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On the System of Substantive Clauses in Anecient Greek
A Functional Approach¥)

By Emirio Crespo, Madrid

1. Classical Greek has several formal devices to build subordinate
substantive clauses: 1. infinitive, 2. §7¢ or d¢ with a finite verb,?)
3. participle, 4. dnwg with a future, 5. w with a subjunctive, and
6. the so-called indirect questions. Those devices share one feature:
they provide an obligatory complementation to the governing verb.
Such a type of complementation is called obligatory or necessary
in the sense that it is required by the verbal lexeme previously
choosen by the speaker. That is, once the speaker has selected such
verbs asdpd, prut, xeAsvw, Sdvauar, Eyw, jyotuas or Aéyw, he is compelled
by the linguistic system to add a complementizer, unless it can be
inferred from the context or from the extra-linguistic environment.
Theoretically at least, such a complementizer may be expressed in
several ways: a noun-case, an adverb, or any of the above devices
to build substantive clauses; but, in any case, at least one of them
must be explicitly stated for the linguistic message to be sound and
intelligible. For instance, if we say what are you asking for?, what
must be seen as an obligatory complementation, because it must
be stated for the utterance to be full and complete; but if we take
1¢ 18 cold in winter, in winter only depends on the content the speaker
wishes to specify, and it needs not be stated for the intelligibility
of the sentence. The point I am trying to make is that, at the syn-
tactic level, two kinds of complementation must be distinguished :

*) I am deeply indebted to Prof. M.S. Ruipérez, who read two earlier
drafts of this paper and improved both the form and the contents with
his valuable suggestions. I have also benefited by several criticisms and
comments from my colleague Dr. J.L. Garefa-Ramén, who has been working
on the Greek infinitive for some time. I am also grateful to Michael C. White
for helping me with the English version. The remaining shortcomings are
of course only mine.

1) Other conjunctions such as 8, ofvexa, dPovvexa, and Siét: are also used
to introduce substantive clauses, although they are restricted to some
dialects or literary genres (cf. P. Monteil, 1963).
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the former—labelled as an obligatory one—is predictable once
some given verbs are selected for the message; the latter—labelled
as a free or optional expansion—is not predictable, and its presence
is only determined by the content the speaker wishes to put for-
ward.?)

Taking the identity of the syntactic value expressed by the
various kinds of complementizers as a starting point, my purpose
is to ascertain whether those formal devices (be they free or con-
ditioned by the governing verb) are empty of meaning, or rather,
if they make up a system of meaningful oppositions. That is to
say, which of the following possibilities of relationship between the
different formal procedures of building substantive clauses is valid ?

a) the formal devices are empty of meaning, and the speaker
(or writer) chooses one of them at random or according to a stylistic
preference. It is in this way that the shifts between infinitive and
dnws with a future governed by dei, foviedouar, oxond and so on,
are generally understood ;

b) the formal devices of complementizers are empty of meaning
but conditioned by the governing verb; if so, a fixed form of com-
plementizer is needed once the main verb is given. As a matter of
fact, there are many verbs which only allow one class of substantive
clauses;

¢) they are meaningful, but their form is conditioned by the
main verb; if so, the formal devices used to state substantive
clauses will be arranged according to the principle of complementary
distribution; in this case, both the meaning of the governing verb
and that of the substantive clause are to be understood as redun-
dant;

d) finally, all or some formal devices are distributed according
to free arrangement, and carry distinctive meanings. If it can be
shown that the choice of the substantive construction depends on
the wish to state distinctive and opposing meanings, it will be then
necessary to account for the fact that only one form of substantive
clauses is attested after many Greek verbs.

In this paper I shall pay special attention to the alternation be-
tween infinitive | §7¢ or d¢ with a finite verb. I shall not be con-
cerned with either the factors determining the choice between &z

*) It is beyond the scope of this paper to set up theoretical distinctions
between obligatory complements and peripheral elements; for a thorough
discussion, see Matthews (1981: 121ff.).
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or ¢ (cf. R. Neuberger-Donath, 1982), or with the origin and devel-
opment of the accusativus cum infinitivo.

The view I shall try to set out is that the formal devices used to
build substantive clauses are not synonymous; the speaker or writer
do make a choice between the various forms of substantive clauses
according to the meaning they wish to put forward. I shall ende-
avour to show that .- and d¢-clauses have some semantic restric-
tions which do not apply to infinitive clauses.

