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Potential and Contrary-To-Fact Conditionals in
Classical Greek*)

By G.C. WakKkER, Amsterdam

Summary: In classical Greek the modal categories of possibility and impossi-
bility seem at first sight strictly distinct: optative inflection is used in potential
conditions?) (the speaker presents fulfilment of the condition as possible, and no
more than that). Secondary indicatives are used in contrary-to-fact conditions
(the speaker presents fulfilment of the condition as impossible).

Nevertheless, the following questions arise:

1. Both potential and contrary-to-fact conditions referring to the present
occur in contexts where they are contrasted with factual situations. What deter-
mines the choice between them?

2. What determines the choice of the tense of the secondary indicative in con-
trary-to-fact conditions?

0. Introduction

Traditionally, in general linguistic or language-specific literature,
the following grammatical criteria are used to roughly divide condi-
tionals into two categories. The first category consists of condition-
als with an indicative, the so-called open or neutral conditions: the
speaker gives no indication concerning the likelihood of fulfilment
of the condition, e.g. English ‘If it is raining I shall stay at home’. In
the other group of conditionals an indication concerning the likeli-
hood of fulfilment is given: the speaker considers fulfilment quite
possible, possible and no more than that (the so-called potential con-
dition) or impossible (the so-called contrary-to-fact condition).
Means other than the indicative are used: in languages with a full
subjunctive inflection (or whatever other name it may have) the val-
ues ‘possible’ and ‘impossible’ are usually connected with these ver-
bal forms, as in Latin and German. In languages in which ‘subjunc-
tive’ inflection is lacking, modal past and modal past perfect are

*) This article is an extensive version of a paper read at a colloquium on
Functional Grammar in Amsterdam, June 1985. My thanks are due to Dr. N.v.
d.Ben, Dr. A. Rijksbaron, Prof. Dr. C.J. Ruijgh and Hotze Mulder for their com-
ments on an earlier version. Moreover, Hotze Mulder corrected the English text.

1) I shall use the following terms and definitions: conditional period: (the
whole of) a - conditional - subordinate clause and main clause: protasis and
apodosis; conditional = conditional clause: protasis of a conditional period;
condition: the stipulation, terms or hypothesis expressed in the protasis of a con-
ditional period.
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often used, as in English and Dutch, e.g. ‘If it were raining, I would
stay at home’ and ‘If it had been raining, I would have stayed at
home’. In classical Greek the system of these conditionals is even
more elaborate than that described above because of the existence of
three basically opposed formal categories: (i) conditional clauses
with subjunctive (‘prospective subjunctive’),?) indicating that the
speaker presents fulfilment of the condition as quite possible; (ii)
conditionals with optative (‘potential condition’) indicating that the
speaker presents fulfilment of the condition as possible and no more
than that; (iii) conditionals with secondary indicative (‘contrary-to-
fact conditions’ with reference to the present, especially in the case
of a secondary present indicative or a secondary perfect indicative,
or with reference to the past, especially in the case of an aorist indic-
ative) indicating that the speaker presents fulfilment of the condition
as impossible (lost possibility).%)

This article deals with two problems posed in classical Greek by
the group of conditionals in which some indication is given as to the
likelihood of fulfilment, focusing on potential and contrary-to-fact
conditionals.

L First problem: the choice between potential condition and contrary-
to-fact condition with present reference

L 1. Introductory remarks

Generally speaking, the choice between potential conditions and
contrary-to-fact conditions with present reference would seem to
depend primarily on the view of the speaker concerning the fulfil-
ment of the condition. It should be noted, however, that both types
of conditional may occur in contexts where they are afterwards con-
trasted with factual situations, often marked by expressions like
dAda viv or viv O€.*) e.g.

2) For the terminology and the distinctions used here cp. Ruijgh (1971: esp.
227-302) and Rijksbaron (1980, 1984).

%) The definition ‘lost possibility’ seems to be a better characterisation of the
contrary-to-fact condition than simply ‘impossibility’. A sentence like ‘If he had
come, he would have told us everything’ can only be used if there was a moment
in the past at which a future realisation was still possible, so at which ‘if he
comes, he will tell us everything’ could still become true. Basset (1979: 147, 177)
speaks of a combination of a prospective and a retrospective vision.

4) In these cases the meaning of viv is not strictly temporal (‘now’, ‘at this
moment’), but more metaphorical (‘now’, ‘in actuality/reality’).
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(1) (ras oVpag paxpds) tas € 1ic Enein opL Enéixery, Elxea Gv
&owev ... viv &’ drag Tis 1@V mowévev éniotartar EvAogyéey &
1000010V duatidas yap molEDVTES Umodéovol avtds Tfjot
ovpfiot ... (‘if one were to allow them [= the sheep] to trail
these [sc. long tails] behind them, they would have wounds. In
reality, however, every shepherd knows enough about carpen-
try to make little carts and fix them under the tails’, Hdt.
3,113,1)

(2) ... VDV &l pOPEQOV T EVvwOduEVY, TdV GV 00t IPOEPEALouEY. VOV
O¢ ... avroi 1€ Sapoéouev xai ool Erepa TOIXDTA TAPAHEAEVO-
ueda (‘if we saw any danger in the present situation we would
tell you without reserve. But now we are confident ourselves
and advise you to adopt a similar attitude’, Hdt. 1,120,6)

Apparently, then, these two constructions are semantically highly
similar. It must be asked, therefore, whether the assessment of the
likelihood of fulfilment of a certain condition is determined by spe-
cific factors.

The traditional grammars®) of classical Greek are silent about this
question, although some of them®) do mention the occurrence of
both types of conditional in seemingly identical contexts.

Three factors will be shown to influence the choice of the mood
(alone or in combination): two linguistic, interdependent factors (1.2
and 1.3), and a more rhetorical or pragmatic one (I.4). It will be
argued that all three of them are also relevant for other languages in
that they are found among those factors that account for a different
semantic interpretation of the subjunctive, or its substitute, the
modal past.

L. 2. The time referred to

I.2.1. The time referred to: normal pattern

It should be noticed that the near-equivalence of potential and
contrary-to-fact conditionals suggested by examples (1) and (2) is by
no means a general phenomenon. Using the time referred to by the

5) For discussions of potential and contrary-to-fact conditionals, see Hum-
bert 223-225; Kiihner-Gerth II 477-480; Schwyzer-Debrunner II 685-687;
Goodwin 147-151, 168-170; Stahl 396-412. For a modern approach see Seiler
(1971), who proposes some abstract structures representing the semantic proper-
ties of the verbal moods in Greek.

¢) Humbert 223; Kiithner-Gerth II 480; Stahl 403, 408, 410.

