
Not in the mood: modality and negation in the history of Greek

1.2 Philippaki-Warburton and Spyropoulos 2004 = PWS

• Classical Greek

– Mood fused with person and tense and ∴ expressed in INFL

– Negators: u:(k) = epistemic, me: = deontic

• Modern Greek

– Mood is produced within a separate MOOD head

– Epistemic/deontic distinction, now mapped on the distinction between indicative
and subjunctive, is still marked by a choice of the two negators (den vs min)

1.3 Take-away points

1. Deontic vs epistemic is not relevant for discussions of mood or negators in Greek

2. Projection of functional categories does not depend on their morphological properties

3. Negator-choice in Homeric Greek suggests a fine-grained analysis of the functional cate-
gory of modality
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2 Continuity

Theorem PWS 1: The deontic vs epistemic distinction is relevant for the system
of mood and negation at all stages of Greek

• Fundamental distinction in field of modality

• Terms differentiate uses of modal verbs in English

(1) You must hand in work on time or else = Deontic

(2) They may be going to India at Easter = Epistemic

2.1 MGk subjunctive = deontic? (examples from Holton et al. 1997)

• Negative imperative X

(3) Na
na
NA

mhn
min
MIN

tou
tu
him.DAT

to
to
it.ACC

d¸seic
δ"osis
give

‘Do not give it to him’

• Complement clauses X

(4) O
O
The

Gi�nnhc
J"annis
John

parakaloÔse
parakal"use
pleading.PAST

na
na
NA

mhn
min
MIN

ton
ton
him

steÐloune
st"ilune
send

sto
sto
the.ACC

mètwpo
m"etopo
front

‘John was pleading not to be sent to the front’

• Imperatives with na X

(5) Na
na
NA

ntÔnesai
d"unesi
dress

pio
pjo
more

zest�
zest"a
warm

t¸ra
t"ora
clothes

to
to
the

qeim¸na
xeim"ona
winter

‘You should wear warmer clothes now in winter’

• Wishes X

(6) Na/ac
na/as
NA/AS

ton
ton
the

dw
δo
see.SUBJ.1.SG

ki
ki
and

ac
as
AS

pej�nw!
peθ"ano
die.SUBJ.1.SG

‘May I see him and then I don’t mind if I die!’

• After bori/isos = possibility%

(7) MporeÐ
bor"i
may.3.SG

na
na
NA

brèxei
vr"eksi
rain.3.SG

aÔrio
"avrio
tomorrow

all�
all"a
but

mporeÐ
bor"i
may.3.SG

kai
ki
also

na
na
NA

mh
mi
MIN

brèxei
vr"eksi
rain.3.SG

‘Maybe it will rain tomorrow but maybe it will not rain’

(8) 'Iswc
"isos
perhaps

(na)
na
NA

brèxei
vr"eksi
rain.FUT.3.SG

aÔrio
"avrio
tomorrow

‘Perhaps it will rain tomorrow’
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• Complement of verbs taking na or oti%

(9) De
δe
δE

nomÐzw
nom"izo
think.1.SG

na
na
NA

mac
mas
us.ACC

kalèsei
kal"esi
invite.FUT.3.SG

‘I don’t think that he will invite us’

(10) NomÐzw
nom"izo
think.1.SG

ìti
"oti
OTI

de
δe
δE

ja
θa
FUT

mac
mas
us

kalèsei
kal"esi
call.FUT.3.SG

‘I think that he will not invite us’

• Complement of perception verbs%

(11) Blèpw
vl"epo
see.1.SG

to
to
the

Gi�nnh
J"anni
John.ACC

na
na
NA

sou
su
you.DAT

qamogel�
xamojel"a
smiling.ACC

‘I see John smiling at you’

• Main clauses - two readings%

(12) na
NA

egrapse
wrote.3.SG

to
the

grama
letter

‘Is it possible/could it be the case that he wrote the letter?’
(= epistemic?)
‘I wish he had written the letter.’ (= deontic?)