For this purpose, the apposite approach is a functional one based
on a combinatory analysis. Accordingly, in order to find out the
meaning carried by the infinitive and the &r:-/d¢-clauses, the fol-
lowing points should be taken account of:

a) the place the infinitive takes in the verbal paradigm in relation
to the finite verb;

b) the alternation between infinitive and &ri- or d¢-clauses de-
pending on the same verb, provided that some change of meaning
can be detected;

c) finally, in the light of the results arrived at, it will be necessary
to explain the absence of some classes of substantive clauses after
some given verbs.

2. Judging from the way the handbooks of Greek syntax deal
with substantive clauses, we are entitled to assume that the formal
devices are empty of meaning, conditioned by the main verb, and
distributed according to the principle of their complementarity.
Thus, it is said that

1) after verbs of willing (xededw, fovAouar), of being able to (dva-
pat, olds v eluf), of duty (dei, mpénet), and of happening (ocvufalve,
ovuninred), an infinitive is needed except for some instances we shall
refer to below;

2) the verbs of fearing (pofoiuat, 6édoixa) are constructed with
w1 and a subjunctive;

3) the verba sentiendi (dp®d, aloddvouar, dxobw) take as a rule a
participle or an §r:i-clause;

4) after the verba declarandi and dicendi (Aéyw, dyyéAiw) an bvi-|
we-clause, a participle or an infinitive can be used;

5) after the verba affectuum (yalow, aloydvouar) either a participle
or a clause introduced by 8z or d¢ is found;

6) and the verbs of intention or purpose (mewduat, ériusioduat)
usually take dnw¢ with a future or, sometimes, an infinitive.

ie®
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Therefore, the way the substantive clauses are dealt with leads
us to assume, at first sight at least, that the use of one or other
subordinating device only depends on the semantic class the main
verb belongs to. It is at most conceded that, if the form of the sub-
stantive clause has a meaning of its own, such a meaning is redun-
dant with regard to the one carried by the main verb. That the
meaning of dvi-/d¢-clauses and of the infinitive is tantamount is
argued by J. Humbert (1960: 183).

Such an approach has been taken to its utmost consequences in
Lightfoot’s discussion of complementation in Greek. According to
Lightfoot (1975),2) formal devices of complementation are synony-
mous in so far as they are empty of meaning; their distribution
arises from the so-called ‘lexical’ rules of the main verb. The only
exception are dnwg-clauses with a future, in which the verbal tense
adds a new semantic feature that is not available in the remaining
complementation devices. His view is based on the actual alter-
nations of complementation devices without change of meaning
after the same verb, on the historical changes of complementation
devices after some verbs, and on instances such as:

Hdt. VI 63,2 xal tic ol Taw oixetéwy . . . 8fayyélier & of mais yé-
yove. — 65,3 tdte Gte oi ébrjyyeide 6 oixérne maida yeyovévar. — 69,4
dre abtd ov nyyéAdys yeyevnuévos.

Thuc. VIII 78 oi . .. orpanidrar . .. diefdwy dg . .. pdelperar Ta
mpdypata . . ." wov & ad Tiooapéovny tdc te vais Tadrag ob xoullew, xal
To0o@NY 671 0V Evveydic 088’ Evreli] Sibods xaxol TO vavTixdy.

But there is also evidence of differences in meaning between §ri-
clauses and infinitive after a governing verbum declarandi as it is
seen for instance in: P 654 dvpvvov & Ayidiji dalpoov Sdocoy idvra |
einety 6vu 0d of oA pilrarog dAed Eraipog. — o 715 GAda uéy’ eic 8
xe ddga péowy Emdipoia Yelw | xald, ov 8 dpdaluoiow dyg, eimw 8¢
yovaikl | Oeimvov évi ueydpows Tetvxely dhig &vdov Edvra.

To get rid of the evidence, Lightfoot assumes that we must
reckon with the existence of a pair of homonymous verbs both for
Aéyw and GyyéAdw, and so on: the first element of each pair would
mean ‘to state,” ‘to utter,” and the second one ‘to order,” ‘to com-
mand.’ It goes without saying that such an ad hoc assumption is
open to objection. On the contrary, it can be seen that the infinitive
construction transforms an impressive utterance into a subordinated

?) Lightfoot follows the method and accepts the results arrived at by
R.T. Lakoff (1968) in his book on Latin complementation.
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clause, whereas éri-clauses are used whenever a declarative utter-
ance or sentence is to be converted into a subordinate clause. Our
hypothesis is more economical and, therefore, must be preferred
from the very point of view of transformational procedures. Light-
foot’s assumption would lead to the multiplication of lexical entries
in the lexicon. However, as we can see, a single syntactic rule allows
us to simplify quite a large amount of lexical data.