Copyright (¢) 2007 ProQuest LL.C
Copyright (¢) Vandenhoek und Ruprecht



Wakker, G. C., Potential and Contrary-To-Fact Conditionalsin Classical Greek , Glotta, 64

(1986) p.222

Potential and Contrary-To-Fact Conditionals in Classical Greek 225

state of affairs”) of the subordinate clause as a criterion we may dis-
tinguish the following normal pattern: a potential condition (fulfil-
ment is still considered possible) usually refers to a time following
the moment of speaking, whether it be just after the moment of
speaking, or longer afterwards (so really in the future). In an English
sentence like ‘if he inherited his uncle’s fortune, he would be rich’,
we can insert adverbs referring to the future such as ‘later on’ or
‘tomorrow’. A contrary-to-fact condition with past indicative, how-
ever, refers to the present only. One can always insert ‘now’ in the
subordinate clause, cp. ‘if he were here (now), the party would be
more successful’.

In Greek the same holds good: potential conditions with optative
usually refer to the future. Often the future reference is made clear
in various other ways:

a) insertion of temporal adverbs with future reference or of adverbs
meaning ‘again’, ‘once more’ etc.:

I 9 N

(3) obr’ @v xeAevoawy’ o0’ dv, ei Jéhois ént mpdooey, éuod y’ dv
n6éwg Sodne uéta (‘1 would not urge you, nor if you should
still want to help me, would you be welcome as a worker with
me’, S. Ant. 69)

(4) ... ap’dv &v tigc oxondv, gl mote xai abdis Emnéool, udiiot’ dv
&yor 11 mpoedac un dayvoeiv, tadra dnidow (‘I shall describe
the symptoms by which any one who knows them beforehand
may recognise the disease, if it should ever reappear’, Th.
2,48,3)

b) future indicative, optative of wish, imperative or adhortative sub-
junctive in the main clause:

(5) drdp 10000TOV ¥’ 0U Svvijoouai ROTE, ... 0US’ €l yovauxdv nav
xoeuaocdein yévog (‘but I shall never be capable of so much, not
even if the whole race of women were hanged’, E. Hipp. 1252)

(6) xdwior amoloiunv, e ti o aitioaw’ ért (‘May I perish mis-
erably, if I asked you anything else’, Ar. Ach. 476)

(7) Yudv 8¢ undeic vouion neol Poayéos &v nroleuciv, el 10 Meya-
oéwv yiipioua ur xadéiowev (‘let none of you imagine that he
would be fighting for a small matter if we were to refuse to
annul the Megarian decree’, Th. 1,140,4)

7y The terminology used in this section is the one developed within the
framework of Functional Grammar, cp. e.g. Dik (1978; forthc.). The term ‘state
of affairs’ designates the situation or action to which the whole of the predicate
and its obligatory constituents (arguments) refers.
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c) situational or contextual factors:

(8) avijo uév @v por dilog yévorro, €i daiuwv é96AoL, xai téxva
dAlda, €l tavta drofdloyu (‘another husband I might get, if a
god so willed, and other children, if I were to lose these’, Hdt.
3,119,6)

Reference is evidently to the future, as appears from the situation:
the Persian king has imprisoned the family of the woman speaking
here with the intention to put them to death. Moved by her lamenta-
tions he grants her the life of one of them. She chooses her brother
rather than her husband or one of her children, motivating her
choice with the sentence cited above.8)

Factors a, b, and ¢ will, of course, often be combined, cp. (5) and
(6), in which the adverbs nmote and &1 refer to the future. In sen-
tences of this type a possible future situation is opposed to the real
situation of the moment of speaking, which is usually implicitly or
explicitly given in the context. The main clause contains the conse-
quences of that possible future situation, usually an advice, a delib-
eration or a reflection about a possible future situation, in direct and
sometimes in indirect speech.

On the other hand, a contrary-to-fact conditional marked by the
imperfect indicative usually refers to the present only, e.g.

(9) oY yap dv &eyov, & un ueydlwg Exnéounv ovvamdons tijs
EAiddog (‘1 would not speak, if I had not a great care for all
Hellas’, Hdt.9,45,1)

There is clearly reference to the present: the man speaks because he
does, in fact, have a great care for Hellas, as appears from the con-
text.

In conclusion it may be said that, whenever a speaker wants to
refer to the future, he can only use the optative, and there cannot be
an opposition with a contrary-to-fact conditional.?)

8) By the choice of the potential condition &/ dmofdAowu it is, as it were, sug-
gested, that the woman does not want to present the loss of her children as an
event to be expected (in that case a subjunctive with dv would have been chosen);
in spite of the terrible situation she hopes to save them. This hope will, however,
only partly come true.

%) In fact, in these cases there is an opposition between the potential optative,
the prospective subjunctive and the future indicative. The exact factors determin-
ing the choice between these alternatives, however, fall outside the scope of this
article. See e.g. Rijksbaron (forthc.).
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I.2.2. The time referred to: the problematic case

Although in most sentences with a potential optative the future is
referred to (see I.2.1.), there are also cases in which there is clearly
present reference. ‘Present reference’ includes all those examples
which are, in some way or another, relevant for the ongoing dis-
course of that moment, i.e. in my definition ‘present reference’ is
somewhat wider than purely the moment of speaking itself. I would,
for instance, still speak of present reference in (10), although the
Aéyewv has not yet begun, because Electra wants her sister to speak
right now.1%)

(10) &l pot Aéyois tijv Sy, eimow’ v téte (‘If you told me the
dream, then I might say that’, S. E/. 413)

Two other examples of a potential optative with present reference:

(11) &v ydp 1’ duetyar podvov @v o’ aviotopd. &t Tis ot ... avtix’
évidade nteivo ..., nétepa muvddvol' dv el matijo o’ 0 xaivav 1
tivol’ Gv eb96wg; (‘I ask you to answer one thing only; if, here
and now, someone were to attempt to kill you, would you ask if
the killer was your father or would you take vengeance imme-
diately?’, S. OC992)

(12) asl puév &wyé oov tijv @ulocopiav dyauat, datep xai viv
Enavéd xai PIAG, dote Povloiunv &v yapilecdai ooy el uov
Svvarad Séowo (‘1 always admire your love of knowledge, but
especially do I commend and love it now, so that I should be
very glad to oblige you, if you asked me things that are possi-
ble’, Pl. Prot. 335¢€1)

Now it should be observed that there js a very similar type of con-
ditional clause, viz. contrary-to-fact conditionals with imperfect
indicative, which also have present reference. The question arises,
therefore, what is the exact opposition - if there is any - between
potential conditionals with present reference and contrary-to-fact
conditionals with present reference. Can this opposition be
accounted for? I think it can, partly on the basis of the different
semantic features of the states of affairs of the subordinate clauses
(I.3) and partly on the basis of pragmatic factors (I.4).

