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On Unemphatic “Emphatic” Pronouns in Greek

T&oa avtwvupia épbifs TToews EYKAITIKTS OUVTAEELWS ATTAPABEKTOS
Apollonius Dyscolus
Synt. 11.167 Uhlig

I Introduction - Status quaestionis
* Devine & Stephens, Prosody of Greek Speech, p. 476 (abridged)

It follows from the general principle that focused pronouns are orthotonic that the
nominative forms are never enclitic, since in a PRO-drop language like Greek overt
expression of a subject pronoun will almost always involve some sort of focus
[quotations from grammarians, followed by examples of contrastive focus)

Other examples have simple focus on the subject

Homer 1. 1.26 ur oe yépov koiAnoiv £y Tap& vnuol KixXEeiw
« Wackernagel, "Uber ein Gesetz..", p. 413 (abridged):

"Weliterhin ist esvielleicht einem oder andern Leser aufgefallen, dass in den Beispielen wo
ein me, te seiner Stellung wegen eine Wortgruppe zerreisst, demselben mehrfach ein ego,
<tu> vorhergeht:

Plautus Men. 990 per ego vos deos — dico

Terentius Andr. 834 per ego te deos oro

Plautus Cist. 1.1.44 quo tu me modo voles esse
Auch der Nominativ von is, ea, id:

Cicero Tusc. 215  quo eame cunque duxit
Man wird nicht bestreiten kénnen, dass in solchen Fallen ego, tu, ea eben
auch enklitisch sind, und wird sich an die Enklisis von deutschem er, sie, es im
Nebensatz, und bei Inversion und Frage, auch im Hauptsatz erinnern. [..] Ubrigens ist
auch das aufs Verb unmittelbar folgende ego, tu, wie im Griechischen ¢y
in gleicher Stellung, gewiss als wesentlich enklitisch zu fassen. "

* Marshall, Verbs, Nouns and Postpositives in Attic Prose:

[SJome normally mobile words are often, when particularly unemphatic, treated
phraseologically in amanner certainly reminiscent of postpositives. It has been mentioned
that the peninitial tendency often puts the latter between mutually closely-related words to
which the postpositive itself is only remotely related. This seems to produce a typical
phraseology in which unemphatic words, even normally mobile, are placed
between emphatic mobiles, with the effect of marking both the emphasis on the latter
and the positively unemphatic status of the former; the whole expression need not then be
initial in the sentence, nor the unemphatic word strictly peninitial. Even 'preferential’
mobiles such as ¢y, oUTos may thus be treated as ad hoc postpositives.

Plato PIt.267b6 av els €v TIs auTO dvopa ocuvayayeiv BouAnbi,
Plato Lg. 839b2 €l TOU VOHOU Ti§ TOUTOU SUvalTo EyKPaTIS Elval.

Homer 1I. 1.26 U1 O€ Y€pOV KOIATIOWV £y TTap& vnuol KiXelw
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Technical terms

. enclltlc(vs orthotonlc) (enclltlc vs.) postpositive - Mobile
MOl - ElJOl TE - 88 EV OVOIJC( OUVC(YGYEIV

. preferential Mobile (Dover) - Topic - Focus
TaUTa UEV EPOL DOKET

. PRO-drop

Unemphatic ov¥ in Plato

Crat. 399al

Crat. 431a6

Soph. 231¢3
Plt. 263c4

Euthphr. 6b7

Euthphr.11e2

Apology 25e4
Phaedo 89e3

Crat. 390c11

2. T To¥ EUbUuppovos Emmvola TMOTEVELS, S EOIKAS.
EPM. AfjAa dn).

2. 'Opbcds ye ou mMoTEUOV:

KP. EBéAco ool, @ ZokpaTes, ouyxwpioal kal é0Tw
oUTwWS.

2. KaAdds ye ou moiddv, o Pile, €l €oTi ToUTO OUTWOS:
oudtv yap el viv Tavu diapdxeobal epl auTod.

ZE. EikéTws ye ou amopddov.

ZE. ®pdoov ¥ pol 1O HETA ToUTO.

NE. >Z(). TToiov;

EE To TS anon)\avncewg OTdBev Nuas detp’ nyaysv.
olual HEV yap MHAAlOTAQ, oesv éEpwTnbels oU TNV
dyehaioTpopiav 8T SiaipeTéov eimes pudAa mpoblpcs SU’
elval Copwv yévn, TO pEv avBpcomivov, €Ttepov 3¢ TAV
&AAwV cuuTTav T Bnpicov €v.

>0). &AA& Hot eitre Tpos Mikiov, oU cos adAnBads Nyif Talta
oUTws yeyovevm

EYO. Kai é1i Y€ TouTwv BavpaoicoTepa, W 2 WKPATES,
ol TToAAol ouk icaow.

2. Kal mdAepov apa 1yfj ou eival téd dvTi €v Tois Beols
mPoOs dAANAous, kai EéxBpas ye Sewdas kal paxas kal &AAa
TolaUTa TOAAQ,..

Kol TOUTWV HEV Gdnv: €Teldr) &8¢ pot DoKEls oU TPUPav, auTos
ool oupmpobuunoopal Otes &v pe dBidaEns mepl ToU oOoiovu.
KAl U1 TTPOXTTOKAUNS®

.. TOUTO {TO> TOCOUTOV KAKOV £KGOV TIOIR), €IS PI)§ OV;

.. TEAEUTAV O1) Baud 1Tpoc5|<pox'1cov HIOET Te TavTas Kal
NYeiTar oudevds oudty UylEs elval TO Tap&Tav.

