The Pragmatics of the Past: A Novel Typology of Conditionals with Past Tenses in
Ancient Greek

Abstract: This article argues for a typology of conditionals in Ancient Greek based on pragmatic
rather than formal (e.g. mood) or semantic (e.g. temporal reference) criteria. It does so by
proposing a novel pragmatic typology of conditionals with past tenses for Archaic and Classical
Greek based on a corpus analysis of 973 conditionals. I distinguish 6 different pragmatic usages
which generalize over mood and temporal variations: predictive, direct inferential, indirect
inferential, illocutionary, metalinguistic and generic. They are distinguished by the pragmatic
relationship between conditional and matrix clause and its direction, the illocutionary force of
the matrix clause (e.g. declarative vs assertoric (rhetorical) question (wh-, yes-no, open)) and
types of implicature (e.g. contradictory vs counterfactual). Despite some correlations with the
pragmatic types such as order of p and ¢, pragmatic types cover multiple possible world
distinctions based on formal marking such as mood or temporal reference; for example past
tenses are used counterfactually but have different pragmatic usages, e.g. predictive, direct and
indirect inferential or illocutionary, and temporal references, e.g. past and present. The
diachrony of these conditionals also cuts across the pragmatic types, since direct inferential
conditionals are a starting point for the replacement of the counterfactual optative by the
counterfactual indicative (la Roi 2022b), and generic conditionals with a past tense start to
replace the so-called ‘iterative’ optative in Classical Greek and replace it in Postclassical Greek
(la Roi 2022c¢). The paper concludes with suggestions for applying this typology to conditionals
in Ancient Greek in general.
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1. Towards a pragmatic typology of conditionals in Ancient Greek

Ever since the seminal dissertation by Wakker 1994, our understanding of the pragmatics of
conditionals in Ancient Greek has been greatly improved. Previous research typically proposed
form-based classifications of the prototypical conditional structures in Ancient Greek and
consequently divided them according to their chance of fulfilment e.g. in terms of mood used
(Wakker 1994, 35-42).! By contrast, Wakker convincingly argued that conditionals should be
distinguished on the basis of the type of relation that they specify with regard to their matrix
clause:?

(1) if it rains, I'll take an umbrella (“predicational’)
(11) if my mother is not mistaken, John is at home (“propositional”)
(iii)  if you are thirsty, there is beer in the fridge (“illocutionary”)?

In the first type, the realization of the matrix clause, henceforth called ¢, depends on the
realization of the conditional clause, henceforth called p.* In the second, it is rather the truth of
g that depends on p, instead of the actualization of ¢. In the third type, the p clause formulates
a condition of appropriateness or relevance for the utterance in the matrix clause. These three
classes largely overlap with Sweetser’s influential typology of conditionals into respectively
content, epistemic and speech act conditionals (see Sweetser 1990, 113—-121).

!'For an overview of the different theoretical approaches to conditionals, see Wakker 2013.

21 use the term matrix clause here, since the matrix clause of a conditional is not always the main clause itself.
3 See Wakker 2013 for a compact overview.

4 For this convention, see Wakker 1994: 24 and Declerck and Reed 2001: 10.



Ever since these important steps forward, very little research has concerned itself with the
pragmatics of conditionals.” In fact, when one opens the section on conditionals in the
Cambridge Grammar of Classical Greek, the classification that is given is one mainly based on
chance of fulfilment: “Greek has a complex system of five basic types of conditional clauses:
neutral, prospective, potential, counterfactual and habitual conditions. Each type expresses a
different attitude of the speaker towards the likelihood of the condition in the protasis being
fulfilled. Different moods and tenses are used in each of the different types” (van Emde Boas
etal. 2019, 550, my italics). They do briefly allude to Wakker’s model when they subsequently
qualify that some conditional protases rather concern the truth or relevance of the apodosis (van
Emde Boas et al. 2019, 551), but the classification of conditionals provided subsequently is
based mainly on the chance of fulfillment. In addition, every section lists the mood
combinations in each type (e.g. optative in conditional and matrix clause with potential
conditions) after which a section follows on so-called mixed conditions within their
classification (similar to the list of mixed constructions list found in Goodwin 1889, 188-195).
Traditional classifications such as Goodwin’s used the notion of temporal reference as main
guide for classification (e.g. future-referring conditional or not, Goodwin 1889, 139).

In this paper, I argue that an extension of the pragmatic approach advocated by Wakker’s
work provides a more fruitful and even more economical way forward in describing
conditionals in Ancient Greek. First of all, a focus on the pragmatic functions of conditionals
takes into account both the linguistic and non-linguistic context rather than just form or
temporal reference. Secondly, as I show in the analysis of this article, pragmatic types of
conditionals cover multiple formal variations which despite the formal variation have a similar
pragmatic function. As such, the pragmatic approach provides a more economic descriptive
apparatus. Third, the same pragmatic types can have multiple different temporal references, as
shown by the overview in table 1. Even Wakker’s pragmatic model cannot capture these
different pragmatic types. To substantiate these three points, I therefore analyze the pragmatic
functions of conditionals with past tenses in the protasis and propose a novel typology (cf. table
1 below). Despite the formally stable past tense in the protasis, these conditionals have different
pragmatic functions, different temporal references and different formal variations in the matrix
clause even with the same function (e.g. direct inferential of past protasis with a potential
optative in the matrix clause).

Conditional Pragmatic Order(s) | Illocution Temporal Formal
type relationship range correlations
Predictive ecausality P, q eDeclarative epast, present, future | eAttitudinal adverbs
esequentiality 9, p oCFpast, CFpresent, | eNegation of p
CFfuture
Direct enon-causality pP.q eDeclarative epast, present eArgumentative
inferential enon-sequentiality | q, P enterrogative oCFpast, CFpresent expressions (likely, it is
clear that)
eNegation of p
eIndicative or (CF)
optative mood in q
Indirect enon-causality p.q eDeclarative epast, present eNegation of q
inferential enon-sequentiality | 4, P eAssertoric wh-question | eCFpast, CFpresent | econtrastive vocabulary
eContradictory or e Assertoric yes-no (now, but, in fact)
counterfactual question eindicative or optative
implicature eAssertoric open mood in q
question
Illocutionary eCondition of p-q eDeclarative ePast, present eEvaluative vocabulary
appropriateness or | q,p eDirective oCFpresent, eForm with directive
relevance for ePerformative CFfuture force
speech act in ¢ ePerformative verb

3> One obvious exception is Wakker 2006a; 2006b.




past situations as
frame for habitual

Meta]inguistic eComment on q,p eDeclarative epast eNegation of p
how ¢ is said enterrogative oCFpresent enote (if ever...)
eExclamative
Generic eDescribe generic | p,q eDeclarative epast

®Habitual in ¢ (e.g.
past+av)

q
Table 1 Pragmatic typology of conditionals with past tenses

To find parameters to classify conditionals in Ancient Greek, we should make use of more
recent advances on conditionals in general linguistics. Firstly, the role of the order of p and ¢
should be taken into account, since a more standard order such as p, ¢ is open to a wider array
of pragmatic usages than ¢, p (Dancygier 2006, 145—-153) which, for example, can be used for
so-called “metatextual” conditionals that reflect on what has just been said (Dancygier 2006,
103—109 e.g. he trapped two mongeese, if mongeese is the right form). Secondly, the function
of the past tenses in past conditionals (esp. counterfactual) has been re-evaluated. Whereas
previous studies in what may be called a conceptualist approach® saw the role of the past in
counterfactual conditionals as indicating distance from reality, a more pragmatically oriented
approach has recently argued the reverse: the reason that the past is typically knowable is why
it is used to express counterfactual states of affairs, since the speaker and hearer will realize that
the presented past scenario was unrealizable (Dahl 1997; Ziegeler 2000; Van linden &
Verstraete 2008, 1879). Thus, the past rather signifies closeness to reality or epistemic
proximity. This pragmatic understanding of the past better explains why we find past
conditionals being used in various types of inferential conditionals (see section 3) to reason
about evidence available to speaker and hearer.” Thirdly, I incorporate distinctions from recent
more elaborate typologies of conditionals (e.g. Declerck & Reed 2001) such as types of
inferential conditionals, the different implicatures that are generated and the role of the
illocutionary force of the g clause. In this way we can identify types more accurately in terms
of pragmatic criteria which cover formal and functional variation. Of course, we should still
aim to maintain a balance between maximalist and minimalist description and not lean towards
a too maximalist description,® but instead define macro-types based on clear linguistic criteria
where subtypes may serve further interpretational purposes.’ I return to this theoretical matter
in the concluding remarks where I suggest how we could apply this typology to conditionals in
Ancient Greek more generally.

Now, the typology that I develop in this paper is conceived with a distinct pragmatic
angle, meaning that pragmatic value (e.g. function, implicature, illocutionary force) rather than
morphosyntactic form (e.g. tense, mood) determines the classification of Ancient Greek
conditionals. The most important motivation for this approach is that, as I show, pragmatic
usages cut across potential possible world distinctions based on formal marking. This is for
example demonstrated by past tenses which are used counterfactually'® but have different
pragmatic usages, e.g. predictive and (direct and indirect) inferential, see section 2 and 3. Thus,
conditionals with past tenses are a welcome test-case for a broader pragmatic approach to
classifying conditionals. After pragmatic classification, I contrast formal and semantic factors

¢ The conceptualist approach (e.g. James 1982; Fleischman 1987), is used by Cognitive Grammar (see
Langacker 1995). For this idea applied to counterfactual past tenses in Ancient Greek see Allan 2013: 35.

