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Abstract: The author starts by reading an excerpt by Symplicius of Cilicia where
it is said that Aristotle spoke of the category action established as mere action
and taken as a genus. This category was connected with dispositions of the
mind corresponding to verbs. Equally there existed mere affection too. It is
precisely the verbs that could convey either action or affection, and the two
categories action and affection were drawn from the active and passive verbs.
These verbs, however, are not the same as those called upright and overturned
by the Stoics. While Aristotle took mere action and mere affection into ac-
count, the Stoics were interested in predicates, and predicates definitely cor-
respond to some linguistic reality bearing some relation to something real. The
excerpt by Simplicius is then compared with two scholia commenting on Dio-
nysius Thrax’s notion of diathesis. The author concludes his argument with
an entirely reasonable interpretation on Dionysius Thrax’s definition of verb.
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I do not believe that I am erring on the side of caution when
I say that dealing with the problems related to the history of the
linguistic theories in the Hellenistic Age and beyond is still a diffi-
cult undertaking!. Surely Greek linguistics was a part of the ancient
philosophical research. Once this connection has been recognized,
however, numerous and remarkably complex questions immedi-
ately arise.

First, since we do not know the episodes of the ancient gram-
matical theories in detail, we are compelled to tackle a great deal
of delicate problems of chronology and doxography, i.e. historical
and philological problems. Second, as more specifically regards the
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aforesaid link between linguistics and philosophy in Greek cultural
tradition, both classical and Hellenistic, I have to observe that, even
though studies aiming at pointing out the most significant features
of this close connection between linguistics and philosophy in an-
cient Greece are not missing?, a large number of questions, rather
more linguistic than philosophical, still remain unresolved. These
are relevant to the moment that the grammatical inquiry tended to
break away from the philosophical and become autonomous. Third,
it is far from easy to cast light on these questions, for it is undeniably
difficult to assess and complete an undoubtedly complex wealth of
knowledge, especially as this has sketchily been handed down to
us by authors who were writing their works when a certain set of
beliefs was current, and therefore did not consider it necessary to
go into detailed elucidation, their aim being often to criticize or per-
haps simply summarize the opinions that they were reporting.

In the light of these preliminary statements I think it useful to
read the following excerpt by Simplicius of Cilicia. A disciple of
Ammonius Hermiae, and Damascius, Simplicius was one of the last
of the Neoplatonists and approximately lived between 490 and 560
AD. Although his writings are all commentaries on Aristotle and
other authors, rather than original compositions, his intelligent and
prodigious learning makes him the last great philosopher of pagan
antiquity. His works have preserved much information about eatlier
philosophers which would have otherwise been lost. The excerpt is
from Simplicius (72 Arist. Cat., 310.8-311.12).

Kol pdhoto ottm ovvelevypévoy 01 otod T ToLElv Td Tdoyew dud Thv
7QOC 0UTO OYEOLY, DS TEQLAUPOTEQWY EVaL TTOL 0000 AOYOV TOV AQLOTOTEAY,
nai el U 0 Th)g dexddog aoLBpog drtitel dtnofioBat, NOnoay dv Tives, Ot gig
pioy T 000 avdryer naTnyoQiay. 1) OTL TO MG YEVOS AAUPAVOUEVOV TTOLELY RATO
VY ®000QAOG TOMOLY IOTAUEVOV REYMOLOTOL TELEMG TOD TAOYELV- KAl YOIQ TO
Beouaivery nai Yiyew magéhafev 6 AQLoTOTéANS 0VY, MG TG 0RHA TaQA Tolg
Ztowolg heydueva, dmeg o eig £tegov oémovoay £xeL TNV ®ivnoly, GAAdL
®OT AOTV TV TQOTOVEYOV aitiay ThS ®voeme, TG &v adTd Td eldel Tiig
BeQuOTNTOG %Al YuYEOTNTOG TEOVTAQYEL OVTM YOQ %ol XABAQMS TOINOIg
goTon ®EXWOLOUEVY TAVTY TOD mhoyew. Al 'ovdE to OeopaivesBol wai
PYOyeoOou Tadtd oty drmeg Vmtar »AAODOLY RATA TNV QOGS TO OgQuatvov
oyéowv Bewgoipeva: Ao onuoivecOan HEV %ol TODTA Twva G0 TOV
GOVOVY TOtTWY 00X GV AvTeloluey, o0 IV TadTd Ye eivon T &V TG ThoyEw

