


Human vocabulary and naturalist vocabul'
in the Presocratlcs =

By FRANCISCO R.ADRADOS, Madrid |

1. General Rema:rks :

.- The creation of a phﬂosophlc system or an ensemble of phifos
systems in a certain country and age 1mphes the creatlon ity
particular philosophical language. In later cultures, from Rc;m
that philosophical language is indebted to-an earher tradition
precise, to Greek philosophical language. In our own languages
only philosophical language but intellectual language overall ¢
tute in fact a sort of quasi Greek. They include a large nimbe

- terms originated in Greek which have been either adapted to &

‘lated into the new language.

'The question posed by the phlIosophlcal Greek language s, th
fore, somewhat different. It does not borrow anything and com,
be instead as an evolution from common Greek speech. Philosop
spoke first the common language of Ionia enhanced by the lité
tradition of Homer, Hesiod, and certain lyric poets, all of whick
their predecessors too in regard to doctrine and ideas. However,
onic vocabulary was inadequate at times to express concepts new
worked out. In these cases, two options were avaifable: one solu
was to bestow a new meaning {or new meanings depending on
philosophers and the time) upon the old word, the other was tocre
new words. :

Of course, this issue did not remain unnoticed to scholars interést
in the semantic evolution of previously existent terms, like ¢u
xdouos, or apyi, and in the study of new terms, like dronov or vénor
when used by the Presocratics. It has been said, for instance; th

when Heraclitis elaborated the problem of mévement, he lacked. p:
cise philosophical éxpressions.!) The truth is that the question of th
Presocratic vocabulary hds seldom been approached from a linguisti

perspective. And yet it must be situated within the more general i
of the philosop}iic and-scientific vocabulary to which I have dedic

1) E.Loew, “Die Ausdrucke qogovew und vosiv bei den Vorsokrat1k_
PR 49, 1929, p. 426 :
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o comprehensive works.?) It is well known that philosophic and
entific language tends to take shape in the form of tnivocal, mon-
inic terms defined once and for all regardless of the context. These
_ms arc opposed to each other within a set of systemic corre-
_:'pondences by virtue of privative oppositions. Everything emotional,
mphatic and ambivalent is avoided as well as synonymy. Within this
i.network. of semantic correlations only one form belongs to
meaning and there is only one meaning for each form. .
This is:the kind ‘of vocabulary Philosophy and Science did and do
ive to develop. Besides, in our own cultures there is a noticeably
sernational ‘vocabulary. In my opinion, the study of the gradual
creation of this type of vocabulary in Greek 1s specially interesting.
ome conclusions may be drawn from research on different aspects of
word formation, such as the development of abstract vocabulary, the
adjectival derivation of nouns, the symmetry of verbal, nominal, ad-
octival, and adverbial paradigms in Greek.
For instance, everyone is acquainted with the development among
the sophists of abstract terms in -mind¢ and with Plato, Aristotle and
the Hellenistic philosophers’ contributions to scientific and philo-
sophic vocabulary. Some of the latter have even been incorporated into
e intellectual vocabulary of other languages around the world
hrough derivation from Greek or import of the Greek term. Thus,
oppositions like Nature / Man / God, body / soul, matter / energy
of spirit, language / thought, sensation / knowledge and many others
have a Greek origin. '
* But I have no notice of any systematic, comprehensive research on
this topic; only studies about specific details have been produced.
‘Among mine there are some works on Plato in which it is demonstrat-
ed how the semantic content of some common Greek words was
altered by Plato on account of his philosophy.?) T have produced also
a work on the language of Socrates*) and have encouraged my stu-

2y “La Lengua en la Clencia Contemporinea v en la Filosofia Actual”, in:
Estudios de Semdantica y Sintaxis, Barcelona 1975, pp.43-67 = RSEL 3, 1975,
pp.297-321; “Scientific Language: Instrument and Obstacle. Examples from the
field of Linguistics”, in: Wissenschaftssprache und Gesellschaft, ed. Theo Bungar-
ten, Hamburg 1986, pp.13-21; “Les” Définitions Linguistiques”, Alpha 5, 1992,
pp.51-63. '
" %) Specially “Lengua, Ontologia y Légica en los Sofistas y Platén”, in: Palabras
¢ Ideas, Madrid 1992, pp.113-57 = Revisia de Occidente 96, 1971, pp.340-65;
“and 99, 1971, pp. 289-309.