7 Of course, the (counterfactual) past is also used for politeness. I return to this matter below.

8 For example, the elaborate typology by Declerck & Reed 2001 can be viewed as too maximalist, since they
further distinguish many pragmatic subtypes which they also divide according their possible world distinctions.
% La Roi 2021 applies this principle to insubordination in the history of Ancient Greek.

10°A sentence or clause is generally called contrary-to-fact or counterfactual when it is implied or assumed

by the speaker that what is said does not hold in the actual world (cf. Declerck and Reed 2001: 7;

Dancygier 2006: 25).



to the pragmatic types such as the order of p and ¢,!! temporal reference of the verb, adverbs,
mood and negation. In addition, the typology proposed in this paper has a diachronic dimension
which, for example, accounts for changes in temporal references of counterfactual past tenses
from the past to the non-past. Earlier classifications mention such diachronic differences
between Archaic and Classical Greek conditionals only as peculiarities which are filtered out
in Classical Greek.!? By contrast, I analyse these peculiarities from a pragmatic perspective and
explain their diachronic relevance to the replacement of counterfactual optatives and the so-
called ‘iterative’ optative by the past indicative.'?

This paper is organized in the following way. Sections 2 to 6 introduce and describe the
different pragmatic types of conditionals with past tenses: predictive (2), direct and indirect
inferential (3), illocutionary (4), metalinguistic (5), and generic (6). Every section first
introduces the pragmatic type by clarifying the label, detailing its distinctive characteristics and
offering a qualitative analysis of examples. I also note how these constructions are classified in
existing grammars and existing typologies of conditionals such as those by Sweetser (1990),
Wakker (1994), Declerck and Reed (2001) and Dancygier (2006). The choice of a label, then,
was determined by its transparency in function as well as its representation in existing linguistic
literature. At the end of the section, I repeat the relevant part of table one for purposes of clarity.
Section 7 presents concluding remarks and offers future avenues of research. The typology
proposed in this paper is based on a corpus-based analysis of conditionals with past tenses in
both Archaic and Classical Greek: 99 from Archaic Greek and 874 from Classical Greek, of
which, respectively, 95 and 592 were counterfactual. The examples were collected using the
Thesaurus Linguae Graecae.'* The corpus covers Archaic Greek (Homer, Hesiod’s Works and
Days and Theogony and the Homeric Hymns) and Classical Greek (the non-fragmentary works
by Aeschylus, Sophocles and Euripides and Aristophanes, the histories of Thucydides,
Herodotus and Xenophon, the authentic works of Plato and the orators from which we possess
the largest amount of speeches, viz. Lysias, Isocrates, Isaeus and Demosthenes).

2. Predictive conditionals with past tenses
Predictive conditionals make a prediction of actualization of the g clause, implying that if p is
realized g will be realized (Dancygier, 2006, 25-61), e.g. (1) if it rains, the match will be
cancelled, (11) if it rained, the match would be cancelled, (1) if it had rained, the match would
have been cancelled." In other words, there is a causality between the actualization of the
events expressed in the conditional and the matrix clause, viz. p and ¢. This causality is absent
for other conditional types such as inferential conditionals (i.e. deduce the truth of a state of
affairs from another one, e.g. if my mother is not mistaken, John is at home or John is at home,
if my mother is not mistaken). With inferential conditionals one might only speak of causality
in an epistemic sense, for example that the knowledge of p guarantees the knowledge of ¢ or
the reverse (see Dancygier, 2006, 87). In addition, predictive conditionals display temporal

' For discussion of the order of p and ¢ and statistics, see Wakker 1994: 57-103.

12 E.g. Wakker 1994: 205-214. La Roi 2022b provides a diachronic analysis for Archaic and Classical Greek.

13 Two diachronic aspects which are beyond the scope of this paper are (i) the insubordinate uses of conditional
clauses (e.g. previously subordinate conditional clauses as pragmatically independent wish or directive clauses),
for which see la Roi 2021, and (ii) the diachronic distribution of aspect and temporal reference in
counterfactuals, for which see now la Roi 2022b.

14 The data stems from collocation searches within a set distance (i.e. conditional subordinator and past
indicative 7 words apart) and subsequently sifting through all the cases. Therefore, I cannot claim to be
exhaustive for Classical Greek in its entirety. However, due to my large corpus and broad distance parameters it
is expected to cover at least the vast majority of the examples in Classical Greek.

15 The reason that I chose the term predictive over “predicational” (Wakker 1994) or “content” (Sweetser 1990),
is (1) that predictive is more intuitive in providing the association of causality and sequentiality that predictive
conditionals display, and (2) is not closely associated with one linguistic framework as for example predicational
is with Functional Grammar.



sequentiality, meaning that the temporal relationship between p and ¢ is presented as iconic of
the temporal order of events (Dancygier, 2006, 73). As a result, the temporal reference!® of
predictive conditionals are broad, since their ¢ can follow in the past, present or future.

In this first example the prediction of actualization holds between something which
happened in the past and what will therefore happen in the future, i.e. Hector predicts that
Achilles having left his former hiding place by the ships will lead to his doom (&Aywov with an
ellipse of the main predicate).

(1) €i & éreov mopd vodev avéetn diog AylAeng,
dAyov of k' €0éAnot @ Eooetat. ob P Eymye
eevéopat €k TOAEUO10 dSVENYEOS, AAAG LAA™ GvTnv
othocouat, § ke eépnot péyo kpdroc, 1 ke pepoipnv (Z7. 18.305-309)
But if in truth noble Achilles has roused himself to action by the ships, the worse will
it be for him, if he is so minded. I certainly will not flee from him out of dolorous war,
but face to face will I stand against him, whether he will win great victory, or perhaps
. (Murray & Wyatt)!’

In my view, €te6v is here inserted by Hector to mark his scepticism about Achilles having left
his hiding place. At the same time, he still predicts future doom which underlines his
confidence: Hector will cause Achilles’ future doom regardless of whether he actually came to
action now. After all, as argued by Wakker 1994, 127-128, such attitudinal adverbs with the
indicative highlight the scepticism that conditionals with the indicative can express, since the
indicative marks the reality of the state of affairs as indeterminate rather than a type of
factuality. Also, conditionals with the indicative are often used in a resumptive way, taking up
what the speaker has been told (as in example 1) without indicating responsibility for its truth.
Examples with the same sequential causal relationship but with the reverse order also exist, for
which see example (2). I give the preceding sentence in translation as context to make
interpretation for the reader easier.

(2) GAL™ Ol ydooovTol VI Eyyeog, €l £TEOV e
apoe edv dpiotog, Epiydovmog mooic (11, 13.153-154)
[Not for long will the Achaeans hold me back, though they have arrayed themselves
like a wall;]
but I think they will give ground before my spear if truly the highest of
gods has urged me on, the loud-thundering lord of Hera.” (Murray & Wyatt)

As in example (1), Hector here confidently addresses his fellow fighters and predicts victory.
The remainder of predictive conditionals with past tenses are counterfactual. They are
more frequent than the non-counterfactual predictive conditionals with past tenses just
discussed: they make up 58% of Classical Greek counterfactual conditionals (344 out of 592).
States of affairs are counterfactual when the condition for realization is deemed unrealizable or
false by the speaker for the past, present or future. Counterfactual conditional sentences can

16 Following Bertinetto & Delfitto 2000, 190-191 I distinguish between tense, aspect and actionality in order not
to confuse the layers of interpretation. These domains crucially need to be kept separate to describe
counterfactuals, since counterfactuals may be in the past tense with a perfective aspect but refer to the present
(cf. the present-referring aorist discussed by Wakker 1994, 132—133), thus going against expected past temporal
reference for the combination of past tense and perfective aspect, la Roi 2022b.

17 The translations in this paper are the Loeb translations available via https://www.loebclassics.com/. 1 give the
name of the translator in between brackets following the translation. On the rare occasions where I had to adapt
the translation because it was too free, I added an asterisk behind the name of the author to indicate that a minor
change has been made to the original translation.



refer to the past, present or future, and present an intimate relationship between two unrealizable
events, i.e. the states of affairs in the p and ¢ clause. Although counterfactual state of affairs
often concern events which did not happen (i.e. unrealized past events), they can refer to events
which from a logical perspective are realizable in that they follow the moment of speaking, but
from the speaker’s perspective counterfactual, e.g. uttered in the morning / wish she was coming
round tonight. The point of entertaining counterfactual worlds is to stress that they are
unrealizable at the moment concerned according to the speaker, e.g. I wish she were coming
round=this unfortunately cannot be realized now, or if he had come tomorrow instead of today,
he would have found me at home=this cannot be realized in the future according to the speaker.
In other words, counterfactuals entertain lost possibilities'®, even when it is only the speaker
who is making it out to be a counterfactual state of affairs: (indirect inferential) if [ were guilty,
they would have charged me now = having charged me is false according to the speaker and
therefore me being guilty is. The source for the counterfactuality of the conditional is often in
the common ground'®, which comprises “the sum of [interlocutors’] mutual, common or joint
knowledge beliefs, and suppositions” (Clark 1996, 96).2° With counterfactual conditionals, the
source of counterfactuality is prototypically based on either personal linguistic common ground
or (less often) communal common ground meaning that the state of affairs in the conditional
conflicts with what both speakers acknowledge to be true. This conflict generates the polarity
reversal expressed by counterfactual constructions, giving positive sentences a negative force
and a negative sentence a positive force (contrast examples (3) and (4)). For this reason
contrary-to-fact is somewhat of a misnomer, since counterfactuals concern what is deemed
counterfactual rather than what is logically contrary to reality.?! In example 3, the peasant utters
these words about Electra knowing well that he is not that man of standing (d&iop’ Exmv avip)
and therefore undeserving of Electra. As a result, there was no punishment for the murder of
Agamemnon in the past (16t¢), since Electra did not marry a man of standing in the past. The
negative implicature from the conditional is transferred from the past counterfactual conditional
to the past counterfactual in the main clause.?

