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Abstract: Ancient Greek has been said to have a form of morphosyntactic symmetry called
mood attraction or mood assimilation where a subordinate clause was formally assimilated to
the same mood as the matrix clause (i.e. an optative, indicative or subjunctive with certain
temporal reference limitations). As counterproposal, this article uses a corpus study of Archaic
(VIII-VBC) and Classical Greek (V-IVBC) to demonstrate that this aspect of modal syntax is
in fact pragmatically conditioned. Subordinate clauses in counterfactual mood attraction do not
need the expected modal particle (dn/ke(n)) because they obtain their counterfactuality via
transfer of counterfactual implicature from the matrix clause. This transfer resembles how
counterfactual matrix clauses receive counterfactual implicature from preceding counterfactual
conditionals, because transfer only takes place with (i) temporally iconic subordinate clauses
with a causal connection, (ii) the negative or positive polarity of the matrix clause is also
transferred, and (iii) both the counterfactual optative (in Archaic) and indicative (in Archaic
and Classical Greek) can be found in the matrix and subordinate clause, even asymmetrically
in Archaic Greek. Furthermore, non-counterfactual mood symmetry with the optative or
subjunctive is also pragmatically conditioned, as choosing a symmetrical mood in the
subordinate clause has both a pragmatic and semantic motivation, just as when it is

asymmetrically marked by mood in the so-called oblique optative.
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1 The syntax of mood attraction in Ancient Greek

In Ancient Greek the mood of a subordinate clause can be “assimilated” or “attracted” to
the mood of the main clause (to an optative, indicative or, rarely, a subjunctive mood, a
phenomenon called mood attraction or mood assimilation (Napoli 2014). Napoli defines it as
follows: “Mood attraction (or ‘modal assimilation’, as it is also called) takes place when the

mood of a verb occurring in a subordinate clause, which may be dependent or sub-dependent,



is assimilated to the mood of the matrix clause. In other words, one does not find the expected
mood in a given subordinate clause, but the same mood as in the corresponding matrix clause”
(Napoli 2014, my italics). Mood attraction occurs with three different moods (in order of
decreasing frequency): (i) attraction to the optative, (ii) attraction to the counterfactual'
indicative, and, most rarely, (ii1) attraction to the subjunctive. Since the mood in the subordinate
clause is, as it were, unexpectedly matched with the mood in the matrix clause, this phenomenon
can be called a symmetrical mood phenomenon. As such, it contrasts with the asymmetrical
phenomenon of the so-called oblique optative (Duhoux 1992: 43), where researchers at least
agree that the optative is found in a subordinate clause after a past indicative for a pragmatic
reason (e.g. as reportative evidential, indirect speech, perspectival effect).?

An aspect of mood attraction that has not received much attention is how the
counterfactual types of mood attraction fit into the phenomenon of mood attraction in Ancient
Greek more generally. After all, both the optative and the indicative were used counterfactually
in Archaic Greek (la Roi 2022a with references), which opens up the theoretical possibility that
they were both used in mood attraction after a counterfactual matrix clause (whether in the
counterfactual optative or counterfactual indicative). However, such cases are not admitted into
standard definitions of mood attraction, since mood attraction to the optative is only said to
happen when the matrix clause with the optative refers to the non-counterfactual future, in
potential or wish use (e.g. Smyth and Messing 1968: 489 and Napoli 2014). In other words, the
notion of “expected mood” is also problematically based on temporal reference grounds,
excluding counterfactual uses of the optative that refer to the past or present, or non-
counterfactual potential optatives that refer to the present® from mood attraction. Since the most
frequent uses of mood attraction occur with the optative and the indicative, and they are also
used for counterfactuality in different clause types in Ancient Greek, a diachronic study of the
use of counterfactual mood attraction with the optative and the indicative could yield insights
relevant to the diachronic syntax of counterfactuality, mood attraction and the syntactic and
pragmatic conditions of mood usage in both Archaic and Classical Greek.

Furthermore, the distribution of mood attraction with the optative and indicative is

allegedly limited to certain subordinate clause types (e.g. the optative to temporal, conditional

! A sentence or clause is generally called counterfactual (or contrary-to-fact) when it is implied or assumed that
what is said does not hold in the actual world (cf. Declerck and Reed 2001: 7; Dancygier 2006: 25).

21 am aware that the origins and pragmatic value of the oblique optative construction is debated within Ancient
Greek linguistics. The effects mentioned here are based on some of the analyses given of the construction, cf.
Mendez Dosuna (1999), Faure (2014) and Lillo (2017).

3 Some grammars falsely suggest that the potential optative always refers to the future (pace van Emde Boas et al.
2019: 436), but see Wakker (1994: 211).



relative clauses if antecedent has an indefinite, final, interrogative indirect clauses as equivalent
of dubitative subjunctive, and relative clauses of purpose), but the reasons for that are
unaddressed thus far. By contrast, counterfactual mood attraction with the counterfactual
indicative (i.e. when the indicative is used counterfactually in non-conditional* subordinate
clauses without its expected modal particle (dn/ke(n)), Kithner and Gerth 1898: 259) is said to
occur with conditional relative clauses, temporal clauses and final clauses (Napoli 2014). Yet,
it can actually be found with other subordinate clause types as well, as in the comparative
subordinate clause type of example (1). In this example, the comparative clause refers to the
counterfactual past in which Aminias would have knowingly sought to catch Artemisia in that
ship. Rather than marking the counterfactuality of the indicatives in the non-conditional
subordinate clause using an expected modal particle, it is “assimilated” to the same
counterfactual function as the indicative mood in the matrix clause. Note how the matrix clause
does have the expected modal particle, following morphosyntactic rules of the mood system of

Ancient Greek (see discussion below in table 1).

(1) |[&l pév vov Enobe 811 v todTn TAEoL ApTepnsin,] ovK &v émavoato TpéTepOV ij EIAE LV

i Kol adtog Ao, (Hdt. 8.93.5-6)

ouk an |epatusato proteron |e: | heilé

NEG MOD |stop-3SG.IND.AOR |sooner than | capture-3SG.IND.AOR
min e: kai autos he:lo:

he-Acc or |PTCL self-NoM be.caught-3SG.IND.AOR

‘[If he had known that Artemisia was in that ship,] he would not have stopped earlier

than that he captured it or was captured himself.”

In addition to such undiscovered distributional aspects, existing hypotheses about mood
attraction cannot fully explain counterfactual mood attraction yet as (1) a mechanical formal
phenomenon because a symmetrically marked sentence can have a counterfactual matrix clause
but a non-counterfactual subordinate clause (ex. 3), nor (2) semantically as caused by the main

clause verb as a variety of counterfactual verb forms occur in cases of counterfactual mood

4 In Archaic and Classical Greek conditional clauses and some Archaic Greek comparative clauses formed like
conditionals with Ao:s ei ‘as if”, the modal particle is not necessary, see la Roi (2022a).

> The translations in this article are based on the most recent Loeb translations available via
https://www.loebclassics.com/



attraction (see section 2 and 3), nor (3) through a combination of the above and stylistic factors®
since the attracted subordinate clauses have a variety of values per mood.

Therefore, I argue, we should try and separate the different aspects of mood attraction in
order to distinguish between factors that contribute to mood attraction and factors that
determine mood attraction, both morphosyntactic and pragmatic. Accordingly, I propose to
distinguish between formal optative mood attraction (FOMA), formal indicative mood
attraction (FIMA) and pragmatic counterfactuality transfer (PCT). Formal mood attraction
(FOMA and FIMA) refers to the traditional conception of mood attraction, i.e. the attraction to
the same mood as the matrix clause instead of the “expected mood”. For the counterfactual
indicative and optative this means that, as shown in the lowest row of table 1 below, a modal
particle is not necessary to mark counterfactuality in non-conditional subordinate clauses when
we have a case of counterfactual mood attraction; conversely, when there is no counterfactual
mood attraction from the matrix clause, i.e. “attracting” a counterfactual mood use without the
modal particle, a modal particle is needed to mark a mood as counterfactual in non-conditional
subordinate clauses (for explanations see section 2 and 3). The absence of the modal particle in
such clauses, I suggest, indicates that their counterfactuality is obtained from their matrix clause
(see below in section 2 and 3). Pragmatic counterfactuality transfer (PCT) thus refers to those
subordinate clauses which have a counterfactual meaning without the modal particle because
they gained their counterfactual meaning from the matrix clause. As shown by the overview in
table 1, the modal particles (dn/ke(n)) play a crucial part of the mood system in Ancient Greek
in signalling the modal value of a clause. They have obligatory usages, as in the counterfactual
mood usages in table 17, and optional usages, as with the potential optative in main clauses (la

Roi 2023).

