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Part I Introduction and General Statistles



Thé‘question of the‘pésition of the adJective with
respeot to. 1ts noun hes béen‘diseussed a'great deal, and
'recently has been to some extent scientifically 1nvestigated.
. Miss Mabel Merryman, 1n her master's thesis at the
'University of Kansas (1018), studied the position of at=~

tributive adjeotives in the seven books of the Gallic Var

i end seven speeches of Oieero, which included the Catilinarian
orations, and those for Archias, the wanilian Law, and
for Maréellus. She found that 80.67% of all the ad jectives
'éh& pronouns in the gg;;;g_ﬁggvpreeede the nouns. In ‘the
orations of Cicero which she studied she found a perocentage
bf 68.52‘preceding, taking into;aeoount the stereotyped
expressions such as res publica. Omitting stereotyped
*phrasea; che found a péraentage for’C1cero df 74.l3”pre-
ceéing. Biss Merryman'did not consider the effect of
emphasis on the‘position‘of the ad;eqtives..

Professor B. L. Ullmen, in the Classical Journel,
V. XIv; 7, diéousses word order. Several theses were
written under his direction concerning the position of the
possessive. These investigations showed, in his opinion,
that thé preceding position was more_émphatic‘than the
'following, but'when the preceding‘posseseive is o separating
word, it is unemphatio. | |

He saya the demonstrative is naturally emphatie, and,
therefore, regularly precedes the noun. But later he says
that'constant use orvthe‘emphétic position'tends‘td;wéaken
emphésis. The demonstrative is not usgd as a stop-gap as

often as the possessive because it (the demonstrative) is



- more emphatic. When the demonstrative is s0 used, the
preoeﬁing word may be very emphatic. {As to his statement
that ﬁhe demonstrative precedea the possessive because it

is more emphatie, one would say that a more natural OXw
planation 15 that 1t precedes through sheer force of habit.
His balief thah when the demonstrative does follow en adjec~
tive, the praceding word is likely to be emphatio bears this
out. My own study Will tand to show this in the case of
1dem and omnis, which Protessor Ullman suggests as examples, )

He balieves that when 1lle follows ‘the noun, as in

Afriaanus 111@, the noun is made more emphatio. _Antigater

ille cidonius throws the emphasis on oidonius, and could be
| made, iﬁ his pinion, more emphatio by reversing the order.
| The grammars do not agree on the position of the
emphatic adjeotive. Firut place, however, is favored.
. Hale-Buck’ . , ,, _ H |
(l) Adjectives normally follow ‘their nouns., g;;gg and
nullus normally precede.- |
(2) Determinatives aﬁd intensives, adjeotives of
qﬁaﬁtity énd precision ngrmally preeede, some fbrming (as

hi¢) a constituent part of the thought, others being

<naturally emphatid., Ille, meaning that famous, usualiy
follows. )
(3) Possessivas and indef;nites,;and’ordinal
'nuﬁerals'normally follow. A‘ |
; {4) HOdifier is separated £rom the noun if a phrase '
depends on one or the other. |
upeoial emphasis may be gained by

" (1) Reversing normal order.



- (2) Juxtépasing like‘of obnﬁraating words.’
 {3) Postponement tdvpraduée suspense.
A modifier mey be mede ‘emphatic by separating it from
noun by a geverning ward. Contrast between pairs of words
:13 shown by parallel or crass order. ‘

Gil&erq;geve:,

7 ‘When the attribute is emphaticlit 19 commonly put before
the substantive, oﬁherwise in elessical Latin ordinarily
‘after it. |

fuuperlatives denoting sequence in time and space

generally preoede‘thevsubstantivex Summus mons, primo véfe;
vere ggiu_.v. | | S |
‘In another section he says, "An adjeotive usually pre-
cedes, but often follows the word to which 1t belongs-"~ I
cannot reconaile this statement with his first rule.
‘ Demonstratives and car dinals regularly: precede.v
: Poasessives and ordinals regularly follow. | ;
4 following adjective (as homo bonus) originally (not
always, but often inclassical pariod) had restrictive force--
"e men who is good." This adjective seems emphatic to me,
end a refutation éf Gildersleeve's general statement at
first. ‘ !
General rules fdr‘emphasis are similer to Hale's.,
(1) Refersing normal position.
(2) Approximation of similars or épposites.
(3) Separation. | |
Bennett:

"No general rule cen be laid down for the position of
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the,a&Jectivé."en the'Whplé;'théy'précede,the~noﬁn of tener
than they follow it." | | _ | |
| (l)-Quantity (ineluding numsrals),ﬁemonstrativés,»‘

‘relatives, interrogatives regularly precede. Ille, "that
‘well<known} regularly follows, 7 | |
{2) Possessives and.indefinité‘pronouns usually Tollow,

Yor éontrast, possessives often stend first. (The und erscorings

are mine.)

“ "(ﬁ)wSuperiativa denoting place precedes; pure superlative
follows. For sake of emphasis the normal order‘is often
| abandoned'and émphatio'word‘iszput at the begiﬁning,leés'
often at end of the sentence. |

Allen and Greenough:

Numerael adjeotives, adjectives of quantity, demons tratives,
relatives, interrogatives tend t6~precede§'beoause suéh
words are‘uaually‘emphatic;5 Often words éonneoted ﬁith
 them are more so, and, 1n such cases, the pronouns, etc.
E y1eld the emphatic places.

The more impor tent word is never placed last for
emphasis. '

According to the Allan and Greenough ﬁheory s sentence
1s like a dying echo, the first word or phrase most emphatio,
the second next in emphasis, and so on. '

Roby: , | .

Ad jectives usual;y'follow; but they rféquently'have’

the reverse order, vhich is the rule in the case of
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"demonsﬁraﬁinS‘anavadjeutives-oftnumber and quantity.
| --Any‘word.whieh‘isfto be~hadévsmphatic is placed at
or near the beginning of * the sentence, or sometimes, 1f
" not the primary predicate, at the end., - .
| “ An unemphatic word between a pair of oconnected words
is used to give emphasis to_the’first.';

| Chiasmus is used for contrast, Anaphora is used for
oumnlative effects

Harknesé:"‘

»Adjeotives may stand either beforec or after. Vhen
emphatic they generally stand before.

“Any word except ‘the subject may be made emphatio by
being placed at the beginning .of the sentence. Any word
except the predicate may be made emphatic by being placed
at the end of the sentenoce.

. Two words naturally connected, as a noun éndhits
adjective, are.sometimes made emphatic by~separat16n.v

Anaphora and chiasmus make two groups of words
, émphatic. |
e ' Possessives generally follow. Other pronominals
~ precede.  Ille, "that well«known," usually follows if not
accompanied by en a&jeotive.

Slomen !

(1) Numerala; Quentity, demonstratives, 1nterrogat1§es,
precede.‘ S

{2). Possassives uaually rollow.

(3) Ordinary adjeotives mey follow or preceds.
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{4)1A.Word 6r phraee\Qualifying‘or g0verning:a ﬁoﬁn"with
en attribute usually stands between.
| - Attributive adjectives or genitives have a tendéney
to follows o L |
Emphasis ney be given by
(1) ?lacing a word first when natural position is
elsewhare.; L :
) Inversion of normal order
(3) Juxtaposition of similar or contrasted words.
f(4) Sepératimn or'wgrds naturalIYJoonnected;
(5) Daférringawotd $0 be emphasized.
Hadvig:

, Adjeotives uaually stand after the substantive, but
may,stand before,it where we' wishlto give particular
’prOminancé to the!éefinitién‘céntained in the genitive
A(for the'saké bfaantithesis~or‘anyaother reason, )

Demonstrative pronouns stand before the subétantive
vif no particular emphasis is to be laid on: the latter.

Definitions belonging to the substantive or to the
ad jective may stend between.

Thé‘édjeetiva may be separated from the substantive
and made moraremphatic. .