3) &i yap vv Eoyev a&iopn’ Exov avnp,
ebdovT’ av €ENyelpe TOV Ayopuévovog
povov 8ikn T av NABev AiyicOm tote. (E. EL 39-41)
For if a man of standing had married her, he would have awakened from its slumber
the murder of Agamemnon, and punishment might have come thereafter to Aegisthus.
(Kovacs)

Now, with a negation®® in the example such as the following, the implication has the
reverse effect. With the negated past counterfactual conditional the narrator implies that
nightfall did stop them with the result that they left Magoi alive. Thus, due to the inherent

18 The French term possibilité perdue seems particularly apt, cf. Wakker 1994: 45 & 132 with further references.
19 Of course, common ground is not only relevant to counterfactual predictive conditionals, as communal
common ground codetermines whether a causal relation holds between p and ¢ in non-counterfactual
conditionals or linguistic common ground is often the source for the p from which inferential conditionals
deduce a g.

20 Earlier applications of common ground to other domains of Ancient Greek such as particles and moods are
Thijs 2017; la Roi 2020a, 2022a; Allan 2021.

21 Cf. the useful discussion of this term by Van Emde Boas et al. 2019: 443.

22 For this implicature transfer, see Wakker 1994: 301; Declerck & Reed 2001: 107-108.

23 See Muchnova 2016 for an overview of Ancient Greek negation.



polarity reversal of counterfactuals, negated counterfactual conditonals imply the opposite of
the negated affairs that they mark (cf. Declerck & Reed 2001, 107-108).%*

4) &i 0¢ ) vog énedbodoa £oye, EMmov dv ovdéva payov (Hdt 3.79.11)
and if nightfall had not stayed them, they would not have left one Magus alive
(Godley)

While such past counterfactuals depend on knowledge accepted as true in the common ground,
they still display a degree of subjectivity because these conditional structures assign a causal
relationship between two state of affairs which either were not realized or could not take place.
In other words, the supposedly accepted causal link between two counterfactual events can be
abused for rhetorical purposes: both events were unrealizable and therefore are, at least to some
extent, a source of uncheckable evidence for hearers. To illustrate, in example (4) it could be
said that the prediction of causality between nightfall and their actions is primarily a subjective
view of the speaker, i.e. the narrator. Therefore, the supposed common ground link between the
two counterfactual events is abused for the rhetorical purpose of the narrator.?’

Predictive counterfactual conditionals can also predict something for the present. In the
next example the nurse apologizes to Phaedra for not having been able to find the right solution
for her malady. She then extrapolates that if she would in fact have found a solution in the past
(npata), she would now be numbered among the wise (1]). In other words, a counterfactual
past is used to project a counterfactual present outcome.

(5) & &0y Empata, Kapt’ &v &v cogoiow - (E. Hipp. 699-700)
But if [ had had success, I would be numbered among the very wise. (Kovacs*)

Keen observers will also note that the tense-aspect of the counterfactual past tenses here follow
the often heard axiom of aorists being used for past counterfactuals and imperfects from present
counterfactuals. However, this is an incorrect generalization: counterfactual past and presents
occur with the aorist, imperfect and the pluperfect in Classical Greek (cf. Wakker, 1994, 146—
150; and now la Roi 2022b with more corpus data).?®

Finally, predictive conditionals can in fact also refer to a counterfactual future although
more rarely. The existence of counterfactual futures is somewhat debated, since some linguists
have contended that the fact that the future is inherently unknowable would make it impossible
to produce counterfactual predictions for the future (e.g. Patard 2019, 180).2” As often in
linguistics, such a logical view of language does not do justice to its rich possibilities®®: speakers
can feel confident enough to make predictions for the counterfactual future, for example ‘If you
had come tomorrow instead of today, you would have found me at home’ (Dahl 1997, 106—-107;
Declerck & Reed 2001, 99). As noted by Declerck and Reed 2001, 181, counterfactuals for the
future depend on the certainty of a plan or arrangement for the future: a “present intention, plan,

24 In technical terms, counterfactuals display polarity symmetry because positive counterfactuals have a negative
and negative counterfactuals have a positive interpretation.

25 See for background on narrators in Ancient Greek literature, de Jong, Bowie and Niinlist (2004).

26 As explained by la Roi 2022b, this incorrect generalization still often resurfaces in general linguistic
descriptions of the Ancient Greek data, e.g. Beck, Malamud, & Osadcha, 2012; Yong 2018: 190.

%7 See the discussion by Declerck & Reed 2001: 179-182. By contrast, Wakker 1994: 158 note 72 summarizes it
concisely: “There may be philosophical objections to equating future time and counterfactuality, since, in an
absolute sense, it may be impossible to utter any prediction in the knowledge that it will prove false
(counterfactual). But what matters for language (and the particular means of expression selected) is the speaker’s
presupposition at the time of utterance”.

28 The same logical thinking has affected how linguists have dealt with the category of future marking,
Markopoulos 2009: 8-10.



programme, arrangement or agreement about the future or another proposition describing the
actual world, like the expression of a permanent habit or other kind of state”. Consequently,
future counterfactuals typically need clear contextual anchors which allow a speaker to make a
confident counterfactual prediction for something to extend into the future. In general, such
examples are very rare in Classical Greek sentences, cf. the future referring imperfect indicative
&Cwv in E. Alc. 295 which expresses an atelic state of affairs kdyd 1 dv €V kai 6L TOV Lotov
ypovov “[Had they agreed to die for you in your place,] you and I would live the remainder of
our lives together” (la Roi 2022b). However, in conditionals they are only expressed by using
the past future auxiliary péAim.?’ In example (6), we find a counterfactual future expressed by
guelhov dtryvaocesOat: was to make a decision. The counterfactuality of this phrase is signalled
by &1 ..aldot mveg, “if another court”, since it is the current count which has the set arrangement
to pass judgment. In other words, the conditional expresses a counterfactual future where
another court would pass judgment.

(6) £i u&v obv GAAOL TvEC Epehdov mepi £pod drayvdeesBar, Geodpo. dv dpoBovpmy TOv
kivduvov (Lys. 3.12)
Now if it were any other court that was to make a decision upon me, I should be terrified

by the danger (Lamb)
Conditional | Pragmatic Order | Temporal range Illocution | Formal correlations
type relationship
Predictive ecausality P, q epast, present, future Declarative e Attitudinal adverbs
esequentiality q,p oCFpast, CFpresent, CFfuture eNegation of p

Table 2 Predictive conditionals with past tenses

3. Direct and indirect inferential conditionals with past tenses
3.1 Classifying inferential conditionals with past tenses
Inferential conditionals (Declerck & Reed 2001, 42-44) distinguish themselves from predictive
conditionals in that they express non-sequential and non-causal relations with the g clause. They
operate on the epistemic plane between p and ¢.°° They can be subdivided into direct and
indirect inferential conditionals, the difference being in their argumentative structure:

e if p true, then ¢ must be true =direct inferential
o e.g. [f my mum is not mistaken, my dad is at home.
e if p, g. since g is true, p must be true =indirect inferential
o e.g. If you earned as much as you claim you do, you would not go around in that
old car’!

Thus, direct inferential conditionals use the truth of p to prove ¢, whereas indirect inferential
conditionals use the truth of ¢ to prove p. Both types share that they are means for speakers to
specify the evidential source of their information and avoid part of the Gricean maxim of
quality, namely to not say things for which they lack adequate evidence (see Wakker 1994,
229).

In contrast to Wakker’s model where these types fall under the broader type of
propositional conditionals, I distinguish these two main subtypes. Also, I take into account a

2 Another example is Lys. 7.16.2. For the arrangement use of péAAw in the past tense, cf. Allan 2017b: 62 note
37.

30 Sweetser 1990 calls these conditionals “epistemic conditionals”, whereas Wakker 1994 calls this type
“propositional conditionals”. I distinguish several new subtypes (e.g. direct versus indirect inferential
conditionals) and take into account more pragmatic factors (e.g. implicature, illocutionary force) than has been
done.