4) “La Lengua de Sécrates y su Filosofia”, op. cit., pp.251-98 = Methexis 5,
1992, pp.29-42. '




184 Francisco R. Adrados

dents to undertake works on this topic.”) The truth is th
of linguists and historians of the Philosophy from One ‘ap,
out to be very damaging for the producuon and appreclau@
kind of works,
Let us address ourselves to the Presocratics now. It is: 65
we find in theéir texts the Greek philosophic vocabulary in.ap
onic stage For this reason It is not strange if we find LAy
general use as opposed to the philosophical one, as wella
contradictions, synonymy, quasi synonymy and so forth: It
fore, necessary a systematic study from a linguistic’ poi
keepmg in mind each term’s place within the system (opposi
in the context (distribution). This is what I sought to do i
Heraclitus years ago.) And it is evident that very valuable'j
tions and materials suitable for the kind of general sty
propose may be found in the most important comprehens
about the Presocratics as well as in many works relaté
specific questions. But a systematic and structural appro
tssue 1s still lacking.”) Here I simply intend to make som
statements and outline a convenient design for future resear
direction. And also to introduce a general theme, namely, ¢
philosophic valve attained among the Presocratics by two di
of vocabulary, one related originally to the human world;
related to the natural world. In this way we clearly place our
the sphere of common languages with philosophical specializat
Let us summarize again the main features of the proble
facing now. Philosophical vocabulary is created:
a) through the specialization of words belonging to pOE:tl
ionic dialect, or cormeon speech. S
b} through the creation of new terms by means of derivat
‘word composition in accordance to the normal procedur
Greek language. :
¢) By building up systematic lexical frameworks to organ'
world: negative adjectives (with prothetic d- like dxfvyroc, a:rrsag )

*) For instance, Elvira Gangutia, Eitndios de Semdntica Fstructural referid;
Griego: El Campo Semantico Vida / Muerte de Homero a Platén, Madrid 195!
the Ph.D. dissertation of Angeles Durén, El Vocahtlann Moral de Platén,
1992.

&) “El Sistema de Heraclito: Estudlo a través del Léxico”, in: Palabms
Madrid 1992, pp.35-90 = Emerita 41, 1973, pp. 1-43.

7y 'This is what happens in.an othervnse very useful book: E.E.Peters
rhilosophical Terms. A Historical Lexicon, New York - London 1967.
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ctives denoting identity (formed with avzo-) opposed to abstract
s denoting action; numerous and diverse opposing pairs among
h. the best known are the.ones coined by Heraclitus and the
goreans (but there are- otheérs more general like eiui / yzyvo,uccz '
sorc / @dopd, Biog / Sdvatog); adjectives and nouns running par-
el to verbs (I am referrmg to sets like aioddvouai, atodnoig
£1C.3.1 £, volg, vm]mg vénue, etc.). A variable material is
: ords are’ used-in their common sense, while others
ndowed with: more evolved meanings, or new ones are created
ng from the outset phllosophlcal meaning. .
ese are partly old systems given a new purpose, partly flew ones.
e procedures of word' derivation are the normal ones at first, but
me formations increase their frequency. That is the case with ab-
sct nouns in -ue and -oig, adjectives with d-, or neuter adjectives
bstantivized like 1o dnspov.
It is also noteworthy that the meaning of some words may change
m one philosopher to another and that the systems of opposition
ange accordingly. Anaxagoras’ opposition between: voig and iy is
t at all the same as Xenophanes Sépag and vénua; this philosopher
proaches voig to pprv (B 25). But Parmenides re;ects POOVELY SO
portant for Heraclitus and identifies voeiv with efvar; Empedocles,
wever, places on the same level ppdvrorg and vénue (B 110.10). Of
urse, if we turn to socratic and platonic gedvroig, we will see that
it is now integrated in the system of the moral concepts. This is just
n example among many other possible.
We insist, nevertheless, that we are facing a seminal vocabulary
anchored in myth and religion and quite different from the philo-
sophical vocabulary of later times. We must, therefore, dwell briefly
on these singularities of the Presocratic vocabulary.