Kiuhner: , ,

Nementlich is die Nachstellung des Adjektivs
hatifig, wenn es betont ist, ;benn die ‘alter Eegel, ’
wonach das beténta’Adjektifuvoranstehen muss, ist durchaus

hinf#111g; zur besonderen Hervorhebung eines Wortes:
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éient"dielungewﬁhnliuha'Stellung. Daher wérden'kdjektiva,

die gewahnliohelyqranstehen, wenn sie betont sind, nache

o gestellt.lz!,

| Moat of the grammara evidently favor the first
plaog as more emphatic. iNo_one of them, however, distin-
guiehes §1early Eetﬁeen émpﬁasis by contrast and emphasis
without,aontfést,_ Bennett_indioatea that there may be a
diffgrencezwheﬁ he says, "For‘conyraat, the possessive
_offenistagdsjfirst.”-‘But he does not meke & clear dis-
tip#tioﬁ ip_sb_mapy words. Ir thé adjqotiva staqda first
when 1p:is_eontrésting, as one would néturélly expect 1t
to do, we still have no proof that othar kindé bf G~
phasis ﬁa#e the same effect. No work which can be oon-‘
sidered statistically thorough has been done on adjac~ |
tives as a whole, and;ona_cannot drawluonclusions from .
'what haé been dgne on_the.pqasessiye,Ibecausa_the em-
phasislor phis type of modifier is so obviously contrast-
ing. It 1s:pléin that not ell emphasis is contrasting.
For instance, 6ne may téke twd sentences containing
'exaaply_the same words, botn showing considerable emphasis,
buf meaning not atvall the same thing. I have used
'un@ersuorings té show where the stress would be placed:

S ﬁz&ag'is a beautiful country.” (;mplyiﬁg that some -
1. The dontrasted word comes first to the spesker's mind.
Ve find a similar phenomenon in the fact that the first
word in a sentence frequently indicates a break in the

continuity of thought and tha introduction of a new
topie.

(1)



oﬁher'abuntry i6 not beautifﬁl;}j o |
\ "ThiS’is:a'beautiful counﬁry.”7 "There is no contrast
heré:in.ﬁherapeaker‘s mind, but his idica might show strong
feeling in prcnoﬁncingﬂtﬁe”wbrd;ﬁbeautirul.")k
Several of the grammars suggest‘thét‘the separated -
position is emphétic.f None, of course, gives statistical
. evidenoe..JThis'theoryEwill'be considered in the following
figures, | o o |
. I% has been cbnsistentlyvoverlooked~that'a word may
| bé em@hatic,in‘one;pusitibn or another, but that this does
not piove‘the partioulai position to be emphatic. Compara-
Egzg;‘perceﬁfagas must be worked out in order to make
a definitafstatemen%‘as to 'the emphatic position.
. These are some of the questions to be considered if
any clear idea sbout emphssis is to be gained.

_'Zn:this.study I have’examined,all the attridvutive

"?f‘adjéé€1Ves'in Books I and‘II,or'Caésar‘5101vil Var,

keeping in mind the question of emphasis and its influenoce

on the poéiﬁion of the modifier.

‘1. I have frequently called non-contrasting emphasis
"'gonorous.,” This term i1s not insisted upon as an infale
lible one, because, conceivably, it may designate only
one kind of non-contrasting emphasis. The word as used
in this study may be considered merely as a convenient
handle., I also have of}en used "not contrasting" and .
"non-contrasting" when "emphatle, but not contrasting”
was to be understood. ~

(1)



UnolaSsified

Gaﬁeral Table of Adjectives

Tuphatio

R Contr.

63

I

' Preceding

‘Not Contr.

14

Unemphatie

141
34

. Rumeral

36

92
12

- Possesslive

.40 .

31

Prqpari‘ 

Pronominal .

B2
12

Demonstrative

11

14

158
53

nIndefinite"

«Bélanive

e

11
68
21

»Intensivé

15

 'Interrogative

Qnantity

13

13

1169

46

Gomparativé

21




‘Gongrﬁatiﬁg‘ﬁ

B3

22 -

10

A

SuperlativaA«

1:

10

2

52
10

Unelassified

| 15

Followinz

Fmphatic
Contr.

' Not. Contr,
] 1a

t

Unemphatic

38 .

Numeral"

11

51

19

 Possessive

B

P:oper

19

‘Pronaminalfl”

g

- Demonstrative

‘Indetinite t

Relative

‘Intensive

Quantity

14

cpmparative,
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Interrogative

| CGntréstiﬁé'“ w  $1fj‘

Superlative | 2 | s 3 .

Tigures in upper left-hand corner of squares are for adjec-
tives immediately juxtaposed' in lower right~hand for
-separateé adjectives. \ .



Totals :
Follows % across

,Tabie‘I.

| ©4.66
Unemph. _1082  82.89 78.33 211 17‘11‘ 65,12
| 1413   81 35 . .. 304 18.65
; Table II.fInterrogatives, Demonstratives
~ and Relatives Omitted.
Emph. 1~5667 76,41 3.18 113 23;59‘~ 35.51
Unemph. _ 787 _ 78.07 66.82 207 21,92 _ 64.69
1108 "L 320 22,49
Teble III. idjectives Separated from
| Houn. S
 Gontr. .61 79,22 20,07 18 20.78  21.33
Not Comtr 41 66,13 13,49 21 53.87  28.0
Unemph. __202 _ 84.17 66,44 28 15.8% 50.87
504  B0.2L 75 - lg.89
Table IV. Adjectlves Imﬁediate’to Noﬁn
Contr. 250  85.04 22,54 44 14,96  17.87
Not Contr 39 « 54,93 3,52 532 45.07  12.85
Unemph. __820 82,68 73.94 173 17,42  60.48
11109  Bl.66 - 249 18.34
| Table V. OComparison of Contrasting and
Non«~Contrasting Emphasis.
Contr. 31l 83,83 79.54 80 1617 53,1
Not Contr 80  60.15 20.46 53 _39.85 _ 46.9
| 391 77.58 - 113 22,42
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Table Vi, uame as Table I with emphasis

Unemph

- differentiated, Percentageés are of total
ﬂ preceding or total following.
' Preceding % down Following % down
CGontr. Bl 2200 60 18.52
Not Contr 80 5.66 55 16.36
Unemph. _ 1028 72.33 211 65,12
a3 | 324 |
Table VII. Same as VI, with demonstratives
relatives, interrogatives omitted. .
Contr. 286 25,93 60 . 18.75
Not Contr 80 7,25 53 16.56
Unenph 737 _66.82 207 64.69
| 1103 o . 320 ‘
Table'VIfI.‘Same as Table VI. Percentages(
are of total contrasting, totel not con-
trasting, and total unemphatioc.
Preceding «% across Follcwing %;across
Contr. 311 83%.82 - - 60 l16.18
Not Contr 80 60.15 . 83, 35.856
‘ lopz  ee.89 21 17.11
1413 8l.35  s2a 18.65
Table IX. Same as VIII, with demonstratives,
relatiVes, and’ interrogatives omltted.
Contr, 88 82.66 69 “17,54
Not Contr 80 60.18 83 59.85
Unemph. __ 787 78,07 207 21.93
1105 520 22.49

77,51
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Analysis of Tables I to IX._»

In Table I we find that 81 35% of all the adiectivas
preoede and 18.65% follow. }If emphasis made no d@ifference
at a]l in position, it moulé be expected that the same
prqportionmel.ﬁs%»nof‘all the amphatio‘adjeotives would
precedé.  If §1acihg an édjective bafére'itS'nouh tended
to méke it‘émbhatic ﬁe\should'expect a percentage greater
then 81,35% to precede. What we actuelly find is that
7? 58% of éil"the'emphafib adjecti#és preaedé and 22,42%

_ follow. This fact obviously indicates that it is the

~ fclloming position which tends to be emphatioc, Another
way of looking at the same faot is to examine the pro-
ﬁcrnioﬁs of the tdtal”preceding~and'total following
diVisions.g In this case we find that a hlgher percentage
'(34.88) of the following ed jectives is emphatic than of

the preoeding (27.87%). - In addition, 1t must be remembered
that these figuras maka no distinction a8 to kinds of
ﬁemphasia. o |