3. Moreover, some complementation devices can be asserted as
having meanings of their own. Thus, Kithner-Gerth (II 1, p. 48,
§ 481.1) account for the choice between participle-clauses and in-
finitive with the following words: ‘“Wéihrend der Infinitiv etwas
ausspricht, was erst mit dem regierenden Verb eintritt, bezeichnet
das Partizip etwas, was zugleich mit dem regierenden Verb da ist.”
In the like way, according to G. de Boel (1980: 295), participle-
clauses are only used ‘“with an existential presupposition.”

As for the meaning expressed, the indirect questions are also used
in opposition with the remaining complementation devices.

Substantive clauses with ézwg and a future are generally regarded
as conditioned by the governing verb. However, the evidence from
the classical Attic, as assembled by S. Amigues (1977), shows that
such a formal device is usual after those classes of verbs which more
or less frequently take the infinitive. Thus, dnw¢ with a future as a
substantive clause is found after:

— verbs of thinking or of opinion: Boviedeodat, diavocioPar, év-
Pvuciodar, oxonelv, oxénmreodar, EAnilew, émifovievew, poovrilew,
Tneely, mEovoely, mpocéyew.

— verbs of willing: uélew, mewdodor, puidrrew, neidew, airedy,
detodat, xwldew, nagaxeledeadar, auelety, amovddalew.

— verbs of ability: mowiv, nodrrew, doxeiv.

— verbs of duty: dei.

— verba sentiendi: 6pdv, PAénew, adgeiv.

— verbs of fearing: goficiodau.

The evidence suggests that dmwg with a future as a substantive
clause is only a paradigmatic variant of the infinitive, and that the
difference between them lies in the fact that drwe + future includes
the semantic feature of future tense, which fails to be expressed in
most cases by the infinitive. Particularly outstanding with regard
to the relation of both constructions are the verbs of willing (Bod-
Aopat, xedevw) and of duty (dei); they have a semantic constraint
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(cf. A. M. Bolkestein, 1976), according to which the very semantic
content they bear prevents the governed verb from being related to
the past; on the contrary, it is usually related to the future. None
the less, those verbs are not allowed to take an infinitive of future,
some exceptions left aside (cf. Schwyzer-Debrunner, 293f.; as to
uéMw, cf. Basset, 1979). Therefore, it can be assumed that dnewg
with a future specifies the tense of the governed verb, which usually
remains unexpressed by the infinitive but is semantically condition-
ed by the main verb.

To sum up, the existence of meaningful oppositions expressed by
at least some subordinate constructions leads us to state that the
infinitive and &7:-[w¢-clauses are not synonymous variants (either
free or in complementary distribution), but elements belonging to
the system of meaningful oppositions used for the expression of sub-
stantive clauses.

4. This is the view held by H. Fournier (1946), H. Kurzov4 (1968,
1970) and, recently, by G. de Boel (1980). According to Fournier
(1946: 174), “la complétive formule donc, avec v des faits positifs
et controlables, avec ¢ des faits interprétés par le sujet, avec
Yinfinitif la croyance du sujet — syncére ou feinte — au fait énoncé.
Fait déclaré, fait allégué, fait admis, telles sont les nuances des trois
types complétifs.” H. Kurzové distinguishes two semantic values
in the infinitive of the classical age: on the one hand, the ‘“dynamic”
infinitive, which is not concerned with the expression of the actually
existing state of affairs (xcdevder iévar), and which is not far from the
ancient infinitive of purpose and result ; on the other hand, the decla-
rative or referential infinitive, which states a subjective meaning
and is therefore the marked form, whereas clauses introduced by
d7u or ¢ are the unmarked form in so far as they are a pure trans-
formation of a main sentence into a governed one. Leaving aside
the development assumed from the IE infinitive, we must emphasize
that the infinitive is also used as a substantive clause indicating the
reality of the action expressed. Let one example suffice: Hdt. VIII
50,1 vaira v@v ano Iledomovwijoov otparnydv émideyouévar éAnibdee
dvije Adnpvaios Gyyéiiwy fixew tov Bdofagor & iy Attuay xal mapa
ndoay mugrmolécodai. The evidence suggests that the infinitive can
express objective actions which are referred to the actual state of
affairs.

Recently, the opposition between infinitive and 8¢ or d¢-clauses
has been explained by G. de Boel (1980: 293) as follows: “never

Copyright (¢) 2007 ProQuest LLC
Copyright (¢) Vandenhoek und Ruprecht



Crespo, E., On the System of Substantive Clausesin Ancient Greek , Glotta, 62 (1984) p.1

On the System of Substantive Clauses in Ancient Greek 7

does the infinitive presuppose an actually existing state of affairs.”
“We have found two general classes of complementizers: on the one
hand, dr:i/i¢c and the participle are used whenever there is an exi-
stential presupposition ... On the other hand, the infinitive and
the Acl [i.e. accusativus cum infinitivo] are used whenever there
is no existential presupposition’ (1980: 300). While acknowledging
the adequacy of such an approach, it is still necessary to merge the
theory of substantive clauses into the theory of the verbal catego-
ries and of the sentence functions.