II. Some features of the Presocratic vémbulary

Relations with the vocabulary of Cosmogonies and Theogonies,
orphic ones in particular

It is well known the relationship between the principles of Pre-
socratic philosophy and the cosmogonic traditions included in Homer,
esiod, and the orphics. In some cases the roots of these traditions
g0 back to poems and cosmogonic speculations of the Near East.
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Suffice here to mention the books by W.Jiger and: Sel
not know of any in depth study about thls tOplC but Lw;
some observations. :

Tt is evident the presence of the elements uScog G at
the Cosmogonies. Scholars have often noted their activ;
connotations as they unfold and reveal themselves in th ¢
beings. But there is more to say. The terms nEQag, dgy,
among others meaning limitation (in origin spatial hmlt
sence of limits are foreshadowed in the Homenc exXpressi
yeing (IL 14.200, and 301) and in other passages by
Hesiod in which & cmgxga)v is an attribute of yaiz. No. dou
source for Empedocles dreipove yic aon (B 39) and the:
of this characteristic to the sphere (B 28). "Ansipwv and &
also said by several authors of the cosmos, the beings, the at
the ether, all of them primordial entities. The substantiva}
Anaximander and the Pythagoreans (ﬂs@ag xQl anepoy. P
represents a further step in the progessive abstraction of thes

I'fveors comes too from the same Homeric passage (Z
Qusavov e Seidv yéveorv; cf. Il 14.246. From this sense ¢ém
menides’ use of the term rather than from more common’
like “race’. It appears likewise in cosmogonic passages by Arist
(Aves 691), Plato, and other authors related to the birth of
(see Hdt. 2.146 and DGE s.v.). The verb yiyvopou appea
these and other similar passages, from which it has develé
meaning ‘become’.

The latter were just two examples, but we could bnng I sOmiy
ones like abropuic (Hes. Thg. 813; cf. Critias, Fr. T7ag. 4. I)'
tie: (Pherecyd. Syr. 3), or even gdous. 5

2. Relationship with the poetic vocabulary in general

In addition to the cosmogonies part of the philesophic voca
managed by the Pfesocratics proceeds from Homeric poetry
wider sense (Homer, Hesiod, Hymns). Sometimes, in our ddc
tation, there are not 4ny intermediary steps, sometimes there an
is not surprising, as Xencphanés, Parmenides, and Empedocle
in hexameters and, in generaE poetic speculation precedes the phi
sophical one. :

®) W.Jager, La Teologia de los Primeros Fildsofos Griegos, 2nd. ed.,: M
1952; P.Seligman, The Apeiron of Anaximander; London 1962.



Human vocabulary and naturalist vocabulary in the Presocratics 187

is is what happens with certain negative terms, like dvdnrog
din H. Merc 80 and then in Parm. B 8.16; or dvdvupog found
in Od. 8.552 and later in Parm. B 8.17. Obviously we can see
‘the model for term§ like dvdledpos, found in Anaximand. B 3,
4 Parm. B 8.3. Later on, we have aitroc, found first in the Homeric
ems and hymns and then in Gorgias and Melissus. Likewise, the

.e_gmmg Love,and Hatred, namely, ®létng and Neixog, the
opposing - forces that create and destroy the worlds in Empedocles,
e from Homet: From the Homeric sense of #auog, that is; ]omt
nding (Od. 7.492 regarding the Trojan horse), comes the meaning
d’ for this word in Pythagoras and Heraclitus according to Jula
rschensteiner.”) Similar interpretations have been advanced for

T

hér terms.

The lyric poets play a leading role in this process too. Aidv meaning
ernity’, “time’ with no limits derives no doubt from the posthomeric
< of the word (meaning ITL 1 in DGE), where it is said in reference
oods and divine personifications; our earliest notices go back to
mon. 79, 4, A. A. 554 and then appear in Emp. B 16.2, and Heraclit.
50, etc. 10}

‘Problems in the interpretation of elements and entities

In the course of their investigations the Presocratics discovered
inder the surface of sensory perception deeper and more inclusive
realities; entities beyond the range of the senses. But, what are they?
ave called them concepts and abstraction, which is in fact an Aris-
telian way of speaking; Platon spoke of ideas, that is, independent,
mewhat bodily entities. What are they for the Presocratics?

Perhaps, Hesiod may serve as a guide. He sees in the primordial
world a series of physic elements (sky, earth, mountains; or even
fight, day ...); a series of abstractions {love, memory ...); and a series
of gods (Aphrodite, Titanes, Cronus ...). The two first series are
treated as being synonymous, they are matenal entities and gods at
once. Earth is a goddess and inside her womb her children are swarm-
ing, But, at the same time, that womb is a cave of the earth.