2 Among others see Barwick (1957), Belardi (1972; 1985), Ax (1993).
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Ot Aguototélovg Thepéva. mg Yo oty xabad moinotg G e TV
oémovoav eig TO TAOKOV KOl GUATOG TTAVTY TROG ATV, oUTwg E0TLV %al
na00Qa TEtoLg TV €V TQ Ao OVTL HOVNY TeloLy mepLelthnduia, uite oxéoewg
unte ovCetEemg mEOG TV oMoV EPasttopév, Hate 0VdE 00O 0VdE Vrttia
TadTé 20TV, (g TOig STmnolg nahelv E00g. £ Qv yaQ ovn oty TO mAOog
ATTOAEAVPEVOV TH|G TTQOG TO TIOLODV OYECEMG, £T0L TOUTWV ROl TQ 0QOA ROl TAL
Drrnio #etndTmg EVOULLETO, TO UV TV EVEQYELAY €l ETEQOV OUVTATTOVTAL, TAL
8¢ VP'étéQov TV nivnow €v 1@ mhoyovi ouvaudlovta xai dvadégova
aUTNV 1ROG iétsgov GmeQ el nol T OvtLEoTiy, GAN ol EoTLye Armha xol (’imwm
%ol n@oow véVH 7ol %O gouta vq)somuow %ol [ €v (X)\M])\Otg sxovm T0
elval. xol TodTo yocg oge(ug AéyeToun, Mg oV Tolg xamyognmow n@(MOLg Oel
n@ooawm TO 7QOG T £LVOLL, GALCL TOlG ovvvq)tompsvmg g axovow olov T®
AAOVTL %Ol TOTTOVTL: OVTOG ya@ £€0TLv O TOVOE TOTTOV %ol TOVOE RAWV: ETEL
Y0Q €V CUVOEDEL TTOG E0TLY O TUITTWV UETA TOD VITOREUEVOV VOOUUEVOG, KOl
1] oNoLg AUTOD TO CUIUKTOV TG EUPOlVEL 1oL TO EYXOV TTWS QOGS ETEQOV.
TO U€VTOL TIOLELY, Emeldn) nabapds povn T évepyelq ovvéCevrtal, did ToHTO
%ot abTy {otoTon pdvny »abogdg, ®ai T piv olte oytoewg oiite piEemg
TG QOGS TO TACYOV AVATHUTAOTOL ROL YOQ MAALOTO PEV 0VOE E0TLy €V TOlg
ROTIYOQNUAOLY TA TOOC TL, €l O¢ dpa TG oTO PEYQLS Emvotag AauPdvet,
g delTeEQOV VvoeiTal aTolL Pev Yo of MG EXOVTES %aTO TEMTOV &lev Av
7ROG T, £TEQOV O¢ TQOTOV RUTA OEVTEQOV QUTIOV ROL TG ROTIYOQTUATO
oLt EMMVOELTOL. ®AUEIVO O nalMS elpNTaL, O TA PEV TROS TL HOVH 1)
oyéolg Vdplotnoty, TO 8¢ Tolelv nol hoyewy £xel Tvag idlag phoels, o dg,
eleo dioaL, T mOC T g SehTegov dmvoeital SLomep o EEloTaTaL g E)EL
éxdreQov na €avtod 1diag notyopliag’.