Table 1: Counterfactual mood strategies in Ancient Greek

Hlocution Archaic Greek Classical Greek
Counterfactual optative Counterfactual indicative Counterfactual indicative
Wish e  wish optative e insubordinate aithe, ho:s e insubordinate ei gdr, eithe,
e insubordinate wishes with d:phel(l)lon ho:s with o:phel(l)lon
with the optative (aithe, e O:phel(l)lon o O:phel(l)lon
al gar, ei gar eithe or ei)

¢ E.g. Amigues (1977: 205-224) or Napoli (2014) who states “often, it rather represents only a matter of stylistic
choice”.

7 An exception is the infrequent construction of an adverb meaning ‘almost’ (e.g. oligou) with a past indicative
which together yield a counterfactual implicature (he almost won=he did not win), for which see la Roi 2023.



insubordinate ei gar, eithe

with past indicative

Declarative optative with modal
particles an/ke(n)
Interrogative optative with modal

particle ken (1x)

past indicative with modal

particles an/ke(n)

past indicative with modal

particle dan

De-activated

(conditional)

optative

past indicative

past indicative

De-activated
(non-

conditional)

optative with modal
particles dn/ke(n)

[optative in attraction)

past indicative with modal
particles dn/ke(n)

[indicative in attraction)

past indicative with modal
particle dn

[indicative in attraction]

Note that the overview focuses on mood forms and leaves out the many counterfactual modal
verbs such as (e)khre:n ‘it should’, édei ‘it ought’, eboulome:n ‘1 wished’ (see Revuelta
Puigdollers 2017 for a recent overview) which do not, strictly speaking, need a modal particle
to be used counterfactually. Space also prevents me from discussing many of the diachronic
changes shown by counterfactual markers from Archaic Greek to Classical Greek, e.g. changes
in temporal reference from past to present by all aspects, clause type extensions (see la Roi
2022a) or the creation of insubordinate counterfactual alternatives to counterfactual wish
illocutions based on mood only (la Roi 2021). Still, the present study can investigate whether
the cases of counterfactual mood attraction play any role for the development of counterfactual
strategies more generally (see section 3). The de-activated label (in the last two rows) refers to
the use of counterfactual mood forms in subordinate clauses, as they prototypically take part in
the illocutionary force of their matrix clause, e.g. declarative ‘I walked to the shop so that I
could buy bread’ or interrogative ‘Can I go the shop if it’s a Sunday?’ (see la Roi 2021).

This paper is divided into five sections. Section 2 and 3 discuss counterfactual mood
attraction from a pragmatic perspective, respectively in Archaic and Classical Greek.
Subsequently, section 4 seeks to move beyond traditional explanations of mood attraction and
suggest that we can do without this formal and temporal reference based notion. Section 5 offers
some concluding remarks. This study is based on a corpus-based analysis of counterfactual
mood attraction in Ancient Greek, comparing Archaic Greek (Homer, Hesiod and the Homeric
Hymns) and Classical Greek texts (the three tragedians, Aristophanes, the histories of

Thucydides, Herodotus and Xenophon, the authentic Platonic dialogues and the orators Lysias,



Isocrates, Isacus and Demosthenes). Using the Thesaurus Linguae Graecae, I collected those
cases in which a non-conditional subordinate clause in the optative or indicative without the
modal particle followed a counterfactual matrix clause (126 examples). These I subsequently
analysed for counterfactual mood attraction. To maximize coverage, I also checked the

examples given in the standard grammars listed at the end of this paper.

2 Counterfactual mood attraction in Archaic Greek

In Archaic Greek, the counterfactual optative is used especially to refer to the present (and
sometimes the future), but there are also still some archaic past-referring uses in Homer which
are being replaced by the counterfactual indicative diachronically, e.g. in relative clauses and
in declarative or interrogative main clauses (la Roi 2022a). In the example below from the /liad,
a past-referring counterfactual optative in the matrix clause (ondsaito) is followed by past-
referring counterfactual optatives in its subordinate relative clause which express what no such
man would have done (as he could not have). Traditional grammars have called such past
counterfactual uses a past potential usage but Wakker (1994: 156—166) has convincingly shown
that these uses have a counterfactual implicature in context. To illustrate, in example (2) the
Homeric narrator wants to suggest to the reader that it was impossible that any man would have
made light of it and moved through there, because the fighting was that intense back then. Oddly
enough, Wakker (1994: 161) does admit the existence of the past potential construction from a
diachronic perspective to understand the creation of the past habitual construction with the
modal particle an. Therefore, 1a Roi (2022b) has now suggested that the past habitual developed
directly from the past counterfactual through an invited inference of epistemic certainty (what
certainly would have happened in the past > must have happened regularly in the past) as also
revealed by the existence of counterfactual habitual examples (see the preceding context of
example (4)) and the use of both the imperfect and aorist aspect in the past habitual construction
in Classical Greek, as past counterfactual indicatives did in Archaic Greek (la Roi 2022a).
Despite the symmetry of optatives in this example, they would not fall under FOMA in
the traditional definition due to their past-temporal reference. However, they do fall under the
more inclusive notion of PCT, since both the matrix and the subordinate clause that lacks a
modal particle refer to the counterfactual past that the narrator is talking about.® The use of

different aspectual forms with the past-referring counterfactual optatives in the matrix and

8 For another example of PCT with counterfactual optatives in matrix and subordinate relative clause, see /1.
13.344. A variant with counterfactual indicatives is Od. 1.217.



subordinate clause serve to provide the fitting aspectual construal (see la Roi 2022a): a bounded
construal of making light of something (ondsaito) and an unbounded construal of moving and
being guarded during the battle (dinetioi & aperuikoi). In fact, the counterfactuality of the matrix
clause optative is transferred pragmatically to the subordinate clause optatives via a
counterfactual implicature, because the statement that a man could not have entered this intense
battle and made light of it implicates that nobody would have easily moved through it
unwounded and protected by Athena. In other words, the state of affairs expressed by the
optative in the matrix clause (M) as well as those in the subordinate relative clause (S) belong
to the same counterfactual world by (scalar) counterfactual implicature’: (M) not a could have

> nobody could have M and therefore not have S.

(2)|"EvOa kev ovkéTt Epyov avnp évocarto petehdav, / 6g Tig €17 aPAntoc kol avovtatog
OLET yohk® / dwvevol Kota péccov, dyor o6& € ITadlag AOMvn / xepog €Aodo’, avTap
Beréwv amepiror Epony (I1. 4. 539-542)
entha ken oukéti érgon ane:r
then MOD NEG battle-AcC man-NOM
ondsaito meteltho:n hos tis ét’
underrate-38G.OPT |enter-PTCP.NOM  |REL-NOM INDF-NOM still
able:tos kai anoutatos oxér khalko:i
unhit-NOM and unhurt-NOM sharp-DAT bronze-DAT
dineuoi kata mésson, dgoi de
move-3SG.OPT through midst-ACC lead-3SG.OPT PTCL
he Pallas Athé:ne: | kheiros heloiis’, autar
he-Acc Athene-NOM hand-GEN take-PTCP.NOM  |PTCL
beléo:n aperukoi ero:én
missiles-GEN guard-3SG.OPT onrush-ACC
‘Then a man could not any more have entered into the battle and made light of it, one
who still unwounded by missile or by thrust of sharp bronze would have moved
through their midst, Pallas Athene would lead by the hand, and would have guarded
him from the onrush of missiles.’