31 Dahl 1997: 109.



number of new factors to identify the different subtypes of inferential conditionals: (1) the role
of the illocutionary force of the ¢ clause (e.g. declaratives versus various types of rhetorical
questions), (2) the type of implicature generated by the p, ¢ combination (e.g. contradictory
versus counterfactual), (3) the variation of order of p and ¢, (4) the temporal reference range,
(5) mood and (6) negation.

3.2 Direct inferential conditionals with past tenses

Most commonly direct inferential conditionals use evidence from the past to argue for the truth
of something in the past (see the non-counterfactual examples (8) and (9)). In contrast to
indirect inferential conditionals, I found them especially with ¢ clauses that have a declarative
illocutionary force and only rarely with a ¢ with interrogative illocutionary force.? The
argumentative goal may be signalled explicitly by argumentative expressions e.g 6fjAov 81t (ex.
8) or gikd¢ v.>* In (8), the speaker uses Onetor’s own past actions to cast doubt on his sincerity
and to imply that it was his plan all along to commit fraud.

(8)  «ai ti motel; Tovg Bpovg dmd g oikiog dporpel, kKai TEAUVTOV HOVOV Etval THV TPOTKY
onotv, &v @ 10 yopiov dmotetiuiicOat. kaitol dfjhov 611 ToVG &mi Tfig oikiag dpovg &i
dwaiong E0nkev Kol dvtwg aAnoeis, dikaing kol Tovg énl Tod ywpiov Té€dnKev:

(Dem. 31.3.3)

What, then, does he do? He removes the pillars from the house, and declares that the
marriage portion was a talent only, which sum was guaranteed by a mortgage on the
land. Yet, if the inscription on the house was set up by him in fairness and sincerity, it
is plain that the one on the land was also. (Murray)

In example (9) Herodotus argues that we can deduce what the Attic nation must have done with
its language from its past predecessors.

9) &l TovToI01 TEKNALPOUEVOV BET Aéyety, Roav oi ITedaoyol BapPapov yYAdGoay iévteg. &l
Toivov v kai dv TotodTo 10 Medaoyikdv, T Attikdv E0vog édv Ilehacyucdv duo T
petafoAfi T € "EAAnvag kai v yA®cocov petépade (Hdt. 1.57.9-12)
if (I say) one may judge by these, the Pelasgians spoke a language which was not Greek.
If then all the Pelasgian stock so spoke, then the Attic nation, being of Pelasgian blood,
must have changed its language too at the time when it became part of the Hellenes.
(Godley)

Such direct inferential conditionals may also be used to refute a competing version of past
events, esp. in Classical Greek rhetoric. In example (10), the speaker refutes the claim by
Apollodorus that Phormio would have illegitimately obtained an agreement with Apolodorus’
deceased father.

(10) &t yap 0 unTPOO TPOG UEPOG NEIOVG vEREGHaL, dvTV TaidmV £k THE YLVOKOG
Doppiovi TovTei, T00” dROAGYELS KLPpim 6GVTOC TOD TATPOS TOD GOV KOTA TOVG VOLOVG
vtV yeyauficOat. gl yap avtv eiyxe Aafov dadikog 63 pndevoc 56vtoc, 00K foav ol
TAidEG KANPOVOLOL, TOIG 88 ) KANPOVOLOLS OVK TV HETOVGIN TRV dVTaV.
(Dem. 36.32.1-10)
For when you claimed the right to distribute your mother’s estate share by share—and

32 Counterfactual of the type “Why would he have done that, if he did not need the money?”, cf. Lys. 7.16 or II.
22.202.

33 Other examples of this type are Hdt. 2.28.16, Lys. 3.42.8, 8.11.2, 12.57.4, Dem. 19.42.2, 45.13.4, 57.14.7, P1.
Grg. 514c4 or R. 408c2.



she had left children by the defendant, Phormio—you then acknowledged that your
father had given her with full right, and that she had been married in accordance with
the laws. For if Phormio had taken her to wife wrongfully, and no one had given her—
then the children were not heirs, and if they were not heirs they had no right of sharing
in the property. (Murray)

In addition to direct inferentials situated in the past, we also find direct inferential
conditionals that use past evidence as source of evidence for the present.>* Crucially, the mood
of the matrix clause can be both the indicative and potential optative, cf. (11) versus (12). Note
that mood-based classifications could not fit such examples within their classification, but a
pragmatically oriented one can. The argumentative function of the past conditional clause is
signalled partially by 6pOd¢ ‘correctly’.

(11) i yap 6pBidg Eéréyopey Gpti, kol T@® SvtL Beoiot eV dypnotov yeddog, avOpmTolg O
YPNOILOV OC €V popuakov &idet, dijhov 611 TO Ye TO10DTOV 10TPOic doTéOoV, IdDTUIC O
oVy antéov. (PL. R. 389b2-6)

If we were right in what we were saying just now and falsehood really is of no use to
the gods, although it is to men in the form of medicine, then it should be clear that as
such we should sanction it for doctors, but laymen should not touch it. (Emlyn-Jones &
Freddy)

Note also how it can be explicitly marked that such conditionals are used argumentatively, see
Sfilov 811 (ex. 11) or ¢ ovtor Epacav (Is. 6.44.4)* In example (12) Cleon summarizes his
reasoning on why the Athenians should uphold their previous decisions about the Mytileans.

(12)  &iyap ovtor 6pOdG dmésToay, VUL dv od ypedv dpyotte. (Th. 3.40.6)
for if these people had a right to secede, it would follow that you are wrong in
exercising dominion. (Smith)

Futhermore, direct inferential conditionals can occur with a reversed order, but they are
counterfactual when they do and refer either to the past or the present (81 in Archaic Greek
(=85% (!) of Archaic Greek counterfactual conditionals) vs 92 in Classical Greek (=16% of
Classical Greek counterfactual conditionals, 173 in total). Such direct inferential conditionals
are not temporally iconic and used for a variety of rhetorical reasons, e.g. steer the expectation
of the hearer (example (13)), suggest that a counterfactual scenario was on the verge of
happening (example (14)),’® or that something cannot happen now that the counterfactual
scenario was averted (example (17)).

(13)  "Ev0d kev Dyimvrov Tpoinv Elov viec Ayoudv,
gi pun Anordlov @oifog Aynvopa diov aviike
@eOT’ AvTvopog viov apduova te Kpatepov te. (11. 21.544-546)
Then would the sons of the Achaeans have taken high-gated Troy, if Phoebus Apollo
had not roused noble Agenor, Antenor’s son, an incomparable warrior and mighty.
(Murray & Wyatt)

34 Cf. Wakker 1994: 230 note 9 who gives some examples of this type. Other examples are Thuc. 1.86.1, P1. R.
389b2, Lys. 20.12.5 or 20.20.1. A variation on this use is where the speaker treats a past situation as
counterfactual (with a concessive conditional), but suggests that the evidence from it does not impair a present
state of affairs, see Is. 6.44.3, 8.31.7, 9.27.3, 11.23.2 or Dem. 18.95.

35 Examples can be found at /1. 6.128, Isoc. 15.75.4, , Dem 19.32.8,22.7.3, Is. 1.21.4 or P1. Cra. 433c3.

36 For a cross-linguistic study of means to express such a narrowly averted action, see Kuteva 1998.
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As discussed by de Jong 1987, Richardson 1990, Lang 1989 and Bouxsein 2020, these if-not
counterfactuals are used by the narrator to steer the expectations of the narratees, not only in
the narrative portions of Homeric texts but also in character speech. Moreover, this type of
counterfactual conditional is also relevant from a diachronic perspective. Conditionals of this
type make use of explicit pragmatic cues (e.g. ‘if not’, but also ‘but’ or ‘now’) to counter the
averted scenario with reality.’’” They provide a so-called bridging context in which the
counterfactual indicative replaces the counterfactual optative, since it can use pragmatic cues
to help signal the counterfactuality of the indicative (la Roi 2022b). A bridging context is a
context in which a new target meaning provides a more likely interpretation of the marker than
the older source meaning (Heine 2002, 83—101). The reason why we find this bridging context
so unusually often is that it is a favourite narratorial strategy of the Homeric narrator to play
with the expectations of the audience. It also explains why we both find archaic combinations
where the main clause is still in the counterfactual optative such as example 14 and examples
such as 13 where the formula has undergone morphological renewal:

(14)  «xoi v kev &vO’ amérorto dvos avopdv Aiveiog,
gl pn ap’ 0EL vomee Adg Buydnp Appodit
uitp, f| v v Ayyion téke BovkoAéovtt (11. 5.311-313)
And now would the lord of men, Aeneas, have perished, had not the daughter of Zeus,
Aphrodite, been quick to notice, his mother, who conceived him to Anchises as he

tended his cattle. (Murray & Wyatt)
Furthermore, these conditionals are actually also used in non-narrative settings, as in example
(15) to state that Ajax’ plan to kill the Argives was only just averted. What Athena says is that

she was not negligent and therefore Ajax did not accomplish his plan.

(15) Odysseus 7 xai 10 Bodrevp’ dg &n” Apyeiolg 168’ fv;

Athena Kav E€empdéar’, ei katnpuéine’ £yod. (S. Aj. 44-45)

Odysseus Was his plan aimed against the Argives?

