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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

In the treatment of the supplementary participle for Attic
Greek by varlous grammarians the statements made relative to
the use of this construction by Herodotus convey the impression
that Herodotus uwses the supplementary participle with consider-
ably greater frequency and with more freedom than it is employed
by Attic writers. The student of Herodotus also is likely to note
the occasional occurrence of this construction after verbs usually
followed by the infinitive in Attic Gresk. He may observe,
further, that in the construction of indirect discourse after cer-
tain verbs Herodotus seems to use either the participle or the
infinitive, indifferently. The guestion quite naturally arises,
therefore, To what extent does Herodotus' use of the supple-
mentary participle differ from Attic usage? If Attic writers felt
that a verb when followed by an infinitive had not the same mean-
ing as when followed by a supplementary participle, did Herodo-
tus fail to diseriminate in his use of the twe constructions’—
To answer this general question, the investigation was begun,
the results of which are recorded in the pages following,

It was first necessary to ascertain with what verbs Herodo-
tus uses the supplementary participle. All passages were then
collected in which these verbs are followed by either the supple-
mentary participle, the infmitive, or a clause introduced by
&xws, try, or d&s. From a study of these passages the meaning
of each verb with the different constructions was determined.
For the principles underlying the distinctions of Attic usage the
statements of Goodwin in his Greek Moods and Tenses, and of
Kihner in his Ausfihrliche Griechische Grammatik, were relied
upon. A comparison of the results obtained from the study of
the passages in Herodotus, with the principles of Attic usage as
stated by Goodwin and by Kdhner, has furnished the answer
-here presented to the question proposed.
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[} SUFPLEMENTARY PARTICIPLE IN HEROQDOTUS

It will be recalled that the distinction between the three
classes of participles,—attributive, circumstantial, and supple-
mentary,—is not so clearly marked that a participle can always
be placed definitely in one of three classes. The participles con-
cerning which a record iz presented in the pages following are
those which, after some deliberation, are thought properly to be
classed as supplementary. It may eastly be that certain of these
would better be classed as cireumstantial.  The inclusion of such
will not however invalidate in any way the facts presented con-
cerning the use of those participles which are plainly supplemen-
tary.

A problem that presented much difficulty was the determina-
tion of the exact meaning of the verb in each passage. Upon the
accuracy with which this has been done dependz in large measure
the value of the whole investigation. The interpretation placed
upon the various passages 18 in each case that which, from a study
of the context, has seemed the most reasomable: but it 18 not
asserted that this is in every instance correct.

In the case of each verb included in the discussion the fol-
lowing data are presented: The number of times the verb is
followed by each of the three constructions—supplementary par-
ticiple, infinitive, and finite clause—In Herodotus; a division of
these constructions into those of indirect discourse and those not
i mdirect diseourse; the list of all passages in which the verb
cecurs with any of the three constructions; the reference to
Goodwin and to Kihner for the verb or for the general class in
which the verb belongs; any facts of importance regarding the
use of the verb by Herodotus; and, if his use of the word is at
variance with Attic usage, a full statement of the principles under-
lying the latter, and of the particulars in which Herodotus' use
of the verb differs from that of the Attic writers. [t will be
noted that much of this information is statistical. For this
reason; fipurcs have regularly been emploved instead of words,
to tepresent numbers. Also, such abbreviatioms have been em-
ploved as are used by Goodwin, Kihner, Brugmann, and other
grammarians, in liew of writing out certain words which recur
from five to fifteen times on a single page—A list of the abbre-
viations emploved 1z appended.
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Footnotes have been almost entirely dispensed with., If the
information has becn considered of sufficient value to warrant its
inchusion in the discussion it has been inserted in its proper place
in the text. It is believed that the contimuity of thought is less
interrupted by a parenthesis than by & reference to a distant
portion of the page. '

The Attic forms of the verbs have been wsed—execept in quo-
tations—instead of the Ionic forms employed by Herodotus,
chiefly for the reason that the verbs are then, when catalogued
alphabetically, in the order in which they occur in Liddell &
Scott and other lexicons.

References to the passages are by book, chapter, and line.
The lines are numbered as they are found in the text of Kallen-
berg. It will be found that the numbering holds also, with but
slight varation, for Stein's annotated edition.

The large number of verbs dealt with—one hundred twenty-
one—has restricted the quotation of illustrative passages to a
greater extent than could be desired. Passages of particular
importance are however cited in full,



CHAPTER Il
Heroporus' UsE OF THE SUPPLEMENTARY PARTICIPLE

dyyéhdew: Followed by a 5. p. in 2 passages; by an inf. in 1,
by a druclausein 2. All the constructions arein indirect discourse.