5y KOSMOS. Quellenkritische Untersuchungen zu den Vorsokratikern, Munich
62.
12} Ahout the conception of time in the presccratics see A.Bernabé, “Kod mjv
100 yodvov tésv. Bl Tiempo en las Cosmogonias Presocraticas”, Emerila 58,
1990, pp.61-95. '
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As I mentioned before, we find in the Presocratics
are hypostasis of divine or semidivine entities. ‘Theyar.
lated and not; they underlie reality and yet permeate 3
not mere abstractions. When talking about lyric ; poetry
called them “Wesenheiten”, namely, essences, hypostasis
Theia, etc. They were the forerunners of ideas and con

Tt is difficult to express in our vocabulary active pri
which sometimes is identified with the One, and-sg
or less a synonym of Sur and Lightning.. Equally PI'O
structural, not substantial elements hke Logos or Lov 12y,

ce

4. The -z[nz'ty of Nature, Mcm and God

Greek phﬁosophy, by virtue of its rationalist siant dro
the differentiation between Nature, Man, and God. This
already be detected in the Presocratics. However, we find
same essential unities we found before in Hesiod. I menti
the divine nature of principles, the combination of hypostas
ing from human life (Memory, Youth, Love) with str1 il
elements like Water or Fire. '
All this is inevitably reflected in the vocabulary, which 1

be neutral in regard to these oppositions. For instance
(B 67) said that god is night and ciay, summer and winter, .
satiety. Now, the student of the origins of Greek philosoph
cabulary finds that terms regarding human life have come dos
realm of Nature and vice versa. Aixy, Justice, has becom ‘
mander (B 94) a term meaning natural law. Likewise, i in other
ophers their terms Adyog volg, vopog, etc. permeate every'
suppress the two worlds we are dealmg with; there is even a t
for them to acquire the meaning of God. The same happ
Hesiod with Eros and some other concepts. The opp051te
with gdorg, which is bound in ongm to the use of pio to'd
the birth of plants and animals, s well as w1th the elements
to the natural order. - :
There may be doubtful cases. There are confhctmg theones
the origin of xdopos. It is not: clear if its meaning derlv :

) Dichtung und Philosaphie des fiithen Griechentums, ‘New York 1951,

7}y See my work on Heraclitus “E! Sistema de HerAclito: Estudio a-tra
Léxica”, in: Palabras e Ideas, Madrid 1992; pp.35-90 — Emerita 41;
1-43. S ‘ '
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orial entity, as we said above, or from the legal world.!?) Other
¢ are equally debatable. - ' S

ynbhrony and diachrony
¢ philosophical vocabulary of the Presocratics is achronic. The
Jeo-appaiyexisted.in.the primeval time, which explains their
ame. But:they continue to be a ‘hidden, basic reality. To be
- they - anteced: not only sensory realities, but also xdouog d
stie, 1@ Ovi, 10 deopdv, O wuypdv, etc. And yet they are inside
hese posterior entities, which in turn are themselves implicit in
. According to ‘Heraclitus (B 123), Nature likes to hide itself
y, but it always underlies apparent reality, not just at the begin-
Thus, Aristotle, in accordance with the principle of entelechy,
iestigates the evolution of tragedy till the point of reaching its own
ire (Poet. 1449a15),
is, therefore, useless to delincate temporal limits. Heraclitus’
yog is both a structural law and a rule of evolution. The same
pens with chance and necessity in Democritus, and Anaxagoras’
oic. Empedocles’ Love and Hatred are active from the beginning of
< ne and will remain active. The descriptions of birth, becoming, and
th, or the descriptions of different creations and destructions of
. world have a general value. This is the case too for the natural
ws referred to by terms like vépog, aviyxn, yoedv.
1t is true that things which existed in the beginning, like Pherecydes’
haos and Chthonia, do not exist any more, but, as I am showing,
ere are others which are panchronic.

- Adherences and traditions

‘However elaborate this set of vocabulary may be, it is only natural
at traditional lexical remnants have been carried over with it owing
its strong traditional origins. This is what happens, for instance,
ith the so laboriously arrived to concept of natural law. I have
utlined above some lexical origins of this concept; I will look now at
s relationship with the idea of necessity, fate.