Athena Yes, and he would have accomplished it, had I been negligent. (Lloyd-
Jones)

Similar to counterfactual predictive conditionals, counterfactual direct inferential
conditionals have diachronically been extended to referring to the present (la Roi 2022b). In
example (16) Chrysothemis rebukes Electra using a direct inferential conditional. He uses this
structure to suggest that Electra does not think sensibly and therefore does not have an agreeable
life.*8

(17)  Chrys. Biov 6¢ 10D mapdvTog 0V pveiav Exels;
Electra KaAOG Yap ovuog Biotog dote Bavudoat.
Chrys. GAL R v, i oV Y €1 @poveiv fiotaco. (S. EL 392-394)
Chrys. But do you feel no concern for the kind of life you now enjoy?
Electra Yes, my life is wonderfully agreeable!

37 Note that the following disproving p can also be expressed by other expressions such as a participle, e.g. PI.
Prt. 318d8.

38 For a similar example from philosophical dialogue, see Pl. Smp 199d5-7 where Socrates implies that Agathon
did not want to give the right answer einec 6v Sfmov pot, £l £§Bovrov kaAdc dmokpivacOor 81 Eotty Véog Ye |
Buyatpog 0 matp ToTnp- 1 o0; “Surely you would have said, if you wished to give the proper answer, that the
father is father of son or of daughter, would you not?”” (Emlyn-Jones & Freddy)
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Chrys. It would be, if you knew how to think sensibly! (Lloyd-Jones)

3.3 Indirect inferential conditionals with past tenses

There is a wider variety of indirect inferential conditionals than has thus far been acknowledged
in the literature. Wakker 1994, 231-235, for example, only discusses a set of “rhetorical” uses
of propositional conditionals which would also classify as indirect inferential conditionals (e.g.
If you're the Pope, I'm the Empress of China, i.e. I’'m not the Empress of China so you are not
the Pope®®) and did not incorporate the relevant factors mentioned above and below.

The indirect inferential type that one finds most often (152 times in my corpus (=26% of
Classical Greek counterfactual conditionals)) is of the logical structure p, cfg. now that g=cf, p
must be cf as well. This usage is not found in Archaic Greek yet. The following scheme
exemplifies the complex reasoning behind such conditionals:

1. if (as you say) he won the lottery,
2. he would have shared the money with me as his wife.
2. why would he not have shared the money with me as his wife?
3. Now that he did not it must be the case that he has not won the lottery.

This type is found in declarative or interrogative illocutions. There both p and ¢ refer either to
the past (example (17) and (18)) or to the present (example (19)). In example (17) Menecles’
son, who is defending himself and Menecles, uses the indirect inferential to refute the idea that
Menecles was not in his right mind when adopting him but under the influence of the son’s
sister. After all, then Menecles would have adopted one of the boys of the son’s sister instead,
which he evidently did not because he adopted the son.

(17)  dot iy’ éxeivn mewobeic TOV VOV EMOtETTO, TV Ekeivng maidwV TOV ETEPOV
gmoujoat’ av- dvo yap siowy avti. (Is. 2.19.8)
if it had been under her influence that he was adopting his son, he would have adopted
one of the other boys; for she has two. (Forster)

It is also possible to signal the counterfactual character of the g clause more explicitly by means
of negation, e.g. dfjka yap o1 Ot €l iy avtal Efovrovto, ovx dv fprndlovro. (Hdt. 1.4.8) “For
plainly, had they not wanted it themselves, the women would never have been carried away”.*
On the other hand, the argumentative reasoning is not made explicit at all times and can be more

compressed, as for example in example (18) from a dialogue in Aristophanes:

(18) i yap movnpov Nv, ‘Ounpog ovdémot’ dv Emoict
oV Néotop’ dyopntrnv v, 000€ To00¢ Goeovg dmavtoc. (Ar. Nub. 1057-1058)
If it were something bad, Homer would never have called Nestor, and every other
sagacious person, “man of the agora.” (Henderson)

In example (19) the speaker refutes the presupposition that he actually is a man with financial
means as suggested by the accuser. In this example, the argumentative reasoning is made fairly
explicit as one can see by how the speaker contrasts this counterfactual scenario to what is
actually happening: see the clauses introduced by dAA’ ook ‘but not’ and vovi ‘now/in fact’.

(19) &l yap ékextunv ovoiav, &n’ AGTPAPNS v @YOVUNY, AL’ 00K El ToDG dAloTpiovg
iTmovg avéfarvov: Vovi 0’ Emelon toiodTov ob dvvoual ktjoaobai, Toi¢ dllotpioig

39 Such conditionals are often called ad absurdum conditionals, Dahl 1997: 109; Declerck & Reed 2001: 296—
300.
40 Similar examples are Hdt. 1.4.8, 3.21.11.
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irmoig avaykalouor ypijobor roilaxis. (Lys. 24.11)

if I were a man of means, I should ride on a saddled mule, and would not mount other
men's horses. But in fact, as I am unable to acquire anything of the sort, [ am compelled,
now and again, to use other men's horses (Lamb)

To sum up, indirect inferential conditionals with a declarative main clause are an effective
means to combat presuppositions on the part of the hearer(s) by making them look in the mirror
of the factual past or present (see table 3 below).*! In other words, they are another linguistic
means of Classical Greek to challenge what is in the common ground (e.g. in addition to for
example pnv or aAAd, see Thijs 2017 and Allan 2017a).

In non-declarative illocutions, indirect inferential conditionals can be distinguished based
on the type of rhetorical question they express, whether they generate a contradictory or
counterfactual implicature, and their mood and negation usage. Importantly, in questions,
indirect inferential conditionals only occur in so-called assertoric questions. So-called assertoric
questions such as rhetorical questions present an affirmative message, i.e. they have the
illocutionary force of a declarative (Declerck & Reed 2001 41 & 60). These indirect inferentials
can be subdivided in wh-questions, yes/no-questions and open questions. Indirect inferentials
wh-questions with a non-counterfactual main clause imply a contradiction between the
assumption described in the p clause and the second assumption connected to it which together
become anomalous, e.g. If he was working abroad, why would he pay taxes here? (Declerck &
Reed 2001 303). In other words, the assumptions seem irreconcilable. In example (20) I would
argue that the translator Godley accurately represents the rhetorical force of the question,
because the question is translated as a declarative sentence. The indirect inferential wh-
question*? signals the contradiction between the assumption that there was once no land for
Egypt and their preoccupation with finding out which language was the earliest.

(20)  &i Tolvuv oQL Y®PN YE Undepia VIHPYE, Ti TEPEPYALOVTO SOKEOVTEG TPAOTOL AVOPOTOV
yeyovévay; (Hdt 2.15.12)
Then if there was once no country for them, it was but a useless thought that they were
the oldest nation on earth, (Godley)

Similarly in example (21), the speaker implies that there was no need for the disagreement,
since the child would stand to gain something if there were in fact a deal. Thus, the contradiction
between the state of affairs in the condition and the main clause implies the reversal of the
polarity of the state of affairs contained in the wh-question, i.e. ti &gl question= ovK &dgl
declarative.

(21)  ®noiyop oporoyficai pe Tod KANPOL TG Tdl TO NUIKANPLOV LETAODGELY, €1 VIKNGOLLL
TovC Eyovtog avtdv. Kaitor &i pév 1t kai odtd LeTfv Kot TO Yévog, (g o0Tog AEyel, Ti
£de1 yevéoBou TavtnVv odtoic map’ pod v opoloyiav; "Hv yap dpoing koi TovTolg
Emiducov TO NUIKANpLov, €1 Tep aAnON Adyovoy. (Is. 11.24.2-9)

He declares that I agreed, if I won my case against the present possessors of the estate,
to give the child a half-share of the inheritance. Yet if the child had any right to a share
in virtue of his relationship, as my opponent declares, what need was there for this

agreement between me and them? For the half of the estate was adjudicable to them just

41 A good example of an indirect inferential conditional which also has relevance on the level of impoliteness is
PL. Euthphr. 14b8-c1 moAd pot 818 Bpoyvtépmv, & Ev0vepmv, £l Boviov, ineg dv 10 KedAaov GV HpOTOV-
BAAG Yap 00 (¢) mpoBupdg pe £l 1daEm—>Tidoc &l “You might, if you wished, Eutyphro have answered much
more briefly the chief part of my question. But it is plain that you do not care to instruct me.” (Lamb)

42 Examples are Lys. 13.56.7, Dem. 18.72.5, 18.101.9 or 20.127.3.
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as much as to me, if what they say is true. (Forster)

I did not find indirect inferential wi-questions*® which generated a counterfactual implicature.
Its absence might be explained by the fact that counterfactual wh-questions tend to be rhetorical
(i.e. assertoric) anyway, e.g. who would have thought/done x?=nobody would have
thought/done x.

Indirect inferential yes/no questions in a similar way use the seemingly contradictory (but
not counterfactual) relation between the p and g to imply that g is most likely not the case. In
example (22), the contradiction between the lark (a songbird representing the generation of
Birds which are the topic of this play) existing before the gods but not having the kingship (a
presupposition of ¢), implies that they would have the kingship: if X, Y?=if X, then Y should be
the case [but strangely is not the case].