With 5. p, 6.69.23 7.375 With inf, 8503 With &
clause, 7.162.5; 0.60.2. —G M T. 904; 912; 914.3. Kihner, 482.2;
484.17; 350.

Goodwin suggests no difference in the meaning of dyyéihe with
the wvarious constructions. Xihner proposes (484.17) the dis-
tinction that ayyehhe with a participle means “announce as a
fact': with an inf., “announce as rumor.'—An examination of
the passages in which the verb occurs in Hdt. shows that &yvada
means “announce as a fact™ in atl except 9.69.2. In the last
named passage, in which dyyiide is followed by a &n clause, the
announcement. i3 made as “rumor "—The distinction suggested
by K. does not hold true, therefore, for Hdt. With a s, p. dyyéhh
has the meaning which he supgests; but not so with an inf. Ap-
parently Hdt. uses the different constructions with dyy&a with-
out difference of meaning, )

alofipoum: Followed by a s p. in 1 passage. The s p, i3
in indirect discourse.

With s p. 7.220.5.—G M T., 884; 904, 914.1. Kihner, 482.1;
484.4; 530,

Goodwin suggests no difference in the meaning of the differ-
ent comstructions of ind, disc. after this verb, Kihner says
(484.4) that aiefbdesss. with the genitive of a pte. means "per-
ceive directly with one’s senses™; w. the accusative of a ptec,
“note mentally as a fact™; and with an inf., “*believe or think.”
—Hdt. uses aleBévepar in 7.220.5 with the acc. of the s. p., with
the meaning "note as & fact.” This is therefore in accord with
Kithner's statement.

aloxivouer: With infinitive in 1 passage. The inf. is not in
indirect discourse. '
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With inf, 1.8240. G M T., 881, 903.1. XK. 482.3; 484.21,
350.

Both Goodwin (903.1) and Kithner state that elexfreuar with
a & p. means "be ashamed of deing (what one does)"; and with
an inf., “be ashamed to do (something not vet done)'.—The
statement holds true for the one pessage in which Hdt. uses ths
verb: Othryades was ashamed to return to Sparta, and did not
return.

dxolw:  With a 5. p., 12 times; with an mf., 12; with a dxws or
ws clause 3.

With s. p. not in ind.. disc., 1.66.14; 1.85.9; 1.141.17; 1.158.5;
1.160.1; 477.1; 4183.17; 5.89.14; 5938; 7.169.10; (total, 10).
With s p. in ind. dise., 2.150.18; 7.10.8.12. With inf. in ind.
dise,, 1.20.2: 2.2.30; 2.150.18; 4.76.23; 6.117.11; 7.55.13; 7.128.4;
£.109.7; 8.136.12; 9.84.3; 9.85.18; 91153 = With bkws or &
clause in ind. disc., 3.115.12; 5.80.16; 7.208.3—G M T., B884;
886; 904; 9141, K., 482.1; 484.1; 550.

(3. states (BR6) that deolw in Attic Greek regularly takes the
gemitive of the pte. when the latter 15 not in ind. disc,, and the
accusative of the pte, of ind. disc. Further (914.1), he suggests
that little if any difference of meaning cxists between the use of
the inf, and that of the 5. p. of ind, disc. after arebw, K. sugpests
the distinction, that dxedw with the gen. of the pte. = used of a
direct, and with the acc. of the pte. of an indirect, but certain
perception; and that it is used with the inf. to indicate the re-
ceipt of information transmitted as mere rumor or hearsay,

In 1.85.9; 1.141.17; 5.93.8, dawoiws with the gen. of the s p.
not in ind. disc. is used of a direct, certain perception.  The rule
of G. and that of K. both hold pood for these three passages,
therefore. But in 1.66.14; 1.158.5; 1160.1; 477.1; 4.183.17;
5.89.14; 7.169.10, aneiw with the acc. of the s. p. not in ind.
disc, is used also, of a direct certain perception. Neither the
statement of G. nor that of K. holds, then, for these 7 passapes.
In 215018 and in 7.10.8.12 dxelw with the aec. of the s p in
ind. disc. expresses the obtaining of information which rests upon
hearsay. In the former passage the fformation is sccured di-
rectly; in the latter, indirectlv. For both these passdges G.'s
statement holds, but K.'s distinetion iz upheld fully in neither.
—With the inf. in each of the 12 passages dxolw is used of the