In Table'II the interrogative, demonstrative, end
relative adjectives have been omitted.' This was done 1in
order to prevent a pcsuible unfairness 1n oounting adjec“
tives which are plaoed firsc almost mechanically. Never-
theless, although ?7.01% of all the edjestives preoede,
76.41% of the emphatio adiactives precede, and about 2%
more of the following modifiers are emphatic than of

those which precede.
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In TablénIIi~édjaétivéé’Sépafateﬁifrbm the noun
are ﬁreate&.v%80;21%'0faailvsapé:ated’adjéctives precede,
but ?9.82%‘of §he édntfaaéihg ahd 66.13% of the "sonoroﬁs"
.sepérate& méaifieré are preceding;}‘Thué a slight'advéntage
for-éoﬁtraéfingvand;a;daeided‘qne for sonqrous emphasis
is shown for following éeparatad adjecti#ea; Ldokihg,
howeve?, at the third and sixth columns of this table, we
| £ind that both preceding and following separated modifiere
are more emphatié than adjaotives'immediately Juxtéposed
to their nounst 33.56% and 49.55%v(06mb1n1ng contrasting
 and non~contrasting emphasis), egainst 26.06%'and 30.52% .
(Teble IV.) - ”
‘Table IV tabulates exclusively the adjectives which

ére»immediate to their nouns. In this table some advantage

is apparent for immediately preceding adjectives so far as

contrast goeannthé rﬁvérse being true for adjeeti#as vhich
are emphafio;‘but not conﬁrasting~~;'1.a;, 81;66% of all
immediate adjectives preceds, 85.04% of contrasting

ad jectives precede,‘andzza;ﬁé% of all préoeding, as against
17.67% of all following adjectiVes;'aie‘contrasting,

There is however, a decidedly stronger advantége for.thé'
immediately followlng adjectlives wlth respect‘to‘sonoroué
words: 18.34% of all immediate adjeotives follow, but
45,07% of the soﬁorous,vimmadiate adjectiﬁes'follow.

1. AdJectives have«béan considéred‘Separatea it anyyword
except another adjective stood between them and the nouns

they modified, and except gﬁ;when there were two ad jectives.
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 Table V‘eombarés‘cpntra$tinglénd non-contrasting

emphasais.*, mhe’pereéntagé" of &5, 83% (when the preceding .
propcvtion of all emphatie adjectives equals 77,58%) |
'for contrasting emphasis accbunts Tor the common belief
thet tha prace&iug.position_is‘ampbat;c. But ons oannot
défenﬁ that statement begause the wérd "emphafic" is too
-général. @hat one'oan éaj is that the préoeding place

‘is of ten used wﬁeﬁ>£hé clement of éontraSt en ters in;

When the emphasis is not cc*ﬁraating the following
pbsition is even more rrequantly used for sonorous
emphasis than ‘the preeeding place is uued,for gsontrast:
22,42% of ull emphatlo adjectives follow, but 59,856

of ail sonorousfadjectiveé follow., Turning ths |

figures around, wo find that, while the mejority of the
emphatic adjectives are oontrastiﬁg in the case of
‘both}preceding and following modifiers, the majority for
the preceding words 1s mach greater (79,54% preceding;
‘53‘1¢ followiﬁg).~ ﬁost’amphasis is seen-to be ~contrasting,
an& this, probably, is especially tTue of the kind of
literature on which thig study is. based.

- Tables VI %o IX are elaboratiqns of Tables I end
.iI, dgfferehtiating betwsen the kihds‘of emphasis. They
are useful in acoounting for the fact that the following
adJeotivés,fwﬁén no distinction concerning emphasis is
mode, have én emphasis percentagé which is gréater than

that percentege would be if emphasis made no difference
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in;word order., In Table VIII, ror instanoe, 1t is seen
that 83 8: % of contrasting modifiera precede, while
Bl, 35% of all moﬁifiers preeede. It is the abnormally
larga propcrtion of following sonoroua adjeotives which
brings down tha total emphasis percentage of preoeding
adjeotives, I% is not surprising, 1n view of the type
of adjectives he dis ousses, that Prof. Ullman decided
that "emphatic" adjeotives tend to preoede. In Table
VI we see that 22,01% of the preceding, 18, 52% of the
following moﬁifiers are contrasting, that 5.66% of the
preaeding, 16. 36 of - the following adjectives are

K sonorous. It is to be observed that the contrasting

' percentages in thia table are eloser together than

<the nanwoontrasting peroentages* that is, one is more
likely to find a contxasting vord following than a
sonorous word paeoeding. ' | |

The following general statements may be'maﬁe,
besed on the foregoing statistics.

1. In general, the most emphatic positien is the
separated, or most unusual (most unusual in the sense
that there are fewer separateﬁ adjectives in the pre-
eeding and follcwing groups, respectively, than there
are 1mmediate adjectives) position.

2. Adjectives which fallow the noun, ‘being the
second"most unusual" are more often, proportionately,

emphatio than are preceding adjectives.
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3 More than threeufourths of preceding emphasis
is due tu contrast, The preoeding position is slirhtly .
more often used “than the rollowing far contrast.
4, For emphasis which ia not oontrasting, thé
following position is more frequent. (ﬁnd the following
position is more likely to be used for ‘contrast than

the preceding position fax_sonorcus emphasis.)



’Par{h II, Clessification of Adjectiyves
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Gertain oatagories have been made, hecause of the
natura ‘of this sﬁudy, Which are not usual in classifying
nﬁjectives;_some,ef them Wauld‘he, indeaﬁ,;worthlasa
for any other purpose., At the risk of causing confusion,
I have called ane'grbup("contrastiﬁg‘*"it includes
adjestives of & kind of “dual"'nature; such as Alter.
The comprartives and superlatives also have been
treated séparatély. The proper gdjectives, too, were
separated beoause they, like the pos*essives; are so
often dan%réstigg.' These unusual groups were made in
order to olarify'tha work done, ‘and to deoreasa to some
extent the element of sub jeotivity, which, 1n a study of
this kind, must necessarily be gréat. Thers is also
a group of'“undlaSsified"’adjebti?esSWhioh I saw no

point in dividing further.
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. Unclassified Adjectives
-~?hese includa all the adjeetives which did not Tit
aasily inte any other group. o
Preceding e o Following

v Contr N0n~Conﬁr Unemph'i Contr HNon-Contr Uneémph
Tumed. 65 9 141 15 14 35
| . 29,568%  4.23% 66.19% = 22,39%  20.9%  56.71%
Separ B 14 - B4 2 6 8

14,20 25,0 60,71 12.5 B7.5 50,0
ri 23 s W 20 - 46

26‘39 ’8.55 65,06 20.48 24,1 '55.42

Total, 552 - | | |
Total_predéding,'zﬁg = 76.42%
Totél foiloﬁing, 83
 m0tal'emphatio-§f131 
“'?§%6edingfempnatie = 94 = 71,76%
Total Oanttﬁgpiﬁg = aé‘v
Preceﬁiig ééﬁtfasting‘# 71 = B0,68%
Total émphétic;\not contrasting = 43
Total preceding emphatic, not. om trasting = 23 = 53,49%

The proportions for this type of adjective are similar
to those of the taﬁles in which the totals havé been shown.
20,9% of immediately following'adjectivés are emphatic, ﬁut
not contrasting, as against 4,23% of the preceding. Con=
’trasting ad jectives %end to precede.

