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PREFACE.

This work was begun as a treatise on Indirect Disconrse in
Antiphon and Andocides; Lysias and . Xenophon’s Anabusis
were added for comparison. The lists of verbs and the statistics
for ¢z and d¢ clauses and Indirect Questions are exhanstive.

The remaining treatment is so nearly complete in the orators
that we trust the few omissious will not vitiate any of the con-
clusions drawn. It has not been deemed necessury to note facts
that present no peculiarity, such as the nsual phenomena after
primary tenses, and the retention of the Optative and Indicative
with & after secondary tenses. The Historicul Presentis treated
as primary or secondury, ab the option of the writer.

Covallin’s work on O. 0. in Xenophon and other books ordered
were not procured in time for consultation. Goodwin’s Moods
and Tenses, Madvig’s Syntax, and Schanz’s Beitrige have given
valuable aid.

Since the completion of this treatise an article has appeared
in the (lassical Review, Vol. X1V., Nos. 5 and 7, by IL. Darnley

Naylor, Ormund Coliege, Melbourne University, cntitled “On

the Optative and Graphic Constructions in Greek Subordinate
Clauses.” The interesting statement is made that interrogative
sentences dependent on a verb of knowing or percéiving are not
introduced by the simple interrogative pronoun =és.




INTRODUCTION.

The parallel use of the Infinitive, the Participle, éz: and s
with a finite verb in O. O., and the freedom with which the
Greek mind construed subordinate clanses from the time of
speaker or narrator gave vivacity to Greek style and a wide range
of phenomena to O. O.

0. 0. may be divided according to the character of the leading
verb into fhree classes : 1) Puare; 2) Parbial; 3) Subjective.

1) Pure O. 0.—The governing verb is one expressing thought
or wutterance.’ ’

2) PArTIAL O. O.—The governing verb states a fact inwvolving or
tmplying thowght ov utterance.

3) Susyecrive 0. O.—The governing verb does not imply or
state thonght or utterance. The O. O. is shown by the
contexts, or by the mood of the dependent verh.

Again, 0. 0. may be divided without serious cross division
upon the principle of wvividness into ) vivid; &) less vivid;
¢) remote, '

@) Vivip 0. 0.—Mood and tense are unchanged except where
the Infinitive is required. The exact words of the
speaker are quoted with slight variation.

) Less Vivip O. O.—Tense is unchanged. The mood, is
changed to Optative or Infinitive when required, accord-
ing to well-known rules.  7%e O. O. is modeled after o
possible direct form.

¢) Rexore O. 0.—The mood is unchanged. The 0. O. is stated
from the time of the narrator, or without reference to
a direct forn.

The Imperfect and Pluperfect sometimes represent the Present
and Perfect of a possible direct form., This occurs both in
leading and subordinate O. O. verbs. It is guite common
in leading clause after verbs of Anowing and perceiving; rare
after verbs of saying. Ar, Vesp. 283.
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An Aorist Indicative may be retained according to the prin-
ciple of vividness or remoteness, since the view of the speaker and
of the narrator coincide with reference to the indefinite past.

The frequent failure to note the following fundamental prin-
ciple of Greek syntax has caused some error in the treatment of
0. 0.

As in Latin an ideal condition in a past connection takes the
Imperfect, so in Greek an anticipatory condition hecomes Opta-
tive. The principle may be stated generally thus: A future

-temporal or conditional relation dependent on and taking its time
Jrom a past situation is written in the Optative. This ineludes

the well-known phenomenon of past general conditions; but
past situations may be particular as well as general.

This principle and that of O. O. often coincide. In fact it
seems to be the more general, the genus to which O. 0. may be
referred as a species. To attempt to read O. O. into sentences
where it prevails is often successful, though frequently unneces-
sary, and, sometimes, fraught with calamity. See Lys. [3, 7],
Dem. [18, 32 ; 18, 145]. Dem. [18, 145] is treated by Goodwin,
Moods and Tenses, §696.

€008 Gy arallapy gihizme el py Opfal ovs . . . . &y0pods
muteete T wohet )

Philip saw that he could neither end nor escape the war unless,
ete.” '

lvijasee 18 the mood and tense required by the narrative and
is absolutely independent of what Philip saw.

This distinction between O. 0. and the more gencral principle
will be useful in discussing partial O. O. where the Imperfect
and Pluperfect occur side by side with the Optative in what
seems a perfectly normal construction. See Thue., 6, 29.

c¢<Erotuns v, ef piv todrwy vt eipyasto, Simy Solvar, el 8 amo-

Aofzin, dpyets.”’ . —DMoods and Tenses, § 701.

This form of O. O. is not quotation, but representation. It
allows the subordinate clauses to be retained in the same mood and
tense, or to be stated in the past by the narrator. There is no
need to treat one conditional clause differently from another in
the example quoted ; both are objective.
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A Present or Perfect Indicative in such o connection is regu-
larly retained or changed to [mperfect or Pluperfect respectively.
It may ke questioned whether we ever have the Indicative
changed to Optative in such a counection. We find that relu-
tive sentences, becuuse of their declurative nafure, readily adapt
themselves to the narrator’s view and change the Present and
Perfect Indicative to Imperfect and Pluperfect, instead of
changing to Optative. I'his occurs not infrequently after verbs
of saying in pure 0. 0., and scems to be the rule in partial 0. O.
There is quite o difference between a relative clause in the
Imperfect representing part of what was said and a simple
explanatory relative clause introduced by the narrator. Sub-
ordinate clunses in 0. O. changed to Imperfect or Pluperfect,
other than relative clauses, are comparatively rare. We find
oune in continued O. O., Xen. Anab., 5, 7, 34; onc after the ob-
jactive verb suvztdévur, Xen. Anab., 1, 5, 9; and Goodwin quotes
two, M. and I, §691, with pure verbs of saying.

The, two examples from the Anabasis need no explanation.
The shift from speaker to narrator is natural and easy to feel.
The examples quoted by Goodwin are seemingly quite irregular,
and it seems scarcely sufticient to say that they are thrown out
of 0. 0.

Customary action in Greek has a strong tendency to remain
in the Indicative, and it is doubtless due to this fact that the
clauses quoted by Goodwin are represented by the narrator
instead of following the rule of 0. 0. It is our opinion that
clauses so represented still form a part of 0. O. They are not
quotations, but stutements by the narrator of the substance of
what was said. This is the regular construction in English.
There is o striking difference between representing a clause from
the time of the narrator, and treating it as entirely independent
of 0. O. Thus in Xenophon’s Anabasis, 1,5, 9, ¢f ree ot tuydwy
oy médepos dzoesizo is represented by the narrator as a sort of
afterthought. If it be thrown out of O. O. it becomes a protasis
to 7» and makes nonsense. “It was possible,” says Xenophon,
«for the man who paid attention to observe that the king’s
empire was weak, if anyone made war quickly.” The statement
of Xenophon is unconditional. The condition forms part of the
observation. So much for the general subject.
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1.—"0z. and &¢ Clauses.
§1.  Antiphon.
1. Verbs with 6.

adqjloy sivat Slvpziala meTEhEty
avrthoyiealor dxaypyédlew apolfysty
aleOdvealut ¢rximraclat

v H L oy
amogaiysty Myety cromsy
ylrrdazsty povidvety Terprptoy sivat
e!névae pepvijalat @uvspoy lvut.

2. Verbs with s.

amndstaviivat Atddarsty sty
afttidelut ¢mtfeavdvar zuTapmapTUpEty

dnplovy Ayety

3. Oz Clauses after Secondary Tenses.
13 Cuses:
Optative, 9; Indicative, 4.

a. Optative.—

Present, 3: 1,115 1, 15; 6, 38.

Fulure, 2 I'3, 45 5, 50,

Aorist, 4: 5, 33 ; 5, 39 bis; 6, 21.
. Indicative Unchanged.—Pf.: 5, 54.

c. Indicative Changed from Pres. to Lmp, 3: 1,8; L, 15; 6, 32.