Roberts & Roussou 2003, 75

Summary: MGk subjunctive (PWS theorem = deontic)

Negative imperatives deontic X
Most complement clauses after na deontic X
Imperatives after na deontic X
Wishes with as deontic X
Possibility after mpori epistemic %

Some complement clauses after na ? subjective %

Complement after verbs of perception ? %

Main clauses deontic or %
epistemic
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2.2 ClGk moods

• Jussive subjunctive - - deontic?

(13) �ll>
all
but

Òwmen
io:men
go.SUBJ.1.SG

‘but let’s go’
Plato Protagoras 311 a 2

• Prohibitive subjunctive - - deontic?

(14) m�
e:
Mε:

perÈ
peri
about

toØc
tois
the.DAT.PL

filt�toic
philtatois
most-dear.DAT.PL

kubeÔùc
kubeue:s
throw-dice.SUBJ.2.SG

te
te
PTCL

kaÈ
kai
and

kinduneÔùc
kinduneue:s
take-risks.SUBJ.2.SG

‘Don’t throw dice about the most important things and take risks’

Plato Protagoras 314 a 1

• Wish optative - - deontic?

(15) EÊ
e:
if

g�r,
gar
PTCL

ª
e:
said

d>
d
PTCL

íc,
hos
he,

Â
o:
by

ZeÜ
Sdeu
Zeus

kaÈ
kai
and

jeoÐ,
theoi,
gods,

ân
en
in

toÔtú
tuto:
that.DAT.SG

eÒh;
eie:
be.OPT.3.SG

‘if only, he said, by Zeus and the gods, it could be like that’

Plato Protagoras 310 d 9

• Subjunctive in conditional clauses - - epistemic?

(16) �n
an
if

aÎtÄ
auto:
him.DAT.3.SG

didÄc
dido:s
give.SUBJ.2.SG

�rgÔrion
argurion
silver

kaÈ
kai
and

peÐjùc
peithe:s
persuade.SUBJ.2.SG

âkeØnon,
ekeinon,
him,

poi sei
poie:sei
make.FUT.3.SG

kaÈ
kai
also

sè
se
you

sofìn
sophon
wise

‘If you give him money and persuade him, he will make you wise too’

Plato Protagoras 310 d 8

• Optative in conditional clauses - - epistemic?

(17) ±c
ho:s
thus

oÎt>
ut
neither

�n
an
PTCL

tÀn
to:n
the.GEN.PL

âmÀn
emo:n
my.GEN.PL

âpilÐpoimi
epilipoimi
spare.OPT.1.SG

oÎdàn
uden
nothing

oÖte
ute
neither

t°n
to:n
the.GEN.PL

fÐlwn;
philo:n
friends.GEN.PL

‘In that case, I would not spare any of my own possessions, nor any belonging to my
friends’

Plato Protagoras 310 e 1
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Summary: ClGk moods

Jussive subjunctive deontic?
Prohibitive subjunctive deontic?
Wish optative deontic?
Subjunctive in conditional clauses epistemic?
Optative in conditional clauses epistemic?

Continuity Moods Conclusion

• Classical Greek

– All ‘deontic’ uses are ‘performative’

∗ Status of performative/illocutionary uses controversial
∗ Certainly different from deontic uses of modal verbs in English

– Most ‘epistemic’ uses are in conditional clauses - not clear that this is epistemic
modality (see Willmott 2008)

(18) ?If Fran may be leaving , she will miss the talk.