> «And we notice that above all the acting has been so closely united by Aristotle

with the being affected, by reason of the relation of the former to the latter, that he treats
both in one and the same discourse and were it not that the number of 10 should be
revised, many a one would think that he is tracing both back to one category. It must
rather be thought that, when taken as a genus and related to the mere action, the acting
is completely separated from the being affected. And indeed, Aristotle did interpret
Oeopaivey “to make warm or hot” and Yiyew “to make cool or cold” not as those
verbs which in the Stoic circle are called upright, 0064 [i.e. which are in the active form],
and exhibit motion as if it inclines aslant towards another thing, but with regard to the
primary cause of movement itself, which takes the initiative in the same species of hot
and cold. In this way and also plainly, in fact, acting will altogether be separated from
being affected. Neither are OegpaivesOar “to be heated” and YiyeaOar “to be cooled”
those verbs that they (sc. the Stoics) call overturned, ¥isttiar, when considering them with
relation to that which makes warm. However, we would not counter that some things of
this type are not conveyed through these words, but we say that they are not exactly the
same as those included by Aristotle in the being affected. Indeed, just as the mere action
is both different from the action inclining aslant towards that which is affected and totally
unmixed with this action, there is also a mere affection comprehending the sole affection
received by that which is affected without entailing any relationship or combination with
the action — hence the verbs that the Stoics call upright and overturned are not the same
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The passage contains a portion of the comment that Simplicius
makes on chapter 9 of Aristotle’s Categories. As is well known,
this chapter treats of the categories action and affection. Simplicius
speaks of the category action established as mere action, xotd TV
rabapds moinow iotduevov, and taken as a genus. Equally there
exists mere affection too, xa0apd melowg. It is not difficult therefore
to imagine that those which are regarded as items of determina-
tion inherent in a thing and appropriate for being predicated of this
thing when it is selected as a subject, i.e. as that which a statement
is about, are connected with dispositions of the mind correspond-
ing to verbs. Indeed, it is precisely the verbs that can convey either
action or affection. In deploying his argument Simplicius thinks
it advisable to point out that in keeping with Aristotle’s thought,
the two categories action and affection are drawn from the active
and passive verbs. These verbs, however, are not the same as those
called upright, 06084, and overturned, ¥rttia, by the Stoics?. Aristo-
tle takes mere action and mere affection into account. Never does
he refer to the real processes that display them. Aristotle’s argument

things of which Aristotle speaks. Indeed, as to those processes where the affection is not
separate from the relation to that which acts, for them the distinction between upright and
overturned verbs was fairly drawn too: the former arrange the activity with the inclusion
of something else, the latter starting from something else connect the movement in that
which is affected and relate it to something else. It is a matter of things that though
pertaining to being are not simple and separate, are not primary genera, do not exist
in them, and do not have their being in one another. And this, too, is said correctly: a
relative needs not to be present first and foremost in the predicates, but rather in the
realities coexisting in one way or another, e.g. with that which kindles or burns and that
which beats or smites: this is in fact that which beats or strikes that and that which burns
or kindles that. And it is indeed so because there is in a certain way the beater or striker
contemplated in combination with the real object beaten or struck, and the beater’s or
striker’s action somehow exhibits that which is commingled and has some relation to the
other. Surely, since the acting is purely paired with the sole activity, it simply entails this
alone and is not filled up by any relation to, or mixing with, that which is affected. And
undoubtedly the things relating to the predicates are not in these, as a matter of fact,
but if one figures one of these things in his thought, then this is considered as a second
element. Those which bear some relation would themselves be relatives in the first place,
and in another way the predicates, too, are thought like these for a second reason. This,
too, has been said well: that the natural condition alone sets the relatives; the acting
and the being affected have some origins of their own in correspondence with which, if
anything, the relatives are considered as a second element. On this account they do not
diverge from their own category, which each of them has by itself».