10) For the value ‘right now’ cp. the use of A6youg, the present tense, instead of
the aorist ginoic. The present tense has an inceptive value in cases like (10)
(Rijksbaron 1984: 47/48; Ruijgh 1985).

Copyright (¢) 2007 ProQuest LL.C
Copyright (¢) Vandenhoek und Ruprecht



Wakker, G. C., Potential and Contrary-To-Fact Conditionalsin Classical Greek , Glotta, 64

(1986) p.222

228 G.C.Wakker
1.3. Type of state of affairs in the subordinate clause

To demonstrate the importance of the semantic features of the
state of affairs of the subordinate clause, I shall first of all try to
show that these semantic features play an important role in the inter-
pretation of certain English conditional clauses. Some conditionals
with modal past can only be interpreted as potential, others only as
contrary-to-fact, whereas a third group may have both interpreta-
tions. It seems necessary to start by explaining the - semantic -
typology of states of affairs. This section is mainly based on the the-

~ory of Functional Grammar as developed by Dik (1978; forthc.).

States of affairs can be divided into different semantic types,
which appear to be relevant for the explanation of certain semantic
and/or syntactic phenomena, e.g. to explain why instrumental con-
stituents can be combined with a verb like ‘to cut down’, but not with

‘to fall down’ (Dik forthc.):

(13) He cut the tree down with an axe.
(14) *The tree fell down with an axe.

I should add here that this categorisation is often applied to verbs
rather than to states of affairs, but verbs do not necessarily belong to
one and the same semantic category in all sentences (Verkuyl 1972),

cp.
(15) Mary painted portraits (for a year).
(16) Mary painted a portrait (*for a year).

Here it is the combination of the verb and its object that accounts
for the possibility or impossibility of adding a durative adverb like
‘for a year’. So it seems better to distinguish types of state of affairs
rather than types of verb.

I shall try to show that some of these divisions are relevant for the
difference between contrary-to-fact and potential conditionals with
present reference, that is to say that in Greek they are relevant for
the choice between secondary indicative and optative, in other lan-
guages for the different semantic interpretations of the subjunctive
or its substitute. On the whole, I shall follow the divisions proposed
by Dik (forthc.).1?)

1) Although I know that some distinctions (esp. the definition of the feature
‘dynamic’) are not entirely clear and that some tests are problematic. I shall still
make use of this typology, because the main lines, anyhow, are clear and relevant
for the explanation of certain semantic and/or syntactic phenomena. For further
discussion (esp. concerning the features dynamic and telic/change) within the
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As distinguishing semantic features which seem relevant to all lan-

guages, Dik mentions:

a) +/- dynamic [t dyn]: a state of affairs is dynamic, if it
involves at least some kind of change, i.e., if (at least one of)
the entities involved is/are not the same at all points of time of
the interval during which the state of affairs obtains. Dynamic
states of affairs can be combined with adverbs of speed which
specify the internal structure of the state of affairs as such, as
opposed to non-dynamic states of affairs:

(17) John was at home (*quickly)?)
(18) John came home quickly

Within the group of dynamic states of affairs a distinction can be

made between:

b) +/- telic [+ tel]: a state of affairs is telic if it reaches a natural
end point, if it is fully achieved. The following criteria can be
used:

- a non-telic state of affairs can be combined with adverbs like
‘for an hour’ (cp. example (15)), a telic state of affairs with
adverbs like ‘in an hour’.

(19) She painted the portrait in an hour

- When a non-telic state of affairs is interrupted at a certain
point, the part which obtained before that interruption is the

framework of Functional Grammar, see esp. Vester (1983), de Groot (1983).

Outside the framework of Functional Grammar, see e.g. Vendler (1967), Ver-
kuyl (1972) and Dowty (1979: esp. 51-132).

12) Tt must be noted that a sentence like ‘quickly, John was at home’ is possi-
ble. In sentences of this kind, however, the adverb of speed specifies the lapse of
time before the state of affairs in question is realised, not the internal structure of
the state of affairs as such.

For a similar observation concerning classical Greek, cp. Aristotle (Eth. Nic.
1173 a34ff.), who remarks the following about the ingressive aorist fjodfjvar and
the present stem fideodat (so in FG-terminology it could be said that in fact two
kinds of state of affairs are concerned: the ingressive aorist presenting a dynamic
state of affairs, the present fidcoda: a non-dynamic one): rjodijvar pév ydp éort
tayéos donep dpyiodivas, fideadar & oli, 0V8E npdg Eregov, Padilerv ¢ xai adé-
eodau xai ndvra 1@ roabra. uetafdliety uev obv gig v fidovijv tayéwgs xai foa-
Séwg éotiv, évepyeiv 6 xat avtiv olx éott tayfws Afyw & fjdeodal. (‘One can
become pleased quickly, just as one can get angry, but not be pleased, not even in
comparison with someone else, as one can walk or grow, etc. Thus it is possible
to pass into a state of pleasure quickly or slowly, but not to actualise that state
(i.e. be pleased) quickly’).
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same kind of state of affairs. So if the state of affairs described
by ‘Mary was painting’ is interrupted, one can say that up to
that moment ‘Mary has painted’. This does not hold good for
telic states of affairs. If ‘Mary was painting a portrait’ is inter-
rupted it is not implied that up to that moment ‘Mary has
painted a portrait’.

Within telic states of affairs a distinction has to be made
between:

+ /- momentaneous [+ mom]: a state of affairs is momentane-
ous if it has no duration, if its beginning and end point can not
be distinguished. Some criteria:

- non-momentaneous states of affairs may be combined (unlike
momentaneous states of affairs) with aspectual verbs like ‘to
begin’, ‘to keep on’, ‘to finish’, ‘to stop™:

She finished painting the portrait
*She finished reaching the school

- the combination of a non-momentaneous state of affairs with
the adverb ‘almost’ or ‘nearly’ yields an ambiguous sentence:

She almost opened the door

This sentence can be interpreted in two ways: A) the state of
affairs in question is nearly attained, and B) she almost finished
opening the door, i.e. she almost opened the door entirely. In
case of ‘almost’ combined with a momentaneous state of affairs
only interpretation A holds good:

She almost reached the school.

summary, features a, b, and c can be interrelated as follows:
state of affairs
- dyn \+ dyn

Thus, in the case of [ +/- mom] the implication is that the state of
affairs is [+ tel, + dyn] too (the latter features are in this respect
redundant) and in the case of [+ tel] the implication is that that
state of affairs is [+ dyn] too. In the case of [- dyn] the distinction
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between [+ tel] and [- tel] or between [ + mom] and [- mom] is

irrelevant, as is the distinction between [+ mom] and [- mom] in

the case of [- tel].

d) The fourth universally important feature is +/- control [+
con]. A state of affairs is controlled if one of the entities
involved has the power to determine whether or not the state
of affairs will obtain. A criterion for [ + con] is the possibility
to occur with verbs like ‘to persuade’, ‘to decide’ and to occur in
the imperative. The exact interrelation with the other features
is differently sketched by different authors.’?) I will not deal
with this problem because the feature appears to be of no
importance for the question of the choice between optative and
contrary-to-fact indicative.4)

The exact relevance for our problem of the semantic features
mentioned above may be illustrated by the following English exam-
ples in which the states of affairs of the subordinate clauses belong
to different semantic classes:'%)

(25) if I earned a little more money, I would buy that book [+ dyn, -
tel]

(26) if 1 found/were to find some money, I would buy that book [+
dyn, + tel, + mom]

13) Vester (1983: 20) distinguishes first [ +/- con], then within each group
[+/- dyn]; Dik (forthc.) distinguishes first [ +/- dyn], then within each group
[+/- con]; De Groot (1983: 75) presents a totally different picture.