Examples 1, 8§; 1, 15, will be noted under the full treatinent
of verbs of Awnowing, efe.

6, BR—updprupss dpdvovro dre odbiy Aaaeay . . ., grdvre——
demands some notice. zrtdryto may be regarded as an original
Imperfect, but this seems a somewhat forced explanation.
The 0. 3. is only partial. The dé=: clanse is stated as a fact.
pipTopzs dpdvovto implies duapcipyeay but is not equivalent to it.
The 67¢ clause takes its mood and tense from the narrator, and
does not fall under the regular rule for 0, 0,
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4. de Clauses after Secondary Tenses.
5 Cases:
Indicative, 4 : Optative, 1.
a. Optative—dorist: 5, 53.
b. Indicative—Present, 2: 37, 9; 'y, 4.
Aorist, 2: 47,15 'y, 2.

Note that # 7,9, is a general truth and I'y, 4, is alleged to be.

In Iy, 2, sins . . . el dutidy mhyypdy arnéluvey § dvijp, bg odx
amdatetvzy abrév the mg clzmse is not a bare statement depending
on sixe, but is represented as following logically from the reagon
stated in the protasis. .

We call attention to the two extim_ples (5, 15; 6, 24), with &
and the Indicative after sidtvae.  Here the Potential Indicative
seems to represent a Potential Optative transferred to the past.
See M. and T, §243; cf. Lys., 8, 29 (stdas).

§2. Andocides.
1. Verbs with &z

dyyéldew lvpsiclat . Adywy Siddvar
ulaldvesfat o elddvar pavfdvety
axobety dxtizaclat dpav
drayyéllse efmsly anpetoy elvat
arozplvsalat : dyyey anomsty
dvapvyalivar 2hpddy zavéyew zrexpunpin ypijotac
ytyvdozety Myery '  eddealu

2. Verbs with os.
dvazpilety yrOpmy TEpt tTdYML Bhéyyety
Gythéysty Seddarets cuvsiddvar
amoloyeiolat ¢nlotaclat . @auspoy - ToLsty -
aradetavdvat © dpely

3. &re Clauses after Secondary Tenses.
26 Cases:
Indicative, 10; Optative, 16,
a Op’mtlve.

Present,8: 1,4; 1,125 1,61; 1, 64: 1 39; 1 115 bis;
1, 118

Aorist, 7: 1,403 1,61 1 113; 1, 116 1, 115 fer.

Perfect, 1: 1, 39. ‘
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b. Indicative Unchanged.—
Present, 2: 1, 80 ; 2, 20.
Future, 1: 1, 185 quinquies.
Aorist, 2: 1, 61 bis.

¢. Indicative Changed to Secondary.—
Linperfect, 2 : 1, 52 bis.
Pluperfect, 21, 52 Dis.

In 1, 61 the 6zt clause, $5jispfa va ypevipsva Gri el Yypjaace pey
mvbyTwy Hpdy tadtyy iy fuvlyy Edeilntes dyreizoy 87 dpd, zul vits
pdv o plvorre 60 3pé, presents a striking change of mood. The
whole clause is an explication of d yevépsve and soon drifts into
0. R

The introduction of the negative has some influence upon
the thought. It is merely suggested that the statement made
in ypévarzo is incapable of proof, that it was necessarily a mere
assertion of opinion, and consequently felt the force of O. O.
more than those statements which were verified and might be set
down as facts.

In 1, 52 we have an interesting example of an entire clanse

after dvehoun gy zat fopipgy viewed not as u quotation, hut
taking its mood and tense from the standpoint of the reporter,
as if it were independent.

1, 135, is properly O. R.

In 1,130 2, 20, in which the Indicative Present is retained,
the former (1, 130) scems to be a pithy suying, a popular saw
applied to such cases. The lutber (2, 20) retains péiler and
extends to the realm of the present.

4. s after Secondary Tenses.
17 Cases:
Optative, 11; Indicative, 6.

«. Optative.—

Present, 4: 1,363 1,403 1, 1225 1, 110,

Aorist, 7: 1,193 1,22; 137 ter; 1, 405 1, 110,
6. Indicative.— co

Present, 1, 43.

Imperfect, 1, 64.

Future, 1, 43.

Aorist, 3: 1, 543 1, 58; 3, 10,
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ayvoety
AVAPLYT GLELY
arozpiveoiut -
ytyvozsty
dley elvae
onlody

0fjhuy piyveaital
Stafdilsty
duayupifeoar

rir yyéidety

agou.u-u

(Lm)ur(’(u uuzrurl‘)az
Seopvdvue

86Zay meprigTivar

3.

axuvsty
aloHdveaiue
aroletzvdvat
aroloyelaha

qdvusiaiue

10
§3. Lysias.

1. Verbs taking dx:.

eldévat

gwvody yiyveoda
¢niocucat
pavibdvety
pepviatut

pnrbTys yplyveau
dpay

mpostddva

muvdvzaGat

2. TVerbs taking os.

mide wapéyew
a

Aiynus Eyey
phpropas stvat

dpoldoysiy

TPOQUaLY
CLOTETY

sovstdévae

Orolapfdvzey

Teapgptoy piypveato
Texpyptoy vopitety
pavzpoy elvae
puvspoy wotely

ppifety

relety
prhoTnpas xulsiy
AY Y
TGTOY  SLvdl
wtoToy dursly

@livar
S

Verbs taking dév¢ and ds.

IS
l

Cz:

thstzvdvat
ebpvwaToy clval

wely

~

raTnyopsiy
Mypsty

TdpTUpeTy
pezpiptoy elvat
s g
Terpgpio ypiarkal
//.a'pfupas‘ rupiyety

Combinations of 8= and @s (17, 2; 17, 4; 19, 41; 19, 55) are

worthy of note.

4, v Clauses after Secondary Tenses.

e Cases:

Indicative, 47; Optative, 27.

«. Optative.—

Present, 20 1, 1‘) 8,123 9,5; 12,9; 12,15; 12,48

12, 74 bis ; 1z, s 18, 9; 13, 78, 19, 51; 22, 2;
23,2; 23, 3; 23, 6 bis.; 23, 9; 23, 10; 32, 25.
Puture, 2 1, 22 19, 16.
Aorist, 8: 12,165 12, 77; 32, 9.
Perfect, 2: 1,185 10, 25.
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! b. Indicative.—

‘ Present, 15: 2, 413 6,193 7, 34 bis; §,8;9,1; 9,9

i bis.; 10,30; 12,9; 12,48; 12,69; 13,17; 13,77;

] 16, 14. . , N

Future, 11: 2, 33; 12,15; 12, 45 bis.; 12,58 ; 12, 70;
12, 145 18,255 16, 15; 27.1; 32, 11.

; Imperfect refained, 7: 1,17; 2, 58; 12,56 bis.; 13,41;

| 19, 39; 19, 52.

Imperfect from Present, 5: 3,6; 7,16; 12,57; 12,73,

18, 11.

Aorist,9: 2,653 8,29; 8, 13; 9, 9: 13, 40; 12, 57;

! 12, 695 13, 42; 19, 25.

f ' 5. ds after Secondary Tenses,

: ‘ 29 Cases:

] Optative, 15; Indicative, 14.

i a. Optative.—

1. ' Present, 10: 8, 10; 8, 12; 9, 5; 9, 6; 9, 7; 13, §;

: 19,50; 1,203 1, 20; 12, 6.

Y Adoristy 4: 1,205 1,205 8, 12; 22, 8.

ﬁ Perfect, 1: 29, 12.

: b. Indicative.—

@ Present, 35 11,11 12,703 28, 5.

j ' Imperfect retained 4: 1,203 ¥, 42; 19, 7; 2, 3.
Future, 2: 2, 22; 18, 61,
Aorist, 41 1,173 3, 22; 10, 12; 32, 15.

|

{ Perfect, 1; 12, 1.