4 On the Stoics’ theory of grammar cf. Schmidt (1839), Pohlenz (1939), Frede
(1978), Sluiter (2000). See also Ax (1993), Sluiter (1990), and Ildefonse (1997).
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bears no reference, on the one side, to either the agent performing
the action or the patient affected by the action and, on the other
side, to either the patient being involved in the action or the agent
starting it. The Stoics, contrariwise, are rather more interested in
predicates, TOIg ®OTYOQHUOOLY TTQMTOLS, than in realities coexist-
ing in one way or another, TOlg CUVUPLOTAUEVOLG TTDG EYOVOLY.
The predicates, which are the main concern of the Stoics, definitely
correspond to some linguistic reality bearing some relation to some-
thing real anyhow. The predicates of the Stoics, however, cannot be
equated to the verbs of Aristotle. These can express the categories
action and affection inasmuch as they are simple and unconnected.
They are primary genera, exist in themselves, and have their being
in one another, ATAG %0l Guxto xoi oL ysvn %ol 20’ autd
Ud)somxoroc %ol [...] &v dAAhhoLg €xovta TO Elval.

Now it is worth reading two scholia added to the text of Gram-
mar attributed to Dionysius Thrax’. Some more scholia could or
maybe should be examined, but we will just read these two anyway®.

The former is sch. vat. in a. Dion. § 13.48.1-49.3 (= GG I 1/111, 111
245.26-246.6).

AdBeoic gott dlowta Yuyfig »at dolunolg: xal €v Tf ovvnbeia yao
duabelvor To oi%ovowf](mt nol 6L0Lm”]0(xt Ao obv E’L’Qn%e T0D @f]patog
dLaBéoeLs 1 vna@xsw TV Te €véQyelay xail tO mdbog n Yo evsgyouvrsg T
TOLODUEV 1) OG Ao OVTES <sx0usv> amztén 0¢ nata mhvto auQLBng ovoa 1
YOOUPOTLRY) 0VOEV AveEETAOTOV €0, AVOyRa{mS %Ol TOITNV TV UECOTNTO
ratnodunoaro, g éxatéoav v dudbeoty dnhot T Gwvi- 1) Yoo Tod
Eyoapauny ewvi divator onpoaively xol Tdbog ral €vEQyelov, el TNV
aopoovoav ovvtaEv Aafou €av yao elmng, Ot €ypapduny oot, dfjhov
g évéQyelav 67]7»01 MG EAV TIG elmn) «ETVPA 0>, €AV O J'LQOOGT’]GU) TO «V7IoO
000>, <y@a¢opm Vmo 000, mabog Gnuawst 05 TO «ThTopoL VIO COD>.
Eva@ynrmn ugv ovv 0Tt duabeoig, St IS T svsg)ynp,ara Bn)\oth olov
TéUvo doiQo- oty O¢ éott, dMG T naﬁn onuaivetat, olov rsuvopm
daigopor: ovdetéQa O€ 1 wite svsgysww unte rcozeog onuaivovoa, olov
Lo movtd dUvapow fovlopar uéon 6 1 i pev végyelav mtf) 8¢ mdbog
onhotoa f+ 10 yao €momodunv Onhoi, dtL éuavtd €moimod Ti, TO O
grou)On, 6t L Epod émouniOn’.

> On Dionysius Thrax’s grammar see Di Benedetto (1958; 1959; 1973; 1990), Janko
(1995), Law (1990), Law-Sluiter (1998), Patillon (1990), Robins (1986; 1998).

¢ On the role and importance of scholia cf. Dickey (2007) and Montanari-Pagani
(2011).

7 «Diathesis is a disposition and a sort of internal administration of the soul;
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The latter is sch. marc. in a. Dion. § 13.48.1-49.3 (= GG 1 1/111, 111
401.1-28).