(22) Peisetaerus  obkovv Of|T°, €l TPOTEPOL HEV VTG, TPOTEPOL OE BedV EyévovTo,
¢ mpesPutdTov Sviov avtdv 0pidc £€60° 1 Pacireia;
Euelpides V1 TOV ATTOM®- (Ar. Av. 477-479)
Peisetaecrus  So if they were born before Earth and before the gods, doesn’t it
follow that the kingship is rightfully theirs by primogeniture?
Euelpides I swear by Apollo! (Henderson)

Yet, when an indirect inferential yes/no question is counterfactual, it is indicated that the
main clause state of affairs is false and therefore the presupposition contained in the preceding
conditional is false. In example (23), the speaker signals that the presupposition ‘would he not
have thought fit’ is counterfactual, because the presupposition that the deposition was real and
therefore demanded serious attention refutes the presupposition that he would not have
summoned friends to help with this deposition. In other words, the rhetorical question ‘would
he not have’ actually means ke surely would have** and through counterfactual implicature that
therefore the deposition was not real, i.e. not p.*

(23)  Eita &ri todtnv Gv v paptopiav, £i v GAn0nc, 00k Gv dmovtog Todg oikeiong Tovg
gavtod mapakadelv ékeivog fEImee; Nai uc Adia, t¢ &ywye Gunv, & ye v ainbeg to
rpoyuo. (Is. 3.25.2)

To attest a deposition like this, if it were really true, would he not have thought fit to
summon all his own friends? Most assuredly he would have done so, I should have
thought, if the deposition had been genuine. (Forster)

In open rhetorical questions, as in indirect inferential yes/no questions, we find both
contradictory and counterfactual usages. In example (24) the rhetorical question implies the
reverse polarity of the polarity marked in the question by nd¢ ov(k) with the indicative present.
Demosthenes uses Aeschines’ supposed past actions against him. He points out how they
contradict the message which Aeschines is trying to pass off now, namely that the measures
were bad. Thus, the rhetorical questions with ¢ ov(k) use the contradictory relation between
the events in p and ¢ to strongly imply that the state of affairs in ¢ must be the case: how is/was
it not the case that=it surely must be/have been the case that.*°

4 For a detailed study of Classical Greek wh-clauses, see Faure 2021.

4 Further examples are Is. 3.39.1, 7.33.3, Dem. 27.56.1 or 29.48.1.

45 Wakker 1994: 152 makes some pertinent remarks as to the quantity implicature transfer from p to g. As these
contexts show, the implicature can also be transferred in the reverse direction to reverse a presupposition in the

p.
46 Other examples are Is. 2.27.7,9.36.8, 11.12.8 or Lys. 24.12.1.
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(24) &l pév yop maphv Kol petd tdv GAAoV EEntdleto, TAS 0V deva Totel, LOAAOV & 0Vd’
dota, &l OV Og dpicTav adTdc Tovg Beodg dromcato péptopag, Tadd’ Mg odk dpLoTa
VOV DpAG a&tol ymeicacsOot Tovg OpmpokoTag Tovg Be0Vg; i 8¢ U maptiv, TOS 0VK
dmolmAévar ToOAAGKIC £6TL dikarog, &l €9 oic Eyoipov ol GAAot, Todt’ EAVmEld” Opdiv;
(Dem. 18.217.5-11)
If he was present as one of the throng, surely his behavior is scandalous and even
sacrilegious, for after calling the gods to witness that certain measures were very good,
he now asks a jury to vote that they were very bad—a jury that has sworn by the gods!
If he was not present, he deserves many deaths for shrinking from a sight in which
everyone else rejoiced. (Vince & Vince)

Due to the polarity reversal of rhetorical questions, the indirect inferential open question in 25
implies the reverse of polarity that the sentences is marked with, meaning that the positive
sentence ¢ aioypov v “how was it dishonorable?” means “it surely was not dishonourable”
(to associate with him). After all, he associated with him before.

(25)  ypfv yop OUAG T U KoK®G AEyev §j pn Euveivat, Koi TadTa QovEP®G ATETOVTAG OUAaY.
£i 8¢ aioypov 1yeiche TodT0, ARG AicyPoV NV VLIV Evveival, TPOG OV 0VSE dmelnsiv
KkaAov Nyeiobe; (Lys. 8.6.1-5)
You ought to have refrained either from defaming him or from associating with him,
and that by an open renunciation of his company. But if you felt that to be dishonourable,
how was it dishonourable for you to associate with a man whom you did not even feel
it honorable to renounce? (Lamb)

In addition to with the past and present indicative, we also find this usage with the potential
optative to challenge the existence of a possibility (e.g. Lys. 25.14.6) much like a negated
potential optative in a declarative clause would do (la Roi 2019, 72). Yet, functionally, this
combination expresses the same pragmatic function, underlining the importance of pragmatics
over formal marking.

Finally, we find open indirect inferential questions which are counterfactual and thus
argue for the counterfactuality of a presupposition contained in the conditional clause.*’ In
example (26) Simonides points out the counterfactuality of the presupposition that despots
obtain far fewer pleasures than men of modest means (see the summary by &i yap obtwg tadT’
glye “were it s0”). He points to the counterfactual implication of such a counterfactual scenario
which everyone would agree we observe all around, namely that most people desire the position
of the king for its expected pleasures.

(26)  dmioto Aéyeig, Eon O Tipovidng. &i yap obtog Tadt elye, G dv ToAloi pév me@dpovy
TVPAVVELY, Kol ToDTo TV S0KOVVTOV IKAvOTUTOV AvSpdV slvar; Tdg 8 mavteg dlRlovv
av Tovg Tvpdvvovg; (X. Hier. 1.9.1-5)

“Incredible!” exclaimed Simonides. “Were it so, how should a despot's throne be an
object of desire to many, even of those who are reputed to be men of ample means?
and how should all the world envy despots?”” (Marchant & Bowersock)

As a coda to this section we should note that we do not find the reverse order of ¢, p for indirect
inferentials with the past tense. Although the reversed order is not impossible (e.g. But
Superman wouldn’t be Superman if he let this kind of injustice happen (Declerck & Reed, 2001,

47 Another example is Is. 3.69.3.
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45) the strong preference for p, ¢ can be explained by the fact that indirect inferentials have as
their main goal to let the hearer make an inference about p by virtue of the value of g. As such,
p would first need to be established before it can be attacked with ¢g. Table 3 summarizes the
pragmatic features of inferential conditionals and their wide internal variation.

Conditional Pragmatic Order | Illocution Temporal range | Formal correlations
type relationship
Direct enon-causality JoXs| eDeclarative epast, present e Argumentative expressions
inferential enon-sequentiality g, p enterrogative oCFpast, CFpresent (likely, it is clear that)
eNegation of p
eIndicative or (CF) optative
mood in q
Indirect enon-causality JoXs| eDeclarative epast, present eNegation of q
inferential enon-sequentiality q,p eAssertoric wh- oCFpast, CFpresent econtrastive vocabulary
eContradictory or question (now, but, in fact)
counterfactual eAssertoric yes-no eIndicative or optative mood
implicature question inq
e Assertoric open
question

Table 3 Direct and indirect inferential conditionals with past tenses

4. lllocutionary conditionals

Illocutionary conditionals specify a condition for appropriateness or relevance of the speech act
performed in g (Wakker, 1994, 236-256, 2013), e.g. if you're thirsty, there is beer in the
fridge.*s What distinguishes illocutionary conditionals from predictive or inferential
conditionals is the pragmatic relationship with the main clause: whereas predictive conditionals
express the condition for actualization and inferential conditionals the condition for the
epistemic validity of the main clause, illocutionary conditionals specify the circumstances
under which the speech act in ¢ can appropriately (e.g. politely) or relevantly take place. As
already highlighted by Wakker 1994, 237, the g clauses are not limited to declarative illocutions
even though they outnumbered non-declarative illocutions in her corpus. Illocutionary
conditionals with past tenses are of roughly three subtypes:

(1) with a directive g (examples (27) and (28)),
(2) preceding a performative main clause (example (29)),
(3) following or preceding an evaluative declarative clause (example (30).

When an illocutionary conditional with a past tense is combined with a directive in the matrix
clause, it uses a supposed fact to specify the appropriateness for carrying out the directive in
the main clause.*” For example, in (27) Amphitruon has just told king Theseus what horrible
thing Heracles has done and here Theseus politely asks Amphitruon to make Heracles uncover
himself. In that way Theseus will be able to comfort him and remind him that friendship such
as theirs transcends any type of pollution. Thus, the use of the past illocutionary conditional
here specifies the appropriateness of Heracles’ uncovering, since Theseus comes to sympathize
(cvvary®dv y” §A0ov) and can be seen as a polite hedge to the directive directed at Amphitruon.

