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INTRODUCTION.

The essential nature of paronomasia and allied figurea s such that
in each and every case where they are uwsed they necessarily contain
evidence of greanter or less velue pertaining to questions of pronuneia-
tion and orthography.

If one were in doubt as te the promunciation of “ Suffolk™ in
Ehakeapeare’s time, he ecould find in the pun in Henry the Sixth, Part
IL, 1, 1. 124, a probable indication of the loss of the letter 1,

“ For Suffolk’s duke, may he be suffocate

It is reasonshle to expect that an examination of the writings of
any author often using this figure will reveal at least some valushle
evidence in regard to the usage of the period represented by him.

The purpose of this paper ia o study of the examples of adno-
minatio in the playa of Plautus, for the purpose of discovering what
evidence they present bearing on questions of pronunciation and orthog-
raphy. Interesting and attractive as other Plautine questions ¢connected
with the figure may be, they will receive no consideration further than
will be necessary in giving m general view of the material of our
investigntion.

Thie study suggests the use of the figure by other awthors, but
inesmuch as their examples do mot pertain to our subject no attentiom
will be paid to them., The relation of this figure to questions of textual
eriticism does not call for extended consideration here, neither does the
discussion of the theory and history of questions of prenunciation aml
orthography properly come within the scope of this paper. We are
sceking what information on those guestions may be obtained from
adnominatio.

THE DEFINITION OF ADNOMINATIO.

Adnominatio, otherwise written adgnominatio, agrominatio, en-
rominatio, is uniformly recopmized as o Latin name for the rhetorieal
figure called wepunpndin by the Greeks,

“ Alterum genua est, quod habet parvam verbi immutationem, quod
in littern positum Graeci vocant mapovogagior.” Cie, de Gr,, 1L, 258,

“ Hine est wrapuvoperia, quae dicitur odnominatio” Quint, Insf., IX,
3, 88,

Other less familiar names were aleo recognized.

“ Maposouania est gecundum praedietum verbum positio slterius, ipso
poscente sensu, . . . Latine dicitur adnominatio vel adfictio” Iul.
Rufin. {1} de Behem. Lex. 15.
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“ Napovopaoie. Supporile est, alia sequisono si nomine dicas.” Car-
men de Fig, 109,

It cap mot be expected that the authorities will be unanimous in
their definition of sny term, nor do the rhetoricians and grammarians
agree entirely in regard to what is to be included under the head of
adnominatio.

Concerning this figure Auct. ad Herenn. IV, 29-31 says:—

“ Adnominatio est, cum ad idem verbum aseeditur commutatione
velt unius litterae aut litterarom ant ad res dissimilen similia verba
sdcommodantur. Es multis et variis rationibus confieitur. Attenua-
tione aut complexione efusdem litterae sie: °“Hie, qui se magnifice
inctat atque ostentat, venit snte, quam Romam venit! Et ex eontrario:
‘Hie, quos homines alea vincit, eos ferro statim wvincit' Productione
eiusdem litterae hoc mode: ‘Hune dviwm® duleeds dueit ad &vium.
Brevitate eiusdem litterae hot modo: * Hie temetsi videtur esse honoria
eupidus, non tanfum tamen ¢friam dilight, quantum Cliriam! Addendis
litteris hoe paeto: * Hie aibi posset temperare, nisi amori mallet obtem-
perare” Demendis litteris sic: ‘8 lenpnes vitasset tamgquam leones,
vitae tradidisset se’ Transferendis litteris sic: * Videte, iudices, utrum
homini nave an vano credere malitis.” Commutandis hoo mode: ° Deli-
gere oportet, quem velin diligers’ Hae sunt adnominationes, quae in
litterarum brevi commutatione aut productione aut transiectione aut
aliquo hoivsmodi genere versantur. Bunt sutem aline, quae non habent
tam propinquam verbis similitudinem et tamen dissimiles non sunt;
quibua de generibus ucum est huiusmodi: * Quid veniam, qui sim, quem
ingimulem, eul prosim, guae postulem, brevi cognoscetis! Nam hie est
in quibusd vurbis quaed similitudo non tam adfectata, quam illae
au;perinr\e!. sed temen adhibends nonnumquam. Alterum genus huius-
modi: ‘Demus operam, Quirites, ne omnino conscripti patres circum-
seripti putentur! Haee sdnominatio magis accedit ad similitudinem
quam superior, sed minus quam illae superiores, propteres quod non
solum additae, sed uno tempore demptae quoque litterae punt. Tertium
getus eat, quod versatur in casuum commutatione aut unfus aut plu-
rium nominum, Unise nominis hoe modo: f Alexander Macedo summo
labore snimum ad virtutem a pueritia confimavit, Alexandri virtutes
per orbem terrme cum laude et cum glorin vagatae aunt, Alexand:
omnes maxime metoerant, idem plurimum dilexerunt. Alexandro si
vita data longior esset, trans Oceanum{ Macedonum transvolasset.'
Varie hic unum nomen in commutatione casuum volutatum est. Plurs
nomina casibus commutatis hoe modo facient adnominationem: °TL
Gracchum rem publicam administrantem prohibuit indigna nex diutius
in eo commorari. C. Graccho simjlis oovisio est oblata, quee virtutis
smantissimum subito de sinu civitatis eripuit. Saturninum fide captum

