Jo Willmott: Conditionals in Lysias 1

There are a small number of 'true' conditional constructions in Lysias 1, i.e. sentences

consisting of a protasis introduced by €1 and a separate apodosis.

3 of them are introduced by £&v with the subjunctive in the protasis and a future
indicative in the apodosis. These indicate that the speaker thinks it a real possibility that

the event in the protasis will happen:

¢dv o0V Adfnc v Oepdmarvav thv eig dyopdv Padilovsav kai drakovodoav Ouiv kai
Pacaviong, dravta wevon.

(Lysias Speeches 1.16)

gav tavTtnV TNV aitiav mepl €avt®v Aéywot Kal £l ToOTW PAoKwolv €ig Tag GAAotpiag
oikiag eioiévat, 00deig aLTOV APeTat

(Lysias Speeches 1.35)

ol yap totadta TPATTOVTEG, OPOVTEG olar TX AOAX TTPOKELITAL TOV TOLOVTWV AUXPTHUATWY,
ftTov €ig Toug GANoLG E€apaptroovTal, v Kal DUES Op&GL THV ATV YVWOUNV £XOVTAC.

(Lysias Speeches 1.47)

There is only one example of a 'future unreal' conditional, with theoptative in the
protasis and optative with dv in the apodosis. In these sentences the speaker is rather
more speculative about the protasis being true, although in this instance he does hope that

it will be true:

€1 TNV aOTHV YVOUNV Tept TOV GAAWV €xotte, fviep mept DUOV avT@OV, 0UK Qv €11 §6TIG 00K
€Tl TOIG YEYEVNUEVOLG dyavaKToln, AAAX TdVTEG &V TtEpL TOV TA TO1aDTA EMITNIEVOVIWY TAG
(nuiag uikpdg nyoiode.

(Lysias Speeches 1.1)

There are a number of conditionals in Lysias 1 speculating on how things might have
turned out. In neither do we find exactly what we expect according to the grammar-book
simplification: namely an aorist indicative in the protasis and an aorist indicative plus

dv in the apodosis. Instead we find the imperfect in several instances: we must remember
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that the prime difference between imperfect and aorist is an aspectual one and that the
imperfect can also be used referring to the past in conditional sentences, when the action

is more 'imperfective":

el TIva gixe TavTng pellw Tipwplav €ml Taig YapeTHiq, EmMoincev dv.

(Lysias Speeches 1.33)

i &v oOv PovAduevog éyw totodtov kivduvov Ekivdldvevov, el ur T uéyioTov TGOV
&diknudtwv A O adtod AdikNuévog;

(Lysias Speeches 1.45)

There is an interesting sequence of sentences at section 36. The protasis with the
imperfect is followed by a question, which is a 'real' question: 'which was the better course
of action'. The 'apodosis' comes in the next sentence, after an implied protasis 'if I had

invited him to my house":

el €v ékelvn tf] vuktl €éyw énefovAevov 'EpatocPével, mOTEPOV NV HOL KPEITTOV aOTH
ETEPWOL OEIMVETV 1] TOV GUVOELTVAGOVTA Hot gloayayelv; oUTtw yap &v nTtov €TOAUncev
€KeTVoG el0eNDETV €1¢ TNV oikiav.

(Lysias Speeches 1.40)

Another interesting case is found in section 37. We know from the grammar-book
explanations that the only thing differentiating real and unreal conditionals is the
presence or absence of dv in the apodosis. There is one standard 'real' conditional (without
&v) at section 21. As is frequently the case, this is used to make a conditional about

something that somebody has claimed to be true:

£y yap o0dev déouat Adywv, GAAG TO E€pyov @avepov yevéaDal, eltep oUTwG EXEL.