Deontic vs epistemic distinction does not in fact appear useful for distinguishing the
uses of the moods in Classical Greek (for more detail see Willmott 2007)

• Modern Greek

Subjunctive vs indicative 6= deontic vs epistemic

2.3 MGk Negators (PWS theorem: min = deontic, den = epistemic)

• min: in na clauses and in negative imperatives

• den: elsewhere

Problems

1. na clauses not all ‘deontic’

2. den in conditional clauses - not ‘epistemic’

3. min in gerunds - not ‘deontic’

(19) min
min
not

gnorÐzontac
γnorizondas
knowing

to
to
the

prìblhma,
provlima
problem,

apof�sise
apofasise
decided.3.SG

na
na
NA

meÐnei
mini
stay.3.SG

‘Ignorant of the problem, she decided to stay’
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2.4 ClGk Negators (PWS theorem: me: = deontic, u:(k) = epistemic)

• me: in purpose clause X

(20) poll�kic
pollakis
often

�
he:
the

gun�
gune:
wife

�ph ei
ape:ei
went

k�tw
kato:
down

kajeud sousa
katheude:susa
to-sleep

±c
ho:s
with

to
to
the

paidÐon,
paidion,
child,

</ina
hina
so-that

tän
ton
the

titjän
tithon
breast

aÎtÄ
auto:
it.DAT.3.SG

didÄ
dido:
give.SUBJ.3.SG

kaÈ
kai
and

m�
me:
ME:

bo�
boa
shout.SUBJ.3.SG

‘Often my wife would go downstairs to sleep with the child, so that she could feed it,
and so that it wouldn’t cry’

Lysias On the murder of Eratosthenes 10

• u:(k) in indirect speech X

(21) oÎk
uk
U:K

�ra
ara
PTCL

âkeØnì
ekeinp
this

ge
ge
PTCL

�mfisbhtoÜsin,
amphisbe:tusin
dispute.3.PL,

±c
ho:s
that

oÎ
u
OU

tän
ton
the

�dikoÜnta
adikuntan
unjust

deØ
dei
must.3.SG

didìnai
didonai
give.INF

dÐkhn
dike:n
penalty

‘They do not dispute that the unjust must not pay the penalty’
Plato Euthyphro 8d4

• me: in directives X

(22) m�
me:
ME:

perÈ
peri
about

toØc
tois
the.DAT.PL

filt�toic
philtatois
most-dear.DAT.PL

kubeÔùc
kubeue:s
throw-dice.SUBJ.2.SG

te
te
PTCL

kaÈ
kai
and

kinduneÔùc
kinduneue:s
take-risks.SUBJ.2.SG

‘Don’t throw dice about the most important things and take risks’

Plato Protagoras 314 a 1

• me: in wishes X

(23) sig�n
sigan
be-silent.INFIN

�meinon
ameinon
better

t�sqr�,
taskhra,
shameful.NEUT.PL,

mhdà
me:de
ME:

moÜs�
musa
muse

moi
moi
for-me

gènoit>
genoit
become.OPT.3.SG

�oidäc
aoidos
bard

¡tic
he:tis
who

Ímn sei
humne:sei
sing.FUT.3.SG

kak�
kaka
evils

‘It is better to be silent about shameful things. May no muse make me a bard to sing
evils’

Euripides Trojan Women 384

• u:(k) in assertions X

(24) oÎk
u:k
U:K

�mfesb tei,
e:mphesbetei
deny.PAST.3.SG

Â
o:
o

�ndrec,
andres
jurors

�ll>
all
but

±molìgei
o:mologei
agree.PAST.3.SG

�dikeØn
adikein
do-wrong.INFIN

‘He did not deny it, gentlemen, but agreed that he had done wrong’

Lysias On the murder of Eratosthenes 29
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• me: in conditional antecedents%

(25) ^Eqe:
Ekhe,
hold.IMP

tosoÜton
tosu:ton
so-much.ACC

Êsj>
isth’
know.IMP

íti
hoti
COMP

eÊ
ei
IF

m 
me:
NEG

m>
m’
me.ACC

â�seic
easeis
allow.FUT.2.SG

âpitropeÔein,
epitropeuein,
serve.INFIN,

éteroc
heteros
other.NOM.SG.

aÞ
au
again

âmoÜ
emu:
me.GEN

panourgìterìc
panu:rgoteros
bad.COMP

tic
tis
INDEF

�nafan setai
anaphane:setai
appear.FUT.3.SG

‘Hang on, you should know something: if you don’t let me serve you, then someone
else will turn up worse than me.’