5. As it was said above, we shall consider (a) the place of the in-
finitive in the verbal paradigm, (b) the alternations between infini-
tive and 87¢-[i¢-clauses after the same verb, and (c) the ground why
some complementizers types do not exist after some verbs.

5.1. It is well known that the IE infinitive is a verbal noun which
progressively acquired the grammatical categories of the finite verb.
Nonetheless such a development did not reach its end in the sense
that, besides its indifference as to person and number, infinitives
are sometimes neutral with regard to diathesis (cf. Schwyzer, I 805,
809) and grammatical tense (cf. Schwyzer-Debrunner, 296f.). All
this prompts us to suppose that 67:-/d¢-clauses, since they are ex-
pressed by means of a finite verb, must have a more restricted mean-
ing than the infinitive, because the latter lacks some verbal cate-
gories.

Instances of 8r¢ or ¢ followed by an infinitive do support the
view that the infinitive is something like the rest-form —that is to
say the unmarked form to build a substantive clause whenever the
construction started by has been forgotten, or whenever the con-
junction—no matter for what reason—fails to receive a finite verb
(cf. Kithner-Gerth, II 2, p. 357, § 550.3): Xen., Cyr. I1 4,15 dxodw
81t xai ovvdnoevtds Tivas Ty maldwy oot yevéodar adtos. — Isaeus,
VI 10 mpoodiaucuagtionxey o¢ viov elvar yvijgiov . . . tobror.

But what turns out to be conclusive in order to ascertain the
relation between §7i-/d¢-clauses and the infinitive is this: from a
functional point of view, the infinitive is used in messages belonging
both to the assertive function of the language and to the impressive
one, whereas the indicative is only attested in utterances belonging
to the assertive function. By saying that a sentence belongs to the
impressive function, I mean that the sentence referred to is uttered
to report an order, command or prohibition; therefore, it is not
defined as to the logical truth value. The forms taken by the verb
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in such sentences are the imperative, the optative (without d»), the
subjunctive (without d» too) or the infinitive. On the other hand,
a sentence belonging to the assertive function states the truth value
of the proposition (real, unreal, potential, prospective); the verbal
forms of such utterances are different. Impressive function is not
concerned with the moods distinguished in the declarative function
of the communication. Therefore, the term ‘mood,” as used in the
grammatical tradition, conveys different meanings, and refers to the
functions of the language and to how the assertion is made. That
is why those two classes of ‘moods’ must be taken separately. Ac-
cordingly, for the sake of convenience, I shall call the modal distinc-
tions which state the truth value of the message ‘moods,” and the
differences depending on the functional purpose of the language
‘modalities.’

As to the main sentences, the infinitive appears to be used in the
impressive modality. Infinitive in the sense of imperative is attested
in instances such as (cf. Schwyzer-Debrunner, 380f.): E 261 o0 6¢
T0¥00e pudy dxéas Inmovs | adrod dpvxaxéew. Impressive modality is
also seen in the accusativus cum infinitivo reporting a wish (cf.
Schwyzer-Debrunner, 382f.): H 179 Zet ndvep, 4 Alavra Aayeiv #
Tvdéog vidv. — o 354 Zet dva, TnAéuaydy uo év avdodow 8ABiov elvas, |
xal of mdvra yévorto Soa gpeaiy fjor uevowi. None the less the indica-
tive is not attested in sentences entailing impressive modality. The
only examples of indicativus pro imperativo are found in the future
(cf. Schwyzer-Debrunner, 291): Plat. Prot., 338a &¢ ody moujoete xal
neideadé por. — D 60 GAL dye 61) xail dovpds axwxijc fuetégoto | yevoe-
Tai. About the above examples, it is to be pointed out that the
future (with énwg) is the only indicative form the infinitive alter-
nates with to build a substantive clause (§ 3). Furthermore the
future exhibits a set of semantic features which are shared by the
moods and are foreign to the indicative.)

In the subordination, the semantic content of the impressive
modality is expressed by the infinitive governed by such verbs as
neAedw, aitd, Oei, Emdvud, davayxdlw, mapaxededouat, yotj, xwiiw,
PodAopar, &dédw, modd, edyopar, Gk, omovddlw, onevdw, Enclyouar,
doéyouat, dixard, yAiyouar, {ntd, mpodvuoiuar, émiyeio®d, mepduar,
peretd, Boviedopar, émifovleiw. The above verbs take a substantive
clause consisting of an infinitive or drws + future (the single indi-
cative tense susceptible of appearing in a sentence of the impressive

‘) The impressive function expressed by the future is perhaps derived
from the context and not grammatically stated.
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function), but never an 6ri-/w¢-clause. The rule can only be ex-
plained once it is taken into account that the indicative is not used
in sentences belonging to the impressive modality.