% One can compare the scalar implicature of an indefinite with negation such as “she didn’t give a red cent” = “she
gave nothing at all” (Haspelmath 1997: 115).



By contrast, in the next example which is symmetrical in mood, we find a past-referring
counterfactual indicative in the matrix clause from which the counterfactual implicature does
not transfer to the subordinate clause. So even though the subordinate clause with a past
indicative is governed by a matrix clause with a counterfactual past-referring indicative and
there is formal symmetry of moods, no PCT takes place, because the reality status of the
subordinate clause is not affected by the counterfactuality of the matrix clause!®: Adeneas would

have struck does not change the fact that the shield had guarded him before.

(3) |&vOda kev Alveiog pev €émeoovuevov Paie métpm / 1 KOpvO’ M€ cakog, TO ol fjpKece

Aoypov dreBpov (11. 20.288-289)

éntha ken Aineias men epessumenon |bdle

there MOD Aeneas-NOM.SG | PTCL rush-PTCP.ACC |hit-3SG.IND.AOR
pétro:i e: koruth’ e:e sakos

rock-DAT |or helmet-Acc or shield-Acc

1o hoi é:rkese lugron Olethron

REL-NOM | he-DAT |ward-3SG.OPT |woeful-ACC |ruin-ACC

‘Then would Aeneas have struck him with the stone as he rushed on him, either on the

helmet or on the shield that had defended him from woeful destruction.’

La Roi (forthc) discusses predictive counterfactual conditionals, which he argues is one of the
major types of counterfactual clause types in Ancient Greek (e.g. If I had eaten more at
breakfast, I would not be starving now). The striking similarity between cases of PCT and
predictive counterfactual conditionals is that the sequentiality of their events facilitates the
pragmatic transfer of the counterfactual implicature. In example 3, on the contrary, there is no
sequentiality between the events in the matrix and subordinate clause (Dancygier 2006: 73),
meaning that the temporal relationship between the matrix clause and the subordinate clause is
not iconic of the temporal order of events. By contrast, in example 4, the counterfactual
implicature of the matrix clause (i.e. in that counterfactual scenario nothing would have parted
them) transfers to the temporally sequential event of death enfolding them together (expressed
by the attracted indicative without modal particle). The past indicative in the clause attracted

through PCT (‘[would have] enfolded us’) thus refers to the counterfactual past which is, from

10 Compare the existence of combinations of the counterfactual optative with non-counterfactual indicatives such
as Od. 9.459 or 11.613.



a temporal and causal viewpoint, the outcome of the counterfactual scenario of the matrix

clause.!!

(4) |kai ke Oap’ €vOad’ €ovteg Euoyoued’, ovdé kev fjueag / dAlo dtékpuvey [...], / piv v’
61e oM Bavatolo pérav vEépog apgekaioyey. (Od. 4.178-180)
kai ke tham’ enthad’ eontes
and MOD often there be-PTCP.NOM
emisgometh’ oudé ken é:meas dallo
mix-1PL.IMPF nor MOD we-ACC something-ACC
diékrinen prin g’ hote de:
part-3SG.IND.AOR | before PTCL when PTCL
thanatoio mélan néphos amphekalupsen
death-GEN black-NOM |cloud-NOM |enfold-3SG.IND.AOR
‘Then, living here, should we often have met together, nor would anything have parted
us, (...), until the black cloud of death enfolded us.’

Still, even when the events are sequential the counterfactual implicature may not transfer
due to a speaker’s presupposition about the events, as we see in the next example from the
Odyssey where, in contrast to example 2, a modal particle is added to a counterfactual
subordinate clause which follows a counterfactual matrix clause. These lines are spoken by
Odysseus when he wakes up on Ithaca but, crucially, thinks he is somewhere else and that the
Phaeacians have not brought him back home but elsewhere. Here the counterfactuality of the
matrix clause (i.e. I did not stay there and find another king to bring me home) does not transfer
to the relative clause due to Odysseus’ wrong supposition about where he is, even though he
actually has been entertained by them and sent on his homeward way (épempe...néesthai). In
other words, the addition of the modal particle is crucial here, since it reveals the contrast
between Odysseus’ supposition and his reality, or in linguistic terms between PCT and

independent counterfactuality marking with the modal particle.

' Contrast the use of a post-posed temporal clause to refer to something that temporally precedes the action in the
matrix clause as in //. 12.465 ‘nobody could have stopped him except the gods, when he jumped in the gates’.



)

[TAalopar; aif’ dpedov peivor mopd Pamkecow / avtod:] €yd 06 Kev GAAOV

vmepuevémv Pactinov / &uouny, 6 kév |’ £@ikel kol Emepne véeoBm (Od. 13.204-

206)

ego de ken dllon upermenéon | basile:on eksikome:n

I PTC MOD  |other-ACC | mighty-GEN |kings-GEN  |reach-
3SG.IND.PFV

hos kén m’ ephilei kai épempe néesthai

REL- MOD  |me- love- and send- return-INF

NOM ACC 3SG.IMPF 3SG.IND.IMPF

my homeward way.’

‘I wander? Would that I had remained there among the Phaeacians, and had then come

to some other of the mighty kings, who would have entertained me and sent me on

Furthermore, in the following example, the counterfactuality of Odysseus’ present-

referring wish can transfer to the temporally sequential event for the present, because there is

an implicature from not having a contest (i.e. the counterfactual insubordinate wish) to not

therefore being able to test (peire:saimetha) their work now. The subordinate purpose clause

facilitates counterfactual implicature transfer, because purpose clauses prototypically have a

“determined time reference” (Noonan 1985: 92; Schmidtke-Bode 2009: 43) in relation to the

matrix clause situation (see more extensively section 3 for the relevance of this feature for the

distribution of PCT across clause types).

(6)|Evpouay’, i yap vadiv Epig Epyoto yévorro / dpn v giopwvi], [...] iva Tewpnoaipedo
gpyov (Od. 18.366-369)
Eurumakh’, ei |gar no:in eris érgoio génoito
Eurymachus-voc|if [PTCL We-DU.DAT |strife-NOM work-GEN |be-3SG.OPT
ho:re:i en |eiariné:i  |hina \peire:saimetha érgou
season-DAT in |spring-DAT [so.that test-1PL.OPT  |work-GEN

we tested our work.’

‘Eurymachus, if only we had a contest in working in the season of spring [...] so that

Now, in the next symmetrical mood example the optative is found in a subordinate

dependent question and refers to the past but is not used counterfactually. This example is part




of an exceptional group of uses of the optative that refers to the past but is not counterfactual
and thus resembles the uses of the optative after past forms of doubt in the indicative in Homer

(Monro 1891: 278; Mendez Dosuna 1999: 345-346).

(7)| Tvdeidnv & odk @v yvoing motépoiot petein / e petd Tpdeootv dpidéor 7 pet’ Ayaioig.
(1. 5.85-86)

Tudeide:n d’ ouk |an gnoie:s potéroisi
Tydeus’son-ACC  |PTCL NEG |MOD know-2SG.OPT |REL-DAT
meteie: e:e meta |Tro:essin homiléoi é:
be.with-3SG.OPT |or with |Trojans-DAT |side-3SG.OPT or

met’ Akhaiois

with Achaeans-DAT

‘But of Tydeus’ son you could not have known which army he was with, whether he

sided with the Trojans or with the Achaeans.’

Mendez Dosuna has argued that such uses of the optative, to express doubt from the speaker as
to the validity of the information, are the historical source for the reportative evidential usage
of the so-called oblique optative'?, with the optative in this early use expressing a form of
epistemic distance with regards to the validity of the event expressed by the optative. An
example such as (7) would fit this view, since the past-referring counterfactual (‘you would not
have known’ i.e. if you had been there on the battlefield at that time) stresses the very fact of
not being able to know. Also, the counterfactual implicature cannot transfer to the subordinate
clause, because there is no causality between the matrix and subordinate clause. The
subordinate clause has an oblique optative like non-counterfactual meaning which is temporally
simultaneous with the past-referring counterfactual optative (Mendez Dosuna 1999).