AdjectiVea in this group are!
Tribunicius, pernieiosus, semenster, aequus, finitimus,
falsus, nocturnus, certus, remissus, 1anguiduo, vetus,

novus, communis, levis, expeditus, nobilis, barbarus,
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mutuus, cotidianﬂs,'subitus,3pcstérus, medius, apertus,
instructus, declivis, skimiué, repentinus,’honcstus, exer-
oitatua, neritus, numiéu aeler, idoneus, absens, esuxili-
aris, triplex, militaris, contumcliouus, necessarius,
e¢reber, PTiutiBﬂS; praetorius, ncvua, 1niquus, sareinarius,
nimius, padalis, publicus, ferreus, dexter, eminenu, mollis,
Quadratua, supplex, diutinus, meriaiéﬁus, ﬁraversarius,

~ diuturnus, par, bonus, turbidus, eminens, longus, relictus,
paternus, turpis, nefarius, parterritus, uaptus, nocturnus,
iustus, pristinus, propositus, transversus, praesens, liber,
equester, bnerérius, varius,'obiiqﬁus, miser, sinister,

: ﬁifficilia, arduus, oivilis, oocultus, divinuu, humanus,
privatus, perpetuus, aotuarius, transmarinus, extraordina-
rius,«legitimus,,impar. gravis, tenuls, angustus, futurus,
onérarius, seagpdus, alarius, iﬁuSitatus; incognitus,
domeaticus,'extérnus, longinguus, publiecus, directus,
pedester, msdioéris; exiggua, notus, longus, similis,
deiactus, navalis, later;cius, fiducierius, quietus,
facilis, peritua, recens,'eongésticius, gravis, adversus,
alienﬁa, incommodus, tenuis, infirmue, scutatus, cetratus,
'1mpgr, legionarius, urbanus, caéaus,'duplex, praeaautus,~
adulescens, exocelsus, ancorarius, bipadélis, coustrats, .
oneratus, oppidanus, triremis, campestris; éenatorius,
pontificus, asper, montanus, angustus, montuosus, con=-
-sanguineus, 1mper1tus, aoctus, corruptus, adversus, insolens,
tutus, deceptus, ﬁistans, gaters, comitialis, praeruntus,

inauditus, integer.
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vExamples'will~illumiﬁatethe pse~ar‘this?kind of
adjective. | | |
J 8 "Semper s yei publicaa commodea privatis.
necassitu&iuibus habuisse potiora.“ Privatus is cone

trastad, with anaphcra, With rei_publicae.

1. 40 "Ita congressus. gggg;_ nunero’ magnos impetus
legionum equi%atusque sustinet.", In@gri-and marnos
ara»contraste&. Anaphgrgvis again:the‘arfangement used,

1.75 "Quicumque aecidiééet casus hunc guieto et
aequo enimo ferret."” ﬁonordus emphasis in immedietely
preceding aﬁjectives.

1.4l Possibly . the desire for euphony is seen in the
following "triplici‘instructa acie ad Ilerdam proficis-

eitur. ™ Trinliei acie would have been. rather'unpleasant.u

1.32 "Tanuis atque infirmi haeec enimi videri."'
Sonorous emphasis,

1.34 "Pompeius. erat adhértatus~ne nove Ceesaris.
'kbeneficia veterum suorum benéficiorum in eos memoriem
expellerent.” finephore.. Both qualifying words of beneficia
are cantrasted with. those of beneficiorum.

1.83 "Segitteril runditoresque media continebantur.

acie squitatus lastera cingebent.” Contrast with latera.

2.1 "longem et difficilem habet oppugnetionem."
Sonorous emphasis, | |
2 20 "Tanta ac tam secunda in Caesarem voluntas

provinciase réperiebantur,” ESonorous emphasis.
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1.2 "Dicuntur sententise gravés;" Decidedly
sonorous. | ) |
| ‘ 1.20;“6&#0 in Sieilia.naﬁes léngas veteres reficle-~
bat,'novas‘oivitatibus imperabat." Contrast.viy
2.24 *fzd autem est iugum directum eminens in mers,

utraque ex parta'graerugtum atque agperum.” Sonorous,

Fod
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Numeral Adjectives

Preceding - Following

Contr HNot Contr Unemph Contr Not Contr Unemph
Immed %6 .. 8 98 11 9 51 -

- 26.47% 5.88% 67.65% 15, 49% 12.68% 71.83%
Separ 8 5 12 8 19
Y 32.0% 20.0% 48.0% 15 6% 25.0%4 _ 59.38%

44 13 104 16 A7 70

 87.35% 8.07% 64.6% . 15.53%  16.51% 67.96%

Total preceding, 161 = 60.98%
Total following, 103 = 39.02%
‘Total emphatic, 90

. Preceding emphatic 57 = 63.33%

Follgﬁing‘embhati? 3% = 36.87%
 Total contrasting, 60
v Preoeaing’contraatiﬁg,‘44 = 73.33%
 Following contrasting 16 = 26.67%
Total sonorous, 30

 Preceding sonorous 13 = 43.33%
Following sonorous 17 = 56.67%

It 1s interesting to see that when the percentage of
ad jeotives preoeding (60.98%) decreases, the number emphatic
is larger (63.33%). It may be said that there is a
definite tendency for the'emﬁhatic adjective to be placed
first when contrasting. The 60.98% of the total and the
73.33% of contrasting modifiers show this.

' Separated preceding adjectives have the highest
percentage for contrast. separated following for none

contrasting emphasis. The preceding adjectives have
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slightly higher peroentage of emphasis then the following
adjeotives (35. 4 te 32.04).

Cardinals and ordinals are compared in the following

~ tables.

N Cardinals. _
 Preceding | Following
| Conty Not Contr Unemph Contr Not Contr Unamph
Imea 22 8 6L 10 9 42
Separ 5 3 19 3 8 17
27 11 " 1317 59
| | Ordinals.
Immed. 11 0 24 1 o 0
separ. 3 1 1 2 oz

14 1 286 3 0 11

Too fow distributives were found for conclusive oom-
putation. They all preceded their nouns. |
Cardinals | '

Total preceding 109 = 55.05%
Total following 89 = 44.95%
| Ordinals
Total preceding 40 = 74.07%
To tal following 14 = 25.93%
Cardinals
Total emphatic, 68 |
Preceding emphatic, 35 = 55.68%
Following emphatic, 20 = 44,12%
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Ordinals

Total emphatic 18

- Preceding emphatie, 15 = 83 33%

Follqwing amphatie, B,srlﬁ.SV% ' |

| Almuch greater percehtagevo? ordinals precedes their
nouns than offbrdinalé. A better way of putting it would be
that the ordinals preceda in about the normal number of
cases while the percentage fnr cardinals is much below
_normal, the proportien being nearly half-and-half. The
preceding ordinals are more likely tp be emphatie than the
rollowing,‘bﬂf 1t ahoulﬁAbe noted that seventeen out of
‘eighteen emphatie crdinals are contrasting.
The following positicn remains importent with the

oardiﬂals for expressingremphasis which is not contrasting.
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v'Possessiﬁe Adjectives , |
~ Preceding T - Following
Gontrrﬂbt’cbntr5 Uném§p COntr Not Contr Unemph

Immed 40 - == Bl . 5. - 31

Separ _5 eal 9 : 2 - 4
. a0 7 -
52.94% S 4%.08%  16.87% @ 83, 33%

Total number, 127
Number preceding, 85 = 86.92%
Number following, 42 = 36.08%
Total emphatic; 52 |
Emphatic preceding, 45 = 86,54%
 Emphetic following, 7 = 13.45%

 Possess1ve ad jectives aré'contrasxing‘when_they are
emphatic. "My" is, for instance, set off against "your,"
or "his" sgainst "your." The percentages given indicate
rather definitely thatvcontrasting possessives tend to
predeﬁe. N

 T£é immediately‘following possessives were exemined
particularly to discover vhether their nouns Wére not
frequently contrasted with other words.
1.7 "Conclamant. , .sese paratos esse imgeratoris

sui tribunorumgue plebis_iniurias defendere.” This forms

a kind of'gpaphora in meaﬁing, but there 1s no sharp
contrast. | |

1.8 "Caesérem quogque pro sua dignitate debere et
Studium et iracundism suem rei publicae dimittere."

Both anaphore and contrast.