14) Both [+ con] states of affairs and [- con] states of affairs occur in poten-
tial conditionals and in contrary-to-fact conditionals with present reference, so
that this feature appears not to be dinstinguishing:

- if John arrived now, I would be happy (potential condition; [- con])
- if John were to sing now, I would be happy (pot. cond.; [+ con])

- if John were rich, he would buy that house (contrary-to-fact; [- con])
- if John were singing, I would hear him (contrary-to-fact; [+ con])

15) It must be kept in mind that the English examples are only meant to give a
background for the situation in classical Greek (see I.3.1), and not to offer a full
account of all the possibilities in English. For instance, it seems important to take
into consideration the main clause and especially the differences in interpreta-
tion due to the choice of a different person, cp.

- if I had some money on me, I would be happy (contrary-to-fact)
- if he had some money on him, I would be happy (contrary-to-fact or potential
condition, if the sentence is interpreted as ‘if it appeared, that ...’)
However, these differences fall outside the scope of this article.

~Another interesting problem not dealt with here are the factors accounting for
the differences in implications of seemingly similar conditionals, e.g. (25) and
(28).
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(27) if 1 had some money on me (now), I would buy that book [-
dyn]

(28) if John painted a portrait, he would certainly show it to me [+
dyn, + tel, — mom]

(29) if he arrived (now), I would be happy [ + dyn, + tel, + mom]

(30) if he were at ill, he would (now) be at home [- dyn]

(31) if he were home, 1 would be happy [- dyn]

(32) This is my opinion. If it were not true, the results would be dif-
ferent [~ dyn]

(33) If a man were always serious-minded, he would be an idiot [-

dyn]

The interpretation of the sentences (25) and (28) is ambiguous.
They can be seen as potential conditions: the speaker thinks it possi-
ble that he will earn more money at some future time (25) or that
John will once be painting a portrait (28). The other possible inter-
pretation is a contrary-to-fact one: the speaker presents the realisa-
tion of the state of affairs of the subordinate clause as impossible. In
(25) the speaker may continue by saying e.g. ‘but I don’t, so I won’t
buy the book’, in (28) by saying e.g. ‘but he does not show me any-
thing, so he is not painting’. So, evidently, the feature [ +/- telic] of
the state of affairs of the subordinate clause (the only difference
between (25) and (28)) is of no importance for the distinction
between potential and contrary-to-fact conditions with present ref-
erence.

On the other hand, the sentences (26) and (29), in which the states
of affairs of the subordinate clauses are [ + mom], can only be inter-
preted as potential, whether the speaker considers realisation possi-
ble in a very near future, so that we can still speak of the ‘present’
(‘now’, ‘right now’, cp. 1.2.2), or in a more distant future (‘later on’,
‘once’, etc.). How can this be explained? If a speaker wants to
employ a present contrary-to-fact condition, he must necessarily be
able to observe that the state of affairs of the subordinate clause
does, in fact, not obtain at the moment of speaking. The fact that
this moment of speaking itself has some duration (viz. the time
needed to utter the sentence) makes it necessary that the state of
affairs in question has some duration too. For instance, a present
contrary-to-fact condition like ‘if John were ill, ... can only be used
if the speaker observes or infers from the present situation that John
is not ill. Momentaneous states of affairs, having no duration, can-
not be used in this way. If it is known that the state of affairs is not
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realised at the beginning of the moment (or perhaps better: the time)
of speaking, a past contrary-to-fact condition is used, e.g. ‘if he had
arrived, I would be happy’. For this state of affairs cannot be contin-
ued during the ‘moment’ of speaking in such a way that a present
contrary-to-fact condition could be used. On the other hand, if at
the beginning of the ‘moment’ of speaking the person in question
has not yet arrived, it is always possible that he will arrive even dur-
ing the ‘moment’ of speaking, so that a speaker has to allow for this
possibility and can only use a potential condition.

The sentences (27) and (30), however, are of an opposite charac-
ter: the states of affairs of the subordinate clauses are non-dynamic.
In these cases it is already evident at the ‘moment’ of speaking,
whether the states of affairs have or have not been realised. There is
no room for a possible realisation, so the conditional only has a con-
trary-to-fact interpretation. This only holds good in the case of
purely present reference. Contrast e.g. (31) and (32), which are
ambiguous: if only present reference is meant, they have a contrary-
to-fact interpretation. But they may have future reference, too (the
subordinate clauses are semantically equivalent to ‘if it were to
appear that he is at home’ (31)/ ‘that it is not true’ (32)). In that case
the conditionals are, of course, interpreted as potential. Compare
also (33), an example of a timeless general proposition, in the form
of a potential condition. In these cases too, as (33) shows, non-
dynamic states of affairs may occur.1¢)

To conclude this section, it can be stated that especially the fea-
tures [+ mom] and [- dyn] of the state of affairs of the subordinate
clause?’) appear to be important criteria for a potential or contrary-
to-fact interpretation of the modal past in English.1%)

¥

16) In sentences of this kind in classical Greek (cp. 38) optatives are often
used. There is no opposition with contrary-to-fact conditionals, but rather with
the primary indicative in assertions. The optative gives the assertion a less certain
character. Because opposition with contrary-to-fact conditionals is lacking I will
not extensively deal with this type of sentence.

17) The semantic type of the state of affairs of the main clause is not a deter-
mining factor here, cp. e.g. (25)-(27), in which [+ mom] is used in the main
clauses of both potential and contrary-to-fact conditional periods, and (29) - (31)
in which [- dyn] is used in the main clauses of both types of conditional period.

18) As far as I know, this holds good for Dutch, French, German and Latin as
well, whether they have a subjunctive inflection or a substitute for it. Perhaps the
phenomena described here are universally relevant. Further research, however,
would be necessary.
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I.3.1. Type of state of affairs. Greek examples!?)