Finally, I would like to discuss an asymmetrical example of counterfactual optative and
indicative which displays PCT but would also fall outside the scope of traditional mood
attraction (FOMA/FIMA). It is found in an answer by Proteus who tells Menelaos how he could
have gotten home the quickest, something which he evidently has not, since it is his delay which

brings him to try to find out from Proteus how to appease the gods and finally come home. As

12 He also suggests that the oblique optative cannot be found replacing a counterfactual indicative, because it only
replaces moods that present something with certainty, with which he refers to the subjunctive or past indicative
(Mendez Dosuna 1999: 343-344).



explained by Allan (2013) the counterfactual verb o:phelles is used as a counterfactual deontic
modal verb ‘you ought to have’. The optative in the subordinate clause is explained by Allan
(2013: 17) as triggered by the past form (“The optative {koto in the final subordinate clause
confirms that the main clause refers to a past”). That would in fact imply that the optative
presents a type of oblique optative, but the optative does not express a pragmatic effect
associated with the oblique optative (e.g. epistemic uncertainty, reportative evidential, indirect
speech). Rather, the optative in the purpose clause expresses an event that is sequential to that
expressed by the past counterfactual in the matrix clause and therefore, I argue, the
counterfactual implicature can transfer to the subordinate clause: [matrix clause] you ought to
have made offerings but you did not mean that [subordinate clause] you would not have reached
your country the quickest. In other words, the counterfactuality of making offerings implicates
the counterfactuality of reaching his homeland the quickest, as that has delayed him. Thus,
contrary to what is said in the literature (see above in section 1), the optative in a subordinate
clause dependent on a counterfactual matrix clause in a different mood can still display PCT.
After all, the past-referring counterfactual optative is actually one of the expected mood options
together with the counterfactual past indicative, because both still referred to the counterfactual
past in Homeric Greek. Such a case then strongly calls into question traditional definitions of
counterfactual mood attraction which are limited to the counterfactual indicative, based on
formal symmetry and limited temporal grounds. It also underlines that PCT is a sign that the

counterfactuality of the matrix verb o:phelles is conventionalized.

(8) | dAAG LAA” d@erdes Au T” dALowoiv Te Beoiot pé&ag iepd KAA™ dvaPoavépey, dppa.
Tdyota onv € matpid’ ikowo (Od. 4.472-474)
alla mal’ o:phelles Dii t’
but surely ought-2SG.IND.IMPF | Zeus-DAT PTCL
alloisin te theoisi rhéxas hiera
others-DAT |PTCL g0ods-DAT do-PTCP.NOM | offerings-AcCC
kal’ anabainémen, ophra takhista se:n
good-ACC  |embark-INF so.that soonest your-ACC
es patrid’ hikoio
to country-ACC reach-2SG.OPT
‘But surely you ought to have made choice offerings to Zeus and the other gods before
embarking, so that you would have come to your country the quickest’




To sum up, we have found that traditional explanations of mood attraction based on only
formal and temporal grounds (FOMA and FIMA) do not have sufficient explanatory power to
explain counterfactual mood attraction in Archaic Greek. For example, we may find formal
mood symmetry which is not mood attraction (ex. 3) or cases of formal mood symmetry but
with different temporal reference (ex. 6) that fall outside the traditional temporal reference
conditioned idea of mood attraction. Therefore I argue that counterfactual mood attraction
actually depends on the pragmatic relationship between the matrix and subordinate clause, that
is, whether the counterfactual implicature can transfer to the subordinate clause, as in example
(6) or (8), or cannot as in example (3) or (7) where there is formal mood symmetry but no
counterfactual mood attraction. If the event expressed in the subordinate clause is temporally
sequential to that expressed by the counterfactual mood in the matrix clause, whether in the
counterfactual optative or indicative, the counterfactual implicature transfers unless the event
in the matrix clause is presented as an independent proposition with its own reality status.

Moreover, the pragmatic reinterpretation of traditional approaches of mood attraction
proposed above can actually explain why certain clause types are favoured for PCT, since (i)
relative clauses with an indefinite antecedent (e.g. anyone who) in the counterfactual matrix
clause are by default implication counterfactual through the scalar implication (anyone who=all
those) that all of that indefinite kind are affected by what is said about them in the matrix clause,
(i1) post-posed temporal clauses in cases of FIMA/FOMA are of the posterior type (until/before)
in Archaic Greek expressing events sequential to that in the matrix clause and thereby open
themselves up to PCT, and (iii) post-posed'® purpose clauses have a temporal reference
predetermined by their matrix clause and the events expressed by them are therefore not only
naturally iconic from a temporal perspective (i.e. sequential) but also can easily be (although
need not be, section 3) also causally iconic. As such, the notion of pragmatic counterfactuality
transfer (PCT) has more explanatory power than traditional conceptions of mood attraction.
Moreover, it is similar to how counterfactual implicature transfer is explained in predictive
counterfactual conditionals (e.g. If I had eaten more at breakfast, I would not be starving now).
In those cases, the counterfactual implicature from the conditional clause (e.g. I did not eat
enough at breakfast) pragmatically implicates'* the counterfactuality of the matrix clause (i.e. I

am saying that I am starving). Moreover, as with PCT, we find both asymmetrical

13 By contrast, pre-posed subordinate clauses are often used in an illocutionary way e.g. ‘(just) so you know’
hina eidé:s/eidé:te, see la Roi (2021).
14 Cf. Wakker (1994: 301) and Declerck and Reed (2001: 107-108).



(counterfactual indicative+optative) and symmetrical (counterfactual optativet+optative)
examples in Archaic Greek, because predictive counterfactual conditionals similarly can be
marked asymmetrically in Archaic Greek: /. 22.20 counterfactual optative and counterfactual
optative, /I. 16.618 counterfactual indicative and counterfactual indicative, and 7. 2.80

counterfactual indicative and counterfactual optative.'’

3 Counterfactual mood attraction in Classical Greek

In Classical Greek, there is less formal variation in the marking of counterfactual mood
attraction, since the optative cannot be used counterfactually anymore (la Roi 2022a). However,
PCT occurs with more clause types than in Archaic Greek and more than mentioned in the
literature (e.g. pace Kiihner and Gerth 1898: 257-258, cf. the italicized): relative, temporal,
purpose, result, and comparative clauses. Crucially, when such subordinate clauses are
counterfactual after a preceding non-counterfactual matrix clause, they need the modal particle
as a rule, e.g. in a relative clause Ar. Lys. 109 or D. 45.13.10 (pace Goodwin 1897: 214-215),
a dependent question Isoc. 11.8.4, a purpose clause Pl. Lg. 967b3, a causal clause E. Alc. 555,
or a result clause Lys. 14.27 or Isoc. 16.7.4). The first example below is a present-referring
counterfactual wish with an indefinite subject that is elaborated on by a relative clause.'® As in
example (2), the counterfactual implicature transfers due to the denial of the indefinite subject
in the matrix clause: there is no kinsman or relative for me here now, so there is nobody to give
me such criticism (i.e. a scalar implicature). Note that the events in the matrix clause (expressed
by the counterfactual insubordinate wish in the indicative, eith ‘ophelén einai ‘if only would
be’) and the subordinate clause both refer to the present but have a presuppositional bound,

because being present necessarily precedes giving criticism.

(9) | [€10° Deerév pot kndepav §i Evyyevic eivai Tig] doTig TowdT’ évovdétel. (Ar. V. 731)

hostis toiaiit’ enouthéetei

REL-NOM such-ACC rebuke-3SG.IND.IMPF

‘[If only there would be some kinsman or relative] who would give me such

criticism.’

15 Note that predictive counterfactual conditionals of a counterfactual optative in the conditional clause followed
by a counterfactual optative in the matrix clause are not found, because the counterfactual indicative has already
replaced the counterfactual optative in past-referring instances in conditional subordinate clauses (la Roi 2022a).
16 Other examples are Pl. Ap. 20a7, 38b1, Men. 94c7, Phlb. 22b4 and Is. 2.25.2.