1,20 "obsideri se a Caesare, opera munitionesque
prépe esse perfeetaé* ducem suum Domitium, cuius spe
atque fiducia permanserint proieotis omnibus fugae con-
silium capere. " kThe solﬂiers describe their trouble, and
~ then say, in effeot,,“But our leader, the ‘man we have
trusted~~how dirferent his actions arefrom what they ought
tobe!" |

£

1;44 "Genus erat pugnae militum illorum ut megno ime
petu primo‘proouxrerent, audacter 1ocum caperent, ordines
suos non magnopere servarent, rari dispersique pugnarent.”
Anaphora and contrast,

1.64'"centurionas tribunosque militum adire atque

obsecrarelut per éos‘Caesar certior fieret ne labori suo

neu perioculo parceret." Contrast.
1.74 "Afranii etiam filius adulescens de sua ac
parentis sui salute. ,. .agebat," Contrast between sus

" and parentis.

'1.76 "neu se neu Pompeium imperatorem suum. . .

tradant, Qbseerat.h Contrast betweenvgg_and Pompeium

imperatorem.

1.79 "Nam tantum ab equitum suorum auxiliis aberant
quorum numerum habebant magnum ut eos superioribus per-
territos proe111s in meﬁium?reciperent agmen ultroque
eos tuerentur;" This follows.a desoription of the method
‘the Affaﬁians used to fight off Camesar's horsemen. The
emphasis of the first clause can be. interpreted in more
than one way wvhen read aloud. I have interpreted the
equitum as beling contrasted with the idea of the bravery

of the foot soldiers in spite of their own "numerum
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magnum.v o

1., 85 "Reliquos en*m omnes offioium suum praestitissa'
B8ys » o exercitum suum, . .'., 1111us denique exercitus
milites qui per ae de eoncilianda pace egerint*" The vord
order of the first three clauses or this ‘sentence is
obvioua. The action of Afranius is contrastéd with that
of averyona else conoarned.,

2.4 faut suam mcxtem miserabaﬁtur'aﬁt parentes suos
oommanéabaﬁt.. Probably coatrast of suem and parentes.
Ghiasmus is used.

9‘42 "Ourio ubl perterriﬁis neque cohortationes suas

neque preces audiri intellegit. + «" Contrast of oohor-

-tationss and preces.}

1.64 ", .'.cernebatur equitatus nostri proelio

noviss 1mos 1llorum premi vehementer. o o o Anaphora

and slight eogzrast:whiph-stresses the nouns somewhat
more than thé possessives.

About a third as may be seen from the above quotations,
of the unemphatic following possessives are with nouns that
tend to be contrasting. The use of snephora when there
is contrast is interestirg. In fact it is hard to separate
in one’ 's mind the inner force of‘oontrast and the
balanoed appearance of anaphora. In reading balanced
phrases one feels there must be a saort of contrast, of ten,
in the words. -One might argue that, if 8e o .b is COn=

trasted with Ge » o4, b is contrasted with d es much as a



with b. Howevér, in 1.64 (seoond~exémple.ab6ve) the nouns
are probably more importent than nostri and illoyum. This
is the only axample of exaotly'the "a, . .b, Ce o .d type
whioh I have to quota in this group of adjactives.

. The exemples here quoted, which show how nouns fre-
quehtiy‘are plaeed'ﬁhen theﬁ are in contrast with other
words, strengthens the'figuresxalready given, vhich

indicaﬁé that contrasting adjeotives are placed first.
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.‘, Proper;AdJecﬁivés ’
‘Preceding » Following
‘ Gontr Not Contr Unemph Gontr Not Contr Unemph

Twiea 7 g Cy | o 19
Separ 2 o i 5

| 9 9 % o 19
Total 40

Total preoeding, 18 =45%

Total fallowing,~22 = 55%

Total empnatic; 12

Preceding emphatia, 9 = 75% (all contrasting.)
Follbwing smphatic, 3 = - 25%

Proper adjeotives are similar, often, to possessives,
especially when referring tq pnrsons.f The preceding
prbpéf~adjectives which were considered contrasting are
quote&; ‘
| | 1.9 "Tota Itelia delectus haberi, retineri 1agiones
11, quae &b se simulatibne Parth1c1 bel1i sint abductae,
ecivitatem esse . in armis." Contrast implying the legions
were taken not for a Parthian war but for a ocivil war..

2.17 FM. Varro. . .4iffidens Pompeianié rebus |
ammqisaime de Caesare loguebatur.

' 2.32 "Hao vox fortuna etque his ducibus repudiatis
Corfiniensem ignominiam, Italime fugem Hispaniarum
dgditioném, Africi-belli'praeiudicia, sequiminin! The

enaphora is interesting.
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2,34 "Sed praechupatué animus Attianotumbmilitum
timore et faga eﬁ caedé’éuorum hihil de‘resistandb
cagitabat. . e ." This fallows a. description of what
Curio’s ssldiers were doing. | )
2.7 ?Sedymasidianae‘naves nullo usui fuerunt
celeritefque pugné ekoeésezun%. + « «" Contrasted with

"Bruti oclasse" in preceding sentence.

l 40 "Hoc idem fere atque eadem de causa Pompeiani
exercitus duees faclebant.”™ The first part of the paragraph
describes\measuges taken by the Fabian army.

B l.%Og"QnO;cqgnito e Petreio et Afranio ex aggere
atqﬁa,craﬁibus,vquge’flumine(fergbantur,‘celgriter su0
ponte Afranius quem oppido cestrisque coniunctum habebat
1egiones XIII aqnitatumque ommemn traieoit, duabusque Febiants
occurrit legionibus.”  This is not, of course, a very
sharp oontrast, but some contrast 1s present, nevertheless,

~1.25 "His detis mandatis Brundisium}oum legionibus Vi
((Caesar)) pervenit, veteranis III et reliquis, quas ex
novo delectu confecerat atque 1n;it1nere~cbmpleverat; |
Domitianas enim cohortes protiﬁue a Corfinio in Siciliam‘
miserat. , | , |

In this group it is Talrly clear again that cm trasting
adjectives tend to be-pbaced Tirst.
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Pronominal Ad jectives
Preceding : o ~:Follow;ng
Contr Not Contr Unemph Gontr Not Gontr Unemph

fmmea. 3 8 ¢ 2 1 1
. Seper. _2_ 6 12 1 ‘
S s 8 44 1 1

Total numbar, 60
Preoe&ing, 57 = 95%
, Following, 3« 52
Emphatie preeading = 13 = 86.67%
Emphatic fcliowing = 2 = 13.33%
“ Alter and- alius vere not included in this group,
'though they are pronominal, but were placed purposely
‘in the ”cbﬁtraﬂting" grcup, along With'ﬂtergue;‘also.'

A much'greater“pérqentége thaﬁ usual of the‘pro-‘
nominals brece&es the noun modified. The percentage
of emphesis in the preceding position is smaller even than
1t would be 1f position had no effeet on emphasis. - 4nd,
while the number of cases is small for reli&bility,bthe
immediately preceding position does not seem to be a
favorite one:fér "sonorous" emphasis, Only tﬁree Pro=-
nominals were found ‘to follow their mouns. Care mus ¢
be taken not to;draW"oondlusions quickly from a very small
number. of cases, in wheih the probably error would be
correspondingly large. waaver, the fﬁct that two out
~of these three seem to be ﬁndoubtedly‘emphatic,is suge

gestive. It is not claimed that this ratio would
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E invariably hold with a large number of casas, of course.

l.?a "Premebantur Afraniani pabulatione, aquabantur
7aegra. Frumenti copiam legionarii nonnullam_habebant. o« "
~ Nonnullam vas considered contrasting. This was the only

‘pronominal both separated ‘and. followingmnand it is

: 'emphatie.