: §4¢. Xenophon’s Anabasis.

{ 1. &= after Secondary Tenses.

| a. Optative.—

,f Present . 5
B Future 14
] Aorist 7
b PLrfect .omemnscsmissoens 8
1 b. Indicative.—

i Present . 23
" Puture 19
| Imperfect retained 4
]

[

i
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Imperfect from Present, 11: 1,2,21; 2:2,15; 2,3,6;
3, 1, 2 sexics; 5, 6, 29; 5, S, 10.
Perfect.... : 1
Pluperfect from Perfect, 2: 3,1, 2 bis.
R. s after Secondary Tenses.
a. Optative.—
Present, 22,
Future, 1: 5, 6, 3.
Aorist, 1.
Perfect, 1: 7, 6, 44.
6. Indicative.—
Present, 3: 2,6, 2; 5,6, 3L; 6, 4, 14,
Future, 1: 7, 5, 8, -
Perfect, 1: 6, 4, 14.
In 2 @) the first Present Indicative [2, 6, 2] expresses habitual
action; 3, 6, 31, retains ym ; 6, 4, 14 depends upon a preceding
Perfect Indicative retained. '

§5.  Remarks upon 6z and as Clawses.

1. For the origin of éz: and a¢ clauses see Goodwin’s Moods
and Tenses, §663, and Schanz’s Beitréige, Heft 8. Goodwin
considers fc an aceusabive of respect, and thus an outer object.
Schmitt regards d=: as the inner or cognate object (p. 19), which
seens to be the correch view,

Goodwin’s view of the development of @s in O, O. from the
interrogative scems correct, while Schmitt has apparently over-
looked the fact that pure relatives are used as interrogutives
after verbs of asking (pp. 14 and 52).  T'his use has been noted by
Dinwiddie in his dissertation on O. O. in Thucydides. See
Sce Revue de Philologie, xiv., pp. 57 L.

2. In reference to the distinetion between re and @y, it is a
mistake to state that always, or even gencrally, ¢ carries the
idea of doubt or uncertainty, without any discrimination in the
verbs that take o, ,

we introduces a theory, opinion or allegation. It is used regu-
larly with dtwdazze hecause, perhaps, the trne idea of teaching ig
to teach theories. Tt is used with azedzendvar to introdunce a
theory professed to be proven from facls stated, and takes the
Indicative Ané [Ay 1], also with lz=iv in this sense dné [I% 2].
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s With 2éyee, simeiv, zarypopsts introduces an allegation gener-
ally intimated to be untrue, but not always so. See Lysias,
1, 20, for true accusation; and 1, 37 ; ¥, 20 for false.

The examples of @y cited from Andocides and Lysias with
the Optative imply falsity except Tysias [1, 4; 22, 8]; to these
add Andocides [1, 4], Lysias [28, 5] where ¢ is construed with
Indicative.

In Lysias [22, 8] the force of és may he bronght out by trans-
lating ¢ Zhspey ds —he explained that.

@s in the Anabasis is comparatively rare with the Indicative,
and is used not infrequently with the Optative without implying
doubt or uncertainty. Anab., 1,9, 11; 5,1, 3.

Madvig points out that @y is usual when the leading verb is
negative or when the ¢ clanse isnegatived. The clause is thus
marked as amereallegation. Xen. Anab., 2,4,19; 2, 3, 25;7, 5, S.

dre also occurs after a negative verb. Thue, 2, 6, 2..

87¢ and @s clauses take the Present Indicative after a secondary
tense when they purport to express:

Antiphon: 2y, 9; Iy, 4.
1. A general trath. < Lysias; 2, 41; 10, 30; 12, 69.
Anabasis: 6, 1, 21.
. A common report. Andocides: 1, 130,
Androcides: 2, 20.

. . JLiysias: 6,195 9, 1.
- A presentifact 30 hasist 2, 4, 215 5, 5, 245 6,1, 31 ;
6, 4, 1.

. N . ’.,‘ ) -
4. Continued or habitual action. Lysms.'NS, 2
A1) Anabasis: 2,6,2; 4,5,10;
(uSth. }/ 6, 1, 19; 6, 6, 4:.
5. Necessity with Zp7. { Lysias: 12, 70; 16, 14.
(usually) Anabasis: 3, 6, 31.

To these may be added Anabasis, 6, 3, 11; 7, 2, 16, where the
presence of vov makes the vivid construction preferable; Anab-
asis, 4, 1, 3; 4, 5, 28, where the Present is retained for the
TFuture on account of the vivid meaning of the verb i¢vac; and
Anabasis, 1, 10, 5, where the perfect meaning of oiyovrar may
influence its retention,

70 18 retuined after past fenses in Antiphon, Andocides, Lysias,
Thucydides,. Xenophow’s Anabasis. ypeiy occurs in Xenophon’s
Hellenics, 2, 4, 23, with d¢ in @ negalive sentence.

2

[ M
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11,07 and wg Clauses—continued.

We note the fact that the retention of the Indicative in a
dreor @ clause ufter a pasé finite tense of « pure verd of saying
is quite rare except in those cases where it is required to EXPRESS
A GENBRAL TRUTH, PRESENT FACT, OR WHERE ypy IS RETAINED-

The only cases noted are Andocides, 1,43 1,43 ; Lysias, 12, 74;
28, 5.

Andocides (1, 43) retains the Present with @ after avézpayey.
Cf. Anabasis (51, 14), avézpicyuy ¢ aty 0due,

Andocides (1,4) retains the Future with @s after 24n:e» in the
second clause.

Lysius (12, 74) retains the Future with &r¢ after «iz: in the
second clause.

Liysias (28, 5) vetains the Present with os after #epen.  &lepev
wy %0y cuweavcsize,  The force of 74y would be to retain the
Indicative.

With these compare

Andocides 1, 541 yvdpy mapstaryzze dy, with Present Indica-
tive.

Lysias 9, 9: pdpropas mupzaydpyy drey 8,13 fdn ey 12, 40
$orhwauy Gz, with Aorist Indicative.

Lysias, 12, 45 : jmweravro 6o, with Future Indicative).

Lysias, 2, 65: d=zelopjrasco 67ty with Future Indicative, wher
the apology is made by deeds not words.

Lysias, 10, 12: dtwpdsaze os, with Aorist Indicative, quoting
words of a legal document.

Where the verd (hat governs O. O. is an Infinitive or Participle -

the construction is somewhat freer.

The following are the examples noted in Antiphon, Andocides
and Lysias, omitting those cases in which the Infinitive repre-
sents a past tense of the Indicative and where the Imperfect
Indicative occurs in ¢rt or ois clanses.

§1. Indicative retained after ézt or ds,
a. Present.—Lysias: 7,34; 8§,8; 12,693 13,175 9, 1; 13, 7.
b. Future—Lysias: 2, 3%; 12, 15; 12, 58; 12, 70; 13, 25;
13, 61; 16, 155 27, 1; 32, 11,
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c. dorist—Lysias: 1,175 8,22; 3,203 19,25; 12,75, 32, 15.
Andocides: 1, 58; 3, 10.
d. Perfect.—Antiphon: 5, 54.

§2. Indicative chunged to Optative.

a. Present—Lysias: 8,10; 9,53 9, 7; 12, 48; 13,78 ; 19, 51.
b. - Future.—Lysias: 1, 22; 19, 16.

" In Lysias, 12, 48, an interesting change from Optative to
Indicative oceurs. Some of the examples with Indicative re-
tained have been explained on other grounds. Omitting these
the retention of the Indicative is more frequent than the change
to Optative.

In most cases cited with the Optative depending upon a Par-
ticiple, the Participle can be resolved into a finite verhb express-
ing a co-ordinate idea or a temporal or causal relation, The
same can sometimes e done when the Indicative is retained, but
the Participle is usually more closely conneeted with the govern-
ing verb, continning its thoughts or descriptive of its action.