Aristophanes Knights 949

• me: with conditional participles%

(26) âpeÈ
epei
since

oÒei
oiei
think

sÔ,
su,
you,

êfh,
ephe:,
he-said,

^Alkhsin
Alke:sin
Alcestis

Ípàr
huper
for

>Adm tou
Adme:tu:
Admetus

�pojaneØn
apothanein
died

�n,
an,
PART,

...

...

...

m�
me:
NEG

oÊomènu:c
oiomenu:s
thinking

�j�naton
athanaton
deathless

mn mhn
mne:me:n
memory

�ret¨c
arete:s
valour.GEN

pèri
peri
for

áautÀn
heauto:n
themselves

êsesjai
esesthai
to-be

‘Do you suppose, she asked, that Alcestis would have died for Admetus, ... if they had
not expected that there would be an undying memory of their valour about them?’

Plato Symposium 208d

• me: as complement%

(27) îmnusin
omnusin
swear.3.SG

tän
ton
the.ACC

Diìnuson
Dionuson
Dionysus.ACC

m�
me:
NEG

p¸pot>
po:pote
ever

�meÐnon>
ameinon
better

êph
epe:
stories

toÔtwn
tu:to:n
of-them

kwmúdik�
ko:m:odika
comic

mhdèn>
me:den
NEG

�koÜsai.
aku:sai
hear.INFIN

‘he swears by Bacchus, that none ever heard better comic verses.’

Aristophanes Wasps 1047
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Summary: ClGk negators (PWS theorem: me:= deontic, u:(k) = epistemic)

me: u:(k)
Purpose clauses X Indirect speech X
Directives and wishes X Assertions X

me: in conditional sentences %

me: with conditional participles %

me: in certain complements %

Continuity conclusion

Theorem PWS 1: The deontic vs epistemic distinction is relevant for the system of mood
and negation at all stages of Greek

• Arguments against theorem PWS 1

1. The uses of the subjunctive in MGk are not all ‘deontic’

2. The uses of the moods in ClGk may not be divided in this way

3. The uses of the negators in MGk do not correspond

4. The uses of the negators in ClGk do not correspond

5. No explanation of how this connection operates

Conclusion 1: The theorem does not stand

3 Change: the WYSIWYG approach

• Mirror principle (based on Baker 1985): “syntactic structure reveals the morphological
structure and vice versa”

• “fused morphology reveals fused/syncretic functional categories and simultaneous check-
ing” (Philippaki-Warburton & Spyropoulos 2004, 794)

• ClGk: mood is expressed inflectionally

• MGk: mood is expressed syntactically, by the modal particle na

• Theorem PWS 2: The two stages of the language must have a radically different
syntactic structure
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CP

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Spec C’

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

C NEGP

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

NEG INFLP

qqqqqqq
VVVVVVVVVVVVV

Spec INFL’

qqqqqqq
VVVVVVVVVVVVV

INFL

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM VP

����������

7777777777

mood tense

V

ZZ

Fig.1: Classical Greek: (Philippaki-Warburton & Spyropoulos, 2004, 794)

CP

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Spec C’

MMMMMMM

qqqqqqq

C MOODP

VVVVVVVVVVVVV

qqqqqqq

MOOD NEGP

MMMMMMM

qqqqqqq

indicative: O/
subjunctive: na/as
imperative: affix

NEG FUTP

MMMMMMM

qqqqqqq

den
mi(n)

FUT TP

MMMMMMM

qqqqqqq

Ta Spec T’

MMMMMMM

qqqqqqq

T VP

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

V

SS

Fig. 2: Modern Greek (Philippaki-Warburton & Spyropoulos, 2004, 795)
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• Maps of syntactic structure are not uncontroversial (cf Roussou 2000; Giannakidou 2008)

• Problem: if systems of Classical and Modern Greek are so radically different, at which
stage, and under what circumstances did that structure change?

