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Part 1B – Syntax 

 
 
Essay: Analyse the syntactic structure of both of the following sentences:  
 
(1) νεανίσκος δέ τις παρόντων ἐννοήσας εἶπεν ὡς οὐκ ἀκόλουθα εἴη τό τε ἐπιθήσεσθαι καὶ τὸ λύσειν 
τὴν γἐφυραν.  

XENOPHON Anabasis 
 

A young man who was present, however, fell to thinking and then said that the two stories, 
that they intended to attack and that they intended to destroy the bridge, were not 

consistent.  
 
(2) cum uterque utrimque exisset exercitus, in conspectus fereque e regione castris castra ponebant 
dispositis exploratoribus, necubi effecto ponte Romani copias traducerent.  

CAESAR De bello Gallico 
 

When the two armies had drawn apart, they proceeded to pitch camp in sight of one 
another and almost opposite, with the enemy's scouts posted about to prevent the Romans 

from constructing a bridge and effecting a passage.  
 
Reading:  
P. H. Matthews (1982) Syntax (esp. chapters 4-6).  
R. D. van Valin (2001) An Introduction to Syntax (esp. chapters 3-4).  
G. Horrocks (2011) ‘Latin Syntax’ in J. Clackson (ed.) A Companion to the Latin Language: 118-143. 
R. Oniga and N. Schifano (2014) Latin: A Linguistic Introduction (chapter 18-19). 
 
You do not need to write an ‘essay’ – instead, draw a constituency and/or dependency diagram of 
the sentences. You should add plenty of notes on another page to explain your decisions and any 
areas of difficulty. You may wish to use http://ironcreek.net/phpsyntaxtree/ to help you to 
experiment with different trees. N.B. You must know what constituency and dependency are. 
 
Email essays to me by 5pm the day before the supervision – or if you prefer, put your work through 
the post slot next to the front door of Finella (but please email me to tell me that you have done 
this). Please get in touch if you have any questions. 

http://ironcreek.net/phpsyntaxtree/