The following is added for comparison:

ére and s clauses depending upon the Infinitive or Participle.

1. With the Indicative retained.

Xenophon’s Anabasis, 16 : 2,1, 143 2,1,20; 2,2,20; 2,5,2
2,6,2; 4,5 19; 4,5,98; 5,1,14; 5,5, 2¢; 5,0 31,
6,1,25, 6,1,81, 6,4, 145 6,4,15; 6,6, 4; 7, 1,11,

“e

2. With change to Optative.

Xenophon’s Anabasis, 2: 1, 2,215 1,3, 16: 1, 6, 105 1,9, 23;

2,2,15; 2,3,25; 2,6,10; 3,2, 4; 3,2,10; 3,3, 14;
4,5,98; 5,6,34; 5,7,18; 6,1,2; 6,1,380; 6,2, 13;
6,6,3;6,6,657 1,395 %231;75,11; 7,8, 2L
All the examples with the Optative might have heen omitted
except 1, 2,21; 2, 2, 15; 3, 3, 4; 5, 6, 34; the Participle or
Infintive so clea,lly 1eplesentmo a Pust Iu(hcatwe Tense. Com-
pare fize idywy, he came and said, (1, R, 1), with metee 2y, he
persuaded (by) saying, (5, 1, 14).
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In 5, 6, 34, 3nsyst Adyses is equivalent to a conative Imperfect
of the verb of saying.

An examination of ér: clauses depending on an Infinitive or
Participle consecutively in something over two books of the
Hellenica and five books of Thucydides shows, without discrimi-
nation, a proportion of 10 to 10 in the Hellenica, and 20 to 8 in
fuvor of the Indicative in Thucydides. :

Typical examples with the Indicative in the Hellenica are:

1,5, d.—izéievuy Siddaravrss,
1, 6, 36.—=lsty Fudvrus.

M

2, 1, 4. —dlevov mapayyédlew.,

IIT.—Indirect Questions.

§1. Antiphon.

1. Introductoru Puarticles.

b hid Py L. \ fl.‘ — o e ~ 42 7 ~ (" o \
9, TS, GaTly, 0§ TOTEHNS, GROTENOS, GGUS, BI0T, WS, (TWS,

34
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2.  Indirvect Questions after Pust Tenses.

7 Examples:
Indicative, 6; Optative, 1.
a, Optative (1, 17).
0. Indicative.
Present, 2: 6, 7; 6, 49,
Puture: 1, 16,
Imperfect vetained : 4, y, 8.
Imperfect from Present: 6, 26.
Pluperfect retained : 5, 70.

§2.  Andocides.

1. Introduclory Parlicles.

h g ¥, b
! 4 <!

y TOTEPOY o v 0 B 0w 0 T 4. . 8lTE

. o Cbrenne. =il e s @ _r g R
TIQ, OOTIS, BROTEPOS, TU Yy WS, TWOE, VFUS, ting, L4V,
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2. Indirvect Questions after Past Tenses.

6 Examples:
Optative, 4 ; Indicative, 2.
a. Optative.—
Present, 3: 1, 625 1, 126 ;5 3, 30.
Aorist, s 1, 112,
b. Indicative.
Aorist, 121,295 1, 116,
Pluperfect, 12 2, 14
Future: 1, 23.
§3. Lysias.

1L Into'oduétory Particles.

4

v Y
[y . ST

(1)

10}

ely el . . . 7, mitepoy . . . G, mwhTepo oo . 7,

(4

N g g o s R . ey (e
TLg, GATIS, O3, TOTEPUS, GROTEPNS, Toing, vTulog, moflzy, érillzy, omov

Srws, ¢, Gang, olug, daoduts, ddv.
—

2. Indivect Questions after Past Tenses.

35 Tixamples:
Optative, 16; Indicative, 19.
a. Optative.— .
Present, 12.
Fulure, 2.
Aorist, 1.
Perfect, 1.
b.. Indicative.—
Present, 7.
Future, 6.
Imperfect from Present,3: 1,425 7, 12 ;5 11, 12.
Aorist, 2.
Pluperfect from Perfect, 2: 9,75 32, 18.

§4. Xenophon’s Anabasis.

1. Indirect Questions after Past Tenses.

80 Ixamples:
Optative, 59 ; Indicative, 21.
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a. Optative.—
Present, 53.
Future, 3.
Aorist, 3.
b. Indicative.—
Present, 5.
Future, 4.
Iperfect refained, 2 7, 2, 255 7, 7, 43,
Lmperfect from Present, 72 2, 3,115 2, 5,335 38,5, 173
4,%,11; 5,5,25; 6,1,13; 6, 4, 23.
oristy 2.
LPluperfect from Perfoct, 1: 4, 5. 29.

§6.  Remarks upon Indireet Questions.

1. An important distinction may be drawn between Indirect
Questions and Indirect Exclamations. The simple relative pro-
nomial adjectives dauy, olog, cte., introduce only the latter, while
the pronomial adverbs ds, #, cte., introduce cither.

This distinetion has been noted by Dinwiddic in his disserta-
tion on 0. O. in Thucydides (page 13):

For é¢ see Andocides, 1, 83; Lysias, 21, 13,
For dsos see Andocides, 1, 47; Lysius, 6, 47.
Tor fwe see Andoeides, 2, 8; Lysias, 9, 7. .

It has not been considered necessary to divide the statistics of
Indirect Questions npon this principle.

2. 1t is often difficult to distinguish @y relative, a¢ interrogn-
tive and @s conjunctive introducing O. O. These uses mark
stages in the development of s, and it is not always possible to
determine the conception of the writer.

3. In Greek as in Latin, interrogative and relative sentences
shade into each other.

4. Notable is the use of #d», meaning whelher.

Andocides, 1, 37 duvapepyrorsatfiar ddv,
Lysias, 15, 5 azédunts &y,
cf. Demosthenes, 19 : cuvdtapyypovedety iy,

It may be noted that ezéduate iy adyhi 2éyw does not mean
« Consider whether Tam telling the truth,” but ¢ Consider
whether what I shall say is true.”
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5. Vivid Constructions in Indirect Questions.—As in dre and

@e clauses it will be found that the statistics do not show the
range of freedom in the use of Indicative and Optative; but in
many cases the Indicative is retained because the sense of the
sentence demands it.  In Antiphon 6, 7, (3éySavres) ¢f 7 adud
is in the sphere of the present, meaning whether I am an cvildoer.

It may be noted that the Greek uses the Aorist Participle,
when the leading verb is primary, as the equivalent of the
English Perfect Participle. From the frequent retention of
the original mood and tense in such cases it seems highly prob-
able that the Participle was felt to bs primary.

The Imperfect in Antiphon (6, 26) may be explained in two
ways; 7dwedyze may represent an original Present stated from
the standpoint of the narrator, or it may be explained as a
simple conditional not in O. O. Antiphon (6, 49) retains yp7.

There are two examples of the Indicative retained in Ando-
cides—Aorist (1, 29), Pluperfect (2, 14). Both approach rela-
tive sentences. It may be worthy of note that in 1, 29 the 0. O.
clause reconnts well-known facts. In (2, 14) <6 ppdype =a
Aypeita (g dnémpazze the ds clause is in opposition to =pdype and
may be considered as o pure relative, or taking =pdypue as pro-
liptic the @ clause may be in O. O., from standpoint of narrator.
Trom the time of the speaker izézpurro would be Perfect. The
conception varies somewhat as the ILatin dizit modum quo ;
dizit guo modo. _

In Lysias six Present Indicatives are retained. Of these one
(1, 25) might have heen put in the Optative. 2, 21; 30, 32 re-
tain ypy. 1, 33; 32, 18 belong to the universal present.