• This suggests “functional heads do not project universally; instead their projection de-
pends on their morphological properties” (Roberts & Roussou 2003, 84) - justified?

3.1 HRK Greek: is it the transition period?

CP

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Spec C’

MMMMMMM

qqqqqqq

C MOODP

VVVVVVVVVVVVV

qqqqqqq

MOOD NEGP

VVVVVVVVVVVVV

hhhhhhhhhhhhh

NEG INFLP

VVVVVVVVVVVVV

hhhhhhhhhhhhh

±subjunctive Spec INFL’

VVVVVVVVVVVVV

hhhhhhhhhhhhh

INFL VP














44444444444

Tense: ±past
Mood: ±imperative

V
WW

Fig. 3: HRK Greek (Philippaki-Warburton & Spyropoulos 2004, 799)

• Precursor of na = complementiser

(28) oÝtoc
"utos
This

ªljen
"ilthen
came

eÊc
is
to

marturÐan,
marty"rian
witness

Ñna
"ina
that

martur sù
marty"risi
he-witness.SUBJ

perÈ
pe"ri
about

toÜ
tu
the

fwtìc,
pho"tos,
light,

Ñna
"ina
that

p�ntec
"pandes
all-men

pisteÔswsin
pi"steφsosin
may-believe

di>
di
through

aÎtoÜ.
aφ"tu
him

The same came for a witness, to bear witness of the Light, that all men through him
might believe.

John 1.1.7: Horrocks 1997, 94
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• na = marker of future tense in medieval Greek

(29) â�n
e"an
if(ever)

g�r
γar
for

m�jw,
"maθo,
I-learn.SUBJ,

Ñna
(i)"na
PART

aÎtÄ
to
him

suntÔxw
sin"dixo
I-speak.SUBJ

‘for if I find out, I shall talk to him’.

Lausiac History, llB b: Horrocks 1997, 167

• Distinct inflectional forms of subjunctive til 12th C

(30) Präc
"pros
To

�riston,
"ariston,
lunch,

êfh,
"efi
he-said,

to
"to
(for)the

parän
pa"ron
present

trap¸meja;
tra"pomeθa
let-us-turn.SUBJ;

For the present let us turn to our lunch;

Alexiad 12.9: Horrocks 1997, 176

3.2 General arguments against the claim

• Gradual change in modal system with several factors interacting

• Phonological: indicative and subjunctive become almost indistinguishable

• Onetime conjunctions take on greater role

• Semantic desire for transparency affects decline of optative?

• Change already foreshadowed in Homeric period

Change conclusion

Theorem PWS 2: The syntactic structures of ClGk and MGk are radically different

• Arguments against theorem PWS 2

1. Problem is when and how radical change takes place

2. HRK not transition period

• na is still complementiser

• na not only found in ‘modal’ contexts

• Distinct inflections remain on the written subjunctive

3. Change is gradual not catastrophic

Conclusion 2:

• Strict reading of the mirror principle is unsupported

• Accounting for change between modality-poor and modality-rich model is difficult...

Jo Willmott - - Queens’ College, Cambridge
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4 Negators in Homeric Greek

• u:(k) in assertions (Iliad 24.300)

(31) Â
o:
o

gÔnai
gunai
lady

oÎ
u:
U:

mèn
men
PTCL

toi
toi
you.DAT.SG

tìd>
tod
this

âfiemènù
ephiemene:
asking.DAT.SG

�pij sw
apithe:so:
disobey.FUT.1.SG

‘O lady, I will not disobey what you ask’

• u:(k) in complement to verbs of knowing/saying (Iliad 20.466)