1Y In addition to Kerschensteiner’s book mentioned above see W. Kranz, “Kos-
ios und Mensch in der Vorstellung des frithen Griechentums”, NGWG II
;1938, pp.121-61; and FL Diller, “Der vorphilosophische Gebrauch von xdouog
nd xoouslv”, Festschrift Bruno Snell, Minchen 1956, pp.47-59.
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‘Avéyxn comes from Homer and the lyric poets, by
ural law already in Hdt. 2. 22, in Leucipp. B 2 and in 5
socratic fragments. ‘Avdysry is also the physical and ]s
which makes the world to be what it is in Parm, B
Emp.115.1, etc. The same with ypedv, derived from’ e
pears in poetry and in Parmenides and Democritus as well
cases the words still preserve signs of their old religioy

Somewhat different is the case of vauoc. Here, sid
the dsiog vopog or divine law (Heraclit. B 114, etc.), th
law of the city for vauog is present in the same text, A
traditional use of the words is as frequent as the philosop
Sometimes it is not easy to distinguish one from the other

7. Gaps in the 5ystém. The problem of fragments A and B

The Presocratic lexical systems are never complete. At
take shape gradually from author to author. To try to pres
system including all of them is, to some extent, a fallacy
and Aristotle display often times systems completely worke
can be seen very clearly in Peters’ book mentioned above. By
not forget that our knowledge of the Presocratics is very fra
and we can not, therefore, establish exhaustively their lex
The problem grows bigger if we keep in mind that ‘no
possible to assign beyond doubt to the Presocratics (fragment
vocabulary transmitted by later witnesses and commenta
ments A). There is a tendency to contemplate this vocib
belonging to these later witnesses and commentators and
indeperident from the Presocratic texts under consideratio )

For instance, if we look at Swripeors both in LS] and DG
that the philosophical use (DGE I  accién de distinguir,
diferenciacién) starts with Plato and Aristotle. ‘The same for
But if we go to Diels-Kranz’s lexicon, the situation change
words appear in the Presocratics (Leucippus, Parmenides;
pedocles, Archytas, etc.), but in the A fragments. The probl
know if the authors which transmit these terms are using thei
vocabulary or are quoting the Presocratics. .

Many times this issue has not even been raised. Attention is:
to the contents while the words themselves are neglected, even
these words and the systems built with them are important. An
the problem has been addressed the solutions advanced ha
contradictory. Thus, in her long study about xéayo J. Kersche
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tains that the use of the word xdouo¢ meaning ‘world” does not
ear until Pythagoras and Heraclitus. Its presence in the A frag-
ts of Thales, Anaximander and- others should be attributed to the
thors that are making the quotes. But Diller, ') based on Kranz and
sischer’s authority, says that the term was no doubt used by Anax-

ander.

P

; Al mmgggh;mve We saw that aiov meanmg
ty’is found in’ Heraclitus and Empedocles (fragments B); and
{axirnander; Anaiimenes; and Democritus but only in the A frag-
ats. Should we attribute the term to these thinkers? And, what to
ok of the use of ygdvog as a synonym in other A fragments? Its
esence: in cosmogonic speculations as being one of the primeval
ments of the world points to an affirmative answer (cf Pherecyd.
Syr. B 1). ,

In general I am inclined to think that this terminology must be
ributed to the Presocratics or at least to some of them. Of course,
ery case should be studied on its own. '

JII Some conclusions about the vocabulary of the Presocratics

It is evident that the working methodology must be inductive: to
gather up the vocabulary of each Presocratic philosopher, to decide
what extent authorical attributions are safe ones, to study the terms’
meaning or meanings, to establish their position as part of a system
oppositions) and within the text (classification of their distributions).
It is useless to estabish general parameters.

'This is what I tried to do for Heraclitus about whom our documen-
tation is relatively important. The procedure followed there is similar
to the one I applied to the study of the semantic field of love in
Sappho.'®) On my opinion, the whole system is organized on one side
around mfp and its synonyms and quasi synonyms, on the other,
around Adyog and its semantically close terms. In a concluding table
I give the parameters according to which the terms are organized:

#y H.Diller, “Der vorphilosophische Gebrauch von xoo;uog und xéopsy”,
Festschrifi Bruno Snell, Munich 1956, p.59.