Furthermore, the subordinated infinitive is also used in sentences
of the declarative modality, when it is governed by such verbs as
vouilw, ovuPalver, yryvdoxw, jyotuas and the like. Therefore, whereas
the indicative (with the single exception of the future) is only used
in the assertive function, the infinitive is indifferent as to the ex-
pression of the modality. That is why it is found both in the asser-
tive and the impressive sentences.

5.2. A survey of instances in which both kinds of substantive
clauses can be used after the same verb leads us to the conclusion
previously referred to: infinitives can occur in the impressive and
declarative modalities, but indicatives are only found reporting de-
clarative sentences. The infinitive transforms an impressive message
into subordination, whereas the indicative after §7¢/d¢ reports a
declarative sentence in indirect speech: Thuec., VIII 19,2 xai éA-
dovone mapa Xalxidéws dyyelias adrolis droniety mdAw, xal 8vi Audeyns
nagéatat xata yijy orparid, Endevoay &g Awg iegdv. On the other hand,
the assertive value of the infinitive is often attested ; as a matter of
fact, coordination of an infinitive with &z:-/d¢-clauses is often found
(cf. Kiihner-Gerth, II 2, p. 35, § 550.2): Thue., III 25,1 xai éleye
T0ic Pokdgots 8ti é0foli] Te dua & Ty Attiniy EoTar xai Tegoagdxovra
vijec magéagovrar dg Edet Bondijoar avrois, mpoaromeupdival te adrog Tov-
Ty Evexa xal dua Tdv GAAwv émpelnoduevoc. No difference in meaning
can be detected between both substantive clauses in the above ex-
ample; neither is the infinitive more ‘subjective’ than the ér:-clause.
Let us see some other instances. The infinitive reporting an impres-
sive message in indirect speech is usually found after elmov from
Homer onwards: a 37 &nei mgd oi elmouey fucis | Eouetay méupavres,
éboxomov Apyeipdvrn, [ uit’ adrov xrelvew wire uvdasdar dxottw. —
P 433 d¢ Epar’, Aprjtn 6¢ uera duwijow Eeumey | dupt mvpl orijoar Tolno-
ba péyav 8rvi vdyiora. There are also three instances in Homer
(N 666f., 2 9ff., 22 113) of assertive infinitive governed by elnov, as
well as some others in which &7:-/d¢-clauses report an assertive
message in indirect speech (P 411, 655, n 131, P 642, X 439, y 373,
o 158).

Curiously enough, LSJ s.v. mgopwvéw postulate a second meaning
‘order beforehand’ or ‘before all’ besides ‘utter, declare beforehand,’
in order to account for Soph., Ai. 1089 xal cot mpopwyd Tovde w7
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ddnreww and Eur., Hipp. 956; El. 685, with an infinitive too. No
doubt, the meaning ‘order’ does not lie in the main verb, but in
the form of the subordinated clause.

5.3. In the light of the conclusions reached so far there is now
the possibility of accounting for the absence of 67:-/¢-clauses after
such verbs as xededw, altd, magaxeiedouar. As it is well known, verbs
of willing (BovAouar, émiyeio®d, d&id, omovddlw), of being able to
(Govapar, olde T° eiul), of duty (dei, mpénet, y01) never take substan-
tive clauses with d7¢/d¢ and a finite verb. The reason is clear: the
dependent clause is always a transformation of an impressive utter-
ance into a subordinate clause. On the other hand, among the se-
mantic set of verbs which usually take an infinitive, verbs of think-
ing (voullw, dmodaufdvw, oluat) and of saying are the only subset
capable of governing an dz:-/d¢-clause. As to the verbs of thinking,
the modality of the depending sentence is assertive; that is why
they can take both subordinate constructions. As to the verba di-
cends, it was suggested above that their substantive clauses with
éte/ds and a finite verb belong to the assertive function of the lan-
guage, whereas those expressed by means of infinitive report in
indirect speech messages belonging to the assertive as well as to
the impressive modalities. To sum up, infinitives report both im-
pressive and declarative messages by means of subordination;
dti-|ig-clauses are only found when declarative messages are re-
ported. '