2.6 "Commisso proelio, Massiliensibus res nulla ad
virtutemAaefiéit§ + « «" This was listed as‘emphatic
but not oontraSting., " | o

' The unemphatic example foiloWS:

1.33 "Guiﬁs'cegnito consilio Caesar frustra diebus

aliquot consﬁmptis.A. .4b urbe prof icisoitur.”
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Demonstrative Adjectives
Preceding W‘VVVf: Following .-
‘Contr Not Contr Unemph [Coﬁtriﬂdt"dontr Unemph:

Tmmed 1L - 0188 P 4
25 . 191 ‘4

Total number 220
Number.preceding, 216 éigagla%
Number follewing, é » 1.82%
Nﬁmber'émphatic,*zséfall contrasting).
Nutber preceding emphatie = 160%
Number immediately preceding = 169 = 78.24%
tmnmbér’separéted gzeoeﬁing = 47 = 21.76%
Iﬁmediately preceding oontraeting'= 11 = 44%
Separated preceding contrasting = 14 = 56%

, It‘is‘significant how the’propcrtions in tﬁe last two

calculatibns made abové reversé themselves. One may
| reasbn that the contrasting significence of the immediately
‘preceding position probably was dniled~by frequent use in
the case of the demonstrative, so that the attention-
calling device of sepsrating the adjective was resorted to.
These are the four demonstratives found which followed.

Their very small number 1s“noteworthy.“

' 2.28 "Eret in exereitu Vardi Sextus Quintilius Verus,
quen fuisse Corfinii supra demonstratum est. Hic dimissus
a Caesare in Africam venerat, leg16nesque ggg,traduxeraf

Curio, Quasfsuperioribus temporibus Corfinio receperat



Caesar. » + +" _Qgg;gggg was perhaps out first to
show change of subject. BRI

2.1 "Massiliia enim‘faré tribusVBX~oppid1 partibus
mari alluitur; reliqua quarta est, quae aditum habeat eb
terra. Huius‘quoqae spatii pars ea, quae ad srcem per=-
tinet loci natura et valle altissima munita longam et
difricilem-habet:oppugnationem;" I cannot feel that
there is any}reéaon pertaining to emphasis for the word
order here, The order is chiasmic, of course.

‘1.44 "Genus erat pugnae militum illorum ut megno
1mpetu.pr1mQ‘@rocurrent¢ + « " There may be a rhythmio
reason for this order. |

2,36 "Erat im oppido multitudo insolens belli diﬁrni-
tate btii,.Uticenses pro quibusdam-caesarié in se beneficiis
1111 amicissimi, convéntus is qui ex variis generibus ocon=
Starét, terror ex superioribus proeliis magnus,.” ((I114

amﬁcisaimim;"who vere most friendly to<h1m";-was‘oonsiaered

to be in apposition rather than attributive.)) I believe
the énaphora of the nouns in this sentence expleins the
position of is. | |

In two‘cases out of four; then,'the position of the

adjeetivésfis explained by the contrast of their nouns.’
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Inaividual Demonstratives

Frecadlng S : D Following
: . d s i
| Gontr - Unemph -7 Contr o Unemph
Immed. 95 N 3
o one
Immea.;* S
Eepar. 8 o 2l
_ , ille v v
Immed. 1 -4 . 1
B o idem
Immed. 7 18
Separ. 6 ' ‘5‘_

gggg_;is‘thé most‘eqphatio demonstfative; then g;g;'
It is proﬁable that hic never follovs 1ts noun beoause
it is =o frequently used like thefrelative;~to‘rererfback
_‘to something that has gone before. It has, of oéurse, a
more dlstinct and‘emphati@ charéctar than the relative .
adjectiﬁe, It can bridge a wider gap than oan<9~_. AThe,
following is an example of this' | .

1,50 "Hae parmanserunt-aquae dies complures." Hae
goes back to the‘beginning of chapter 48. |

It is true with both of these adjectives as with
the whole, that the preceding separated position is more

emphatic then the lmnediately preceding.
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| Indafinite Adjactives
Preeeding , . Following
Gontr Not Oontr Unemph - Contr Not Contr Unemph

Immed - ,“;[ | 8 B
ot " e |
1 'M~ fﬂ 19 - : _’5

~Total number = 25
Number preceding = 20 = 80“
Number following £ 5 = 20% .} .

, Tbe proportion preceding iu'about average. It‘is |
| interasting that 48% of the f&taliara‘éeparated from the
noun., Only one *nﬂefinite was oonsidered emphatio Ialsc
oontrastdng) . o e G

. 1.67 ", . .etsl gliquo, acceptc detrimento temen summa
exeroitus:salva 1oqumvguem‘petant‘¢api posse." Aliquo

135,1n my oplnion, contrasted with summa.
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, Relative Adjeotives
Preceding = - Following

Conty 'Not'Cont:themph-"Contr Not Contr Unemph

Tomed. T 68
Separ. = . R |
' 89

.thal,\BB = allﬂpreceéing’
 Immediate = ?6.41%
Separated = 23,50% Y |

; Ténréf the 21 separated adjaoﬁives are separated only
by'prepésitions.u Two ara‘SQParated by participles in the
aﬁlative absolute, ?he rélative must precede, naturally,

because it ras the function of eny other connective.
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Intensive ﬁdjeotives

Preceding f' Following
| | Contr Hoth@ntﬁ ﬁnéﬁpﬁ" 'Contr\Not COntr Unémph
tmed. - s 1
Separ. ’ 5

Preceding = 95.24%
Following - 4.76%

, The fact that ipse is trana1ated 5h1mself" in English
make one thwnk at rirst that it should zsually be emphatie.
Gansidering it more earefully, one finds that it really
intensifies 1ts noun. For instanoe, in reading the
| fcllowing sentence alcud cne's‘voioa almost involuntarily
emphasizes the noun “omgeius. 4

1.4 "Ipse Pompeius totum se ab eius amicitia averterat.
This fact is interesting bacause the‘intensive precedes in
ell cases but one. In this instance, at least, the preceding
positicn is not therefore,'the‘émphatic one,

The only following intensive I have counted as emphatic
and contrasting. |

2.9 ". . .turris tutum per se ipsum pressionibus ex
contlgnatione prima suspenﬁere ag tollere coeperunt." Se
is more colorlass than a common, or especially a proper,

noun. would be.<)
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 Interrogative Adjectives
Five were found, two immediately preceding and three

separated and preeeding.f'They‘were:consiaerediunemphatic.

_hdjectives of Quantity.
Preceding - Following
Contr Not Contr Unemph ~ Contr Not Contr Unemph

Immed. 13 9 169 5 5 14
Separ. 6 13 46 1 5 5
19 - 22 215 6 10 19

Total, 291
Preceding, 256 = 87.97%
Following, 35 = 12.05%”
Total Tmphatic, 57
' Preoeding emphetic, 41 = 71 93%
Following emnhatic. 16 = P8 07%
Total bontrasting, 25 |
Preceding, 19 = 75 %
- ‘Following, 6 = 24%
Total Sonorcus, 32
- Preceding, 22 = 68.75%
' Folloving, 10 = 31.25% |
The beroentagés~for this specific type of adjective
agree with the general statements which have been made.
Empheais of any kind, the figures, show, tends to fall

on the following modifier. A contrasted adjective is,



| T
however, a little more likely to precede than an adjective
‘vnioh 1s'sénbrcus.,:ﬁefe aghiﬁ,(pefhépé,fwe see the dulling
eftect'of‘fraqﬁéﬁt'uéevdf one devicé; 'Iﬁ‘mgﬁ'be that the
originél:teﬁdeﬁcy“wésnaiﬁaﬁs;tézbélénﬁéybbﬁtfééted ad jec-’
tives by placing themvbefofe their nouns~~perhaps even to
make ali enphatic adje#tiées ﬁxﬁdéde;"'But as time went
on this tendenoyw-if there was sueh--evidéntly weakened,
though leas.ab for contrest. However, if it were possible
to judge degrees of contrast with any hope of objective
aqcuracy‘it'seems reasonable that fhe strongest éontrast
would be found'in ad jectives which follow‘the;r nouns.

