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Abstract

This article offers new insights on the status of the optative in New Testament Greek,
mapping it against the diachronic encoding of modality in Ancient Greek in light of
typology and pragmatics. Virtually all available scholarship on the subject focusses
on the ‘decline’ of the optative; in this article, we choose to focus on its survival in
fixed expressions and specific types of speech acts. Through a comprehensive reanal-
ysis of the New Testament data, we argue that the optative is ‘pushed out’ of the strict
domain of modality and syntax and into that of illocution and pragmatics. Evidence
from ancient grammatical thought, sociolinguistics, and language contact corroborates
this view.
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1 Introduction

11
The optative is notoriously employed to encode modal meanings and functions
in Ancient Greek, and there is general agreement that this mood is in decline
in post-classical Greek and in the language of the New Testament (Horrocks
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THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 37

2010:102; McKay 1993; Debrunner 1969: §§189-191; Turner 1963; Schwyzer 1950:
3371f.). However, it is still unclear what the precise reasons for this decline and
eventual demise are, and—more interestingly—why this mood survives at all
to a certain extent. Despite the number of studies of post-classical (and, specif-
ically, New Testament) syntax, there does not seem to be an up-to-date study of
this topic that takes into account recent advances in research on typology and
modality, along with the textual and pragmatic dimensions. This paper, which
also offers a reanalysis of the entire relevant material from the New Testament
(henceforth, NT), is a first step to fill this gap.

1.2

In what follows, we first offer an outline of the diachronic evolution of the opta-
tive from Homeric! to Late Greek (section 2). A review of the existing literature
provides a useful background for an in-depth analysis of the NT corpus. Also, a
somewhat comprehensive “history of the Greek optative” is still missing. Here,
its functions are not only classified according to the traditional grammatical
distinctions but also evaluated within a theoretical framework based on the
recent literature on typology, modality and the realis-irrealis continuum, with
a focus on the use of optatives as directives (section 3). In addition, we propose
anew quantitative and qualitative analysis of all optative forms attested in the
NT (section 4; cf. the Appendix for the dataset). We conclude (section 5) with
some observations on the survival of the optative, discussing the role of Atti-
cism, language contact, and the evidence from ancient grammarians. We argue
that these factors contribute of an explanation of how the optative is preserved
in fixed constructions which are associated to specific speech acts (pseudo-
directives and pseudo-questions) and at the same time becomes somewhat
detached from the inherited modal system.

2 The optative from Early to Late Greek

2.1

In Homeric Greek (henceforth, HG), the optative is employed in a variety of
functions, some of which continue into Classical Greek (henceforth, CG), while
others are taken over by different forms. Here, we offer a synthetic account,
mostly based on Willmott's recent work.?

1 As of today, no optatives have been identified in Mycenaean Greek.
2 Willmott 2007, from which texts and translations of this sub-section are taken.
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38 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

2.1.1
In main clauses, the optative may express wishes, either positive (Il. 2.417-418
[...] moAEeg & e’ adTdv ETaipot menvées v xovinaty 63a& Aaloiato yataw ‘and may
many comrades fall head-first round him in the dust and gnaw the earth!’) or
negative, with pn (Il. 2.260 und’ étt TnAepdiyoto Totyp xexAnpévos iy ‘May I no
longer be called the father of Telemachus!’; Od. 7.316 [ ... ] u#) Tod70 @iAov Atl Tartpl
yévouto ‘let this not be the will of Father Zeus’). These constructions are quite
common in epic poetry, and the optative is found in all persons, in the singu-
lar and in the plural, regardless of the presence of one of the modal particles
(&, xe, xev, «’).3 Willmott (2007: 125 f.) also notes that those cases in which the
optative was thought to be (by e.g. Monro 1891: § 299b) a more polite replace-
ment for the imperative (as, e.g. Il. 1.20 Taida 3" €pol Agatte iy, T 3’ dmova
d¢yeadat ‘release my darling child, and accept this ransom’) are the exception
rather than the rule, as the subject of the optative generally does not coincide
with the addressee or the actual agent of the action wished for (e.g. in I/. 1.42
tloetoy Aavaol eua ddxpua colat Béreaaty ‘may the Danaans suffer your arrows as
payment for my tears’).