6. It still remains to try to explain the fact that the infinitive is
the usual device to build substantive clauses after verbs of thinking,
and the occasional one after verba dicendi and sentiendi. As a matter
of fact, those semantic classes of verbs are always (or may be) used
to report messages connected with the assertive modality. Why are
then d7i-/dc-clauses so scarcely attested after syoiuar, doxei, diavo-
otuar and the like (cf.Kiihner-Gerth, IT 2, p. 356, § 550.1), instead
of being their regular construction or, at least, the most frequent
one? It is true that the infinitive cannot be regarded as being against
the rule, since it is the unmarked form as far as the modality of the
sentence is concerned ; but the scarcity of §vi-[d¢-clauses along with
those semantic classes of verbs is surprising. Therefore, the evidence
compels us to make an inquiry into the function of the infinitive
as a formal device to build substantive clauses reporting a message
of assertive modality. In order to account for the evidence the
following points should be made.
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6.1. Utterances belonging to the impressive modality are not
concerned with the truth value; in the sense pointed out above
they lack grammatical mood, because what we call ‘mood’ is only
referred to the means of indicating the attitude of the speaker to-
wards his statement. Thus no mood is expressed by the infinitive,
at least when used in an impressive context. The above leads us to
suppose that, in order to avoid the assumption that the infinitive
has two meanings (with and without mood, depending on whether
the governing verb refers to an assertive or an impressive message),
infinitives governed by verbs of thinking, sentiendi and dicendi do
not express grammatical mood either. If this suggestion is right,
we are led to assume that the infinitive has nothing to do with the
way the speaker relates his message to the actual state of affairs.
I shall henceforth try to find support for this assumption.

6.2. Historical reasons favour the view that the infinitive lacks
modal expression; in fact, historical grammar deals separately with
finite and non-finite verbs (so Schwyzer-Debrunner, 302f.). But
what in this paper deserves our attention is the synchronic point of
view.

The recurrence of infinitives with d» seems to run against the
hypothesis I am arguing for. As early as in Homer there is one?)
instance of infinitive with dv: I 684 xai & dv Toic dAdotoww Epn maga-
uvjcacda | oixad’ dmomAeiewy, which reports the direct speech of
1417 xai & &v toic dAAotow éyd magauvdnoaiuny | oixad dmonlelew.
From Homer onwards infinitives with & become more frequent (cf.
Kiihner-Gerth, II 2, p. 240f., § 398.1). Nonetheless, it is worth no-
ticing that the ability of the infinitive to be joined to d» does not
mean that infinitives without d&» convey modal meanings. Likewise,
participles and even adjectives have sometimes taken d» from the
V century B.C. onwards, but neither does it mean that as a rule
adjectives without d» indicate modal meanings. The particle &
causes infinitives to have a modal sense; if dv is not added, infini-
tives are not concerned with the meanings involved in modal cate-
gories; accordingly, they will be real, prospective, potential or un-
real depending on the context. It is the established analogy between
the indicative as used for the direct report of statements and the
infinitive of the corresponding subordination (indirect report) that
has given rise to the belief that the infinitive without d» indicates
modal reality; but there is no morpheme by means of which the

§) P. Chantraine (1953: 311) also discusses X 108ff. and rejects its validity.
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infinitive is referred to the actually existing state of affairs. Just
as the unreal mood of the infinitive in instances such as &je: o¢
8dety, or W 546 GAL dpelev adavarolow edyeodar depends on the
context (particularly on the verbal tense), in the same way the real
mood of the infinitive results from the whole of the sentence, not
from the infinitive form.

Infinitive with d» explicitly expresses non-real mood; infinitive
without d» may correspond to any grammatical mood whatever.
Hence it can be understood as unreal: Thuc., I 38,5 xaidv & ¥,
el xal fjuagrdvousy, toiode uév elfar v fuetéoq doyij;

potential: Thuc. IV 24,4 &i yap xgarioeiay 16 vavrixd, 16 Priyiov
fiAmilov melfj ve xal vavoly époguotvre; gadiwg yepdoaodar, xai 7oy
opdy ioyvead ta modyuate yiyveodas (cf. Gomme, ad loc.). yeipdocodar
CEG, -oeoda: ABFM, but see ylyveodac.

prospective: Thuc., VI 49,1-2 Aduayoc 8¢ dvvixpve dpn yoivas
nAEW . . . T0 ydo mEdTOY Ay oTedTevua SewdTaroy elvar: v Oé ypovion
moly &c Syw ey, T yvduy dvadagoodvras dvdedmovs xal Tij Sypes
xatapoovely pdAlov. aipvidior 6¢ 7y mpooméowow, Ews &vi mepideeis
npoodéyovrar, udior v opeic megryevéodar xal ndvra &y adrode dxpo-

Biica . . .