In this section I shall try to show that in Greek the same phenom-
ena are found, using the facts which I have found for English as a
hypothesis for Greek. These English facts may be summarised for
Greek by the following rules:?°)

(34) 1. the state of affairs of the subordinate clause is [~ dyn]:
- state of affairs is presented as possible - optative (future ref-

erence)

19) T have studied all examples in Hdt. and A. As to Soph,, E., Ar., Pl,, Th. and
X. I have randomly taken a representative number of examples of each of the
three groups (potential, past and present contrary-to-fact conditionals), i.e. ca.
20-25 examples per group per author.

20) Arranging the parameters used (time referred to and type of state of
affairs) in another way, my conclusions can be sketched as follows:

Time referred to (in relation subordinate clause
to moment of speaking)

a) future potential conditional

b)  present SoA [+ dyn] —» a. [+ tel, + mom]:
pot. conditional
b. [-tel] or [+ tel,
- mom]:
pot. conditional or
pres. contrary-to-fact cond.
SoA [- dyn] - contrary-to-fact

cond.
c)  timeless general cp. note 16
d) past past contrary-to-fact conditional

In the literature on potential and contrary-to-fact conditionals I have not
found a similar representation. G.Lauerbach (1979: 212) presents a schema of
this kind, but her distinctions do not seem sufficiently refined: she looks at the
verb of the subordinate clause, rather that at the state of affairs (cp. I.3), and she
only distinguishes the features [ + dyn] (‘event verbs’, in her opinion, only occur
in hypothetical, i.e. potential, conditionals with present or future reference) and
[- dyn] (‘state verbs’, in her opinion, only occur in present contrary-to-fact con-
ditionals).
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- state of affairs is presented as impossible - imperfect ind.
(present reference)

2. the state of affairs of the subordinate clause is [ + mom]:

- state of affairs can only be presented as possible - optative
(future or present reference)

3. the state of affairs of the subordinate clause is [- mom] or [~
tel]: ;

- state of affairs is presented as possible - optative (fut. or pr.
reference)

- state of affairs is presented as impossible - imperfect ind.
(present reference)

Examples:

1. The state of affairs of the subordinate clause is [- dyn] and is
presented as possible: only potential optatives are found with future
reference, cp. (8) in which a [- dyn] (é9410¢) and a [+ mom)] state
of affairs (dnofdAowyt) are combined. In the case of present refer-
ence and a [- dyn] state of affairs contrary-to-fact conditionals are
found, e.g. (35):

(35) &l ydp Tjuev vowdtau, tives &v dAnnrotegpor joav; (‘if we were
islanders, who would be more unassailable?, Th. 1,143,5)

Whenever a [- dyn] state of affairs in the optative is found present
reference is impossible, because at the ‘moment’ of speaking it is
already clear whether the state of affairs has been realised or not
(see 1.3.). So in the case of [- dyn] potential optatives we have to do
with either clearly future reference as in (8) or with a more implicit
future reference as in (36) (cp. (31) and (32) in English), in which
é9éAois 1s semantically equivalent to ‘if it were to appear that you
will’/‘if you were to show that you are willing’:

(36) xal € ov é96Aowg, Sneo xai xat’ doyds éieyov, uera ool &v
fidiota tadta ovvSiaoxonoinv (‘and as I said at the beginning,
if you were willing I should be delighted to examine this with
you’, Pl. Prot. 361d5)

Or we have to do with a timeless general hypothesis, in which there

appear to be no selection restrictions at all for the type of state of

affairs chosen (especially with regard to the feature [+ dyn]. Com-

pare (37) and (38):

(37) &l & dhws EAdor Kimpig, ovx dAla Jeog ebyapis obtws [+ dyn]
(‘but if Cypris were to come in moderation, there is no other
goddess so winsome as she’, E. Med. 630)
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(38) &l é9€do1 xareomovdaodar aiel ..., Aadol @v Tjrol paveic 1 6 ye
anérinxros yevouevog [- dyn] (‘if a man were always at seri-
ous work, he would go mad or silly before he knew it’, Hdt.
2,173,4)

2. The state of affairs of the subordinate clause is [ + mom]: the
state of affairs can only be presented as possible (see 1.3. for the rea-
sons why this is so), so only optatives are found with future refer-
ence (e.g. dnofdioyu in (8) and (39)) or present reference (cp. e.g.
(11)):

(39) dAyd i toic mapovov: dot’ dv, el odévog Adfowt, Snldoaw’
@v ol abtoig ppovd: viv 8’ Ev xaxois uot AV Dpeuévy doxet
(‘I am pained at the present circumstances; so, if I were to find
the strength, I would show what love I bear them; but now in

these troubles it seems to me best to sail with slackened sail’, S.
EL 333)

3. The state of affairs of the subordinate clause is [- tel] or [ + tel,
- mom] and is presented as possible: optatives are found. Reference
can be to the future or to the present; for future reference, cp. (40)
[+ dyn, - tel] and (41) [- mom], for present reference, cp. (12) [-
tei] and (10) [- mom]:

(40) @ te vixp vavuayios xara 10 £ixog dAioxovrar & 6 avri-
OY0LEV, LEAETTIOOUEY Xl TUETS év Aovi ypove ta vavtixd (‘The
chances are that, if they once lose a battle at sea, it will be all
over with them. And supposing they do manage to hold out,
then that will give us more time in which to improve our own
naval tactics’, Th. 1,121,4)

(41) na¢ &v éx TovTV Tt Mpdooowey o¢ dotota Tlepoinog Aeds; #
el un otparevois? &g tov EAlijvov tonov (‘How, after this,
may we, the people of Persia, prosper best in time to come? #
If you do not take the field against the land of the Greeks’, A.
Per. 790)

If, however, the state of affairs is presented as impossible, a con-
trary-to-fact conditional with present reference is found, cp. (42) [-
tel] and (43) [- mom]:

(42) tadra 66 obx dv é6Vvavro mowiv, € un xai Swity ueTQiy
Eypdvro xai 10 Uypov Exmovobvres dvijiioxov [+ dyn, - tel]
(‘And this would not be possible for them, if they did not lead
an abstemious life and throw off the moisture by hard work’,
X. Cy.1,2,16)
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(43) xai &l 0070 émoiovv 6 U xEAEVELS . .., 0UOEVOS GV PedTinv épat-
vounv ouvd’ v éyévero Mowtaydpov voua év toig “EAAnow [-
mom] (‘and if I were to do that which you order, I would not
appear to be better than anyone, nor would there be any fame
of Protagoras among the Greeks’, Pl. Prot. 335a)

Conclusion: I hope to have shown that the Greek facts are highly
similar to the English facts, be it that in Greek it is not a question of
different interpretations of the modal past but of a choice of a dif-
ferent mood. The relevant factors are the features [ + mom] and [-
dyn] of the state of affairs of the subordinate clause. They are
important especially in the domain of present reference?!) (see the
question posed in 1.2.2). In the case of a [ + dyn] state of affairs the
semantic features do not seem decisive for the choice between a pot-
ential and contrary-to-fact conditional and in this domain context
and situation are in a high degree responsible for the choice. This
brings us to the third relevant factor: the pragmatic or rhetorical
one.