In the following example, we find confirmation of the similarity between counterfactual
implicature transfer from the conditional to the matrix clause in predictive counterfactuals and
from the matrix to the subordinate clause in PCT: the counterfactual implicature transfers from
the counterfactual condition to the matrix clause and subsequently to the attracted subordinate
clause. Since Socrates has no money (the counterfactual conditional in the indicative), he could
not have proposed a fine (the counterfactual matrix clause) nor have paid a sum that large (the
attracted subordinate clause). Thus, counterfactual mood attraction is actually pragmatically

conditioned, PCT.

(10) |[&i p&v yap v pot ypnuata,] ETipuneauny av ypnudtov dca Epellov ékteicewy (P Ap.
38bl)

etime:same.n an khre:mato:n hosa émellon

estimate-1SG.IND.AOR MOD |money-GEN which-ACC |be.to-1SG.IND.IMPF

ekteisein

pay-INF

[‘If I had money], I would have proposed a fine, as large as I were to pay

In fact, we can have PCT from a subordinate conditional clause to a relative clause which is

dependent on it!’

, underlining that counterfactual implicature transfer from the matrix clause is
the motor behind PCT. In example (11) the counterfactual premise of there not being a stronger
authority in the city than the Thirty tyrants (matrix clause) implicates that such a non-existing
authority could also not have ordered him (attracted relative clause). The counterfactuality from

the conditional clause therefore transfers to the relative clause dependent on it through PCT.!®

(11) &l pev yap Tig fv &v i TOAEL dpyn ioyLPOTEPL AVTHG, DO’ NG AVTD TPOGETATTETO AP

70 diKouov avOpdmovg amoAlvval [fomg v eikOTOG avTd cuyyvouny siyete] (Lys. 12.29)

ei men gar tis é:n

if PTCL PTCL INDF-NOM be-3SG.IND.IMPF
en té:i polei arkhe: iskhurotéra

in ART-DAT City-DAT power-NOM stronger-NOM

17 See also Isoc. 13.1, E. 14 1213, P1. Prot. 327a5 and Chrm. 171d3.
18 The same phenomenon is found with a result clause which is dependent on a counterfactual condition preceding
the counterfactual matrix clause, see D. 39.26.2.



auté:s, huph’ hé:s auto:i prosetitteto para
POSS under.which he-DAT order-3SG.IND.IMPF | against
to dikaion anthro:pous apollunai

ART-ACC |justice-ACC people-AccC destroy-INF

‘For had there been some stronger authority in the city, whose orders were given
him to destroy people in defiance of justice, [you might perhaps have some reason for

pardoning him].’

At the same time, as discussed above, formal symmetry between a counterfactual past
indicative in the matrix clause and a past indicative in the subordinate clause is not necessarily
PCT, as shown by the following example where the relative clause expresses something which
temporally precedes the present-referring counterfactual wish. Standard grammars explain such
examples as not displaying FIMA because the subordinate clause is not “intimately connected
with the thought of the clause on which it depends” (Smyth and Messing 1968: 489).!° From a
pragmatic perspective, however, we can clarify such intuitive qualifications by pointing to the
lack of sequentiality and causal impossibility of counterfactual implicature transfer from the

matrix to the subordinate clause.

(12) [qPovropny & av Huiv oldc T sivon motficar gavepdv olog mepi avtov ysvouny (Isoc.
19.28.1)
e:boulome:n d’ an humin hoios t’
wish-1SG.IMPF PTCL MOD yOu-DAT able-NOM PTCL
einai poié:sai phaneron hoios peri auton
be-INF make-INF clear-Acc REL-NOM around he-Acc
egenome:n
be-1SG.AOR
‘I wish I could make clearly apparent to you the nature of which I was around him’

This brings us to the role of clause types for FIMA and PCT, since some clauses have
been said to lack mood attraction due to their relationship with the matrix clause, e.g. dependent

statements, dependent fear clauses and dependent questions for being “innerlich abhéngig”,

19 Similarly, Kiihner and Gerth (1898: 258-259) who speak about the same mental conception in the matrix and
subordinate clause of FOMA and FIMA.



internally dependent (Kiihner and Gerth 1898: 259). Indeed, as observed above, with
counterfactual mood attraction in relative clauses and purpose clauses, there is an inherent
relation (e.g. scalar implicature or temporal-causal connection) which facilitates the transfer of
the counterfactual implicature to the attracted clause. This explains why relative clauses and
purpose clauses represent the majority of examples of PCT in my corpus for Classical Greek.
Yet, note that these clauses can also have a modal particle and counterfactual indicative, for
example when following a non-counterfactual matrix clause (see la Roi 2022a who records 46
of such relative clauses, e.g. Th. 8.66.5, but only 1 such purpose clause). For similar semantic-
pragmatic reaons, we find PCT with a temporal clause when the temporal clause specifies a
time frame (esp. prin ‘before’ or héo:s ‘until’) within the same counterfactual world as the
matrix clause (e.g. ‘the senate would have carried on the torture until (mékhri hoii) they saw fit’
D. 53.25.4%%), or with a purpose clause when the counterfactuality of the purpose is created by
the matrix clause (e.g. sureties ought to have been taken then so that (46.s) X. An. 7.6.23.2).
However, in example (13) we find neither FIMA nor PCT, but a present in the dependent
statement. This illustrates that both the speaker sceptically accepts that the Persian is only
heading towards the Scythians, and this proposition is not altered by the counterfactuality of

the Persian being able to show that he is (see the matrix clause and preceding context).

(13) | [l yap éx’ uéag povvoug Eotpatnratee O [1€pong [...] xpiv adTOV TAVTOV TOV
ALV dmeyouevov iéval oVT® £l TV NUETEPNV,] Kol dv £d1Aov TactL OG &mi

Yxvbag ELavver kai ovk €l Tovg dAlovg. (Hdt. 4.118.15-20)

kai an edé:lou pdsi  |ho:s|epi

and MOD show-2SG.IMPF | all-DAT | that |to

Skuthas elatinei kai ouk epi |tous allous
Scythia-Acc | march-3SG.PRS |and NEG to |ART-ACC |other-AcC

‘[if indeed the Persian were marching against us alone [...], he ought to leave
others alone and make straight for us,] and would show everyone that Scythia

and no other country is his goal.’

20 See also Lys. 12.1, D. 20.96, P1. Men. 84c5, 86d5, Grg. 506b5.



By contrast, in example (1) the counterfactuality of the matrix clause (he would not have
stopped earlier) transfers to the attracted comparative clause even though it is internally
dependent on the matrix clause (viz. proteron e: ‘earlier than’).

Furthermore, the marking of polarity in cases of PCT also reveals the similarity to
counterfactual implicature transfer in predictive counterfactual conditionals. The negation in
the attracted purpose clause in (14) targets the reversed polarity of the matrix clause. We thus
could paraphrase the causal relation between the matrix and attracted clause as: It does not have
a mind and a voice according to the rule of a messenger, so that it does not waver between two
minds. The negator in the attracted clause targets the counterfactuality of the matrix clause, that

is, its reversed polarity.?!

(14) | €10’ glye vV Euepov’ dyyéhov Siknyv, émmg dippovTic odsa pi) *Kivosedunyv (A.

Ch. 195-196)

eith’ eitkhe pho:ne:n emphron’ angelou

if.only have-3SG.IMPF | voice-ACC wise-ACC messenger-GEN
dike:n, opo:s diphrontis ousa me:

rule-AcC in.order.that doubting-NOM |be-PTCP.NOM |NEG
‘kinussome:n

waver-1SG.IMPF

‘If only it had a wise voice according to the rule of a messenger, in order that I

wouldn’t waver between two minds.’

Furthermore, in example (15), the negator ouk targets the counterfactuality of the preceding
condition, a causal relationship that we could paraphrase as: I cannot block my hearing
(conditional) and therefore cannot refrain from shutting off my wretched self (matrix clause,
with double negation interpreted as single negation) in order that I am blind and deaf (attracted
purpose clause®?). Thus, the counterfactual implicature transfer is revealed by the negation in
the matrix clause which targets the reversed polarity of the conditional and matrix clause.?* This

transfer is after all also why Oedipus cannot be deaf as well as blind.