In (10, 4) ©( ovey Bhpupyiu fmeavdpyy the subordinate clause
involves a Dbit of general information properly retained in the
Indicative. Thus we say in English «1 knew that two and two
make four.” Compare (11, 2) fze dhipupyio 7v 70w,

Lysias 1, 25 is the only Indivect Question in Lysias with past
tense of a verb of asking that retains the Indicative except
30, 32 in which ypy occurs. Even liere it is quite probable
that the Indicative is not retained merely for vividness, but is
used to express habitual action.

U
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The three Imperfects and two Pluperfects in Lysias depend
upon the verbs eldévae, sromely, dwuely, dpdv.
The two Aorist Indicatives ave after as in /ndirect exclamation.

The clauses are not far removed from relative clauses, are not at

all contingent, and naturally prefer the Indicative.

In Xenophon's Anabasis there are five Indicative Presents- -

after past tenses. 6, 2, 4 and 7, 5, 9 retain yp7; the three
others seem to be retuined for vividness. In4, 1,26 and 6,2, 5
the verb upon which the question depends is an Infinitive stand-
ing for a Present of a finite mood. 5, 7, 83—ijpdrwy drt dati 70
apaype s one of the few examples of the Present Indicative
refained for vividness after « finite mood. Perhaps the famili-
arity of the phrase caused it to resist the influence of O. O.

Of the four Future Indicatives, 6, 1, 21 forms part of a gen-
eral truth and is regularly retained. The three others are vivid.

Of the seven Imperfects from the Present in the Anabasis
6, 1, 13 (iy'/mvru sf zat povuizes quvepiyosto u.{‘)rtig) descrves speciul
mention. The Imperfect expresses cuslomiary action which the
Optative seens unable lo express. vupdyoerco might mean: (if
they) ever fought in company with (them). It cannot meau:
(if they) were in the habit of fighting. The Present Indicative
might be used here.

The Indicative in 2, 5, 33 probably expresses aftempied action :
8t dzoivoy, what they were trying to do.

3, 5, 17 has #2200, It hus been mnoted that p¢22e does nob
conform to the vules of O. Q. ”FEusiios with the Infinitive to
express o Future from the past, or the Future of an unreal
relation, is not nncommon. ' ’

The remaining Imperfects (2, 3, 11; 5, 5, 25; 6, 4, 23) occur
in cluuses not far removed from. true relative clanses and seem
to be construed as such.

Xpein occurs once in Lysias (12, 44) in an indefinite relative
sentence having the force of an indirect guestion. See Schmitt
on such sentences (Schanz’s Beitrige, Heft 8, p. 14). The sen-
tence reads: oBarwag ypefy dpysty mupyyysihov.  The governing
verb expresses past customary action. The vivid form of the
subordinate clause would ke oBsrwas dv zo7 ; though ze7 is not
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absolutely excluded on account of the force of the indefinite
relative pronoun. T'his does not seem to be a fair exception to
the rule that ypy is retained in indirect questions.

VEeRrss oFr KNOWING AND PERCEIVING.

Verbs of Znowiny and percelving, on account of their objective
character, allow two classes of constructions. As knowledge
must depend for its accuracy upon true perception and reason-
ing, and as wrong impressions are quite common, whatever is
dependent upon the observation of one man or a class of men
is somewhat contingent. When the narrator represents the
knowledge as entirely due to the thought or perception of the
subject of the subordinate clause, this clause may follow the
regular rules of 0. 0." This is especially true when the narrator
quotes his past knowledge.

But it may be stated that a manifest. fact was observed or
meditated upon. Logically the clause is in O. 0., because it
expresses thought.  Grammatically it is constrned as the state-
ment of the narrator without reference to a direct form. The
Aorist Indicative is retained. The Present and Imperfect of a
possible direct form become Imperfect and Pluperfect.

The most common verbs of this class are:

eldévat lupsiclat nhoy slvat
¢ricraclat dyvosiy ’ Spiy
ylyv@orsty YUy OLELY GAORELY ©
aleldveclut . ratopoyQdvety dwosly_
ruvldveaOut

Statistics for Verbs of Kmnowing, ete.
1. With 6xc and as in Antiphon, Andocides, and Lysias.
@. Indicative.—
Present, 7—Lysias : 9,1; 10,303 11,11; 12,69; 12,70;
13,17; 18, 7%.
Future, 5—Lysias: 2,32; 12,15; 12,45 ; 12,70; 16,15.
Imperfect retained, 1—Lysias: 1, 17.
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j Antiphon: 1, 8; 1, 15.

o . Andocides: 1, 52; 1, 52.

Imperfect from Present, 9 | Lysias: 3, 6; ’,7, 18 212, 57;
L 12, 13 18, 11.

Aorist, 4—Lysias: 8,293 8, 13; 12, 75; 1, 17.

Pluperfect, 3—Andocides: 1, 52; 1, 52.

Lysius: 10, 30; 11, 11; 12, 69 are general truths; 12, 10
retaing yp7; 9, 1 belongs to the sphere of the present. In 13,
175 13, 77 the context does not make it quite clear whether
the Indicative is retained for vividness or whether the time of
the subordinate clause extends to the present.

b. Optative.— '
Andocides: 1, 39.
Present, 4— { Lysias: 9, 5; 12, 15; 23, 3.
. Antiphon: 5, 50.
 Fulure, 3—{Lysialbs: 1, 22; 19, 1C.
Perfect, 1—TLysias : 23, 3. ;

The Present Optative from Andocides (1, 39) depends on
pr@vaz, which is itself in 0. 0., from ¢y, and is hardly a fair
example.

The two examples from Lysias (23, 3) depend on zvlidpesos.
The context shows that the information was in answer to
questions. wolipevos is equivalent to a passive of a verb of
saying. The same might be said of =d6nyy in 9, 5. In Lysias,
(3, 8) muflipsung is used as a verb of perception. The resulf is
stated but the process is ignored. .

It may be noted that in the two first examples speaker and
narrator are the same. In the last they are different. In the
orators examined the wse of these verbs will (he Oplative is rave.

2. With bz and o in Xenophow's Anabasis.

@. Indicabive.—
Present, 1.
Futwre, 2.
Imperfect retained, 1: 6, 3, 23,
Imperfect from Present, 6: 1,2,21; 2,2,15; 2, 3, 6;
3,1,3; 5,6,29; 5,8, 10,




. Optative.—
Present, 11.
! Aorist, 2.
; Perfect, 1.

The Present Indicative (6, 1, 31) is required. It can be seen
that the Present Optative is used freely with these verbs, and
the Imperfect Indicative quite often.

i i
i
| | .
|
| i
i
i 23
q
H

3. With Indivect Questions én Antiphon, Andocides and Lysias.

. Indieative.—
Presend, 3—Lysias: 1, 335 10, 45 32, 18.
Mubure, 4—Liysias: 1, 41; 2,135 4, 75 14, 17,
Aorist, 1—Lysias: 32, 18.
Imperfect relained, 1—Antiphon: 2, 7, 8.
Imperfect from Present, 3—Liysias: 1,425 7,125 11,12,
 Dluperfect from DPerfect, 3—Liysias: 9, 7; 32, 18.
b, Optabive.— Andocid
Andocides: 1, 62.
| Present, 23— ] Lysius[: cl’ 15.’ 6
“ Puture, 2—Tiysias: 23,93 23, 10,
Aorist, 1—Lysins: 3, 10.
{ The Indicative is more frequent than the Optative.

&, With Indirect Questions in Nenophow's Anabasis.

i« Indicative.—
] Present, 1.
LFutwre, 3.
Jmperfect velaived, 12 7, 7, 43.
Lmperfect from Present, 4: 2, 5,385 4,7, 115 5,5,25;
6, 4, 23.
0. Optative.—
LPresent, 13. .

Note that the Present Optative is more frequent and that the
one Present Indicative retained (6, 2, 5) occurs after the Infini-
tive 20¢vae representing the Imperative in continued 0. O.




1V.—The Infinitive.

The Infinitive has by nature no declarative force. It ex-
presses in O. O. the subject of thought or speech. The realiza-
tion, in fact, is deduced from the context.