(27) &AL, €i cuvadydv v’ R0V, dkkarvmté viv (E. HF 1201)

48 As noted by Wakker 1994: 236 note 18 this type has gone under different headers such as pseudo-conditionals,
commentative conditionals, relevance conditionals, speech-act conditionals” (cf. Comrie 1986; Sweetser 1990;
Declerck & Reed 2001; Dancygier 2006)

4 Note that Wakker 1994: 255-256 limits her subtype to conditional expressions in the indicative present of the
type ‘if you like’ with a directive or when accompanying a wish which I do not. For so-called double nature
conditionals mixing predictive and inferential or illocutionary qualities and occurring with directives, see
Wakker 1994: 263-266. For further examples of directive illocutionary conditionals with a past tense, see Hdt.
4.76.23, 6.85.10, Thuc 4.92.2.1, Is. 1.44.3 or 11.26.1.
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but if | came to sympathize, you have to uncover him! (Kovacs*)

A comparable use can also already be found in Archaic Greek, when Eumaeus tries to reproach
Melanthius for kicking Odysseus, but does so with a mix of reproach and prayer. In his prayer,
he addresses the Nymphs of the fountain with an illocutionary conditional which specifies the
appropriateness of them fulfilling his prayer: given the fact that Odysseus burned many pieces
of meat for them upon their altar pieces. This implicit recognition is underlined by the adverb
not’ which poses a contrast between the possibility that he ever did, inviting the scalar
implicature that he did that often.

(28)  “Nouear kpnvaiot, kodpotr Atog, &l 7ot’ ‘Odvooelg
vup’ éni unptl’ €kng, koAOYag Tiovi dnud,
apvdv 1o’ Epipmv, Tde pot kpnvat’ EEAdwp,
¢ EABo1 PV KeETVOg dvnp, aydyot 8¢ € daipmv. (Od. 17.240-243)
Nymphs of the fountain, daughters of Zeus, if ever Odysseus burned upon your
altars pieces of the thighs of lambs or kids, wrapped in rich fat, fulfill for me this
prayer; grant that he, my master, may come back, and that some god may guide him.>°
(Murray & Dimock)

Very similar in usage is the illocutionary conditional with a past tense when used with a
performative main clause, as in example (29).

(29) &y 6¢ TooavTnV VIEPPOAV TOLODHOL BOTE, AV VOV &M TIS O&i&ai TL BEATIOV, Ty
BAmC €1 TL BN vijv TV DV Y0 TPosAdunV, ASIKETY Oporoy®. £l yap £60° 8 L TIg
VOV £€0pakev, 0 GuVAVEYKEY AV TOTE TPOYOEY, TOUT’ €YD MUL 0TV £UE un) Aobelv.
(Dem. 18.190.3-7)
But I will make a large concession. If even now any man can point to a better way,
nay, if any policy whatever, save mine, was even practicable, I plead guilty. If anyone
has now discerned any course which might have been taken profitably then, I admit
that I ought not to have missed it. (Vince & Vince)

Here Demosthenes uses an illocutionary conditional clause twice (once with a past and once
with a present tense) to signal the alleged fact which would appropriately make him plead guilty
and admit his own wrongdoing, an allegation which he refutes in the subsequent lines. As will
be clear to the audience, however, there was no practicable policy in Demosthenes’ eyes
(illocutionary conditional 1) nor is there anyone now who could discern a more profitable
course (illocutionary conditional 2). As such, his performatives are effectively worthless in
reality but pragmatically a suitable rhetorical stepping stone in his refutation of the idea that
his actions fell short.

By contrast, example (30) follows an evaluative declarative clause and specifies why the
evaluative declaration can be appropriately made.’! Pelasgus has been guessing who the

50 As suggested by la Roi 2021, this example contains an example of @¢ to introduce an insubordinate wish but
the punctuation by the editor (in contrast to the translation here) does not accurately reflect the independence of
this usage.

51 Other examples are D. 23.161.1 and P1. Smp. 215d6-9 and Lg. 886€3. Note also that I found an example of
what can be called a comparative conditional, /1. 15.724-725 &AL’ €l o1 pa tOte PAATTE PpEvag EVPVOTO ZEVG
NUETEPAG, VOV 00TOG EmoTpuvel Kai avayet. “But if Zeus, whose voice resounds afar, then dulled our senses, now
he himself urges and commands”, which Wakker 1994: 235 subsumes under propositional conditionals, but I,
following Declerk and Reed 2001: 330, consider a type of illocutionary conditional because it is used to signal
why the content of the main clause is worthy of mentioning, namely because it contrasts with the situation
expressed in the conditional clause.

17



suppliant Danaids are and where they are from, but now concludes that it would not be proper
to make more conjectures. In other words, the fact that there is a person present to explain who
they are (see the counterfactual illocutionary conditional) is what makes stating that it would
not be proper to make more conjectures (=the counterfactual effect of the main clause®?)
improper. Thus, decoding the counterfactual values of the main and conditional clause helps
reveal the illocutionary focus of the conditional, since it signals why the main clause can
appropriately be uttered.>

(30)  koi TEA TOAL” T gikdoon dikarov iy,
&l un mopovT eOGYYog v 6 onuavdv. (A. Supp. 244-245)
About other things, too, it would be proper to make many more conjectures, if there
were not a person here with a voice to explain to me. (Sommerstein)

Conditional Pragmatic Order | Illocution Temporal Formal correlations

type relationship range

Illocutionary eCondition of p.q eDeclarative ePast, present eEvaluative vocabulary
appropriateness or eDirective oCFpresent, eForm with directive force
relevance for ePerformative CFfuture ePerformative verb
speech act in g

Table 4 Illocutionary conditionals with past tenses

5. Metalinguistic conditionals

Metalinguistic conditionals with the past tense belong to a pragmatic category of conditionals
which is new to Ancient Greek linguistics>* but exists in conditional typologies from general
linguistics.”®> While they seem similar to illocutionary conditionals to some extent (e.g. their
concern with the production of the speech act in the ¢ clause), distinctive about metalinguistic
conditionals is that they directly comment on Zow something is said rather than that something
is said/done (i.e. illocutionary conditionals). The metalinguistic comment typically targets an
element from the ¢ clause. They can be roughly divided into two types: to evaluate a choice of
phrasing (example (31) or to signal disbelief about an element of the main clause (example (32)
with a declarative g, example (33) with a directive g, example (34) with an exclamative). In
example 31 we see how the metalinguistic conditional used by Socrates targets only the part in
italics and evaluates his strong wording (i.e. that he did not care for death).>

(1)  toTE PéVTOL &Y 0D AOY® AL’ Epym ad EVESEIEAUNY ST1 éuoi OavdTov uév uélet, €i pa
aypowdtepov NV gineiv 00d” 61100V (PL. Ap. 32d1-3)
Then I, however, showed again, by action, not in word only, that I did not care a whit
for death if that be not too rude an expression. (Lamb)

In the other usage the metalinguistic conditional expresses disbelief about an element
from the main clause (see the underlined) uttered by the speaker him/herself, whether the main
clause is a declarative, interrogative or exclamative illocution. Thus, in examples (32), (33) and
(34), the metalinguistic conditional expresses the disbelief of respectively Helen that

32 For the counterfactual use of such evaluative past imperfects, see Goodwin 1889: 152.

53 Also, such examples provide the empirical support to Wakker’s suggestion that counterfactual illocutionary
conditionals are in theory possible, Wakker 1994: 120 note 127.

4 However, some examples that I discuss below were also discussed by Wakker merged with larger categories
such as propositional and illocutionary conditonals, e.g. example (36) which Wakker 1994: 252 discusses as an
illocutionary conditional.

35 Dancygier 2006: 103—109 in particular was an advocate of this subtype (which she called “metatextual™).

36 Another example is Pl. Euthd. 283¢2.
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Agamemnon was ever truly her brother-in-law (32),>” of Odysseus that he ever had a son (33),
and of Oedipus at his fate (34).8 Note again that, as we have seen before with the illocutionary
conditional in example (28), mot’ is used to signal disbelief on the part of the speaker.

(32)  Sanp o0t uoc Eoke kuvomdoc, €1 mot” Env ye (/1. 3.180)
And he used to be my brother-in-law to shameless me, if ever there was such a one.
(Murray & Wyatt*)

(33) &AL dye pot tHoe eine Kol dtpekémg KatdAeEov,
nooTov On €tog €otiv, dte Eelvicoag ékelvov
ooV Eglvov dvoVOoV, §uov maio’, el mot’ Env Ye,
dvopopov; (0Od. 24.287-90)
But come, tell me this, and declare it truly. How many years have passed since you
entertained that guest, that unfortunate guest, my son—if he ever was—my ill-fated
son? (Murray & Dimock*)

(34) @ poip’, &’ &pyfic g n” Epvoag EOAov
Kol TAnuov’, &l T dAlog avlpormv v (E. Ph. 1595-6)
O destiny! From the beginning, how you have created me wretched and unhappy, if
any mortal ever was; (Kovacs*)

Table 5 summarizes the features of metalinguistic conditionals in Ancient Greek.

Conditional Pragmatic Order | Illocution Temporal Formal correlations
type relationship range
Meta]inguistic eComment on how q,p eDeclarative epast eNegation of p
q is said enterrogative oCFpresent emote (if ever...)
eExclamative

Table 5 Metalinguistic conditionals with past tenses

6. Generic conditionals
The last category of conditionals with past tenses occurs more rarely but is, I argue, relevant
from the perspective of the diachrony of the mood system in Ancient Greek. In example (35)
we see that the past indicative could already be used in Classical Greek to describe a type of
generic past generalization which here describes the non-specific® situations of needing to get
something to drink, a situation Philoctetes saw himself faced with in his habitual struggle on
the island Lemnos (tadt’ &v &&épmmv tédhog sumyavaounv).®® 1 would characterize this
conditional as a type of generic condition (as also done in general linguistics, Dancygier &
Sweetser 2005, 95-102, Dancygier 2006, 63-64). Thus, the conditional clause here generalizes
over all those situations and therefore cannot simply be called habitual (pace Van Emde Boas
et al. 2019, 555), iterative or iterative-habitual (pace Allan 2019, 31). The reasons for this are

57 As explained by Kirk 1985: 290, the phrase expresses nostalgia and regret at how things have changed. He
also lists other examples from Homer such as 7/. 11.672. See also Od. 15.267.

