tas AT’ aDTOV YLYVOUEVAS
édidalev.
And some of these benefits still even today we display every year, and of the others our city has
taught, collectively, the usages and the developments and the advantages that arise from them.

In the first half of the balanced sentence, after the initial pronominal article provides the topic, the
focus seems to be complex: continuing annual display rather than just the fact of display. The
second half has a particularly weighty object phrase (in a tricolon crescendo structure [defined in
the separate document on Transitioning to Reading Continous Greek Texts]), and this should
probably be taken as an enumerating topic phrase (and as for the usages, development, and
advantages of the rest), with the verb again focal, making a claim about the virtuousness of
historical Athens.

Kal TOUTOLS Ao TELW

JLkpQY ETL TPOT TEDEVTWY

ovdels av aéidoeLev.
And to disbelieve these things, once some small further points have been added, no one would
consider proper.
The initial demonstrative is anaphoric, referring to the previous statements, but the topic is
presumably the infinitive phrase as a whole. The idea of disbelief is always in the air when
Isocrates claims to be demonstrating the preeminence of Athens against a background of Greek
resentment of her former power or to be using his rhetorical expertise to work against the
resistance of foolish or ill-intentioned opponents. The conditional genitive absolute is
parenthetic between topic and focus. The phrase 098eis dv d€wwaeter has to be taken as complex
focus (itis a variation on the idea it is impossible). It is normal for 000¢els av to head a new colon,
with the optative verb following immediately or after a few words.

TPDTOV UEV Yap

&€ v &y Tis kaTappovioeley TOY Aeyouévwy (s apxaiwy SvTwy,

ék T@Y adTOY ToVTWY €lkdTWS AV Kal Tas mpaels yeyevfiocOal vouloeier:

dua yap 10 TOANOVS €lpnMKévaL Kal TAVTAS AKMKOEVAL
TPOTTIKEL UT) KALVA PEV,
moTd 8¢ Sokely elvar T Aeydpeva mepl adTOW.

For, first of all, on those grounds on which one might disparage what is being said as antiquated,
on these same grounds one would justifiably believe that the events too took place: for thanks to the
fact that many have said these things and all have heard them, it is fitting that what is being said
about them seem not novel but trustworthy.
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In the contrasting preposed relative clause and main clause, one notes again the chiastic
placement of the finite verbs: disparage is in focus position (the relative pronoun phrase being
topic) and takes precedence over the bland expression 7wy Aeyouévwy. This substantive and its
participial modifier are in the normal pragmatic order: topic, focus (ws apyaiwr), verb form. In
the main clause the correlative prepositional phrase is topic, and the rest may be regarded as
complex focus. As often, the emphatic adverb is fronted with av appended to it, while the xal
emphasizing 1as mpafews puts this particular word in strong contrastive focus (opposite to
Aeyopévwy). The verb is the least salient part of this group and rounds off the clause. In the last
clause, the causal articular infinitive will have topic function, since it is a reformulation of earlier
material. The fronting of mpoonket as focus (or the most salient part of a complex focus) is
analogous to the position of many imperatives. The contrasting adjectives are also clearly a point
of rhetorical emphasis, with the colorless verb phrase following and the subject of the infinitive,
70 AeyOueva, last as remainder, since it is a repetition of the earlier 7@y Aeyouévwy and the idea
conveyed in elpnkévad.

émeut’
0b uoévor évtadfa kaTapvyeiv éxouev,
0Tt TOV NOyov Kkal Ty ¢runw ék moANoD TapetAnpapuey,
dAAa kai onueiows peilooiv 1) TovTOLS €0 TIY MUY XpricacBal Tepl adTOY.
Al pév yap mAeloTar TOY TONEWY
VIOUYTIMG TS TAAaLAS €VEPYETias
amapyas 700 oiTOV
kaf’ €kaoTov EVIAVTOY WS MUAS ATOTEUTOVTLY,
Tais 8’ éxAetmovoals
moAAdkis 7 [Tvbia mpooéralev
ATOPEPELY TA UEPT) TRV KAPTOV
Kal TOLELY TPOS TNV TONWY TNV TUETEPAY TG TATPLA.
Secondly, this is not the only point in which we make take refuge—the fact that we have received the
story and report transmitted from long ago, but there are also signs more significant than these to
which we are able to appeal concerning the matter. For most of the (Greek) cities send to us
annually firstfruits of their grain as remembrance of the ancient benefaction, and for any cities that
cease from doing so, on many occasions the Pythia has commanded that they bring the due portion
of their crops and perform the traditional duties toward our city.