Theifblléwing figuréa‘are for‘the single adjeotivé

' Preceding i ” "~ Following
Contr Not Cohtr‘Unémph Gontr Not Contr Unemph
Tmmed. 6 0 ’74:”“' 5 4 9
Separ. 2 6 'f‘97 o -
8 & 8 3 6 12
Totalbw 118 -

Preceding, 97 elsz.a%
Following 21 = 17,.8%
Emphatiec = 23
Preceding, 14 = 60.87%
Following, 9 = 39.13% | |
It can be seen that omnis is less likely, even, ﬁhan

the other adjectives of quantity to precede when emphatioc.
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~ The percentage of preeeding oontrastea adjectives, also,
is smaller tnan woul& be expected 1f position msde no
diffaranoa 1n emphasis, being about V?%, whereaa more

ﬁhan 5?% of all the adjectives precede. o
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| Comparative Adjectivea ) |
freceding : Following
| Gantm<NotjContf ﬁﬁemph  ‘Contr;mot‘Contr Unambh ,

Immed. . 42 A& 5 7
Seper. _8 2 2 5 2 1

50 2 25 6 1 8
Total, 90

Pregeding ?5 = 85.37%
Following 15 = 16.67%
Emphatio 59 |
Precedirg 62fa 88.14
Following 7 = 11.86
{  These figures ere similar to those for posseseive
a&jecti&ea exoept that thare is e smaller discrepanoy
between tot nl pereentages and emphasis percentages.‘

The following were considerad'sonorous rather than
contrasting. They are all separéted frem their nouns.
| 1.46 ". . .atque inter dﬁas acles perequitans
commodiorem sc tutiorem nostris receptum dat." |

2,19 ". . .non civis Romanus paulo notior quin ad
dlem conveniret." |

Comparatives are, of course, of courée; ordinarily -
aontrésting. Again we Tind as was true with possessives,
bha£ contrast, coming first to the mind, consequently |
has first.plaoe, We found that the immediately preeeding
position was somewliat "worn out"‘ih'the case of  the |

demonstxative and the separated preceding place was more
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~often used for contrast.. B
Comparing similar figures, we do not find 80 great

a di&crenaney, though there is a smell one.“

To#al immediately preeading, 63 = 84%

Total‘saparatea preceding, 18 = 16%

Immeﬁiately prb6éding”ém§héti0'a'80;77%

5eparated preceding emphatio = 19.85%

This ﬁifference may ‘be reasonably supposed to be due to the

-fact hhat the demons trative is much more frequently used.
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Contrasting Adjeotivas
Preceding ' g Following
Contr Not_Contr_ Unenph  Contr Hothontr Unemph

Iomed. 33 - = 22 1
Separ. _ 6 . 4

39 2 1
Total 66

Preceding 65 = 98.48%-
Following 1 = 1,52%
Emphatic = 40 |
Preceding emphatic, 39 = 97.5%
‘Following émphatié;'l = 2,5%
Separated preceding, loiw.eo%.'are aﬁphatic.
-Immédiafsly preceding, 55; 60% are emphatio.
o This division is not a grnmmatical one. It relétes
only to the meaning or thesa adjectivas anﬁ was made on
this basis because of the 1ndividual eharacter of this
- study. It 1ncludes the following adJeotives* reliquus,
alius, uterque, contrarius, alter. _

The vast majority of preoeding adjectives in this
' grdup is interesting and significant, when their nature is
considered. It is enother bit of evidence that it is, in
genaral,loontrast'which gives a stressed adjective first
place. ‘

- The very unuaual position in the following example
was, however, considered amphatio.llﬁera again the diffioult
question of the degree of om trast enters in. It is to.be

noticed that when the aéntence under consideration is read
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aloud one's voice naturally étresses the "religqua" quite
/atrcnglyz . . ,  SR  ‘ o
| 3 B.II‘ﬁcpgpluriEus eam‘;apidiﬁuleX‘Ea Quae suberat
turri aub@uatﬁs, repenﬁina ?uinatpa;s;eius“turris cbnoidit,

pars reliqua consequens procumbebat., . . ."
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Suncrlative Aﬁjectivas

Precading , a Pollowing
v : Guntr Not Gontr Unemph - Cantr »Not Contr,Unemph
Immed. 2 io 52 e s 3
Separ. [ R L 1 | 1

B 12 e 2 4 4
Total 87 |
Preceding 77 = 88.51%
Following 10 = 11.49% _
Number emphatio 21; 71.43% preceding, 28.57% following.
Number ebntrasting, 53 60%*preoéd1ng;'40” following.
Number. sonorous 163 75% preceding, 25% following.

”ha number of emphatio superlatives is rather small
for statistical reliability, especially in the case of the
cohtfésbing supérlative. The»number of sonoroué superlatives
is somewhat larger, however, and qhow the tendency of
sonorous - adjectives to fa¢low their nouns.

Absolute Superlatives

'Preoeding ' ‘ Following
Contr Not Contr Unemph - Contr Not Contr Unemph
Tmmed. .  5 16 3 s
Separ. .___1 SR 5 1 ‘
1 6 19 o 2

Total 32
Preceding, 26 = 81.25%
Following, 6 = 18,75%
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Abolsute sup@rlaﬁngs,éré obv#ously not msually
* sontresting-«they aré,eqﬁivaleﬁtfto our ebsolute suUper=
| iatives in nﬁglish-or tc;an,itélioized vord, A larger
percantﬂgé af:tﬁeﬁe adjeeﬁivés‘fblldws then is true of the
pure sunerlativea. | - o R |

. Pure Superlatives (1noluding uunerlatives
denoting place and time.)

Precgeding ‘Following
Contr Not.Contr Unemph  Contr Not Contr Unemph

Iomed, 2 4 R 0 1
’Separ. 0 2z ,‘ 7 0 _ . 0 V'l

2 6. 4B 2 o 2
Total 55 . | |

Preceding 5L = 9°v?5% :
Tcllowing 4 =7, 274

These figures, when compared with the preceding
table are particularly significant,because practically
no subjectivity enters icto them. It is 6bvioua thét
'absdlute superlatives would not in general‘contrast With
any other wofds, and this type of'superlative is easy |
to distinguish. ItVis rather frequently emphatic,
moreover, Therefore, 1f,a‘;arger Qercentage of this
type‘followsthah of the remaining superlatives it would
seem to be evident that é.word ﬁhich‘1s emphatic but not

: dontrasting has a tendency to'rollcw‘its noun.
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. Adjective Pairs
’Ofteg two édgeatifes Are}uéad,together,in expressions
such ss “hi omnes" or "hoo idem". . These have been considered
saparately., Twenty-four ware found, of which nine seemed
to have some degree of emphasis. Eight were conbinations

with an emphatic omnis, and in all nut two omnis followed,

It should be noted that in combination with hic the omnis
seemed'normally to follow, so that the tﬁo exceptions are
examples of abhormalforder;"‘They do not prove;~however,‘
thaﬁ‘tha‘firSt plade is emphatia, but that the unusual
plaee‘is emphatiu,ibeeausa, ir the-férmer4were‘true, one
would find that hie in tha>many uses of hi omnes, eto.
would be often emphatic. |

Bollewing are the itweo cases in which omnis preceded |

1.4 "Omnibus his resistitur omnibusque oratio
consulis, Scipionis, Catonis opponitur.™ Anaphor is used
efrép%iﬁaly hére. \ . ' |

'l.gs "Neque eﬁim sex legiones alia de causé missas in
Hiapanigm, septimamque ibi conseriptam neque tot tantasque
olasaas~§ér&tas.neque submissos duces rei militaris
peritos. Nihil horum ad parendes Hispenias, nihil ad usum
provinciae'prdvisum, quae propter diurnitatem pacis nullum
auxilium desiderarit.” Omnia haeo iem pridem contraFSe -
paraij. . . " I have quoted e good deal of the preoeding
passage to show the atron“ ‘ee1ing in this qpeech.