L.4. Pragmatic or rhetorical factors

The third important factor, pragmatic or rhetorical in nature, has
another status. It does not, of course, independently influence the
choice of the mood, but works together with the linguistic factors
described above.

In principle, the type of state of affairs found in contrary-to-fact
conditionals can also occur in potential conditionals, as we have seen
above. The most marked of the two constructions, in my opinion, is
the contrary-to-fact conditional, because stating implicitly or expli-
citly that one considers fulfilment impossible is something more
marked than only leaving open the possibility of fulfilment, or, in
other words, expressing a lost possibility (contrary-to-fact condi-
tion) is more marked than simply expressing a possibility. It is by
this aspect of impossibility of fulfilment in the first place and by the
markedness in the second place that the use of the contrary-to-fact
conditional is determined. I shall try to illustrate this by discerning

1) In the domain of past reference it is not unexpected that there are no
selection restrictions for the choice of the type of state of affairs in the subordi-
nate clause. For a state of affairs (whatever semantic feature it may have) which
belongs to the past is evidently realised or not realised, so a speaker can make
whatever proposition he wants about its realisation or non-realisation (as in the
case of the past contrary-to-fact or past potential conditional).
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several types of usage in which a contrary-to-fact conditional is
chosen.

First of all, there are a number of usages where only a contrary-
to-fact conditional may occur, either in view of the immediate context
or as a result of the specific semantic properties of the subordinate
state of affairs. Examples are:

- Contexts in which the real situation appears to be not only the
opposite of the condition, but also of such a nature that it cannot
change anymore.

(44) &l un éninotds te fag yonudrov xal aioypoxepdns, obx &v
vexpdv Fixag avépyes (if you were not insatiate of wealth and
basely desirous of gain, you wouldn’t open the coffins of the
dead’?), Hdt. 1,187,5)

This is an inscription on the wall of a tomb that can only be read
when the door has already been opened. The fact that someone
opens the door proves him to be greedy. This cannot be undone, so
it would be impossible to leave open the possibility of his not being
greedy.

- Contexts which concern a natural phenomenon which is not
likely to change in the near future.

(45) molddv 8¢ E6vriwv Spoteopwv toiol aviprdnoiot dnpiwv
OAAG Bv &t mAéw Eyivero, &l un xateAdufave tovg aieAovpovg
to1dde (‘whereas there are many pets, there would be many
more, if this didn’t happen to the cats’, Hdt.2,66,1)

The most probable interpretation of xareldupave is an iterative one.
Hereafter it is described how male cats kill the kittens of female cats
which do not want to copulate because of their offspring.

Second, there are contexts where to all appearances both a con-
trary-to-fact condition and a potential condition are possible. Often,
in my opinion, the choice of a contrary-to-fact condition is deter-
mined by rhetorical reasons, the impossibility being a more powerful
means to affirm or to deny the assertion than the potential condi-
tion, which leaves open the possibility of fulfilment.

(46) Tixet yap 6 [Tépongs ov6EV T ud@Alov én’ fuéag 1j o0 xai én’ vuéag
... & ydp én’ nuéag povvovg éotparnidree O [léporg ..., xomnv
22) gyépyec may be interpreted in an iterative way, too: ‘then you wouldn’t be

a desecrator of graves’, insinuating that the person in question habitually opens
coffins and graves.
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avtov adviwv 1dv GAAwv drsyduevov iEvar obtw éni v Tjue-
TEQNV ... VDV OF ... TOUS QlEl EumodaV yivouévoug muegovtal
navrag (‘For the Persian has come to attack you no less than
us. If he were marching against us alone, he would have to
leave all the others alone and make straight for us. But now he
is taming all those that come in his way’, Hdt.4,118,4)

(47) éya 8¢ tobrows avriav yvaunv &y, nAeio 1@ YONoTa TOV XAXDY
elvat Booroic: &l u1j yap fv 165, ovx Gv Tjuev év pdet (1, how-
ever, hold the opposite view, that there is more good than evil
for the mortals; for if this were not so, we would not be in the
light E. Su.200)

The reasoning in (46) and (47) can be analysed as follows: ‘p. if not
p, then q. q is evidently not true, so not-p is not true’.2?) In this case
it is impossible or at least not at all rhetorically powerful to leave
open the possibility of fulfilment of not-p, i.e. in (46), that the Per-
sian is, in fact, marching against the speakers alone.

The same holds for the following example: “People say p; but if p,
then q.q. is evidently not true, so p is not true”.

(48) ... Aéyer tovg étnoing avéuouvg elvar aitiovs nAndvewy Tov nota-
Uov ... gl émoiar aitiot fjoav, ypiv xai tovs dAAovs motayuovs
.. Ouoiwg ndoyewv ... gioi 6 moldoi ... motapoi ... of oVOEV
T0100T0 Mdoyovot olov 1t xai 0 Neidog (‘People say that the
etesian winds are the cause of the river’s (i.e. the Nile’s) flood-
ing. If the etesian winds were the cause, then the other rivers
should be affected in like manner. Yet there are many rivers

which are not at all affected in the same manner as the Nile’,
Hdt. 2,20,3)

Compare also (2): in that context (the Persian king has to be reas-
sured) it is a more powerful reassurance to deny that there is any
ground at all to be afraid, than to leave open the possibility that
there could once be a ground to be afraid.

We see, then, that the markedness of the contrary-to-fact condi-
tion is often exploited for rhetorical reasons. But the optative, which
leaves open the possibility of fulfilment, is a more suitable means in
general hypotheses which are not bound to the moment of speaking.

%) In this type of context a neutral condition can be employed too, e.g. in
(46) “if -it is true that-the Persian is marching against us alone (&f ... oroary-
Aatéei), he has to leave all the others alone; guod non’.
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In these cases, there is no reason to suppose that, although the con-
dition has not been fulfilled at the moment of speaking, it will never
be fulfilled. In the following types of context potential conditions
are the rule:

- Contexts in which a qualification of something heard or seen is
given. This qualification is explained by a general hypothesis in the
form of a pseudo-empirical fact, fulfilment of which is inherently
possible, cp. (1) and (49):

(49) al... xepalai eior doevées obtw dore, el Féloig wiipe podvy
Paleiv, Siaterpavéeis (‘The skulls are so brittle that if you were
to throw no more than a pebble, you will pierce them’, Hdt.
3,12,1)%)

- Contexts in which the speaker first either sketches a general state
of affairs or states a question or an order, and then explains this by
viewing the consequences in case the state of affairs in question is
not realised.