"Evepynunt) pév ot duabeoig »ab ijv évegymv Tig dpaiverar, ftig maod
Tolg PLhoodPoLg dpaoTixt) ol OO xakeltor HQUOTIRY HEV Ao TOoD OQAV,
0007 8¢ Ao peTAPOQAg TOV dE))m'c(bv- ov uﬁaivet YALQ TOVS VIXMVTUS (’)QB(bg
totaoOot. Xon 0¢ eidévar, Ot 1) svsgynu%n dud0eats 1) oG ysvmnv 1] moog
atrna‘cmnv motel Talg ovvmcESLg, olov gy oov, deomdlw cov, TUTTM OF,
TEUVD 0 YOG 08 JOTITV HATO. TTEQLITOLTLXTV EVVOLOLV TIOLEL TNV GUVTAELY,
®g TO Yohdpw oo, Myw oot xal To dpoa. TTadntunr 8¢, »ab'1v ndoywv
Tg paivetan, Nug maEd Toig PLhoodpols Vrrtion vaheltor, ®al o) AT
peTadoQag TV AOMTOV- cupPaivel YaQ Todg NTTmuévoug LITtiovg elvor.
Xon 8¢ mahv eidévau, OtL f] o ONTLRN) 6Ld68cng Ao TS évsgynuwf]g yivetm
tng ovvamopﬁvng ysvmn n ocmamn avtn ya@ 1 o0vtaELg 1 mog ysvwmv
7] n@og altioTnnv aitio Tévtmg yivetal The yeveéoems Tdv na@ntmmv olov
1N doyw oov oVVTaELls motel otV o0vTagy petd thg Vo mEobéoemg
™V deyopat VO 0o, ral 1) deomdLw covu TV deomOTOUAL VIO 00D, ROl 1)
TOTTTW O€ TNV TOTTOHOL VIO 00D- 1) 08 TEOS dOTIIV GUVTOELS TEQLITOLTLX)
ovoa évégyelav ugv onuaivel, o molel 8¢ maog S1O 1) TépvouaL DO God
o0vtaglg 0% Gmo ThS Téuve oo, GANGmd ThS Téuve o yivetol, ol 1)
dbégopa VIO 60D 0% ATO THS PEow oL, A ATO ThHS dfpw oF TinTETAL.
Méon O¢ nohelton dudbeotg, GTov 1 m’)rﬁ bovn xwoT) &g te évé@ystow %ol
ig mabog, ig 10 ﬁLaCOpaL ot Yo M q)u)vn Y WEEL nal eig svsgyaow %ol
<€ilg> mGOog, otov €4 elmw [SLocCopm og %ol BL&COWL V70 000, "H swdhv
péomn éoti dLdbeotg, dtav T avTd ENUOTL TVTID HOVOV TdBog ®al TH aVTO

indeed, in the customary usage of language, regulating and administering correspond to
disposing, too. He (sc. Dionysius Thrax) has therefore said that there are two diatheses of
the verb: the activity and the affection, for we either make something by being in activity
or feel as if we are affected. Moreover, as an extensive treatment of Greek quite accurate
in all respects, grammar, which leaves nothing unsearched, perforce took to counting
the middle as the third diathesis. This discloses each of the other two diatheses through
the same phonic form. Indeed, the form &ypaydunv can convey either affection (“I
was written”) or activity (“I charged with”) as long as the appropriate syntax is chosen.
If you say éypopapunv oot (“I wrote you”), in fact, then an activity is clearly conveyed
as if you say €tvpa oe (“I beat you”). If T add Um0 00od, however, yoddopo V0 cod
(“I am written by you”) conveys affection like TOmtopor v7w0 0ot (“I am beaten by
you”). The diathesis through which energetic actions are expressed is therefore called
active. This is the case for Tépvo (“I cut”) or delpw (“I flay”). Conversely, the diathesis
through which affections are signified is named passive. This is the case for Tépvopon
(“T am cut”) or dgigopan (“I am flayed”). The diathesis expressing neither activity nor
affection is described as neuter: T@ (“T live”), moutd (“I am wealthy”), dOvapon (“T
am able to”), povhopan (“T will/wish”) are good examples of it. On the other hand, the
diathesis importing at times activity and other times affection is depicted as middle t. As
a matter of fact, émomaduny is equivalent to épovtd €moinod t (“I made something for
myself”), while émou1m corresponds to d1’épod émothOm (“it was made by me”)».
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ONUOITL TUTID HOVOV EVEQYELAY, MG O €l -UnV TUToG: Pécog Yo €0t POVDY
TOAONTUROV %Al TEAMY POVOV EVEQYNTIRAOV: ROl EVEQYNTIRAOV UEV HOVWV
Eyoopauny Epauny, todnTrdv 8¢ pOveV ETEUPAuNY NAenpdaunyv- lonv ya
ExouoL dhvauy xotd onuoaoioy T £TeidOny xol NAeldOMY madnTind TomES.