Anotner interesting example is & eombination.of

idem and hoo. In all but this one example gdem follows

hoo, The'idem‘l considered emphatic,
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- 1.74 5x-; .combiureéQue tribuni militum et centuriones
ad Caessrem veniunt seque ot comnendant. idem hoe fit
8 pfipaip{buszﬁiSPQniae qwoé'évocavéruntiethedum in
castris habebant obsidum 1666,“ Thé same speeoh‘quoted
ébove in I.Bﬁjélso»givesfthis example whichhaé-beeﬁ'used'
in connaotianvwith the possessives. :
"Reliquos enim omnes officium suum praestitisse:
88y v .j exereitum suum, . .; illius denique exeroitus
milites., « " » | ‘ |
‘The.religuosAis obvidusl% contrasting and stands 1ﬁ'
first pléce in.an‘anéphoridal arrangement. Qggggg however,
is also emphatic, in my opiﬁion,‘but“not contrasting=-
and it stends 1n‘a’foliowiﬁg; separated position,
From this pecﬁl?ar iyﬁe'of ad jectival coﬁbinatién
one may gather}thé%ithe first place may be considered
emphatic 1f 1ﬁ?ié unusual, an added strength being given
\when a mechaniéai arrangement of olauses, such as’énaphora,

is used.



Part III. Conclusion
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I. Position without regard to emphasis., ,
‘In‘everywcase except that of the proper adJectives,

of which a separate-e&tego;} wgs made because of their
contrasting‘nature, more than half of the adjectives

precede, (Tﬁe prdportions ;n this case are 45% preceding

to 55% following.) The fact that ndjectives so often
pradede‘is at variance with the statements of the
Hale-Buck, Gildersleeve, Allan and Greenough, Roby, .

Harkness, Sloman, and Madvig grammars. Bennettts and - 11)
Ktthner's étatamenta agree better with the findings of |

. this study.

l. See Introduction



II. Emphasis.,

Type
Uneiassirie&
Nvmeral
.Pdaseésive
Proper;

Pronominal

Demonstrative

Indefinite
Reiaﬁive;'
Intensive
,Inﬁérrog
Quéntity '
Compaiative’
Contrasting

Superlative

53

Diagrém}bf‘nmphasis in Precediné Position (1)
Freq. in Preced. Position Emphasis
0t E : -
. SRS ++
+ n L e+
- v +4
. . o ; -
+ o R
. | ‘ 4+ (2)
. - - : ' g .
+ ‘- (3)
+ ' 0
+ 4.
+ ' RS
+ += (4)
¥ te

1, Plus in second column indicates respective types of
ad jective precede more tham 50% of the time, First plus
in third column indicates the preceding place has over
50% of the emphatic cases. Second plus or minus means
the percentage is respectively greater or less than the
percentage in the second column. - ‘

2.- Only one emphatie,

L]

3. Follows only once,
" 1] .
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This. &iagram does not Lake 1ntc account the difference
- between cnntrasting and non~ccntrasting emphasis, and 1t
doe s not show varying,degreea.of emphasis. Navertheleas,
it is usefui as'a rough ﬁistﬁre of the influénce bf“emphasis
on &djective placing. We find that in half of the cases
(markéd'++) a greatér‘peraéntage of preceding adjectives
is émphatic than‘woulé'be true 1f emphasis were of‘no
1mportancé in word order. Bui note the types of esdjective
of whiéh this'true: numeral, possessive, proper, demonstrae
tivé,vindefinité? compafative;‘ In the case of the numerals
ithis cahtrést'whibh briﬁgs ﬁp'tha eﬁphasis peroentage‘for
thbse nﬁmerabg vhich precede, The possessives and proper
adjeotives, Qﬁd the demons tratives are contrasting. Only
one indefinite was considered emphatic; so this type should
hafdly be ‘considered in this kind of diegrem. The compara-
tives are contrasting. ' | .

on the other side, it is true that the 1ntansive and
contrasting types have only one example in the following
pdsiticn, but these two ﬁypes are more colorful than the.
1gdefin1tea, and the singlé exampies found are themselves
emphatid. Hovever, Bupposing that they are cmitted, and
that the influence of oontrast is ignored, we have five
types tending to be emphatic in first plaoe and four in
last plaoe} This is quite a different ploture from that
given by some of the grammars, which state flatly that
the firstoplace is the emphatic position. Gonéidering‘
the type of adjective ten@iing to be emphatic in first
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one would conolude that en@hasié when it is not contrasting
emphasis, is 1ikely to throw the aéjeetive in£b‘the
following, mare unusual position.

Mareover, in the general conclusions made at the
beginning of this study, 1n>which all the adjectives are
treated together, tha percentages point to last place as
nore emphatia than first.

A’hrief outline will show how the grammars agree or
disagree with the above conclusions. ”

Professor Ullman is correct in finding that the
pésuessive is emphatic in first place. It is natural that
this should be true, because it is the contrast of "mine" .
'and "thine" which aocounts for emphasis in the case of
the poeaessive, but his studies aannot be considered
authoritative for emphasis with respect to other ad jectives.

' Hale and Buck have good general rules for makihg a

word emphatic, but, if their rule of "reversing normal
order” to gain emphasis is foilowed; a wrong 1mpreséion 1é
received, because they make another’atatement that adjec;
tives normally follow their nouns. |
,<Gilaérsleeve-saya'the emphatic attribute 1s commonly |
put befofe‘tha substantive. ' His general rules, as in the
case of the Hale-Buck gremmar, are more in accordance with
the obnplusions here reached: '"Béversiné'normal position";
‘Eipproximﬁtion of similars or opposites"; "Separation, "
‘Bénnett recognizes1that possessives emphatic in first

place ere in contrast. He says that for the sake of
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amphasis nérmai order is often abandoned énd the emphatic
word is put at the beginning, less often at the end. This
is correct in that 1t parﬁiéliy recognizes that it is

" the unuaualypositiQn,‘and‘not:one'partioular place or -
énother; that maekes for emphasis; yet it seems too much

influenced by the usual mechanical rules.

Allen and Greemough: Nothing could be more arbitrary
and more 6010r16951thaﬁ their rule. It could not apply to
anything 50 variegated and fiekiblefas & language. |
“ ‘Robz?s statement %hat‘any‘bea which is to be‘madé
emphatic is placed at or_neéf’the'beginningiof\the sentence,
or sometimes;‘if‘not the primary predicate, at the end,
may be interpreted to mesn thet the unususl plece is
emphatia. He says also tﬁatjan unemphatic word between
a pair of connected vords gi&es emphaSis‘tohthe first, aﬁd )
this is often true. o

' Harkness says 'that adjectives when emphatic generally
stand before the noun;"But he;aISOﬁstates that two words
are sométimes made emph&tic by seperation. Vhy both |
should bé'made'emphatio, except on occasion, is a
questidn;fif | - |

‘Slomen has geﬁeralzrules similar to those of Hale-Buck
and Gildersleeve. However, he is infeoted with the en-
thusiesm for first place as the emphatic position, for he
mekes a special rule bf'"placing a wordyfirst when -
natural position 1s‘elsewhere;"‘whereas,_"Invensioﬂ of

normal order" would hdve been sufficient.
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‘Madvig is:wrong in saying thaf thé adjeéﬁi#e usually
follaws, but he aaee state carrectly that the adjective
may be separataﬁ fram the substantive and made emphatio.

| Kﬁhner makes tha clearest statement of all the
grammara, although he does not differentiate between kinds
of emphaais.‘ He subscribea, however, to no mechanical idea
that this: or that 1ocation in ‘the sentance 18 per se se
emphatia, but atresses the fact that the out~of~the~ordinary
 pcs1t1on, whioh he reaognizes 1n tha aase or the attributive
to be the following place, is emphatic. Kﬂhner, therefore,
is superior to the grammars in two reapects' hia statis-
_tieal knowledga of tha usual order of the adjeotive is
correct' and his philosophiual interpretation of the facts
is logical. |
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