(50) 7a 10éa oif éxtnuévol, éneav udv éwvran yododal, évraviovor,
éneav 6¢ yprowvrai, éxAbovol. & ydp 61 TOV ndvia ypdévov
évrerauéva &in, éxpayein &v (‘Men that have bows bend them
when they need to use them, but when they have used them,
they unbend them. For if a bow were kept forever bent, it
would break’, Hdt. 2,173,3)%)

(51) wijte mavra poféo uijte n@v ouoiwg éniiéyeo: €l yap 61j fovioio

. T0 na@v Ouoiws émiléyeadal, moujoeias Gv obdaua 0VSEV
(‘Fear not everything, nor take account of all alike, for if you
were minded to take everything alike into account, you would
never do anything’, Hdt.7,50,1)2)

It can be shown, therefore, that a speaker often has pragmatic/
rhetorical reasons (apart from the linguistic selection restrictions
mentioned above in I.2 and 1.3) to make a deliberate choice between
presenting a state of affairs as impossible (lost possibility) or possi-

24) The choice of the optative is influenced by the second person: Hdt. does
not really expect his public to throw a pebble, he just mentions the possibility of
this action.

25) In this case an optative is chosen because people avoid keeping a bow for-
ever bent (although someone could possibly do so).

26) Potential optative, presenting the situation as simply possible and no more
than that, for the speaker considers the realisation of this state of affairs undesir-
able.
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ble.?”) Very often, as the examples given above show, the pragmatic
differences are considerable; in other contexts, however, there is
only a slight difference of perspective and the other type of condi-
tional could also have been chosen, cp.

(52) donep @v &l tig ue Eooiro dv vovdr) Eleyov ... eimoyu Gv avtd
. (‘in like manner: if someone were to ask me what I just said,
I would say to him’, Pl. Gorg. 451b1) -
(53) Aéye 617 pot ... dornep Av €l €€ dpyTic o€ NpdTwv (‘Answer me as
if I asked you from the beginning’, Pl. Gorg. 474c4)

In these cases there is only a slight difference in perspective. In
(52) the speaker presents the question as a possible one: it is not the
factual question of that moment, but it could be asked too. The op-
tative emphasises this possibility, not the fact that it is not the factual
situation, whereas just this is emphasised by the contrary-to-fact
conditional in (53).28)

27) 1 have found two examples where after a potential condition the impossi-
bility of its fulfilment is stated. Though at first sight these seem to be counterex-
amples to my hypothesis, they can, in my opinion, be explained. Take e.g.

&l 8¢ v’ évog dpyotro 1i ppovéor xata Twito, duaydv v’ Gv ein xai moAAG xpd-
TIOTOV TAVIOV EVEWV ... dAAd yap TODTO AmMOPOV opL xal aunyavov un xote
éyyévnrar (‘I it (= the Thracian people) were under one ruler or united, it
would be invincible and the strongest nation on earth; but (I don’t have to speak
about that) since there is no way or means to bring this about ...’, Hdt. 5, 3, 1).
The speaker begins his representation as if the state of affairs of the subordinate
clause can still be fulfilled. Then he suddenly interrupts his reasoning with an
elliptical dAla ydp-‘but I don’t need to say more about this hypothesis, because
the real situation is (unalterably) different.’ It is significant, I think, that this
example as well as the other (Hdt. 6, 230, 1) is interrupted by the elliptical diia
ydp, which we never find after a contrary-to-fact conditional period. There the
real situtation is introduced by viv 86-‘but in reality’ or without any comment at
all.

28) In cases of this kind both constructions are sometimes combined:

And. 1, 57 & pév 1jv dvoiv 10 Erepov Eéodal, i xalds dnoléodas, 1} aicyods
owdiveu, ot Gv tig eineiv xaxiav eivar 1a vevéueva (‘If 1 could choose one of
the two, to die honorably or to save my life at the cost of my honour, one could
describe my behaviour as base’). The difference with a full contrary-to-fact
period is slight. In that case the apodosis would have been a certain consequence
of the fulfilment of the condition expressed in the protasis. The optative implies
that the apodosis is a possible consequence of the protasxs if this protasis were
true. The opposite combination is found too:

X. Cy. 2,1, 9: éyo uév év, &i &ow, o¢ tdyiora Snla énotovunv ndot Ilégoais
toig mpooiovoy (‘if I could, I would make weapons as soon as possible for all the
Persians who are coming here’). In these instances of the potential optative the
emphasis is not on the potential realisation of the state of affairs mentioned in
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I hope that I have sufficiently shown that in a description of po-
tential and contrary-to-fact conditionals at least the three factors
mentioned above should be taken into account: 1. time referred to;
2. type of state of affairs; 3. pragmatic or rhetorical factors.

II. Second problem: tense of the contrary-to-fact conditionals

It is generally stated that, as a rule, the secondary PRESENT/
IMPERFECT indicative is used in present contrary-to-fact condi-
tional periods, the (secondary) AORIST indicative in past contrary-
to-fact conditional periods; in fact, the secondary present indicative
is rather often found in conditionals with clear reference to the past,
the aorist indicative sometimes in conditionals with clear reference
to the present.

Whereas, however, the first problem discussed in this article is not
dealt with in manuals of classical Greek and has - as far as I know -
never extensively been dealt with in the general linguistic literature,
this second problem is at least briefly mentioned in most hand-
books?®) and is rather extensively dealt with by Goodwin (1912:
147-148, 151). Therefore, what will be discussed in this section is
not something totally new, but I want to stress the importance of its
discussion (for although this interchange of tense often occurs, it is
discussed - except in Goodwin - as a kind of afterthought rather
than as something important). Moreover, I want to explain in what
cases and under what conditions this interchange of tense may
occur.

First of all, I have to briefly touch upon the semantic character of
the secondary present and aorist indicatives.’®) Both secondary

the subordinate clause, but rather on the non-occurrence at the speech moment,
so that a combination with a contrary-to-fact construction may occur.