Both scholia are interesting in many respects. The former starts
from a “new” and different acceptation of the term ‘diathesis’ by
way of which the soul is said to have the capability to administer
and regulate linguistic production, which recounts reality’. Dio-
nysius Thrax was therefore right when he spoke of two diatheses.

8 «The diathesis, in accordance with which one turns out to be an agent, is active,

and it is called effective and upright in certain philosophical circles: effective from the
verb “to effect” and upright with a metaphor developed from the upshot of a combat
between two fighters in sport. It happens that the winners maintain an upright stance, as
a matter of fact. It must be known that the active diathesis produces constructions with
either the genitive or the accusative such as doyw cov (“I command you”), deomdLw
oov (“I dominate you”), tOmtw oe (“I beat you”), tépuvw og (“I cut you”). It also shows
a construction with the dative in accordance with an act of thinking that saves something:
vobhopw oou (“I write you”), Myw oot (“I say you”) and other similar forms are good
cases in point. On the other hand, the diathesis, in accordance with which one turns
out to be a patient, is passive, and it is called overturned in certain philosophical circles,
once more with a metaphor developed from the upshot of a combat between two fighters
in sport. It happens, in fact, that the losers lay overturned. It must be known, too, that
the passive diathesis derives from the active combined with a genitive or an accusative.
Indeed, it is precisely the construction with a genitive or an accusative that is the starting-
point for passive sentences. For example, the construction doym cov brings about the
passive structure dyopor V70 60D (“Iam commanded by you”) with the insertion of the
preposition V70, and deomOTW cov builds deomdLopan V7O cod (“I am dominated by
you”), and thrrtm o€ yields Thmropon 070 00D (“T am beaten by you”). The construction
with the dative, which is a construction saving a part, conveys some activity but gives
no affection. Therefore the construction Tépvopa 170 0od (“I am cut by you”) does
not derive from tépvw cou (“I cut for you”) but from tépuvw og, and pégopoan Vo
000 (“I am carried by you”) is not produced by ¢péow oot but by ¢pépw oe. Moreover,
the diathesis is called middle when the same verbal form contains activity and affection
like PréCopan (“I constrain/I am constrained”). This verbal form expresses both activity
and affection as if T say PréCopal oe (“I constrain you”) and Prédlopon vmo cod (“T
am constrained by you”). The diathesis is middle once more when with a verbal form I
convey only affection and with another verbal form only activity. This is the case for the
ending -unv, for a form proper only to passive verbs and a form proper only to active
verbs is middle. And é&ypapGuny (“I charged with”) and édpdpunv (“I said”) are proper
to the sole active verbs, while ¢toupduny (“I was bruised”) and Hhevpdunv (“I was
anointed”) are typical only of passive verbs: as regards their meaning, in fact, the latter
have the same value as the passive forms £toi$pOnv and NheipONV».

®  On the value of the term ‘diathesis’ see Collinge (1963), Brague (1980), Rijksbaron
(1986), Andersen (1994), Pantiglioni (1998), Rijksbaron (1986), Pagani (2014).
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What happens in the real world, in fact, is that one either makes
something by acting or is affected by something. The grammarians
are said to have introduced the middle as a third diathesis. The mid-
dle can express the other two diatheses. The scholium says nothing
more in this respect but the choice made by the grammarians was
surely suggested by considerations of an exclusively formal type,
since Greek verbal forms were not so rigidly distributed that the
endings traditionally known to us as active and middle-passive were
joined to the diverse stems to always express activity and affection
respectively. The scholiast goes on to illustrate what he has just said.
His examples comprise some verbal forms that can convey either
activity or affection when considered in isolation. What allows one
to assign the import of either activity or affection to them is precise-
ly the syntactic construction in which they occur. Things standing
as they are, however, it really seems that the pure and simple verb,
Ofua, takes second place while the entire predicate, zotnydonua,
is considered in accordance with the way the Stoics behaved. Then
the diatheses are listed, and to the middle, péor, which in different
syntactic constructions can convey either activity or affection, the
neuter is added as a fourth. This fourth diathesis, which expresses
neither activity nor affection, seems to appear in the list incongru-
ously. It has not been mentioned before in the scholium and besides
Dionysius Thrax speaks of only three diatheses. It can be thought,
however, that the scholiast regarded it as one of the possible expres-
sions of mediality, peodtng. Halfway between activity and affection,
this could import either the former or the latter as well as neither the
former nor the latter. This hypothesis is confirmed by the examples
the scholiast gives: two are in the active form (C® and mhovtd) and
two in the middle-passive (dUvopon and fovhopa).