(32) oÎdà
ude
NOT-PTCL

tä
to
that

¢dù
e:de:
know.3.SG.IMPERF

í
ho
the

oÎ
u
U:

peÐsesjai
peisesthai
perceive.INFIN.PASS

êmellen
emellen
intend.3.SG.IMPERF

‘And he did not know that he was not going to be listened to’

• me: in directives (Odyssey 11.251)

(33) nÜn
nun
now

d>
d
PTCL

êrqeu
erkheu
go.IMP.2.SG

präc
pros
to

dÀma,
do:ma
house

kaÈ
kai
and

Òsqeo
iskheo
restrain.IMP.2.SG

mhd>
me:d
ME:

ænom nùc;
onome:ne:s
name.SUBJ.2.SG

‘Go home now, and restrain yourself and don’t name me.’

• me: in wishes (Odyssey 20.344)

(34) m�
me:
ME:

toÜto
tuto
this

jeäc
theos
god

jelèseien
theleseien
fulfil.OPT.3.SG

‘May a god not bring this to pass’

• me: in conditional antecedents (Iliad 1.324)

(35) eÊ
ei
if

dè
de
PTCL

ke
ke
PTCL

m�
me:
NEG

d¸hsin,
do:e:sin,
give.3.SG.SUBJ,

âg°
ego:
I

dè
de
PTCL

ken
ken
PTCL

aÎtäc
autos
self

élwmai
helo:mai
take.1.SG.SUBJ

âlj°n
eltho:n
coming

sÌn
sun
with

pleìnessi,
pleonessi
many,

tì
to
that

oÉ
hoi
him.DAT

kaÈ
kai
even

ûÐgion
rhigion
worse

êstai
estai
will-be

If he does not give (her), I myself will take (her), taking many (with me) - that will be
even worse for him.

• me: in purpose clauses (Odyssey 20.267)

(36) ÍmeØc
humeis
you

dè,
de
PTCL

mnhst¨rec,
mne:ste:res
suitors

âpÐsqete
episkhete
restrain.scimp.2.pl

jumän
thumon
heart

ânip¨c
enipe:s
rebuke?

kaÈ
kai
and

qeirÀn,
kheiro:n
blows

Ñna
hina
CONJ

m 
me:
ME:

tic
tis
a

êric
eris
fight

kaÈ
kai
and

neØkoc
neikos
quarrel

îrhtai
ore:tai
arise.SUBJ.3.SG

‘You suitors, hold back your desire for rebukes and blows, so that there will not be a
quarrel or a fight’

12
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4.1 MoodP in Homeric Greek?

me: u:(k)
Directives Assertions
Wishes
Purpose clauses Indirect speech
Most conditional antecedents

• Straw-man theorem 1: me: = +modal, u:(k) = -modal

– [CP [MoodP± modal [NegP me:/u:(k) [TP VP...]]]]

– cf figure 2 for MGk

• Not so worrying that negators are found with ‘wrong’ moods

• Future with me in purpose clauses (Iliad 20.301):

(37) �ll>
all
but

�gej>
ageth

come

�meØc
he:meis
we

pèr
per
PTCL

min
min
him

Ípàk
hupek
out

jan�tou
thanatou
death.GEN.SG

�g�gwmen,
agago:men
lead.SUBJ.1.PL

m 
me:
ME:

pwc
po:s
PTCL

kaÐ
kai
even

kronÐdhc
kronide:s
Zeus

keqol¸setai,
kekholo:setai
get-angy.FUT.3.SG

‘But come, let it be us who takes him from death, lest Zeus be angry with us’

• Future can be +modal

• Subjunctive with u:k in main clauses (Homer Iliad 3.54):

(38) oÎk
u:k
U:K

�n
an
PTCL

toi
toi
PTCL

qraÐsmù
khraisme:
help.SUBJ.3.SG

kÐjaric
kitharis
lute

t�
ta
the

te
te
PTCL

dÀr>//
do:r
gifts

>AfrodÐthc
aphrodite:s
Aphrodite.GEN.SG

‘Then your lute will not help you, nor the gifts of Aphrodite’