21 For a comparable example with negation markers in both the counterfactual markers in the matrix and attracted
clause, see P1. Smp. 181d7-8.

22 For more examples of PCT with purpose clauses, see, for example, S. EL 1132, A. Pr. 154, Ar. Ec. 151, Isoc.
15.51.1 or Lys. 3.21.2 or 3.44.3.

23 See la Roi (2023) for the role of polarity reversal in counterfactuals and similar constructions.



(15) |[6AL’ €l Tfig dcovovong &T° fiv Tyfig 81’ GtV epoypoc], 00K v 6yépuny 1o un
dmokAfjcot TodpOV dOAov Sépac, tv’ ) TeAdG T€ Kol KMoy pndév (S. OT. 1387-

1389)

ouk an eskhome:n to me: apoklé:isai
NEG MOD can-1SG.AOR | ART-ACC |NEG shut.off-INF
toumon |athlion déemas, hin’ é: tuphlos
mine-ACC |sad-ACC body-AccC so.that |be-3SG.IMPF |blind-NOM
te kai klvo:n me:dén

and hear-PTCP.NOM |nothing-ACC

‘[Why, if there had been a means of blocking the stream of hearing through my
ears], I could not refrain from shutting off my wretched self, in order that I were

blind and deaf|[...]’

These findings raise the question how to account for other alleged cases of counterfactual
mood attraction which do not have a counterfactual in the matrix clause (Goodwin 1889: 120—
121; Kiihner and Gerth 1898: 285; Revuelta Puigdollers 2017: 28-30), viz. #/ ou(k) ‘why not’+
past indicative questions which are followed by a final clause with a past indicative. Using
example (16), Revuelta Puigdollers concludes that the presence of the final clause with a past
tense in this construction is the same as the final clause with a past tense depending on a matrix
clause with a counterfactual verb: “the counterfactuality (conversational and conventionalized
implicatures) of these constructions (# ou + past in interrogatives and eboulome:n (an) ‘1 would
have wanted’) is proved by the behavior of final clauses depending on them, since they take the
past tense as they usually do when they are under the scope of explicit counterfactual
expressions (past + an)” (Revuelta Puigdollers 2017: 29-30). I would argue that his
interpretation conflates the semantics of the construction (why not past event) with the
pragmatic implicature that the speaker wants the addressee to infer. After all, ‘why not’
combined with a past tense does not express a counterfactual past in itself (i.e. considered false
by the speaker), but only something unrealized which is negated. For obvious rhetorical effect
(see euthus ‘at once’), Oedipus presents it as a possible past that Cithaeron had killed him
instead of receiving him and therefore that he never revealed his origin in the past. Note the

sequentiality between the matrix and purpose clause. Now, the pragmatic interpretation of the



question is a directive reproach?*: you should have killed me at once so that I could never have
revealed to mortals what was my origin. It is only in the pragmatic analysis that a counterfactual
interpretation of the whole sentence is implicated: you should have killed me so that I would

never have revealed my origin.

(16) | [io KiBapdv, 11 1 86éxov;] Ti p” 00 AaPov Ektevag e000C, dg £0€1Ea pmoTe

guotov avlpomototy EvBev i yeyawg; (S. OT 1391-1393)

ti m’ ou labo:n ékteinas
why me-ACC NEG take-PTCP.NOM | kill-2SG.AOR
euthus ho:s édeixa mé:pote emauton
at.once so.that show-1SG.AOR |never myself-Acc
anthro:poisin enthen é: gego:s

humans-DAT where.from be-1SG.IMPF be-PTCP.NOM

‘[Ah, Cithaeron, why did you receive me?] Why did you not take me and kill me at

once, so that [ had never revealed to mortals what was my origin?’

Thus, such constructions should not be put on the same level as cases of PCT (pace Goodwin
1889: 120-121; Kiihner and Gerth 1898: 285 who cite counterfactual examples next to only
two of these instances; Revuelta Puigdollers 2017: 28-30).

In sum, PCT provides a pragmatic basis for comprehensively explaining cases previously
explained as FIMA. As discussed in this section, PCT occurs across different clause types (e.g.
relative, temporal, purpose, result, and comparative clauses). The absence of the modal particle
in those cases where they are found in cases of PCT is the result of the transfer of the pragmatic
implicature from the matrix clause to the subordinate clause. In fact, the striking similarities
between the counterfactual implicature transfer from conditionals to the main clause in
predictive counterfactual conditionals and cases of PCT, as well as the similarities in how the
counterfactual implicature cancels negated propositions (i.e. the polarity reversal from negative
to positive) confirm that the formal side of counterfactual mood attraction has a pragmatic basis.

Therefore, the next section will assess whether the formal phenomena collated by non-

24 Cf. also Kiihner and Gerth (1898: 258). Nijk (2021: 4-5) in a recent discussion of the behavior of tense and
aspect in these #i ou(k) questions calls this use the indignant interpretation and suggests that a hortative
interpretation of (16) is out of the question “as the opportunity for carrying out the designated event has expired”.
This would seem too strict of an interpretation of hortative, since directives can concern the past and still exhort
someone at present. For example, if a parent sees that his son has not finished his homework before today’s
deadline, he could say “why did you not finish it yesterday?” or “you should have finished it yesterday” in order
to get him to finish it now. Cf. the directive values of past-referring counterfactual modal verbs in Ancient Greek,
Ruiz Yamuza (2021).



counterfactual mood attraction (FOMA and FSMA, i.e. with the optative and subjunctive),

might also be pragmatically conditioned.

4 Moving beyond mood attraction

An example such as (17), where Trygaeus explains what the Moon and the Sun hope to gain by
betraying the gods and plotting with the barbarians, receives the traditional explanation of
FOMA stating that a subjunctive or future is ‘expected’ in the purpose clause but here the
“mood attracts to that of the potential fovAowt’ av” [bouloint’ an ‘they would want’] (van

Emde Boas et al. 2019: 501).%3

(17) | [0t vi| Ala ueig pev vuilv Bdopev, tovtotot 8& ol BapPapot Bvovot.] dud TodT’ gikdTmG
BovAowt’ v Muag mavtag EEodmAéval, tva Tag TeAeTOg AdBotlev avtol TV Bedv. (Ar.

Pax 411-413)

dia tout’ eikoto:s bouloint’ an
through DEM naturally want-3PL.OPT MOD
e.mas pantas exolo:lénai hina tas
us-ACC all-acc destroy-INF so.that ART-ACC
teletas laboien autoi to:n theo:n
rites-ACC take-3PL.OPT self-NOM ART-GEN gods-GEN

‘[Simple: we sacrifice to you and the barbarians sacrifice to them;] so naturally they’d
want us all annihilated, in order that they could take over the rites of the gods

themselves.’

I would argue, however, that we could do without such an artificial explanation, because it
seems to be based on preconceived expectations of mood symmetry and a strict temporal
reference understanding of mood usage.?® Rather, the optative appears to be used here in its
standard way of expressing non-subjective epistemic modality (Ia Roi 2019) of a potential event
in the present (as here) or the future, i.e. something may take place but the speaker does not

take epistemic responsibility for that. In other words, Trygaeus purposely presents it as a

25 The same explanation is found in commentaries, e.g. on this example Olson (1998: 158) citing Goodwin (1889:
60-61).

26 This issue probably connects to the understanding of moods in terms of tenses by earlier grammars as reflected
by their discussions of “the tenses of the moods” (Goodwin 1889: 22). See la Roi forthc who shows that the
classifications of conditionals by grammars have similarly been guided by temporal reference and chance of
fulfillment (i.e. mood choice) as main criteria, although pragmatic functions cover functional variation in temporal
reference and mood asymmetries.



possibility that the Moon and Sun could successfully complete their plot to overturn all the gods
and receive their rites, i.e. the purpose of their present wish.?” After all, this lower degree of
likelihood corresponds to reality®® as one may want to do such thing to the gods now, but given
that they are the gods it is unlikely that they would succeed in taking the rites from the gods
(laboien). Assuming an ‘original’ or ‘replaced’ subjunctive in the matrix clause is unnecessary
both because the temporal reference and epistemic likelihood is pragmatically conditioned by
the potential optative in the matrix clause.