A @ze clanse assumes the reality of the matter stafed or thought
upon. A by clause is intermediate and often approaches closely
the nse of the Accusative and Infinitive.

With efrstv and Afpzer an opinion or conclusion is maintained
by the Infinitive.

Antiphon: 4y, 4; 4 6, 11,
Lysias: 8, 15.
Anabasis: 5, 4, 34.

When words are the subject of discussion sizsiv and gdvar seem
to be used indiscriminately. '

Lysiag: 10, 9; 11, 3; 11, 5.
Cf. Lysias (10, 8) with as.

In Lysias, 11, 5, ef=y d=o3zBhyzévar seems to be the exact equiv-
alent of ¢7 fidar.

The Infinitive occurs as the object of that large class of verbs
asking, exhorting, commanding, etc., expressing shades of meun-
ing from a mild wish to & strong command. “The Infinitive is
the ouler object denoting the thing commanded, ete.

In the development of the O. O. construction in certain cases
the Infinitive lost its objective character and became the cognate
object, expressing the content of the governing verb. Then itis
the true representative of the Imperative in O. O. '

The Present Infinitive occurs rarely with ¢dvar referring to
the Future in 0. 0. oy uyprizw, he said he was going to inform
(Liysias, 29, 6).

Of. the regular use of iévar. Anabasis, 1, 8, 1: oz fouruy
tévat,

The Aorist Infinitive occurs in Lysias, 13,15 and 13, 47, with
pdvat veferring to the Future. (Moods and Tenses, §127).
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Perhaps the best explanation of this phenomenon is to con-
sider the Infinitives as simple object Infinitivés. ¢dva: coalesces
with a preceding negative and is felt to he the equivalent of a
verb of refusing.
© Eizsiv in Anabasis, 7, 8, 2, with izepiseg, and followed by an
Infinitive with juzy, is construed as a verb of swewring.

Ivavae with the Infinitive (Tuysias, 16, 36; Andocides, 2, 10;
Anabasis, 1, 9, 17) may be translated “/fo decide.” Moods and
Tenses, §915, 3 (a).

Hostriveatac oceurs (Liysias, 6, 87; Anabasis, 7, 6, 11) with the
Infinitive with meaning very near to that of dzndey, 'Azodew
is used with the Infinitive with the meaning “fo e told.”
Lysias, 13, 773 25, 21; 26, 3; Anabasis, 4, 6, 14; 4, 6, 16;
4, 5, 35, ' '

>Aroher with the Participle indicates that the hearing is from
someone who professes to have definite information. Xeno-
phon’s Anabasis, 1, 4, 5 ; Sophocles’ Electra, 293. (Moods and
Tenses, §914). The thing heard is not necessarily a fact.

The Infinitives after wiciuy ¥ysw Aipov, Smolzizzes (Antiphon,
2,105 1 2, 5) belong to the class of object Infinilives not in
0. 0. proper. Cf. Moods and Tenses, §749 and Andocides, 3, 26,
N3¢ hdypos bmolzimstat pi obz adesly,

In Autiphon, 5, 80, dtddazser tukes an object Infinitive with
the meaning fo leach how.

1. Verbs taking the Infinitive in 0. O. representing
the Indicative or Optalive.

§1.  Antiphon.

apyetalut greicla Spvbvat
Stopvivae zeTOpely apoadiaBallsey
doxely razadorely wposmateirfaut
éyyew : Myety drolapfdvsy

A rmilety vapiLety patveslat
Azt elvae nierfut vt

dreralsiv Srndopsiy szt
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§2. Andocides.
altely dotndvat opvbvat
apaclat dmappétlew’ TGTEDEY
rtyedazse (2, 10) Frstalat ¢ wpusemely (4, 17)
Soxsiy Ayzty brtayvsialio
dropilzalo vopllsty oivat

Prilewy

§3. Lysias.

aledyzaiu imaypyidhety dpodoypety
ametlely dmgphrrey Spvbvat
drodety Yreiato zovitdvedibor
alttiadar Myety Omtayveioia
plyvdanrsty prvHEw bromTeety
Surziy voptlety iyt

simely. o wlediae darsty

1. The Infinitive in Continued Nurralive.
The Infinitive may continue a narrative:

1. When it is used in the first clanse of 0. 0. (Andocides,
38, 42). This is an unusually long passage. TFven here ¢y is
repeated three times.

2. After verbs which take dz: and @¢.  This is the rnle when
the continuation is introduced by ydp. With yip: Antiphon,
I'y, 2 Lysias, 10, 6; 18, 5; 14, 5; 14, 33; 22, 9; 25, 28.
Anabasis, 6,1,23; 6,2, 11; 7, 2,31, Withonbydp : Andocides,”
1,12; 1, 36, Lysias, 19, 25.  An independent Optutive occurs
with yép: Antiphon, 6, 22, Anabasis, 7, 3, 13.

3. After verhs which take a simple object Infinitive in partial
0. 0. /Neleders, ete., Lysias, 2, 45.  Anabasis, 4, 5, 16; 7,7, 19.

4. After a verb taking the DParticiple in 0. O. Lysias, 32, 15.

5. After duzer with the Nominative and Infinitive 0. O. may
be continued Dy the Accusative and Infinitive. Xenophon’s
Anabasis, 1, 4, 18,

2. The Infinitive as Imperalive.

It is impossible, as Goodwin says, (Moods and Tenses, §654)
to tell exactly where a Gireek would have drawn the line between
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the Infinitive as a simple object and the Infinitive in 0. 0. It

is, however, too narrow to limit the use of the Infinitive in 0.0. .

to the representation of the Indicative and Optative. The

Infinitive is used as Imperative.

1. Intheindirect statement of laws. Antiphon, I'8, 55 5,10.
Andocides, 1, 203 1,%3; 1,93; 1,953 1,110, 1, 1165 3, 12.
Lysias, 1, 32; 6, 52; 8, 10; 8, 12; 11,5; 14, 5; 22, 6. Laws
are frequently written in 0. 0. Lysias, 10; 16, 17, 18, 19.

2. In proclumations, decrces, ete. Andocides, 1, 1113 1, 145
bis; 1, 1765 1, 1823 2, 3. Lysias, 2, 1; 6, 24; 12, 70; 12,
76; 16, 6.

3. In simple propositions or commands with pure verbs of
saying, a8 sizety Myse, cte.  Andocides, 1, 713 1, 1235 1, 126;
4, 7. Lysias, 1, 23 ; 1, 30; 16, 13,

In Andocides, 1, 123, and Lysias, 16, 13, the Imperative
idea is specifically plain.  Cf. Anabasis, 1, 3, 143 5, 7, 34,

When required for clearness or emphasis the Infinitive is
strengthened by ypjvar.  Antiphon, guet ypiva, 5, 845 6, 28.
Andocides, &leyuy . . ypiva, 1, 36.

3. Subject of the Infinitive.

The subject of the Infinitive is nsnally omitted if it is the
sume as that of the governing verb expressed or implied in a
phrase. When emphatic it is usually expressed by the accusa-
tive of the refleaive or by the Nominative of the intensive wizis,

When the subject of the Infinitive is different from that of
the governing verb it is expressed in the Accusative unless men-
tioned before or clearly implied by the context. Andocides,
4, 38. Cf. Demosthenes, xx, 111,

The Accusative of «dris (Andocides, 1, 125 1, 126), the Accu-
sative of the personal pronoun (Antiphon, 6, 31), and the Nomi-
native of the personal pronoun (Thucydides, 6, 34, 2) also occur.
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verbs taking the Participle.

V.—The Participle.