The parallel wording of the sentence—with the only exception
that the former infinitive lacks the & stated before the latter —is
striking.

We must emphasize that instances of this sort are far from being
scarcely attested; on the contrary, a great deal of examples are
gathered in Kiihner-Gerth, II 1, p. 195fF. Let it suffice to quote a
few:Xen.,Cyr., VI 1,19 teiyog, fiv mrpépmaw of abuuayor, teyicacda
¢pacay.t) — Hdt., VIII 86 8d6xeé ve Exaoroc fwvtdy derjoacdar Baai-
Aéa.) — Thuc., II 8,2 xai &vduicar Emdéuevor gadlws xparioar (xpa-
tijoew Aeneas Tacticus). According to the rule proposed by Madvig
a long time ago, the textus receptus is usually emended, and the
aorist infinitive is replaced by the future; sometimes the particle
dv is added, as, for example, in Thuc., VI 24, 1 vouilwy todc Adnral-
ovg T nhifder Tiw moayudrwy 1) drotebyew 7, el dvayxdlotro arpares-
eodat, pdhiot’ (dv) ofrws dopalds éxnietoar. — Thuc., ITT 24,1 voul-
Covreg Tjxiora opds abrodg dmotomfjoar Toanéodar (Madvig fxior” (@v)).
Once the rule is taken for granted, since metre makes poetic texts
more difficult to alter than those written in prose, the assumption

*) Emended into reiyiciofas in the Oxford text by Marchant.
7) Other readings are dyjceodar, dypjoacdar.
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is made that metrical convenience explains the absence of &v (cf.
e.g. Aesch., Prom. 663ff.; Soph., El. 443; Trach. 1160; Eur., Or.
1527).8) Nonetheless, in the light of the above said, there is no
reason to emend the lextus receptus.

6.3. The analogy found in the constructions of the consecutive
clauses is enlightening. As it is well known, dore + infinitive indi-
cates not only the actual result of the action referred to by the
main verb, as dote + indicative, but also consequences in which
nothing is said about their relation to the actual state of affairs (cf.
Schwyzer-Debrunner, 677f.). That means that the infinitive indi-
cates no mood whatsoever; it is the context what makes it clear
how the action expressed by the infinitive is related to the actually
existing state of affairs. For the rest, the infinitive with d is used
in the same way, and it is the modal particle that explicitly specifies
the non-real meaning. The analogy with the infinitive as used in
substantive clauses is striking.

6.4. The opposition between infinitive and participle-clauses after
a large group of verbs must be regarded as a consequence from the
meaning conveyed by each form. Thus, yyyvdoxw is said to mean
‘to know’ when it governs a participle-clause, but sudicare, existi-
mare when constructed with infinitive. Analogous distinctions are
established for do®, mvvddvouar, aicddvouar, ocvyyryvioxw, olda,
éniorauar, vouilw, pavddvw, uyvijoxopat, éntlavddvouar, Aoyiloua,
paivouai, detxvvur, dropaivew, dnAd, duoloyd, mowd, xadilw, xadiora-
pa, aloydvouat, aidoduar, doxd, ixavds eiul, avéyopar, dmouévw, TOAuD,
negLopd, dgyouar and many others (cf. Kithner-Gerth, II 2, p. 68ff.,
§ 484). It is also said that Zouxe with a participle should be trans-
lated ‘erscheinen,” and with an infinitive ‘scheinen’; dxodw is said
to mean ‘‘c. gen. et part. von einer unmittelbaren, c. acc. el part.
von einer zwar nur mittelbaren, aber sicheren und begriindeten
Wahrnehmung; ¢. inf. von einer nur als Geriicht (durch Horen-
sagen) iibermittelten Kunde.” As for dyyéidw, it is said to mean
“c. part. als Tatsache melden; c. inf. geriichtweise melden.”

Such differences in meaning (if they actually exist and are every-
where liable to verification) cannot derive from the main verb, but
from the form taken by the substantive clause. Therefore, the se-

8) The instances found in Thucydides, as assembled by Classen-Steup
(s»Anhang®, IT p. 287ff.), are: II1 24,1; IV 13,1; 24, 4; 28,5; 36,1; 52,3;
80,1; VI24,1; 24,3; VII 21,2; VIII 5,5. The Budé text by J. de Romilly
generally prefers the textus receptus, against Stuart Jones’ Oxford edition.
A few further examples can be found in A. Ruiz de Elvira (1970).
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mantic features arising from the form taken by the substantive
clause can be regarded as the result of the following syntactic rule:
participle-clauses state reality in a positive way, whereas infinitives
are not provided with the meanings expressed by modal inflection;
that is why it can be actualized as subjective, real, potential or
unreal.

