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PREFACE.

These notes represent an abridgment of a doctoral disscrta-
tion prescoted to the Facnlty of the Departmoent of Philosophy
of the University of Pennsylvania in June, 1904. T wish to
acknowledge my indebtedness to the Harrison Foundation of
that University for the leisure it sllowed me in the working
up of a rather abundant material, and to thank Professors Rolfa
and MeDhaniel for their kKind aid and valuable suggestions.

H. &8 L
CorLipar oF TAER CITy oF NEw Yoex, March, 1906,
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INTRODUCTION.

Notwithstanding the large number of dissertations dealing
with the gyntax of special anthors that have appeared in the
past und are still appearing in apparently undiminished num-
bers both in this country and in Europe, especially in Germany,
the syntax of Martial has never. heen ayetematically treated as
o whole. THow large is the number of such dissertations and
how great & proportion of them appear in Germany may bae
gecn from the list given in-the third volume (pp. B8-86) of the
Historisehe Gramwmatik der lateinisehen Sprache'; and this
list does not inelude works on particnlar points of syntax con-
nected with special anthors, but only sueh works as deal with
the eyntax of an author as a-whole

It i true that eertain pointa in eonnection with the syntax
of Martinl bave been investigated. The most ambiticus ab-
tempts arc the dissertationa of (. Guttman, Obscrvationum in
Marcum Valerinm Martislem Partionlae Quingue,? of which
two Farticuloe deal with pointe of syniax, Part I, pp. 1-30,
with the dative case; and Part ITT, pp. 4045, with the plo-
perfoct tense; of H. Soeding, De Infinitivi apud Martialem
TCeurpatione®; and of Gh Meinzer, The Genetivi apud Martislem
et Juvenalem wev eyntactico.! The uac of the verb licst ap-
pears in Renn's Beitraoge zo Martial® and valuable grammat-
ical notes are often given by Friedlaender in his edition® and
by Walter Gilbert in his. programs® To chow the need felt
for a thorough treatment of the syntax of Martial, I may cite
the fact that Landgraf, in the Historische Grammatik, in treat-

3 Laipsig, 1003;

! Diss. inang. Vratisl,, 1966,

" THiss, inaug, Marburg, 1881,

¢ Digs, inmug. Friburg, Karleruhe, 1894.

"B f. d. Payer. Gymnasinlschulwesen XVIT (1881), p. 444 f.

*Leipzig, 1886.
1 Bee bibliography following.
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ing of the perfect subjunctive with ne in prohihitives, passes
over the ussge of Martial.' The ordinary school Latin Gram-
mars rarely give illustrations from Martial. ‘

A few years ago there appeared an interesting work along syn-
tactieal linea—the Principles and Methods in Latin Syntax of
Professor E. P. Morris.® 1n this work the author attacka the
plan of syntactical dissertations of the day, especially s exem-
plified by those appearing at the German universitics, and, in
attacking them, assails Draeger, upon whose work® their plan
is for the most part based, In this work Morris takes up the
points of advantage and disadvantage of the old classifications
of Draeger and reachea the conelusion that they are unsatis-
factory.. His own theory is that certain words have a tendency
from their meaning to full into certain constrnetions, and upon
this theory he arpues for a formel classification of words as
opposed to the funstional one of Draeger.  An exemplification
of Morris's ¢wn method as applied to the verb may be seen
from his treatment of the Subjunctive in Plautus.® Some
atternpta have heen made to follow him (s. g., an article by A.
L. Whecler om the Imperfeet Indicative in Early Latin %).
But it is a guestion of grave doubt whether Morris's theory
can be applied to the stralned relations and forced metaphors
which language constantly assumes. For instance, it is easy
enough to see that loco, from its form and meaning, falle into
the ablative of place, but it would be difficult to say apart from
their eontext that nafurs and dolo are in the ablative of place.
Gladiis at a plance 1a peen to dénote instrument, but not dolore.
Until this theory is put on a sursr fonndation, it seems safer
to follow the eld classifieations of Dragger.

L¥al, 3, p, 199. The Hiat, Gr. seemn to have overlooked the article by
Clement on Prohibitives in Silver Latin, A, J. P, XXI (1800}, p. 154 ff.

2 New York, 1901.

* Syntax dor Iateinischen Bprache’, 2 vols, Leipzig, 1878, IBB1,

¢A.J. P, XVIII (1887), p. 133 £,

AT P, XXIV (1903}, p. 162 f.; see aléo The Plan and Scope of &
Vergil Lexicon, M. N, Wetmore, New Haven, 1004,



INTRODIOTION. vii

In the matier of bibliography, I bave tried to consult as
many works as possible on syntactical questions, both of a
general and special nature, and everything dealing with special
points in the syntax of Martial has received a careful examina-
tion. I append below a list of those general works on syntax
which I have most froquently consulted, and the few speciul
treatises that concern Martial T have omitted from my bib-
liography titles that occur in the full list given by the His-
torische Grammatik,!

GENERAL WOREE CON SYNTAX.