The Participle in O. 0. is a development of the object Parti-
ciple after verbs of sense and perception, and usually carries
with it the definiteness and certainty of personal observation.
The Infinitive (within our limits) is comparatively rare with
When is does oceur it expresses an

opinion-gathered from a process of reasoning. The distinection
between a participle in 0. O. and a clause with d=: or és is often

very slight.

dmadztzuyu
arv@ulysty
ameddpye
7iyvdersty
dyhody

Ehéyysty

o o ’
AN~ ELLIVYOL

'

$v-Oztzvuvat
ylyvdersty

dylody

alaibiveaior
amu-guivery,

, patveaiu

, amo-Ostzvbvat
dmt-fetavdvut

; Aztzvdyat

ylyvwnzey

Antiphon,

extieinvlvat
niaraaiiat

e10dval

zuTdousys ylyveafat

pppisty

Andocides. -

a7 l0y elvu
eldévut
gidvpeiadae
ebplarsty

Iopileaiur
Lysias.

qoyytyv sty
85 Ay elvat
Fuzsiy
dyyery

2
<5
£

-ehdyyety

e
Oplonsty

The Participle is more concrete and vivid, the d=

clause is abstract and didactic.
The following verbs are construed with the Participle:

u'f/(Zy .
meplétdévar
quvstddvat
gutveaibat

pavepis elvat

didyneey
’ L4 -
Spiy
oy tdveslay

gulveaiiut

u'/uI'/

-y
é(ta-r;‘miu
TEPL-0NTAY
wovbdviaiue

ouiveaiat
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Subject of the Participle.

When the subject of the Participle is the same as that of the
governing verb it is usnally omitted and the Participle is
expressed in the Nominative case. Antiphon, 4 8, 6; 4 3, 9.

When emphatic the subject of the Participle is expressed by
the Accusative of the reflexive. Antiphon, 4 4, 3

VI.—Secondary Dependencies.
§1.  Conditional Sentences after Pust Tenses.

. Subjunctive and Indicative changed to Optative.—

Antiphon: 1, 15; 1, 19; 4 «, 8; 5, 50; 6, 12; 6, 13
6,23;6,23; '3, 4

Andomdes 1,205 1, 90; 1 115; 1 122; 3, 30; 4, 15;
4, 17.

Lysws 2, 213 7, 34; 12, 2, 15; 13, 25; 13, 53;
13, 78 19, 59 26 24; 28, 14; 23, 11;
12, 74,

b. Indicative retained.—
Andocides (L Future): 1, 53.
Lysias (11 Futures): 2,323 2,45; 2, 45; 12,113 12,70;
13,155 13,153 21,243 26,9; R7, 1.
(? Presents): 2, 22; 22, 2.
(1 Perfect): 32, L1,

¢. Subjunctive retained.—
Andocides; 1, 41.
Lysias: 12, 15; 12, 15; 32, 6.
We observe no Future Optatives in protases. Protases in édv
are usually changed to Optative. Lysias uses the “ most vivid”
Future condition more frequently than others examined and
retains the Future Indicative in protases,
Xenophon quite frequently retains the Future Indicative in
protases, - Cf. Anabasis, 5, 6, 34; 6,6, 10; 7, 1,40; 7, 4, 5.
In Andocides (1, 122) a Present Indicative is changed to
Optative.
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In the Classical Review, p. 320, July, 1890, Marchant raises
an interesting question with reference to conditional sentences.
Following Stahl], who says in substance (Quaest. Gram. ad Thuc.,
p. 8, ed. 1886) «“Thucydides never changes the Indicative with
el to Optative in O. O. This ruleis true for all writers, «¢ with
the Future Optative excepted.” Marchant adds: “I have never
seen an example outside Xenophon which breaks Stahl’s canon.”
In an example given by Goodwin, (§696 from Plato, Ap. R0 1),
2k dyar oy Rdyvoy dpundprau €8 dg dlnlds fyzt TabTyy iy dyuyy zal
ofitwe dppzids Sidderst, he remarks that #ye: and feddezor might
be used. If Stahl is correct, is the Optative possible outside
Xenophon in a single clause containing e in 0. 0., unless <!
with Optative, «f with Future Indicative, or v with the Sub-
junctive would be nsed in the recta?

In the dmerican Journalof Philology, 1892, (“Brief Mention”)
Gildersleeve notes this view of Marchant, quoting among other
references in refutation, Andocides, 1, 122 ; Thucydides, 6, 27,
5; 2,92, 3,

The change of present protases in the Indicative to Optative
is regular though rare. Marchant, however, may be right in
his protest at Goodwin’s treatment of the example quoted.

If Plato had written foyy elvar edduipova instead of dpuxdpton
the Optative would he allowable in the O. O. clause. It may he
questioned whether this change, which is rare at best, would
be allowed after such an objective verb as dpazdiptoa,

s

§2.  Relative Sentences afler Pust Tenses.

a. Subjunctive and Indicative changed to Optntivé.—— ,
Antiphon: 5, 50; 6,22; 6,23; 6,45; 1, 10. :
Andocides; 1, 39; 2, 10.

Lysias: 3, 5; 2, 24; 12, 74; 12, V65 12, 843 13, 7;
19,25, 19, 355 23, 2.
b. Indicative retained.—
Present—Antiphon: P 3, 3; 6, 27,
Lysias: 1,193 7, 40; 2%, 25 6, 54; 22, 6.
Future—Lysias: 13, 17; 13, 25.
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Dperfect (contemporaneois)—
Antiphon: 6, 23; 6, 38.
Andocides: 1,12 1, 345 1, 53.
Lysias; 12, 73; 18, 11; 19, 50.
Anabasis: 1,2, 1 ter; 1,2,2; 2,1,2; 4,1, 12;

4,3,39; 6,5,22; 7, 8, 2.
¢. Subjunctive retained.—
Lysias: 1, 6; 13,253 13, 86; 13, 92; 30, 28.

The statistics are sufficient to show that the retention of the
Subjunctive with the relative is rare in the authors examined.
Lysias, 1, 6, (vOrw dwreipyy date prre lomely pyjve May i’ dusivy
dre dv 04y moeziv) is a very unique example,

One theory of result clauses is that they look to the end con-
templated, and the vivid constraction would be explained by
0. 0. Itis necessary, however, to consider that the time of the
relative sentence is general. The Infinitive upon which it de-
pends on account of the generality was not felt to be past, and
takes the primary sequence.

Lysias, 13, 25, depends upon u preceding Indicative vetained,
and is regular.

Lysias, 13, 86, is 0. R. It quotes the words of the legal
document.

In Lysias, 30, 28, the time of the relative clause is general.

Lysias, 13, 92, is perhaps the only clear case of the retention
of the Subjunctive for vividness. Itis thoroughly incorporated
in the subordinate clause and quotes the injunction. '

§3.  Final Clawses.

Tinal clauses ave treated fully by Weber (Schanz’s Beitriige,

_ Heft. 5), and the statistics are taken from his treatment.

Tt is necessary to discriminate between Purpose clauses in 0. O.
and those depending on simple declarative verbs. Tven here
they allow Representation and may vetain the Subjunctive.
"T'his, however, is much rarer than we would be led to helieve by
Moods and Tenses, §318 and §320. Weber's statistics qunoted
in confirmation of §320 ure quite misleading.
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Statistics for Final Cluuses.

Antiphon (including Tetralogies).—
Optative, 6: 1,105 5,485 5,55; 6,13; 6,37; ', 2.
Subjunctive, 3; 1,33; Ap, 65 4y, R
Andocides (including oration) 4.—
Optative,11: 1,39; 1,42; 1,885 1,137 1,141; 1,54;
. 3,8; 3,389; 4,15; 4,29; 1, 99.
Subjunctive, 7: 1, 12; 1, 40; 1, 86; 1, 113; 1, 133;
3,23; 3, 33.
Lysias (including orations 2, 6, 8, 13, R0).—
Oplative, 26.
Subjunctive, 32: 1, 93 1, 10; 1, 11; 1, 12 bis; 1, 4;
2,9, 2,335 6,11; 6,564; 12,7; 12,12;
12,2516, 6; 16, 14; 28, 6; 30, 12;
31, 30; 32, 22; 33, 2; 34, 11; 31, 3.