• Subjunctive can be -modal

• BUT u:k is found in +modal environments . . .
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• u:(k) in conditional consequents with optative (Iliad 13.289)

(39) eÓ
ei
if

per
per
PTCL

g�r
gar
PTCL

ke
ke
PTCL

bleØo
bleio
hit.OPT.3.SG.PASS

poneÔmenoc
poneumenos
toiling

�à
e:e
or

tupeÐhc
tupeie:s
strike.OPT.3.SG.PASS

oÎk
u:k
U:K

�n
an
PTCL

ân
en
in

aÎqen>
aukhen
neck

ípisje
hopisthe
behind

pèsoi
pesoi
land.OPT.3.SG

bèloc
belos
not

oÖd>
u:d’
in

ânÈ
eni
back

n¸tú
no:to:

‘If you were hit or struck in battle, the weapon would not land in your neck or
back from behind’

• u:(k) in ‘counterfactual’ condititional consequent (Iliad 11.504)

(40) oÎd>
u:d
U:

�n
an
PTCL

pw
pw
PTCL

q�zonto
khasdonto
retreat

keleÔjou
keleuthu:
path

dØoi
dioi
god-like

>AqaioÈ//
Akhaioi
Achaeans

eÊ
ei
if

m�
me:
ME:

>Alèxandroc
aleksandros
Paris

<Elènhc
helene:s
Helen’s

pìsic
posis
husband

�:ukìmoio//
e:ukomoio
fair-haired

paÜsen
pausen
stop

�risteÔonta
aristeuonta
beating

Maq�ona
Makhaona
Machaon

poimèna
poimena
shepherd

laÀn
lao:n
people

‘Then god-like Achaeans would not have given ground from their course, if Paris,
husband of fair-haired Helen, had not stopped Machaon, shepherd of the people,
as he was in his stride’

• u:(k) with optative of ‘deontic’ modality (Iliad 14.126)

(41) t°
to:
PART

oÎk
u:k
NEG

�n
an
PART

me
me
me

gènoc
genos
race.ACC

ge
ge
PART

kakän
kakon
bad.ACC

kaÈ
kai
and

�n�lkida
analkida
forceless

f�ntec
phantes
saying.NOM.PL

mÜjon
muthon
word.ACC

�tim saite
atime:saite
dishonour.2.PL.OPT

pefasmènon
pephasmenon
saying.ACC.SG

ín
hon
which

k>
k’
PART

eÞ
eu
well

eÒpw.
eipo:
speak.1.SG.SUBJ

‘So you should not disregard the advice I give, which is meant well, claiming that
my birth is lowly and worthless.’

• u:(k) with optative of ‘dynamic’ modality (Iliad 12.448)

(42) tän
ton
that

d>
d
two

oÖ
u:
PTCL

ke
ke
men

dÔ>
du
region.GEN.SG

�nère
anere
best

d mou
de:mu:

�rÐstw
aristo:

ûh:idÐwc
rhe:idio:s
easily

âp>
ep
on

�maxan
amaksan
wagon

�p>
ap
from

oÖdeoc
u:deos
floor

æqlÐsseian,
okhlisseian
lift.OPT.3.PL

oÙoi
hoioi
as

nÜn
nun
now

brotoÐ
brotoi
mortals

eÊs>
eis
are

‘Two men, the best from the region, would not be able to lift it easily from the
floor to the wagon, such as men now are.’
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Summary: HGk negators

Directives me:
Wishes me:
Most conditional antecedents me:
Purpose clauses me:
Statements of obligation u:(k)
Statements of ability u:(k)
Conditional consequents u:(k)
Assertions u:(k)