) Cp. Humbert 224, Kithner-Gerth II 469-470; Schwyzer-Debrunner II
686; Stahl 302. Moreover, they all discuss contrary-to-fact conditions in which
there is a combination of present and past reference, i.e. a combination of tenses,
e.g

S. Ant. 466: dAA’ &v, &l 10v &£ éuijc unTeoc Javovr’ ddantov fjvoydunv véxvy,
xeivoig Gv fidyovv: toiode & obx dAybvouar (‘but if 1 had suffered my mother’s
son to lie in death an unburied corpse, that would have grieved me; for this, I am
not grieved’). -

30) T will not enter into the difficult but interesting question whether the dif-
ference between the present and aorist stem is one of tense, aspect or of a combi-
nation of both. For a recent discussion and bibliography see e.g. Ruijgh (1985) .
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indicatives are past tenses. The present stem expresses that at a
moment given in the context or situation the state of affairs still con-
tinues (so it is described as not-completed). In the case of a secon-
dary present/imperfect indicative the moment given is a moment in
the past. The aorist indicative, on the other hand, describes a state of
affairs as completed: the completion is attained before a given
moment (‘moment’ of speaking or a moment in the past given in the
context or situation). The main usages of both indicatives find their
origin in this difference. Thus a secondary present indicative in a
narrative context is often used to describe simultaneous states of
affairs (e.g. by creating a framework within which other states of
affairs may occur) or repeated states of affairs. The aorist indicative
simply describes a state of affairs as completed before the ‘moment’
of speaking or before an other state of affairs mentioned in the pre-
ceding or following context (thus creating a ‘past in the past’). On
the basis of these semantic values we might explain that in most
cases a secondary present indicative is used in present contrary-to-
fact conditional periods, since the state of affairs would have been
continuing at the ‘moment’ of speaking, if in the past its realisation
had not become impossible. Because the decision about the non-real-
isation is made in the past, it is the secondary present indicative
which is used. The secondary aorist indicative is preferred in past
contrary-to-fact conditional periods: the decision about the non-
realisation of a state of affairs in the past is taken at some earlier
moment in the past.

If this preference were a more or less established rule - as is often
suggested -, prescribing to use the secondary present indicative in
contrary-to-fact conditional periods referring to the present and the
aorist in those referring to the past, a speaker could not make use of
the specific semantic values of both indicatives, although often he
might like to do so. That is why, to my mind, the situation in classi-
cal Greek is best described as follows: in the case of a contrary-to-
fact conditional period referring to the past a speaker has the choice
either to indicate that the past is concerned by means of the aorist
indicative or to make use of the specific semantic values of the sec-
ondary present indicative to characterise the described state of
affairs as, for instance, a continuing or iterative one, or as a situation
in the past. In this case (Goodwin does not mention this restriction)
it has to be sufficiently indicated by other means that the past is
referred to. This can be done by using an aorist in either the main
clause or the subordinate clause or by contextual or situational indi-
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cations (cp. (54) -(56)). In the same way an aorist indicative in pres-
ent contrary-to-fact conditional periods can be explained. It is used
to express that if the protasis were true, the state of affairs of the
apodosis would at once be true (so that it can already be presented as
completed),’!) cp. (57). That there is present reference is clear from
the present indicative in the main clause and/or from the context or
situation.

Some examples:

(54) &pn Kaiyndoviovs to0TOV TOV YPOVOV TLYYAVELY EOVTAS TLQP-
Aobg 0V ydp dv 100 xaldiovog mapedvrog xTilev ydoov tov
aioyiova éAéada, i uij fjoav teloi (‘He said the Calchedoni-
ans must at that time have been blind; for if they had not been
blind, they would never have chosen the meaner site for their
city when they might have had the fairer’, Hdt. 4,144,2)

The secondary present indicative 7joav*?) (being simultaneous with
Eéodar) indicates that a quality in the past is mentioned. By rodrov
70V yp6vov (‘at that time’) and the aorist ééoda it is sufficiently
indicated that the past is referred to.

(55) &l yap 61 urn napénpnic undév, én’ 6 8¢ éordAn énoice, elie @v
v ... ydonv (‘If he had not done anything beyond, but had
kept on doing for which he set out, he would have taken the
region’, Hdt.5,45,1)

Here we see a secondary present indicative, being simultaneous with
elAe, with continuative value (‘if he had kept on doing’) in a condi-
tional with clearly past reference.

(56) xaitot obroy, &l fjoav dvipes dyadoi, d¢ oV gri, 0bx &v mote
rabta Enacyov (‘And yet, these men, if they had been good in
the way that you describe them, would never have met with
such a fate’, Pl. Gorg. 516e)

The use of the secondary present indicative in both protasis and apo-
dosis indicates that several cases are concerned. Since these cases all
belong to the past (Pericles, Cimon, Miltiades, Themistocles), the
past reference is made sufficiently clear.

31) For 'this use of the aorist see Kithner-Gerth II 163-166; Schwyzer-
Debrunner II 282-283; Goodwin 18; Stahl 135.

32) Moreover, it has to be noted that verbs like &lvai, xeiodai have no aorist
stem of their own. So they are used in the present stem or the aorist of another
verb must be chosen (yevéodat in the case of elvai).
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(57) donep v el érvyyavev dv vnodnudtav Snuioveyds, drexgiv-
aro &v 61nob ool 81t oxvtoTonog (‘as, if he were to be a maker
of shoes, he would - at once - answer you, I think, that he was
a cobbler’, Pl. Gorg. 447d)

In conclusion: although we can see a tendency to use different
verb forms in the two contrary-to-fact conditionals, this appears to
be no absolute grammatical rule. Often it is evaded as a result of
pragmatic factors, that is to say as a result of the speaker’s prefer-
ence to throw light upon a certain aspect of the state of affairs on
the understanding that it is sufficiently indicated by other means
which time is referred to.

III. Conclusion

I hope to have indicated some factors necessary to solve the two
questions posed in the introduction about potential and contrary-to-
fact conditionals. The first question seems to have universal impor-
tance, the second seems to be a problem more specific for Greek.
Seeing that among the factors discussed pragmatic factors play an
important role, I should like to stress the importance of the incor-
poration of pragmatic factors - so often forgotten - in linguistic
descriptions: as for the questions posed in this article, anyhow, the -
factors accounting for the choice between a potential and a con-
trary-to-fact conditional appear to be a combination of syntactic-
semantic and pragmatic ones, the factor accounting for an - at first
sight unexpected - indicative in contrary-to-fact conditionals is a
purely pragmatic one.
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Greek doun, oédoig
By Eric P.Hamp, Chicago

Georgi T.Rikov gives an excellent analysis (Linguistique Balka-
nigue 25, 1982, 81-2) of Greek gdun and gdoig. Both formations in
IE *-ma') and *-ti- should show zero-grade; therefore *rH-. How-
ever, the initial *s- which is posited depends crucially on the equat-
ion with Skt. sdra-.

Yet a plausible account of sira- in this context requires Brug-
mann’s Law, i.e. *séro-, which in turn presupposes an anit forma-
tion. Unless further cognates can be identified this ingenious equat-
tion hangs on a very slender thread - joining an isolated set (set with
a solitary anit) instance.

At this point the original Greek initial remains ambiguous.

1) See E.P.Hamp, KZ 96, 1982-3, 171-77.
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