N oUK fjobnoat oy 1w ToUTo yiyvouevo;

TT&vu ye, v &’ Eyco.

2. Tov 8¢ épwTdv Kal atmokpivecbal EMOoTAUEVOV
&AAO Ti oU KaAEels 1] SIaAEKTIKOV;
EPM. OUk, &AA& TolUTo.
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Unemphatic ¢y in Sophocles

Hldden agenda
Pragmatic analysis of word order in the trimeter: Topic-Focus-Verb-..?

* A clausewill typically have one Focus. Even in Sophocles, some Words
will be more important than others.

* Question: is there a direct relation between position in the verse and
'importance'? Not very likely. On the other hand, it is also a priori
unlikely that metrical structure would not be used for pragmatic (as
opposed to syntactic, semantic) purposes.

Aj. 1179

Aj. 1255

El. 1351

OT 317

Ant. 571

Ant. 191

TEY.

Al

HA.
OP.
OP.
HA.

HA.

OP.
TEI

1>
KP.
1>
KP.

KP.

Ei & Tis oTpaTol
Bia o’ amoomaoele ToUde ToU vekpoU,
Kakos kKakas &BamTtos ékméool xBovds,
yévous amavTos piCav eéEnunuévos,
aUTws dTwoTep TOVS £y TéUvw TTASKOV.

Méyas 8¢ mAeupa Bols UTTd ouikpds Suws
H&oTIyos 0pbos eis 0dOV TTopeveTal.

Kal ool mpocéptov ToUT £yco TO papuakov
Op& TaX', €l U voUv KATAKTNAON Tva:

Tis oUTds 0T, &deA@é; TPOs Becov ppdoov.
Ouxi Euving;  HA. OUd¢ y’ &5 Bupov pépeo.
Ouk oloB’ 8T W’ Edcokas &5 XeIpA&s TOTE;
TToico; Ti peovels;  OP. OU 1O Pokécwov médov
UmreEeéupdnv ofj mpounbia xepoiv.

"H kelvos oUTos Sv oT’ €k TOAAGY £y
HOVOV TTPOCEUPOV TOTOV €V TTATPOS POVED;
“O% éoTi' un W EAeyxe TAeioov Adyols.

Del @el, ppovelv cos detwov EvBa un TEAN
AUm) ppovolvTl TalTa yap KaAdds £y
€idcas dlcdAec™ oU yap av Selp’ IKSUNV.

"AANG KTEVELS VUPQEIQ TOU cauToU TEKVOU;
"ApCOCIUOL Yap XATEPV EioIY yual.

Ouyx ¢ds ¥’ ékeivep TRdE T N NpUoocpéva.
Kaké&s ¢y yuvalkas viéol oTuya.

‘Eyco yap, ioTw Zeus 6 mavb’ opdov ael,
oUT Qv ClwTMoalul Tr‘]v c’iTnv épdw
OTslxoucav GOTng avTi Tis cwTnplas,
oUT" av gilov ToT’ avacx &Jouevn xﬁovog
Beumv EHaUTE, TOUTO ylyvooOKcov OTl
1d’ éoTiv 1 olovoa kai TauTns €l
TAéovTEs Opbiis TOUs pilous Toloupedar
Tol10168’ £y vopolol TV altfw mOAw.



-4

(16) El. 1043 HA. Ti8’; ou 8ok ool Talta ouv dikn Aéyelv;
XP.  "AAN éoTw évba xn dikn BA&GRBNnv pépel.
HA. TouTols ¢y Lijv Tois vouols oU PovAoual.

(17)  Aj. 1137, 1142

TEY. "Hool yap Alag ToAéuios mpodoTn ToTE;

ME.  MicolvT’ epioel, kai oU ToUT nioTaco.

TEY. K)\ETrTng Yap auTtoU \pnq)OTrmog nNUpPEdns.

ME. ’Ev TOlg dikaoTals, KOUK ELlOl TOY quxx)\n

TEY. TIOAN &v kahdds A&Bpg ou kAéyeias Kaka.

ME. ToUT eis aviav TOUTrog eprTm TIVL.

TEY. Ou ua)\)\ov €S EOIKEV, n )\UTrnoouev

ME. “Ev ool ppdaoco TOVd €0Tiv ouxl BaTTéov.

TEY. AAN cx\)TO(Kouon ToUTOV cog TeOayeTal.

ME.  "Hdn ot eidov &vdp’ ¢ gy yhwoor fpaciv
VauTas EPOPHIOAVTA XEIUCIVOS TO TAELY,
& pbeyu” av ouk avnipes, Tk’ €v Kaked
XEWMAVOS EIXET', AN U’ ElnaTOS KPUPELS
TATEW Tapeixe T¢ BEAovT vauTtidcov.
OUTw 8¢ kal ot kal TO ooV A&PBpov oTdua
OUIKPOU VEPOUS TAX &V TIS EKTTVEUCAS UEY QS
XEIMCOV KaTaoBéoele TNV ToAARv Borjv.

TEY. 'Eyco 8¢ vy’ &Gvdp’ dmwma pwpias TAEwY, ..

Conclusion

TTGI§ oUV oU yeloiol ol UoAauBdavovTtes THv £y EyKAITIKNY glval;
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