) “Ef Campo Semintico del Amor en Safo”, in: Estudios de Semdntica y
Sintaxis, Barcelona 1975, pp.247-65 = RSEL 1, 1971, pp.5-23. Regarding the
theory in general see, among other studies included in this book and other pub-
lications, Estudios de Lingiifstica General y Teoria Literaria, Barcelona 1988.
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whether they are related to being, to becoming, Wheth
agents, whether they are divinized, whether wisdos
monness, upity are attributed to them or not, All ‘h
a priori criterla, but on grammatical distributions angd
Here I can not go that far. I will make just a few remar
terms and the system in which they are integrated. '

1. Terms whose meaning has been modiﬁéd

I indicated above the different origins for some spec'
cosmogonies, epic, and the earlier religious vocabular
words should -bé studied ore by one with the avaiiablefb
about their evolution and their new meaning or meanmgs
sophy.

It is impossible to give here a compiete blbhographlcai 1
must include general works like the ones by Guthrie and ;
‘dolfo as well as particular studies, some of which I }
mentioned. ] will limit myself to give a few brief references
complex voig, voeiv, and gpéves, poovelv, podvioc.t®) T also
brief list of words, some of which have been studied above:

For example, as I have said, the nouns of most of the eleme
from an earlier tradition: vSwp, aitfg, dig, nip, dpyei havi
which goes beyond naturalism not only in the Presocratics.b
the cosmogonic tradition. Their origin is, nevertheless, roote
ural elements. From the physical world proceeds, as it ‘appea
new use of xdopog; dneipov was applied to physic, spati
before its meaning being extended. It is spatial and also denot
tility the use of Zvaviia by Pherecydes Syr.3 and by almost
Presocratics. These spatial meanings are made more abstract b

Then we have the temporal terms. Also from an earlier tr
come aidv, ypovog, which have acquired new and more speci:
meanings,’’) and diiog. The concept itself of dpy7 implies an
tant evolution. From Homer on we know the strictly temporal me
‘beginning’, and from it has to be derived the meaning “princi
Anaximander B 1 (the spatial and hierarchical meanings come fro
independent evolution in the Vth. cemury)

6} E.Loew, “Die Ausdricke ppovev und vosiv bei den Vorsokra
PHW 49, 11, 1929, pp.426-29 and 492-95; K. von Fritz, “ Nobg, ve& ;
Derivatives in Pre-Socratic Philosophy {excluding Anaxagoras)”, CPh4
223-42; B. Snell, " ®pbver - podvnowc”, Glotta 55, 1977, 34-64,

7} See A.Bernabé, quoted in note 1{) :
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must be added too yéveaig, which as I said before, has. enlarged
ase. On the contrary @boic has evolved from the meaning ‘birth’,
gin’ to the meaning _‘-_r'la-tur_e_’.- Lik'ewi—se,,-yiyvopm has evolved from
‘ense “to be born’ to the ‘méaning ‘becoming’ in opposition to
ing. There are always more abstract senses which go beyond the
re temporal meanings.

> 18, 0B IOL 1ant n the earlier literary tradition
has been refined for the benefit of ‘rational conceptualization. I
referring to the semantic field of necessity. A religious conception
< turned into the idea of natural Jaw. In the same way from the
smonplace uses of ovre, é6vra . 1n Homer to signify ‘that which
wuists and is true’ derives ‘the ‘Being’ in Xenophanes, Parmenides,
: ho, and Melissus. o

Within the realm of Man @l and Neirog acquire a cosmic value -
d the same happens to dixn, vépog, voig, A6yog, and even yuy#. All
s represents a great progress towards the unification of the human
d the natural, which is in turn connected to the divine.

Not so original is the fact that the intellectual and sensory opera-
ions expressed in various ways by aloddvouar, voéw, pooviw, Soxéw
and their corresponding nouns aiodno, vénua, vénol, ppdvia, §65a
e related to interior knowledge as much as to exterior knowledge.
e same happens with the adjectives applied to men having that
owledge. But there are new senses and new series of oppositions are
created now bringing out an advance in the Greek language.

We make some remarks about them, but a more thorough study is
eded. For example, aiofdvoua: referred to sensory perception ap-
ars only starting with Alemaeon (B 1a}, Pemocritus (B 11) and it
opposed to goovely, Siavosiotar, etc. Other times a new word is
piven a philosophical meaning. That is the case with Sapéw and
Sirfpeorg if it is true that only in the Presocratics is found for the first
time the new sense. :

1 have also indicated the presence in'the Presocratic texts of a series
of adjectives with the prefixes ¢- and abro- proceeding from the old
poetry. These adjectives produced, by analogy, growing series of new
adjectives connected with verbs, nouns and adverbs.