1 Loag and sbort vowals are not distingaished by marks in this paper excent in
& few cases where the qusntity i especfally noteworthy.
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malorum perfidia vita privavit. Tuos, o Druse, sanguis domesticos,
parictes et vultwm parentis aspersit, Sulpicio qui paulo ante omnia
concedebant, eum brevi spatio non modo vivere, sed etiam sepeliri pro-
Bibuerunt.’ *

Qhintilian following the anthor of the 4d Heremnium, at least in
pert, saye in Inat. IX, 3, 06-T3: .

* Tertium et genus figurarom, quod aut similitudine aligue vocum
aut paribusz aut comtrarils convertit in se aures et animos excitat,
Hine est tapovopnsin, quae dicitur adnominatio. Es non uno modo fleri
solet: ex vicinia quaecdam praedicti nominis ducta casibus declinatis,
ut Domitiuve Afer pro Cloatilla: ‘Mulier cmniom rerum inperita, in
omnibus rebus infelix” Et cum verbo idem verbum plus significans
subjungitur: ‘Quande homo hostis, homo. . . . Ilapowuasiz contre-
rium est, quod eodem verbo quasi falsum arguitur: ‘Quae lex privatis
hominibus esse lex non videbatur! Cui confinis eat quee dvrovdelosy
diritur, einsdem verbi eontraria significatio, Cum Proeuleius quereretur
de filio, quod is mortem suam * expectaret,” et ille dixisset, se vero non
axpectare: ‘Immo, inguit, ‘ rogo expéctén’ Non ex ecdem, sed ex vicino
diversum sceipitur, cum ‘supplicio’ afficiendum dicas, quem *supplica-
tione ' dignum iudiearis. Aliter quoque voces aut eaedem diversa in
significatione ponuntur aut produetione tantum vel correptione mutatee:
« .+ . doque exempla vitandi potiue quam imitandi gratis pono: * Amari
ineundum est, si euretur, pe quid insit amari’ ‘Aviem duleedo ad
avium ducit! et apud Ovidium ludentem: ‘Cur ego non dieam, Furia,
te furiam?' Cornificius hoc traductionem vocat, videlicet alteriua in-
tellectus ad alterym. BSed elegantius, quod est positum in d.istl.ngmmdl
rei proprietate: ‘Hanc rei publicae pestem paulisper reprimi, non in
perpetunm comprimi posse’ Et quae praepositionibus in eontrarium
mutantur: ‘ Non emissus &x urbe, sed inmisaus in urbem esse videatur”
Meliue atque acrivs, quod oum figure iveundum est, tum etiam sensu
valet: ‘ Emit morte inmortalitatem.’ Illa leviora: ‘ Non Pisonum, sed
pistorum”’ et ‘Ex oratore arator! Pessimum vero: ‘Ne petres com-
scripti videantur circumscripti’ ‘Raro evenit, sed vehementer vemit.'
Bed contingit, ut aliqui mensus vehemens et scer venustamtemn aliguam
nos eadem ex voee non dissona accipiat. . . . Pster meus contra
eum, qui se legationi immoriturum dixerat, deinde vix paueis diebus
insumptis re infecta redierat: *Non exige utb immoriaris legationi: im-
morare. ™