38 Wakker 1994: 234 classifies this example as an obviously realized propositional conditional. As my discussion
demonstrates, I do not think that this conditional is used to evaluate the (perhaps obvious) epistemic validity of
the ¢ clause, but rather, as the previous examples, expresses Oedipus’ profound disbelief at his fate.

59 Probert 2015 has recently argued that such uses found with both relative and conditional clauses are best called
an indefinite construction, a term which is particularly strong in Anglo-Saxon grammar descriptions of Ancient
Greek. I chose not to use this term, because indefinite has heterogenous descriptive meanings in linguistics (e.g.
indefinite article).

0 Some other examples in my corpus are X. HG 5.4.28.4,6.5.12.8, 7.4.38.7 and An. 5.5.14 4.
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that habituals express that something took place in the majority of those different occasions
such as He used to work from 9 to 5 (Dahl 1985, 97; 1a Roi 2020b, 141) and iterative refers to
repeated occurrence on the same occasion such as search for keys all morning (Bybee, Pagliuca
& Perkins 1994, 159). Moreover, adopting a critical attitude to such terminology pays off in
another way: such terminology often perpetuates terminology from grammars written more than
a century ago which were based on linguistic frameworks that are not up-to-date anymore.®!
The usual order of p and ¢ in this conditional type is iconic of the events that it describes.

(35) mpog 8¢ T000°, 6 pot fator
VELPOOTOONG ATPOUKTOG, AVTOC GV TAAOG
giloouny, dvotnvov EEEAK®Y oo,
PO TodT’ dv- €l 7 £d€L TL Kol TOTOV AoPEiv,
Kai mov méyov yudévtog, ola yeinor,
EvAov T1 Bpadoat, TadT’ av EEEPTWV TAANG
gunyoavounv: (S. Ph. 289-295)
and up to what the shaft sped by the bowstring shot for me, alone in my misery I
would crawl, dragging my wretched foot, right up to that. And if I had to get some
drink also, or perhaps to cut some wood, when ice was on the ground, as it is in winter,
I would struggle along in misery and manage it; (Lloyd-Jones)

This innovative use of the past indicative overlaps with the use of the so-called iterative optative
to describe generic past situations (cf. Bdiot in line 289, la Roi 2022c) but this usage of past
conditionals is not explicitly discussed in our grammars (for example not by Van Emde Boas
et al. 2019, 555; 639-643), but only given as textual example in the discussion of what is called
‘iterative &v’ in the main clause (e.g. Kiihner & Gerth 1898, 211).%% Since this usage of the past
indicative is an innovation of Classical Greek, its creation should be understood in the light of
the functional reorganization of the optative mood which had already started before Archaic
Greek (see la Roi 2021). The innovative counterfactual indicative has already partially replaced
the counterfactual optative in Archaic Greek and fully replaces it in Classical Greek (see Allan
2013, 40, la Roi 2022b). Since the so-called iterative optative starts to disappear in Post-
Classical Greek (Schwyzer & Debrunner 1950, 335-336; Blass & Debrunner, 1959, 227) 1
suggest that constructions of the type above are the first signs of the functional limitations on
the optative which fully come to the fore in Post-Classical Greek. A parallel development, I
think, has taken place in temporal clauses, which in Classical Greek also start to be used
innovatively in combination with past habitual main clauses. Similarly, however, such clauses
are not discussed explicitly in our standard grammars (e.g. Van Emde Boas et al. 2019, 540—
542 which only discuss so-called ‘iterative’ optatives in temporal clauses in such contexts).

(36) &yo yap 6te pev immikti TOV vodv pdvn Tpoceiyov,

008’ &v Tpi’ eimelv ppad’ oidg T° v mpiv e€apopteiv: (Ar. Nub. 1401-1402)

Back when I had a one-track mind for horse racing, I couldn’t get three words out before I
stumbled over them. (Henderson)

In this example, Phidippides describes how he used to have a one-track mind for horse racing
and used to not be able to get three words out before stumbling over them.

Table 6 summarizes the features of generic conditionals.

81 Similarly, the past habitual use of év with the past indicative has incorrectly been classified as ‘iterative’ due
to terminology from older grammars, cf. Goodwin 1889: 56; Schwyzer and Debrunner 1950: 350; Wakker 1994:
159 or Crespo et al. 2003: 286.

2 An exception is Goodwin 1889: 171-172.
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Conditional Pragmatic Order | Illocution Temporal | Formal correlations
type relationship range
Generic eDescribe generic p.q eDeclarative epast

past situations as
frame for habitual ¢

Table 6 Generic conditionals with past tenses

®Habitual in g (e.g.
past+av)

7. Concluding remarks

This paper has put forth a novel pragmatic typology of conditionals with past tenses based on
pragmatic rather than formal (e.g. mood) or semantic (e.g. temporal reference) criteria.
Importantly, I have argued that the different types of conditionals with past tense can be
classified more fruitfully and economically in a pragmatic model, because they generalize over
many different formal (e.g. mood) as well as semantic variations (esp. in terms of temporal
reference). Building on the findings of this typology, it has been demonstrated that factors
which have been characterized as the basic distinctions between conditionals in Ancient Greek
by Wakker need revision: “1. the semantic relation between if-clause and main clause: is the
conditional clause a predicational, a propositional or an illocutionary one?; 2. the mood chosen;
3. the type of discourse; 4. the time reference” (Wakker, 1994, 117). As discussed above,
temporal reference and mood chosen are not unique in distinguishing conditionals
pragmatically nor does Wakker’s typology allow for enough descriptive granularity of
conditionals with past tenses.

The key pragmatic criterion to distinguish the types of conditionals is the pragmatic
relationship between the conditional and matrix clause. As discussed above, these types allow
us to divide the conditionals with past tenses with the largest degree of generalization possible.
Similarly, the syntactic and logical order of p and ¢ is relevant. As table 1 shows, the pragmatic
relationship (indicated by the arrow) of p and ¢ can be determined by a logical relation from p
to g (e.g. p gives a sequential cause for g=predictive, p gives evidence for truth of g=direct
inferential, or p comments on g=metalinguistic) but also from ¢ to p (e.g. g provides evidence
that p is contradictory or counterfactual=indirect inferential). The illocutionary scope of these
types is also revealing. Even though declarative is the basic choice of illocution, conditionals
that assert that p is true, contradictory or counterfactual can use various types of assertoric
questions. Also, conditionals dealing with the appropriateness or relevance of the speech act in
g may use different illocutions accordingly. Pragmatics is also relevant to the diachrony of
conditionals, since some types are the instigator of morphosyntactic change: counterfactual
direct inferential conditionals in Archaic Greek for the replacement of the counterfactual
optative by the indicative (la Roi 2022b), or the generic conditionals in Classical Greek for the
replacement of the so-called ‘iterative’ optative (la Roi 2022¢). However, the variation in
temporal reference does not allow us to distinguish the various types due to considerable
overlap (esp. in the domain of counterfactual tense usage). This underlines that temporal
reference is not a unique characteristic for classification contrary to classifications by our
standard grammars (pace Wakker 1994, 117). Similarly, the limited list of formal variations
cannot be used as exclusive criterion to distinguish the different types (cf. the mood overlap
between indicative and optative). A more unique characteristic might actually be negation, since
negation reveals a correlation with pragmatic direction, because p tends to be negated when
there is a logical relation from p to g (e.g. predictive, direct inferential, metalinguistic) whereas
q tends to be negated when there is a logical relation from ¢ to p (e.g. indirect inferential).

Finally, the pragmatic classification of conditional sentences such as the one presented in
this paper could, I think, find wider application to Ancient Greek conditionals. In fact, Wakker’s
seminal work has I think, retrospectively, already laid the foundations for an extension of the
pragmatic approach from this paper. First of all, she showed that there also indirect inferential
conditionals without past tenses, but with present or future indicatives, again underlining the
primacy of pragmatic function over formal factors (see Wakker 1994, 232-233, e.g. Pl. Phdr.
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228a5-6 and Ar. Eq.314-315). Secondly, her rich analysis of illocutionary conditionals
(Wakker 1994, 236-257) covers conditionals with a wide range of moods (e.g. present
indicative, potential optative, future indicative) but all having an illocutionary function. Just as
the typology proposed in this paper, pragmatic function thus covers many formal variations and
temporal references. Third and finally, it seems that the choice of mood such as a potential
optative may be contextually motivated (cf. Wakker 2013 and the optionality of the optative
mood in the main clause of direct and indirect inferential conditionals) but still contribute to the
same pragmatic function, as also shown by the use of verbs of volition in different moods to
express illocutionary conditionals, e.g. foOAo10, BovAn or fovAer/eche (see Wakker 1994, 236—
267).
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