Weber says in reference to the examples from Andocides

(Schanz’s Beitrige, Heft. 5, p. 140): “ Analysisen wir genauer
so miissen wir bei 1, 86; 1, 113; 3, 23 Fortdauer der
Absicht in der Gegenwart annehmen.”

1, 40, properly belongs to 0. R. 1, 121, followsan Historical
Present. 3, 33, and 1, 133 arc in 0. O.

In reference to Lysias, after discussing the change in 32, 22;
Weber says: “An den iibrigen Stellen, echten wie unechten,
haben, wir an 8 Fortdauer der Absicht in der Gegenwart an-
zunehmen.” B

We find that these are 2, 9; 6, 11: 6, 54; 16, G; 16, 14;

. 30,12; 31, 30; 33, 2. 28,6, and (1, 12, Present Subjunctive)’

are O, R, 1,12; 12, 7 and 12, 12 are in O. O.

In Auntiphon, 1,23 expresses purpose continued to the present.
43,6i3in 0. O. ' ‘

The remaining examples from Antiphon present peculiarities
which may be felt, But, not to draw too nice a distinction, we
may consider it established that :—

1. A positive Purpose Clause taking its time from a definite
past action prefers the Optative.

2. When a Purpose Clause is iferative (1, 9; 1,10) orin O, O.’
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or otherwise contingent by depending on an Tnfinitive or con-
dition, it may lend itself readily to Representation.

3. When a Purpose Clause expresses a purpose that con-
tinues to the Present it regularly takes the Subjunctive.

A §4.  Clauses of Fearing.
These are few and give scarcely any basis for generalization.
Antiphon.—Optative dorist (5, 58; 4 y, 8).
Indicative dorist with os (5, 69).

-Andocides.—Optative Aorist (1, 36; 4, 15).

Lysias.—Subjunctive Aorist (12, 35 12, 98; 1, 44).

In the examples from Lysias the Subjunctive is retained in
12, 3, on account of the continuance of the fear into the present,
and perhaps in 12, 98, for the same reason.

Lt hus not been thought necessary to give statistics for other
secondary dependencies, nor to distinguish in this place hetween
the kinds of O. 0. We now examine the influence of the verb
upon which these clauses depend. Some examples have been
taken from Goodwin’s Moods and Tenses, and other sources.

In éze and dg clauses, when the leading verb is changed to

Optative, secondary dependencies are usually changed also.

(Moods and Tenses, §G90).

We may expect exceptions :—

1. When the dependent O. O. clause expresses customary
action. (Xenophon: Cyrus, 3, 2, 1).

2. When a general trath or present fact is stated. (Xeno-
phon, Oec., 15, 2}. ‘

3. When relative clauses occur in the Present or Future
Indicative. (Xenophon’s Anubasis: 2,3, 6; 3,1, 7; 8,1, 26;
7,41, Thucydides, 2, 72, 2; 3, 33).

When an Infinitive intervenes hetween the leading O. O. verb
aud its dependencies. (Andocides, 1, 41).

When a primary tense of the Indicative is retuined after a

past governing verb in = or ég¢ clauses secondary dependencies

are usnally retained in the original mood and tense.

Lysias: 2, 22; 2,33,; 12, 15 bis,; 12,70; 13,061 ; 13,17;
13,255 27,1; 32, 11.




34

Exceptions—
Lysias: 7, 34; 12, 74 bis.; 13, 25.

It may be noted that when an exception does occur to either
of these rules it naturally carries with it its immediate depend-
encies. (Lysias, 12, 74 ; Xenophon’s Anabasis, 2, 3, 6.)

When the verb that governs the O. O. is followed by the
Infinitive representing a primary tense in O. R. there is much

freedom.

Secondary dependencies secem to be retained or changed to
Optative (where allowable) according as they are closely or
loosely incorporated in 0. 0. Compare Lysias, 12, 9 and 12, 11.
Tn the former case Lysias states the conditions of .agreement;
in the latter he quotes what was said.

It seems scavcely necessary to uote statistics already given
with reference to this special case, since the construction depends
largely upon the conception of the writer.

- Purpose clauses retained in the Subjunctive through their
close incorporation in 0. O. have already been mentioned. All
conditional sentences noted with Optative in Antiphon fall
under this rule.

We have the original mood retained :

Andocides: 1, 41.
Liysias: 2, 45; 21, 24; 22, 3; 26, 9; 32, 6.

Changed to Optative:

Andocides: 1,203 1, 90; 4, 17.
Lysias: 2, 21; 12, 9; 12, 15; 13, 53; 23, 11.

There is quite a difference between a clause forming an, in-
tegral part of the thought stated by the narrator and one which
forms no part of O. 0., even in thought. Thus the narrafor
may state a purpose or temporal relation which the speaker
intentionally omitted.

We do not hold, however, that the original mnood and tense is
retained for the sole purpose of presenting vividly the words or
thoughts of the speaker. In Demosthenes, xviii, 148, (Moods
and Tenses, §690), for example, the skill of the orator is shown
by the delicate turn of expression which allowed him to repre-
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sent Philip’s past thoughts as a matter present to his audience.
Few examples have been noted of secondary dependencies
where the leading verb in O. O. is & Participle depending on &
verb of Enowing, cte.
Antiphon, 6, 48. Lysias, 17, 85.
Iere the change to the Optative is what we would expect.

VIL.-~Partial O. O.

A full discussion of this interesting subject cannot he at-
tempted. "The construction has been noted in the Introduction
and in the treatmeut of the Infinitive. The governing verb is
nob a pure verb of saying or thinking.

The dependencies do nol follow the strict rules of 0. 0., but
take often the moods and tenses called for by the narrative regard-
less of the implied thowyht or wbterance. Representation is
allowed. - '

The Imperfect Indicative is perfectly regular to represent a
Present, certainly in relative clauses, Andocides, 1, 12; Lysias,
12, 73; Anabasis, 1,2,1 ter,; 1,2,2; 2,2,1; 4,1, 12.

White, in his note on disrpucsiers, Anabasis, 1, 2, 2, allows
the Optative Present as a possible form. Thisis exceedingly
doubtful. ' )

The Imperfects in Anabasis, 1,2, 1, are so regular that they
called forth no comment, though they are clearly exceptional
according to Moods and Tenses, § 695,

A condition in the Imperfect or Pluperfect representing an
original Present or Perfect is rare; but when it does occur in
partial O. O., we see no reason for treating it as irregular.

We would not hesitate to write such a sentence as: I claimed
that if Cyrus were doing this he ought fto be put to death : 550wy

~ . N s o moesi .
zhpoy  dmoflavely ef TodTO roiet not rotui.
" -




VIIL—The Negative.

The negative has been so frequently discussed that it seems
unnecessary to mention the few irregularities that occur when .
a full treatment is impossible. An interesting fact has been -
noted by Gildersleeve, that the change from positive to negative

" and vice versa seems to influence the mood. Andocides, 1, 4;

1, 61; Lysias, 12, 48; 12, 74; Anabasis, 4, 5, 10; 4, 5, 28;
Thucydides, 2, 13,1; 2, 80,1; 4, 130, 3; 8, 86, 3. ’

The examples noted are scarcely sufficient to justify any gen-
eralization. It may be observed that the negative clause is
usually the one construed with the Optative. 1In Lysias, 12, 48;
12, 74, the thought is the reverse of the form. However, we
find the change of mood withont the negative, and the negative
without the change, so that other causes often appear. The
negutive quantifies the predicate of o sentence, neutralizing the force
of continuetl or habitual action, and whether used with the gov-
erning or subordinate verb, has a lendency to mark the 0. O. as
« mere allegation, following the regular rule of O. O. rather
than to be stated vividly.

Compare 7yréidy, Thucydides, 1,114, 1; 4,93, 2, with Indica-
tive, and od yip 7rréioy, Thucydides, 2, 6, 2, with Perfect
Optative. -