The other scholium, in which the adjective dpaotixi and the
infinitive 80dv occur, both connected with the substantive dpd.otg,
utterly corroborates the interpretation I put on the former. The
hypothesis that the content of the former echoes the views of the
Stoics is supported by the latter. This scholium says that in certain
philosophical circles the active and the passive diatheses are also
named upright, 0007, and overturned, Umtia, respectively. Both
terms — there would be no need for me to say it — copy those used as
to distinguish the upright, 6004, verbs from the overturned, vmtia,
as we read in Simplicius’ passage quoted above. These terms are
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said to owe their origin to a metaphor bringing up two fighters in
sport: as a rule, the winner stands upright while the loser lies supine.
The idea is also implicit in the metaphor that the active diathesis
overrides the passive, and the scholiast actually says that the pas-
sive diathesis derives from the active, 1 TaONTL1) OLAOEOLS ATTO THG
évepynuuxilg yivetar. Here the analysis of the verbs is performed
once again by considering the syntactic constructions in which they
are used. As to the syntactic constructions, the genitive and the ac-
cusative are distinguished from the dative: in the active diathesis the
verbs can occur with a nominal complement in one of these three
cases, but the constructions with the dative have no equivalent in
the passive differently from those with the genitive and the accusa-
tive. Finally, the middle is the third and last diathesis the scholium
deals with. About this diathesis the scholiast makes a remark that
we have not yet read elsewhere: one and the same middle-passive
ending can produce forms either only active or contrariwise only
passive in keeping with the verbal stem to which it is affixed.

What remains of all that was briefly said above? It is worth read-
ing Dion. Th. 4. gr. § 13 (= GG 1 /111, 1 46.4-47 .2).

Pijud €ott MEES dmtmwtog, Emdexting YQOVMV T€ %Ol TQOOMIMV AL
aQLOudv, évépyelav 1) maHog mOQLOTAON. TOQEMETAL 08 T) ONUOTL OXTM),
gynhioeig, Stadéoeig, eldn, oyfpata, doudpol, Todowma, yeovor, ovTuyio!l.

This passage must be collated with Dion. Th. 4. gr. § 13 (= GG 1
1/111, 1 48.1-49.3).

Awobéoeic eiol toelc, &véoyela, mAOoC, HEcOTNS EvEéQyeld PEV Olov
TOTTTO, TAOO0G 08 OloV TUTTTONAL, LECOTNG OE 1) TOTE PEV EVEQYELQY TTOTE OE
7TG.00¢ TaQLOTAO, OloV TET YO SiépOoa Emromoduny yoopGunvil,

What is clearly stated is that verbs convey either activity or af-
fection, but they do not express mediality, pecdtng. This presumes
that differently from activity and affection, mediality constitutes no

10 «A verb is an indeclinable word, indicating differences in time, persons, and

numbers, and showing activity or affection. There are eight constant attributes of the
verb: moods, diatheses, species, forms, number, persons, tenses, conjugations».