4.2 Articulated Mood category

MoodPspeechact > MoodPevaluative > MoodPevidential > ModPepistemic > TP(Past) > TP (Fu-
ture) > MoodPirrealis > ModPalethic > AspPhabitual > AspPrepetitive(I ) > AspPfrequentative(I ) >
ModPvolitional > AspPcelerative(I ) > TP (Anterior) > AspPterminative > AspPcontinuative >
AspPretrospective > AspPproximative > AspPdurative > AspPgeneric/progressive > AspPprospective >
ModPobligation > ModPpermission/ability > AspPCompletive > VoiceP > AspPcelerative(II ) >
AspPrepetitve(II ) > AspPfrequentative(II )

Fig. 4: Cinque 2004, 133, his (3)

(43) a. Francamente ho purtroppo una pessima opinione di voi
Frankly I have unfortunately a very bad opinion of you
b. *Purtroppo ho francamente una pessima opinione di voi
Unfortunately I have frankly a very bad opinion of you

Cinque 1999, 12

• MoodPspeechact (‘francamente’) > MoodPevaluative (‘purtroppo’).

(44) a. Gianni inevitabilmente lascerà goffamente cadere la tazza
G will inevitably clumsily drop the cup
b. *Gianni goffamente lascerà inevitabilmente cadere la tazza
G will clumsily inevitably drop the cup

Cinque 1999, 90

• ModPobligation (inevitabilmente) > ModPpermission/ability (goffamente).

(45) a. Gianni è forse già stato qui?
Has G perhaps been here before?
b. *Gianni è probabilmente già stato qui?
Has Gianni probably been here before?

Cinque 1999, 88

• ModPepistemic (probabilmente) > MoodPirrealis (forse).
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Summary: Negators in Homeric Greek with types of modality

Meaning Negator Type
Directives me: MoodPspeechact

Wishes me: MoodPspeechact

Oaths me: MoodPspeechact

Most Conditional antecedents me: MoodPirrealis

Purpose clauses me: MoodPirrealis

Statements of obligation u:(k) ModPobligation

Conditional consequents u:(k) ?
Assertions u:(k) VP

NegP-1

oooooooo
OOOOOOOO

Neg’

oooooooo
MMMMMMM

Neg TP-1

ssssssss

KKKKKKKK

It.non NegP-2

ssssssss

KKKKKKKK

Pied. pa Neg’

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Neg TP-2

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

NegP-3

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Pied. nen Neg’

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Neg Aspperf

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Aspgen/prog

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

NegP-4

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Milan no Neg

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

Neg

Fig. 5: Zanuttini (1997, 101)
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Not in the mood: modality and negation in the history of Greek

4.3 Proposal for Homeric Greek

NegP-1

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

me: Speech act

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

NegP-2

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

me: Irrealis

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

NegP-3

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

u:k Obligation

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

NegP-4

qqqqqqq
MMMMMMM

u:(k) Ability

Fig. 6: Willmott Homeric Greek proposal

Discussion

• Number of NegP positions

• Position of negative wrt speech act

• Variance of negator in conditional antecedents

• Accounting for the modality of conditional consequents

• Where does the ‘modal particle’ fit in?

• Relative position of this structure within clause structure

– Compare:

[ForceP ±assertion[MoodP ±indicative[TP([Vmodal/Particlemodal to])[VP

Fig. 7: Clause structure for logical modality (Ojea, 2005)

– And:

[Cpu [Topic/Focus[COpoti/an/na/as[Neg den/min[CMja/tna/as[Icl+V...]]]]]]

Fig. 8: Alternative clause structure for Modern Greek (Roussou, 2000, 79)
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Conclusions

• Systems of modality and negation are interestingly intertwined in the history of Greek

• Deontic vs epistemic is not relevant distinction for discussions of mood or negators or
their interrelations in Greek

• Projection of functional categories does not depend on their morphological properties: we
may not use the WYSIWYG approach to work out the syntactic structure of a language

• Negator-choice in Homeric Greek suggests a fine-grained analysis of the functional cate-
gory of modality similar to Cinque’s model
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