In the 00 pwovov ... aAAa kai structure, the important new poinit is that there are more significant
indications than those already cited. Thus we might consider the first clause merely as foil to the
main point, and call évTatfa a contrastive topic (with onueiots in the second limb). The verbal
element kaTadvyelv éxouer does not seem to be important enough here to be called focus, and
this would leave ueiloow as the only true focal element, followed by a comparative expression
(parenthetic), the verb phrase éomiv nuiv ypnoacfat, and the remainder (note the weak pronoun
avT@v in this post-verbal prepositional phrase). The explanatory continuation again contains
contrastive topics, now marked by uév and 0¢, but the focal elements are long and complex. In the
firstlimb, the verb amoméumovaw is held to end, after the appositive/predicative noun vmouvnua
(with its less salient dependent genitive following), the direct objectamapyas (with its less salient
dependent genitive following), and the adverbial expression of time and destination. (Thus the
argument precedes the adjunct, apparently conveying that there is more than usual emphasis on
or salience in the argument.) In the second limb the Delphic prophetess deserves fronting
because of the religious authority this reference supplies to the argument; the finite verb may
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precede the (indirect) imperatival infinitives either because the word is forceful (commanded, not
advised, recommended) or because the dependent infinitive phrases are so long in themselves and
thus placed after the verb. The two infinitives both head their phrases, perhaps because they have
the most salience as the commanded actions, whereas the objects are given information,
rephrasings of what everyone understood about Eleusinian practices.

KaiTot
mepl TIvwy YP1 REANOY Lo TEVEL
3 mepi v

0 1€ feos avapel

kal moAlots Ty ‘EAAMvwy ocvvdokel

kal 7@ Te walat pnévTa Tols TaPOVO LY EPYOLS CUMUAPTUPEL

Kal Ta v yLyvoueva Tols VT’ EKELVWY ELPTIUEVOLS OULONOYEL;
After all, on what matters should one trust (tradition) more than those concerning which both the
oracular god ordains and many of the Greeks are in agreement, and (concerning which) the things
spoken long ago bear witness to the present deeds and the actions occurring now correspond to what
had been said by those men (of earlier generations)?

In a question, the interrogative represents the focus and usually is positioned first. The idea of
trust or belief is already a given in the passage. This is a rhetorical question, and the comparative
expression is used to incorporate the expected answer, these things, concerning which... The
relative pronoun turns this focal concept into the topic word, and I suggest that all the remainder
of the sentence is in fact focal material, artfully arranged in two pairs of clauses, each clause
ending in a verb with the same sound and prosody (-€t), and with careful antitheses: god and men
in the first pair of clauses; then, with more complexity and parallelism of structure, words and
actions and past and present in the second pair of clauses. This is a good example of how in the
stylized rhetoric of an expert prose-writer the communication of meaning is much more complex
and multiple than in “ordinary” language, in which the analysis of topic and focus elements in
more straightforward.

For more on Greek word order, good places to start are the introductory chapters in Helma Dik, Word Order
in Ancient Greek: a Pragmatic Account of Word Order Variation in Herodotus (1995) and Word Order in
Greek Tragic Dialogue (2007), and see also K. J. Dover, Greek Word Order (1960) and The Evolution of Greek
Prose Style (1997). For more technicalities and details, see the remainder of the chapters in the two books of
Dik just listed; also A. M. Devine and L. D. Stephens, Discontinuous Syntax: Hyperbaton in Greek (2000);
Dejan Mati¢, “Topic, Focus, and Discourse Structure: Ancient Greek Word Order,” Studies in Language 27
(2003) 573-633; Frank Scheppers, The Colon Hypothesis: Word Order, Discourse Segmentation and Discourse
Coherence in Ancient Greek (2011); Fulvio Beschi, Ordine delle parole e struttura sintattica in greco antico:
uno studio cartografico alla luce di Thuc. VII, 1-10 (2012).
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