11 «There are three diatheses: activity, affection, and mediality. Activity as TOmtm,
affection as tOmropan, mediality, showing either activity, évégyera, or affection, md0og,
as émmya (“T have been/am stuck”), dtépOoga (“I have lost my wits”), émomnodunv (“I
made”), éyoapdpny (“I charged with”)».
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semantic property of the verb. It can therefore be inferred that in
the second Dionysius’ excerpt £¢végyela and d.Hog correspond to
the active and respectively passive inflection of a verb. There is no
need to mention here that Greek only had these two inflections.
A third inflection peculiar to what is called pecdtng did not ex-
ist. Consequently, in the second Dionysius’ excerpt the first pair of
examples of mediality, i.e. mémya and diépOoga, exhibit active
endings, while the other pair, i.e. émoimoGuny and éypapduny, dis-
plays middle-passive endings.

This is why in rendering the passage I proposed no transla-
tion of dépOoga, which expressed activity instead of affection.
Neither did I take into account a rendering of émomodunv and
éyoapaunv which recognized a value of affection to them. An im-
port of activity does not seem to have been possible for émmya, on
the other hand.

Once it has been stated that in the second Dionysius’ excerpt, the
salient formal property of the dudfeoig is the difference between
the two series of endings, active and middle-passive, it can easily
be thought that the diathesis was considered a particular quality
inherent in the noun with which the verbal endings agreed. In other
words, the diathesis might appertain to the thematic relation of the
subject to predication. As is well known, a subject can have differ-
ent types of thematic relation to the verb in a sentence. Since Greek
only owned two distinct series of verbal endings, however, it could
distribute these types of thematic relation to the two diverse series
of forms distinguished by the two diverse series of endings. Charac-
terized by the series of the active endings, therefore, the d140go1g
évépyela could be found in a set of constructions showing vari-
ous sorts of verbs to which English verbs, nowadays described as
transitive, intransitive, reflexive, or reciprocal, would correspond.
Recognizable through the middle-passive endings, contrariwise, the
duéBeoig maOog could be realized with verbs equivalent to the Eng-
lish passive, reflexive, reciprocal, or anti-causative.

The terms évégyeia and wO0g occur in both Dionysius Thrax’s
extracts quoted above. The fact that mediality, peodtng, is not men-
tioned in the former, however, is not of little consequence. More-
over, when we rely on what can be read in the same passage, we
can easily notice that both terms, évégyeia and éOog, hold a rank
different from time, person, and number. On the one hand, a verb
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is a word émdexTtint), i.e. is a word fit for displaying, and therefore
endowed with, i.e. inflected following the morphological categories
of, time, person, and number. On the other hand, a verb comprises
T0ELOTA00, the semantic implications of activity or affection. A fair
inference to draw from this is that the categories of time, person,
and number are invariant, for they qualify as properties exhibited in
any case by finite verbs independently of the predicative structure
of the sentence. The notions of activity and affection, contrariwise,
are variable, i.e. they turn out to be properties of a finite verb, which
depend on the predicative structure of the sentence.

In the second sentence of the same passage, however, the
d1G0¢e01g is counted as an overt morphological category of the finite
verb together with the other six listed there. The inconsistency is
patently obvious. On the one hand, évépyeia and méOog, which
are types of d1dBeolg, prove to be dependent on the overall value
of the sentence; on the other hand, the d1G6g01 is a contextually
independent property of the finite verb. It follows that in the téyvn
voapupotixi the terms évégyela and éiOog are referred to seman-
tic properties, on the one hand, and on the other hand, when they
represent types of diathesis, they mention formal properties.

Of course, when in Greek the relation between form and
meaning was direct, there were no problems: the morphemes for
évégyelo and maBog displayed a particular form and imported a
particular meaning. The reason for separating form from mean-
ing, however, lay in the frequent lack of direct relation between
form and meaning. As a consequence, the mediality introduced in
the second passage of the téyvn yoapuatinf does not constitute
a distinct morphological category, but only answers the purpose of
accounting for the cases of absence of relation between form and
meaning. In Dionysius Thrax’s definition the diathesis turns out to
be a precise morphological category with two formal alternatives:
évégyela and mad0og.

What is there to be got out of our discussion? The text of the
TéY VT Yoappatixt is only apparently simple. In this case in point
the difficulty lies in the author’s working on a theory which takes
into account Aristotle’s idea of verb and the Stoics’ notion of
predicate.
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