New termns

New terms are normally derivations from existing ones but incor-
orating a philosophical meaning. They are nouns derived from ad-
jectives, and verbs or adjectives derived from other words. A good
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example is 70 dneov, Anaximander’s principle. As T Was sa
adjective aneipwvis used in a spatial sense Or meaning * c(,uﬂ
Homer on. But it is only found in ‘the- phhosoph'
Empedocles, who uses a great number of poetlc: words
have opted for the substantivized use of dneog, which: 1s.
spatlal sense by Herodotus and Euripides and later by the P
" in spatial und numeric contexts. See, for instance, An; ag
énetpa noud mARFoS Hol opxpomTe: (there are similar: £Xam
A fragments of Anaxxmander Zeno, Leucippus and" Demo
- uéyedoc). .
Two operanons have taken place: a) to opt for the adje
-og; b) to transfer old uses of adjectives in -wv to the i
-o¢, This is explalned by the easiness with which a noun }l
was created merging both values. This is a systematic.ph
The Presocratics begin to develop substantivized uses like 9
wuyody (Pythag. B 1a, Anaxag. B 12, etc.). These will b
productive later on.in Physics, Philosophy, and Medicine,
ciple &nrspov is known from Anaximander (B 1), Pythagor
- ete. It is a new creation.
This is only an example of the Presocratics’ innovatio_n‘s
other nouns which appear now [or the {irst time, there ¥
(Anaxag. B 2, Democr. B 9, etc.), Swxipeoig (see above), §f§ﬁa
1.33, 4.2), vonoig {several B quotes from Diog. Apoll. an
quotes from Leucippus, etc.), vonue (Xenoph. B 23,2, Parm
Emp. B 105.3, etc.). o
In some other cases both the adjective and the noun appé__
first time in the Presocratics: dropog 1o dropov (i drouo
term). It is always the sense ‘indivisible’, “the indivisible’. _THe_
appears In Empedocles (A 43a) and the noun in the atomistp
phers. It is obviously a creation based on an easy derivat
téuve {(worked out by Empedocles). It is noteworthy that droy
cut’ is also possible. It appears at the same time in Sophocles: ;
They are no doubt parailel creations. There are also adjectival
tions already mentioned, like dvéiedpoc and adroxpatic

i

3. Lexical systems in the Presocratics

In the archaic period the archaxc lexical systems achieve |
completeness. Sometimes the completxon affects the whole’ la
some other times it affects only a particular genre and author,
has been demonstrated by Elvira Gangutia for the vocabulary’ I
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5 life and death and by myseif for the semantic field of love in
pph()
ere there are somie examples of: how old mcompiete lexical para-
s were filled in, ever though their perfectton would be attained
ly in later ages. We have, thus, the series afoddvoua: / aiotnor /
sonrog (and Iater wlodnmiglov, moﬁnmg, ato’&mxag) in connection
) n gpovéw and voéw. I said some-
ab0ve'about these systems. and:'thelr Huctuations in the philos-
fhers’ hands: ‘Alsé about negative adjectives hke avénrog, avaicdnrog
the A fragments. : :
The task to accomplish is the study of verbs, nouns, ad;ectlves and
verbs, or even several words from each class, in order to establish
e system of morphological derivations, symmetries, and asym-
stries. The position of these groups within broader semantic fields
st be also accounted for, as the systems may be comprehensive or
mply limited.
These systems and subsystems should be outlined by means of es-
blishing distributions and oppositions, as I did for Heraclitus. Note
at diverse words with the same stem face within a semantic field
ords with a different stem. Let us keep in mind here the list of
pposmg terms worked out by the Pythagoreans (two series related
ith mépac and 16 dneigov respectively) and the well known Heracli-
s oppositions. The system of oppositions is inherent to Greek
thought and continues developing in Plato and Aristotle.
Finally, this is the research project which I propose. This work
ould pave the way for the study of the later evolution of the Greek
philosophical vocabulary, in Socrates, Plato, Aristotle as well as in the
ellenistic philosophies and their heirs of later ages.