Thus, an alternative interpretation of such traditional cases of FOMA that I would like to
propose in part actually traces back to a discrepancy found in the literature on how to interpret
mood attraction/assimilation. Whereas most grammarians view mood attraction as a true form
of replacement and thereby imply that, for example, the optative mood is used as to replace the
expected subjunctive (Smyth and Messing 1968: 489; e.g. Crespo, Conti and Maquieira 2003:
297; van Emde Boas et al. 2019: 501), some had already stated that the mood in cases of mood
attraction retains its own force (esp. Kiithner and Gerth 1898: 254-258). In fact, Kiihner and
Gerth have observed some of the problems that have troubled accounts of mood attraction more
generally. Their definition of mood attraction reflects this, as they do not use a temporal
reference criterion for mood attraction but rather state that the mood in both the matrix and
subordinate clause share the same mental conception by the speaker.?” With regards to the idea
of replacement of the subjunctive by the optative, they stated emphatically that an optative has
its own force when found in a place where one might have expected a subjunctive.’ Since they
suggest that the mood in the ‘attracted’ subordinate clause retains its own meaning, it would
actually follow that there is no genuine ‘attraction’ or ‘assimilation’ and that the phenomena of
FSMA (which Kiihner and Gerth do not even acknowledge), FOMA and FIMA as conceived
by most grammarians nowadays do not have enough explanatory power (as I argue in this
paper). In my view, they already are hinting to this hypothesis (see the translated quote of
Kiihner and Gerth 1898: 258), an hypothesis that this paper substantiates:

For the modal symmetry of subordinate clauses with the main clause discussed above

(which are most clearly revealed in the optatival and unreal conditional clauses § 576

7 Note also the present-referring potential optative would not even qualify as FOMA in stricter definitions of
FOMA based on future reference such as Smyth and Messing (1968: 489).

28 See, however, Wakker (1994: 113) who astutely observes that the choice of mood need not always correspond
to reality but may depend on the speaker’s goal, e.g. to present something unlikely as possible with a potential
optative.

2 Kiihner and Gerth (1898: 254).

30 Kiihner and Gerth (1898: 252).



and 574), the term modal assimilation has become usual, which of course should not tempt
to the opinion that the subordinate clause due to the predominant influence of the main
clause were imposed with a mood which did not belong to it. Much more the agreement
is almost everywhere based on that the subordinate clause arises from the same mental
opinion of attitude of the speaker as the main clause, that is, likewise either constitutes a
purely subjective conception, for which the optative is the corresponding utterance form
(cf. also no. 3), or the conception of an unrealized action, which in Greek usage is
accordingly expressed in the past (cf. §391, 5). When the subordinate clause is not part
of the same mental conception as the main clause, then it will not receive the same mood.

(Kiihner and Gerth 1898: 258, my italics)

They signal three points which require further qualification. Firstly, mood attraction should not
be interpreted as the main clause mood causing a change to a mood in the subordinate clause
although, as discussed above, this is how mood attraction is mostly interpreted. Secondly, there
are asymmetrical mood examples, where the mood in the subordinate clause is not attracted
because the event in the subordinate clause is not conceived in the same mental way by the
speaker (see more precise pragmatic analysis above and below). This evidence in fact supports
the idea that the mood in cases of FOMA has its own value. Thirdly and finally, they compare
the phenomenon of mood attraction to the mood symmetry found in conditional clauses. I think
that the fact that they put these two phenomena on the same level illustrates that they see these
mood symmetries as a merely formal phenomenon, especially since the moods retain their own
force in their view.?! After all, it is common knowledge that the moods in conditional sentences
need not be symmetrical (Goodwin 1889: 188—-195; la Roi forthc), because that is a didactic
simplification of the complex conditional system of Ancient Greek. To sum up, not only can
mood attraction be interpreted without the notions of FOMA, FIMA and FSMA, there is
existing evidence suggesting that FOMA is only relevant from a didactic formal perspective.
This can be illustrated further by a contrastive example of a wish optative followed by an
allegedly attracted optative (example (18)) and followed by a subjunctive (example (19)). In
example (18) Orestes is addressing an absent goddess to come to his aid using a wish optative.
Since the wish refers to a possibility for which Orestes would have to be very lucky to actually
happen, it follows that the sequential possibility dependent on it in the purpose clause is also

merely potential, viz. that she would also liberate him from his troubles.

31 This would also explain why instances of a preposed conditional with optative and a main clause with optative
are cited as instances of FOMA in some grammars (e.g. Kithner and Gerth 1898: 256).



(18) |£A0B01 (...) 6 YévorTo TOVS ol Avtiproc. (A. Eu. 296-297)

élthoi hopo:s génoito to:nd’ emoi luté:rios

come-3SG.OPT |in.order.that |be-3SG.OPT |DEM-GEN.PL |me-DAT |liberator-NOM

‘May she come here (...) in order that she may be my liberator from these troubles.’

By contrast, the wish for immediate death (tethnaie:n die-1SG.OPT) in (19) presupposes that he
would not remain here, since he would be dead, and therefore warrants the use of the more
certain subjunctive. In sum, the mood in both examples have their own force in representing a
possibility as potential (17, 18) or likely (19), while the pragmatic relation between the two

events clarifies why a speaker would use the optative or subjunctive in the subordinate clause.

(19) | [avtika, enoi, TeBvainy, dikny Embeig t@ aducodvti,] tva pui) £vBade pévem katoyéAactog

mopd vnuoi kopwvicty (Pl. Ap. 28d2-3)

hina me: enthade méno: katagélastos
so.that NEG here stay-SBJV laughed.at-NOoM
para ne:usi koro:nisin’

at ships-DAT curved-DAT

[“May I die right now,” he says, ‘when I have made the unjust man pay the penalty,] in

order not to remain here a laughing stock beside the crooked-beaked ships.”

In fact, the same explanation holds in other subordinate clause types, for example relative
clauses in such FOMA contexts. Example (20), presented as FOMA by van Emde Boas et al.
(2019: 501), actually has a contextual motivation for the optative in the relative clause. A man
from Sybaris had fallen out of a chariot and seriously injured his head. He was an inexperienced

driver. A friend of his stood over him and then reproaches him in the following way:

(20) | “Epoor Tig fjv EkacTog £idein TéYVNV.” [0UTm 0¢ Kol ob Tapdtpey’ €ig ta [Tittdhov.] (Ar.

V. 1431-1432)

érdoi tis he:n hékastos eideie: tékhne:n

do-3SG.OPT |INDF |REL-ACC each-NOM know-3SG.OPT craft-AccC

‘Let each practice the craft he knows.” [So why don’t you do the same and run off to

Pittalus’ clinic!’]




As explained in the commentary by Biles and Olson (2015: 492—493), the wish is meant as a
witty reproach to his friend that it was stupid to try a trade that is not your own and therefore
he should take your crying to Pittalus, a proverbially sarcastic turn of phrase. The choice for
the optatives is ideally suited to this context, as, on the one hand, the generalized wish (érdoi
tis) is clearly to be interpreted personally by the hearer®?, and, on the other hand, to present what
one would know (eideie:) in the optative as a mere possibility is obviously instructed by the
fact that his friend clearly does not know this trade, that is, a form of negative scalar implicature
from possibility: anyone would know what he does but you clearly do not. Thus, an explanation
in terms of FOMA is unnecessary.>* At the same time, the optative in the subordinate clause is

pragmatically conditioned by the generalized wish optative in the matrix clause.