With these compare Cie. de Gr. II, 256; Rutil. Lup. I, 3; Alex.
Numen. (Walz, VIIT, p. 477); Herodian. (Walz, VIII, p. 595}; Aquil.
Rom. 27; Plot. [Keil, VI, p. 458}; Domat, (Keil, IV, p, 308); Charis,
(Keil, I, p. 282); Pomp. (Keil, V, p. 303); Phoebam. (Walz, VIIIL, p.
500); Mart, Cap. 40; Diom. (Keil, I, p. 446); Tiber. (Walz, VIII, p.
BAG-54T).

The earlier writers lay stress on the forms used in adnominatio; the
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later ones on the meaning of the words. Bee Alex, Numen., Herodian.,
Pomp., Mart. Cap., Tiber., ll. ce, Niicke, Bhein, Mua. [II (1829), p. 326,
is mot warranted in regarding & contrast in meaning a8 an essemtial
element of adnominatio.

Few eall specinl attention to the ethos of the figure.

Auct, ad Herenn, IV, 32, says:—" Haec tria proxima genera exor-
nationum, quorum unum in similiter eadentibus, alterum in similiter
desinentibus verbis, tertium in adnominstionibus pesitum est, perrare
sumenda sunt, cum in veritate dicimus, propterea quod non haee videntur
reperiri posse sine elaboratione et sumptione operse; eiuamodi autem
studis ad delectationem, quam ad veritatem videntur adeommodatiora.
Quare fides et gravitas et severitas oratoria minuitur his exornationibua
frequenter conlocatis et non modo tollitur auctoritas dicendi, sed of-
fenditur quoque in efwsmodi oratione, propterea quod est in his lepos
et festivitas, non dignitas neque pulchritudo. Quare, quae sunt ampln
atque pulchra, diu placere possunt; quae lepida sunt ot concinna, cito
satietate adficiunt aurium sensum fastidiosissimum. Quomedo igitur,
si erebro hia generibus utemwr, puerili videbimur elocutione delectari,
item, si raro interseremus has exornationes et in camsa tota varie
dispergemus, commode luminibus distinetis inlustrabimus orationem.”

See alao Auct. ad Herenn. IV, 21; Quint. Insé. IX, 3, 69, 72; Fronto,
Ad Antonin. 11, 6.

A comparisgon of the definitions and examples of the rhetoriciais
and grammarians shows that the ancients understood sdnominatio or
paronomasia to inclede all those figures wnich were dependent on the
iteration of sownd produced by Lhe intentional use of words alike or
nearly alike in form but different in ineaning, or of those words that
wera pomewhat different in form but of the same or nearly the same
meaning. It was & matter of no esaential importance whether the like-
ness or similarity in form waos the result of aceident, of etymology, or
of inflection. We therefore find under the general head of adnominatio
the figure known as fraductio or derevdndac, in which the same word
is used in o diferent sense. Quint. Inst. 1X, 3, 68; Fhoebam., Tiber.,
11, e,

Derivatio, mapnyubvoy, the figura etymologics, furnishes examples
most numerous and varied in form. See Auet. ad Herenn. IV, 20-3(4
Cie. de Or. II, 266; Quint. Inst. IX, 71-72; and Rutil. Lup.; Alex.
Numen.; Aquil. Rom.; Phoebam.; Diom., 11. cc.

Polyptoton, a varintion of forms by inflection, is diatinetly recog-
nized as a division of adnominatio by Auct, ed Herenn, 1V, 30; Quint.
Ingt, 1X, 3. 86.

Homoeoptoton, the figure derived from the repeated use of the same
case, atid homoeotelenton, produced by the use of words with the same
or similar endings, are discussed in close connection with adnominntio
by the rhetoricinns and grammarians and furnish some examples that
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must be included under that head. Bee Auct. ad Herenn, IV, 28, 32;
Quint. Inet, 1X, 8, 77=T8. Buch a classification is made on good au-
thority, as has been shown shove, and is required by mecessity, for all
these varipus forme slike derive their foree from the same principle,
the intenaive repetition of the same or similar soumds whether with the
seme or different meanings. See Volkmann ap. v. Miller, Handbuch
d. kloss. Altertumeiss. 11, 3, 3 ed., pp. 45-46.