6.5. The verbs which give rise to a subordinated declarative sen-
tence and are always or often constructed with an infinitive are the
verba sentiends, dicendi and cogitandi. It is precisely by means of
those verbs that the sentences which logicians call opaque messages
are formed. As G. Calboli (1978: 206ff.) has pointed out, there is
a close relation between the infinitive being governed by such verbs
and the opacity of their message. It is beyond the scope of the
present paper to look closely into the semantic features of the opa-
que messages; but what is worth pointing out is that sentences
governed by such verbs are ambigous. They seem to be true in two
different ways.

The peculiar semantic features of the classes of verbs which entail
the opacity of their content is reflected by the formal device Greek
language prefers to state their substantive clauses: the infinitive,
by means of which the speaker does not state his attitude towards
the assertion. Or:-|d¢-clauses, since they use a finite verb, indicate
the mood of the governed clause; on the other hand, infinitives
without modal particle lack the meanings conveyed by modal in-
flection.

7. The conclusions we have reached so far can be summarized
as follows:

a) it was necessary to set up a distinction between modality of
the sentence and mood of the verb; my claim is that by ‘modal in-
flection’ two facts of a different kind are meant: the function the
sentence fulfills as an act of communication (assertive or impressive),
and the way the speaker relates his statement to the actually exist-
ing state of affairs (real, unreal, potential, prospective). Modality
is a matter of every kind of messages; mood or truth value is a
matter only of the assertive modality. Since impressive modality
indicates no truth value, it is not concerned with modal meanings;

b) substantive clauses expressed by means of infinitive can be
governed both by verbs which transform a declarative statement
into subordination and by verbs reporting an impressive message;
on the contrary, &vi-/d¢-clauses with a finite verb are only used in
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sentences belonging to the assertive function of the language. Onwg
with a future is a variant form alternating with infinitive; it speci-
fies the future tense which is implied by the infinitive after the verbs
of willing;

c) a8 to the assertive modality, the attitude of the speaker towards
his statement is not expressed in the infinitive; it is the single con-
text that conveys the mood by which the verbal action is related
to the world. Infinitives with d» specify non-real mood, while &z:-/
awg-clauses, in so far as they are stated by means of a finite verb,
specify the mood.

To sum up, the infinitive is the modal neutral form for the ex-
pression of substantive clauses.
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The purpose of this paper is to ascertain the meaningful oppositions
between the formal devices as used to construct substantives clauses in
Ancient Greek. A functional approach is regarded as the apposite method;
thus the evidence adduced is based on a) the place of the infinitive in the
verbal paradigm; b) the alternation between infinitive and 67i-/d¢- clauses
after the same verb; ¢) the ground why some classes of substantive clauses
are not attested along with some verbs. On the basis of the above criteria,
it is suggested that the infinitive is the modal neutral form for the expression
of substantive clauses; accordingly, infinitives are not provided with the
meanings carried by modal inflection.

On Hendiadys in Greek

By Davip Sansong, Urbana

If one wishes to consult the standard discussion of the figure
hendiadys in Greek, one is surprised to learn that such does not
exist. While hendiadys in Latin has received extensive treatment,?)
the figure is ignored in the Greek grammars of Kiihner-Gerth,
Schwyzer and Gildersleeve.?) I cannot account for this omission in

1) Kithner-Stegmann, Gramm. d. lat.- Sprache: Satzlehre II, 31955, 26-7
and 578; Leumann - Hofmann-Szantyr, Lat. Gramm. II, 1965, 782-3 with
full bibliography.

%) T have confirmed the fact that hendiadys is not treated in these gram-
mars by checking all the instances of hendiadys that I have identified below
in W.M. Calder III, Index Locorum zu Kihner-Gerth, Darmstadt 1965;
E. Schwyzer, Gr. Gramm. IV: Stellenregister, Munich 1971 ; P. Stork, Index
of Passages Cited, in: B.L. Gildersleeve, Syntax of Classical Greek, 2Gronin-
gen 1980. I have also checked K.H. Lee, Index of Passages Cited in W.
Breitenbach, Untersuchungen z. Sprache d. eurip. Lyrik, Amsterdam 1979,
and A. Kessels, Stellenregister zu E. Bruhn, Anhang zu Sophokles, Utrecht
1977. Hendiadys in Greek is recognized by H. W. Smyth, A Greek Grammar,
New York 1920, § 3025 and J.D. Denniston, Greek Prose Style, Oxford
1952, 35-6 and 62-3, but these discussions are very limited, and the fullest
treatment is still that of Lobeck, in his note on Soph. Aj. 145. Grammars of
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