5 Concluding remarks

It has been argued in this paper that what has been called counterfactual mood attraction is a
pragmatically conditioned morphosyntactic phenomenon. The morphosyntactic rule whereby a
modal particle is not needed in a counterfactual non-conditional subordinate clause has a
pragmatic basis: it is determined by whether the counterfactual implicature from the matrix
clause (i.e. main or subordinate clause) transfers to the subordinate clause, called pragmatic
counterfactuality transfer (PCT). For PCT to occur, the events in both clauses are at least
sequential (i.e. temporally iconic) but, more importantly, causally dependent on each other in
the same way as a counterfactual implicature in a predictive counterfactual conditional transfers
to the apodosis (If I had eaten more at breakfast, [then it follows that] I would not be starving
now). PCT may take place in asymmetrical counterfactual mood contexts in Archaic Greek due
to the fact that the counterfactual optative was still around but is being filtered out (la Roi
2022a). The transfer of counterfactual implicature is confirmed by the scope of negation in such
sentences as it targets the polarity reversal brought about by counterfactuality. PCT also sets
itself apart from constructions likened to them in the past (e.g. #/ ou(k)+past interrogative), as
in that construction the counterfactual implicature is merely implied pragmatically whereas the
counterfactuality of markers in the matrix clauses of PCT is conventionalized. Similarly, non-

counterfactual “mood attraction” cannot sufficiently explain the distribution of moods in

32 For the indirect directive effects of the wish optative and its different interactive functions, see la Roi (2020:
224-229).

33 Cf. also the usage of “the optative properly used” in purpose clauses when dependent on a present indicative
(Goodwin 1889: 115).



symmetrical and asymmetrical contexts because mood usage in subordinate clauses is both
semantically conditioned (i.e. mood meaning in context) and pragmatically conditioned by the
meaning of the matrix clause. Finally, from the perspective of the language system of Ancient
Greek, this pragmatic re-evaluation of non-counterfactual mood attraction makes more sense,
because the so-called oblique optative is also not obligatory and has its own distinct force in

asymmetrical morphosyntactic contexts.

References

Allan, Rutger J. 2013. Exploring Modality’s Semantic Space: Grammaticalization,
Subjectification and the case of d¢peidlw. Glotta 89. 1-46.

Amigues, Suzanne 1977. Les subordonnées finales par dmws en attique classique. Paris:
Klincksieck.

Biles, Zachary P. & S. Douglas Olson. 2015. Aristophanes: Wasps. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Chantraine, Pierre. 1953. Grammaire Homerique. Vol. 2: Syntaxe. Paris: Klincksieck.

Crespo, Emilio, Luz Conti & Helena Maquieira. 2003. Sintaxis del griego clasico. Madrid:
Gredos.

Dancygier, Barbara. 2006. Conditionals and prediction: time, knowledge, and causation in
conditional constructions. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Declerck, Renaat & Susan Reed. 2001. Conditionals: a comprehensive empirical analysis.
Berlin: De Gruyter.

Duhoux, Yves. 1992. Le verbe grec ancien: éléments de morphologie et de syntaxe historiques.
Louvain-la-Neuve: Peeters.

van Emde Boas, Evert, Albert Rijksbaron, Luuk Huitink & Mathieu De Bakker. 2019.
Cambridge Grammar of Classical Greek. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Faure, Richard. 2014. The Oblique Optative, a Case of Narrative Tense. The Example of the
Future Optative. In Annamaria Bartolotta (ed.), The Greek Verb. Morphology, Syntax,
Semantics. Proceedings of the 8th International Meeting of Greek Linguistics
(Agrigento, October 1-2, 2009), 131-148. Louvain-la-Neuve: Peeters.

Goodwin, William W. 1889. Syntax of the Moods and Tenses of the Greek Verb. New York:
Macmillan & Co.

Haspelmath, Martin. 1997. Indefinite pronouns. Oxford: Clarendon press.



Kiihner, Raphael & Bernard Gerth. 1898. Ausfiihrliche Grammatik der griechischen Sprache.
Zweiter Teil: Satzlehre. Erster Band. Hannover: Hahnsche Buchhandlung.

Lillo, Antonio. 2017. Subjunctive and Optative in Herodotus’ Purpose Clauses as Relative
Tense Markers. In Klaas Bentein, Mark Janse and Jorie Soltic (eds.), Variation and
Change in Ancient Greek Tense, Aspect and Modality, 9-21. Leiden/Boston: Brill.

Mendez Dosuna, Julidn V. 1999. La valeur de I’optatif oblique grec: un regard fonctionnel-
typologique. In Bernard Jacquinod (ed.), Les Complétives en Grec Ancien. Actes du
Colloque International de Saint-Etienne (3-5 septembre 1998), 331-352. Saint-
Etienne: Publication de 1’Université de Saint-Etienne.

Monro, David B. 1891. 4 Grammar of the Homeric Dialect. Oxford: Clarendon press.

Napoli, Maria. 2014. Attraction (Mood, Case etc.). In Georgios Giannakis, Vit Bubenik, Emilio
Crespo, Chris Golston, Alexandra Lianeri, Silvia Luraghi & Stephanos Matthaios (eds.),
Encyclopedia of Ancient Greek Language and Linguistics, vol. 1, 208-215. Leiden &
Boston: Brill.

Nijk, Arjan A. 2021. The ‘polite’ aorist: tense or aspect? The Classical Quarterly 71 (2). 1-18.

Noonan, Michael. 1985. Complementation. In Timothy Shopen (ed.), Language Typology and
Syntactic Description 2, 42—140. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Olson, S. Douglas. 1998. Peace. Oxford: Clarendon press.

Revuelta Puigdollers, Antonio. 2017. "QeeA(A)ov in Ancient Greek Counterfactual Desiderative
Sentences: From Verb to Modal Particle. In Klaas Bentein, Mark Janse & Jorie Soltic
(eds.), Variation and Change in Ancient Greek Tense, Aspect and Modality, 158—188.
Leiden & Boston: Brill.

la Roi, Ezra. 2019. Epistemic modality, particles and the potential optative in Classical Greek.
Journal of Greek Linguistics 19 (1). 58—89.

la Roi, Ezra. 2020. The Variation of Classical Greek Wishes: A Functional Discourse Grammar
and Common Ground approach. Glotta 96 (1). 213-245.

la Roi, Ezra. 2021. The insubordination of if- and that-clauses from Archaic to Post-Classical
Greek: a diachronic constructional typology. Symbolae Osloenses 95. 2-64.

https://doi.org/10.1080/00397679.2021.1951005

la Roi, Ezra. 2022a. Interlocked life-cycles of counterfactual mood from Archaic to Classical
Greek: Between Aspect and Changing Temporal Reference. Indogermanische

Forschungen 127. 235-282.



la Roi, Ezra. 2022b. Down the paths to the past habitual: its historical connections with
counterfactual pasts, future in the pasts, iteratives and lexical sources in Ancient Greek.
Folia Linguistica Historica.

la Roi, Ezra. 2022b. Down the paths to the past habitual: Its historical connections with
counterfactual pasts, future in the pasts, iteratives and lexical sources in Ancient Greek.
Folia Linguistica Historica. Published online 24.10.2022: https://doi.org/10.1515/flin-
2022-2042

la Roi, Ezra. 2022c. Towards a chronology of the modal particles: The diachronic spread in the
Ancient Greek mood system. Graeco-Latina Brunensia 27(2). 113-135.

la Roi, Ezra. 2023. Polarity reversal constructions and counterfactuals in Ancient Greek:
Between implicature and conventionalization. Journal of Historical Linguistics.
Published online 30.03.2023: https://doi.org/10.1075/jh1.22048.1ar

la Roi, Ezra. forthc. The pragmatics of the past: A novel typology of conditionals with past
tenses in Ancient Greek. Listy Filologické 145(3/4).

Ruiz Yamuza, Emilia. 2021. Past Tenses of Modal Verbs: &3¢t and (€)ypf|v in Attic Tragedy
and Comedy. In Georgios K. Giannakis, Luz Conti, Jests de la Villa & Raquel Fornieles
(eds.), Synchrony and Diachrony of Ancient Greek, 279-290. Berlin & Boston: De
Gruyter.

Schmidtke-Bode, Karsten. 2009. A4 typology of purpose clauses. Amsterdam: Benjamins.

Smyth, Herbert W. & Gordon M. Messing. 1968. 4 Greek grammar. Cambridge, Mass.:
Harvard University Press.

Wakker, Gerry C. 1994. Conditions and conditionals : an investigation of ancient Greek.

Amsterdam: Gieben.