Dsacoxk, A. Byntax der lateinischen Sprache”. Leipzig, 1878 (Vol. I),
1881 (Vol. I0).

Hanmn, F. Turssllinus, alve ds particulia Latinfs, 4 vols, Leipsdg, 1829,

Historische Qrammatik der Isteinlschen Hprache, Vel IID, Leipzig,
1803, (Prepared conjoiotly by Landgraf, Goelling end Blase.)

Hovrze, F, W, FByntaris prissornm scriptorom Lafloorum usque ad
Tereatium. £ vols., Leipzig, 18511348,

Lawk, G. M. A Latin Grammar for Bchoola and Colleges, revieed by
Oerte] and Morgun. New Tork, 1904,

Mogets, E. P. On Prinviples and Methods in Latin Byntax, New York,
1801,

Nepe, ¥, Formenlehte det lntainischen Sprache”, Revisad by C. Wagener,
Lalpsig, 1802 {Vol, T}, Berlin, 1502 {Voi. ¥}, 1804 {Vol. I).
Brorrz, Fe., and Beonmarz, J. B, Lateinische Grammatik®, Muenchen,

1800,

SPECIAL WORES DEALING WITH MARTIAL.

Goeerr, W. Ad Martialem Quasstiones Ceitiose, Program des kgl
Gymnasiuma o Dresden-Neustadi, 1383; Neue Jahrbh, f. Philologie
CXXVIL, Vol 9 (1BB3), pp. 843-648; Beitraege zar Text Kritik des
Martial, Rhein. Mua., N. P, XXX1X (1884), pp. 511-520 (I-¥I};
XL (1885}, pp. 210-222 (VII-XIV).

Gurraarw, (0 Obssrvationum in Marcum Valerinm Martialem Partioulae
Quingue. Dies. inang. Vratial., 1866.

Munzen, G. De Gepetivi epud Martislem et Juvenalem usu syntastico.
Diss. inang. Friburg., Earlsrube, 1804,

Bommrg, H. De Infinitivi apud Martialem Usurpatione, Iiss. inaug, Mar-
burg., 1891,

Though oot dealing espesially with syninx, the follewing may be noted:

*Vol, 3, pp. 88-06,
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FriepLarnoee, L, Martialie Epfgrammaton Libri, mit erkiserenden An-
merkungen. Laipzig, 1888, Cood for suggestive motes.

Pavraravr, B, De Martiale Catulli imitatore, Diss. inaug. Halia 8., 1876,

Rexr, B. Die griechischen Eigenuamen bel Martiel, Program des kgl
Bayer. Btudicnanetalt Lendehul (1888-1588); Beitraeme su Martial,
BL f. d. bayer. Qymnasialschulwesan, XVIT {1881).

Srernant, E.  De Martinle verborum povatore.  Brealnu, 1888,

Waoxes, . De Martinle poetaram Augnateae metatin imitatore. Disa.
imang, Regim., 1880.

Zimoesie, A. Martiala Ovidstudien. lonebruck, 1877.

ARTICLES IN FERIODICALS.
CrrueNT, W. XK. Prohibitives in filver Latin. A. J. P, XXI {1800},
b 164 .
Mavom, J, E, B, Unus et uttus. (L R, XITT (1899), p, 78 (a brief nota).



CHAPTER L

Ox ADIEOTIVES TSED SUBSLANTIVELY (BY ELLIPSIS OF 4
BussTanTive).

Adjectivez may be used substantively in two waya: first, the
termination of the adjective may determine the meaning, e. g.,
boni means ‘good men,’ Bone ‘pood thinge’; secondly, an
omitted substantive may determine the meaning of the ad-
jeetive, e. g., ealda by the ellipais of ggua comea to mean * warm
water.” Tt should be noted that the sabstantive must he of
such common occurrence as to he readily supplied. Thus
‘ Baldwin ' in English immediately suggesta the omitted © apple,”
f Remington * either fgun’ or * bioyele!  En desling with the
question of the nec of adjectives aa substantives by the omission
of some noun, we are fortunate in having models. Draeger®
gives a list of omitted subatantives which g far from complete,
ginee it does not include at least seventy which are omitted by
Martial. A general work on the same subject is THe Sub-
stantiviering des lateimischen Adjectivum durch Ellipss, by
Professor J. N. Oti, which appeared in Hottweil in 1874 aa s
Gymnasinm-program. This work srranges the omitted sub-
stantives alphabetically, giving under esch head illustrations
from Latin authors of the use of adjectives with which these
subatantives are to be supplied.  As the pioneer work in this
field, the program has deservedly gained muoch praise. Some
of Ott’s illustrations are drewn from Martial, thongh often
without citing the passage, In his paper on The Formation
of Latin Substantives from Geographieal Adjectives by Ellip-
gis," FProfessor . . Tclfe has explained the term ‘ellipsis’
and disenssed the subetantives commonly omitted with geo-

'Cf. Jersey {cow), Canary {bird), Bhanghai (rooster}.

* Hist. Byntax®, I, pp. 5900,
T. AL F. A, ZXXT (1800), p. 5 £,
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