An earnest effort nas been made to obtain & correct definition of
the term sdeominatio, but if this object has not heep fully attained,
the resultsa of our prineipal study can scarcely be affected seriounaly,
beeause of the fact that our investigation {s not concerned primarily
with adnominatio iteelf but rather with guestions of prenunciation and
orthography in the light shed upon them by figures of speech based
upon the principle of repetition of sound.

THE NATURE OF THE EVIDENCE EMPLOYED.

The nature of adnominatio doea not encourage ue to expect definite
and positive conclusions as the result of a consideration of our subjeet.
If this figure were always based on words pronounced exactly alike it
woull furnish indubitable evidence as to pronunciation and orthography.
But such examples are rare. Many differ slightly, while others have
only. 8 little r blance, quently, the strongest argument that
can be fairly employed in any given case is that, en example of ad-
nominatio being intended by the author, he would wish it to be as
effective as possible, and it would be the more effective by just so much
a# the two words might be more nearly alike. Theretore we are war-
ranted in expecting that words employed in an example of adnominatio
ghall have as nearly the same pronunciation as the laws of the language
allow. But one must never fail to recognize the fact that differences,
whether small or great, are mot inconsistent with our figure and are
esually found in ite examples. These rensons prevent our elaiming for
our concluslons any more suthority than that of probability.

THE COLLECTION OF EXAMPLES IN PLAUTUS,

In the definition of our term we have mo cheice. That has been
given to us by the authoritiea who were best able to understand the
usage of the language. The application of our information is more
difficult, No one can hope to make a wmpletu and ascurate collection
of the examples of the figure in any author, beeause of the varying
degrees of similarity in the form of words that he will meet with, and
aleo because of the imposeibility of determining the exact intemt of the
writer, While in one case the unusual similarity of the words and the
eonscious effort required in bringing them into relation with each other
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may be so marked an to foree the conviction upon us that s figure was
there i ded snd recognized, in another place we may mot be able to
decide whether the similarity is suffieient to warreni our counting it
a8 an example of the figure. Again, it will be bard to determine whether
the similarity, which may be almost complete, was intended or was,
on the other band, wholly unthought of by eitber writer or reader and
consequently, not effective. Especially will one find it diffieult to decide
in regard to pronouns, pronominal adjectives and particles, but it is
quite plain that in very many cases neither the simple senae of the

gea nor emphasia will t for words being used as they are.

It in fair to admit thet some of the examples recognized in this
paper might be rejected by insistent criticiam if they should be judged
on their own merits and by themeelves alone. But in no case has one
been regarded as coming within our definition of adnominatio if its
claims have seemed somewhat doubtiful, unless it has been fully sup-
ported by the general usage of Plautus or by specific examples with =
deflnite bearing on the queation.

The examples in the lista which are to follow have been selected
out of the hundreds at hand and prepented as illustrations of the
various points under comsideration. There has been no intention por
thought of making all the lista or any one of them complete. To have
done so would have inereased the size of the work beyond sll reasonabile
limits without any special sdvactage. In almost every instance the
single example now stands for the many.

THE FREQUENCY OF ADNOMINATIO IN PLAUTUS.

All the plays and fragments of Plautns have been repeatedly ex-
amined In order to insure our eollection of examples of adnominatio
being as complete as possible. But aceuracy has beem nought no less
than completeness, and no example hae been included in the list unless
both similarity of form and intent of the writer have seemed thor-
oughly manifest in it. Moresver, all cases in which there is & serious
doubt 82 to the reading of the text have been omitted. It is fortunate
that very few of thome thus rejected would have had any imporiant
bearing on our study further than to support srguments abundantly
sustained by otber and unobjectionable examples,

The list as finally made out contsine 3262 examples. Thia is 16
per cent. as many as there are verses in the author, if one eliminates
from the count the numbers representing long passages of doubtful
authenticity, as the Prologue of the Captivi, long lacunae, 8s in the
Cistellaria, and those fragments which consist of & single word each.
Ouly three plays vary more than 2 per ceni from the average. The
Captivi has 21 per cent; the Mercator and the Mostellaria 12 per
eent. each.