(Lysias Speeches 1.22)

In section 37 the first sentence has v in the apodosis, and so we can translate it as a

straightforward 'unreal' conditional. Editors disagree on what to print in the next
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sentence: the dv is a reasonable suggestion, though without any manuscript support - and

given the sense it's unsurprising that this might have been left out by scribes:

el pev yap Adywv elpnuévwv €pyou 8¢ pundevog yeyevnuévou peteAOeiv ékélevov €keivoy,
Ndikovv dv- €i 8¢ NdN mavtwv dranempaypuévwy kai ToAAdkig eiceAnAvBdtog €ig Thv oikiav
TNV €NV WTviodv Tpdmw EAGUBavov adTdV, GWPPOVETV <av> EUAUTOV NYOUUNV-

(Lysias Speeches 1.38)

We also find a couple of mixed conditionals, where the time-reference in protasis and
apodosis is not the same. The first example has the protasis of a future real conditional

(¢av + subjunctive) but then a present tense in the apodosis:

TabtnV yap €uavt® povnv fyoduar cwtnpiav, €dv LUIv einelv drmavia dvvndd t&
TEMPAYUEVA.

(Lysias Speeches 1.5)

The second has an imperfect referring to the past in the protasis, followed by a present

indicative + &v in the apodosis:

Kaitotye €1 pondn, ovk av dok® LUIV Kal Bepdnovtac mapaockevdoaobat kai Toig @iAolg
napayysilat, v’ w¢ do@adéotata pev adtog eiofja (ti yap Aon 1 T1 kdkeivog eixe o1driprov;),
WG HETA TAEIOTWV 8¢ HapTUPWV TNV TIHWpiaY Enotovuny;

(Lysias Speeches 1.41)

The final one is rather tricky: it is a complex sentence with several clauses, and the time-

reference gets a bit confused:

oUTE Yap GUKOQAVT®OV Ypa@d¢ ue £ypdato, oite ekPaAAey ék thic mdAewg Enexeipnoey,
oUte 18iag dikag €dikdleto, olte oLVAdEL KakOV o0deV O €yw Oediwg ur TI¢ TOONTIL
gneBlpovy avTOV dmoAécal, oUte el tadta dwampalaiuny, HAMOV mobev yxpnuata
Aecdar

(Lysias Speeches 1.44)
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There is also one 'general' conditional, with ¢dv and the subjunctive in the protasis and a

present indicative in the apodosis:

ol keAebovat Y€y, €dv Tig poLxov AdPn, 6 TL &v ovv PovAntat xpficOat,

(Lysias Speeches 1.49)

As we have seen, the negative marker used in these clauses is standardly pr. Often we find
just €1 3¢ un as a 'pseudo-protasis', which we can translate 'otherwise'. We have to work

out the tense and how 'real' it is from the context:

0i¢ UGG G&1® TNV aLTHV Yvouny &xetv: €1 8¢ un, totadtnv Gdetav Toi¢ UotX0i¢ TONOETE,
(WOTE Kol TOUG KAETTOG EMAPEITE PATKELV HOLYXOUG EIVAL,

(Lysias Speeches 1.35)

Onw¢ toivuv tadta undeig avBpwnwv mevoetar €l 3¢ un, 00d€vV oot KUplLov €oTatl TOV TPOG
€W WHOAOYNUEVWV.

(Lysias Speeches 1.21)

In addition to the 'strict' conditionals considered above, there are also some clauses
introduced by &1 which are not conditional, and sentences with conditional force despite

having no introductory &i. For example:
oké€Pache d¢e map’ LUV avTOIg OUTWG TEPL TOVTOL TOD TPAYUATOG, (NTODVTES €1 TIG EUOL Kl
"Epatocbével €xOpa wmote yey€évntat TANV tadTyg.

(Lysias Speeches 1.43)

gyw 8¢, & &vdpeg, dikatov ugv v motelv fiyovunv OTiviodv tpdmy TOV TV yuvaika Thv
gurnv dagpBeipavra Aappavwv:

(Lysias Speeches 1.38)
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