2.1.2
Another function of the optative in main clauses is that of expressing poten-
tiality/possibility. These are, however, catch-all terms, and Willmott argues that
amore fine-grained analysis is possible. The optative is used to express ‘unreal’
conditionals in the apodosis (e.g. Il. 1.255-257 7} xev yndoou Mplapog Mptdpotd
Te maides / dMot te Tpdeg uéya xev xeyapoiato Buud / el opdiv tade mavta mubol-
ato papvauévoltv, ‘Priam and Priam’s sons and all the Trojans would exult and
rejoice in their hearts, if they heard the two of you battling like this’),* but also
in independent main clauses in which a conditional reading is possible (e.g. Il.
4.94—95 TAaing xev Meveldw Emimpogpey Ty 10y, [ mdat 3¢ xe Tpweaat xdptv xal
%030 dpoto ‘Would you dare to shoot off an arrow at Menelaus? Then you'd win
glory and fame in the eyes of all the Trojans’).

However, Willmott argues that the optative is not restricted to ‘more remote
possibility’ (as per the traditional account, e.g. Hahn 1953: 70-77 and 150-152),
because it is also found in contexts in which it depicts a more likely situation,
both in main clauses (e.g. Il. 3.220 gaing xe {dwotév té Twv’ Eppevan dpovd T’

3 Traditional accounts (e.g. Monro 1891: § 300) maintain that the optative with the modal par-
ticle “does not express wish (which is essentially unconditional), or even direct willingness on
the part of the speaker, but only willingness to admit a consequence’”.

4 In this example, optatives can be found also in the protasis, cf. 2.1.4 infra.
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attwg ‘you'd call him a sullen fellow or just a plain fool’) and in subordinate
protases (e.g. Il. 5.273 €l To0Tw xe Adfoluey, apoipedd xe xAéog EadAoV ‘if we took
them both, we'd win ourselves great fame’). Rather than remote possibility, in
Willmott’s opinion (2007:124) the optative should be qualified as a verbal form
expressing “negative epistemic stance” and “unreal events” (we return to this
in section 3). More generally, she convincingly argues that moods in HG should
be analysed in their own right, and not by using the categories of CG.5

2.1.3

This is particularly true if one considers the usage in subordinate clauses. The
commonly-found claim that the optative follows the so-called ‘sequence of
moods’ (i.e. is found in dependent clauses embedded under a main verb in a
historic tense—cf. 2.2.3 infra) is wrong. Willmott shows that, in fact, Homer has
both optatives following main clauses with a non-past verb and subjunctives
following main clauses with a past verb: see, respectively, the purpose clauses
at Od. 17.248-250 (& mémol, olov Eeume xwv dhopwin eidwg, / Tév ot Eywv éml wdg
¢iooélpoto peraivng / &&w tHX T6duys, tva pot Biotov oAby dAgot ‘Humph! How,
skilled in crafty things, the dog has spoken, whom I'll take sometime on a well-
benched black ship far away from Ithaca, so he can fetch me much substance’)
and 10.19.354 ([...] ) 8" AxtAfjT / véxtap évit athbeoat xal dpPpoainy epatewiy [ otd’,
o ) v Apog arepmng yodvad’ iptan ‘into the breast of Achilles she shed nec-
tar and pleasant ambrosia that grievous hunger-pangs should not come upon
his limbs’).

2.1.4

As for its use in conditionals, the optative may be found in both apodoses and
protases of conditionals referring to present (Il. 23.274—275 €l uév viv émt dAw
debevowpey Ayatol [ 7 T° &v dyo T& mpdta AaBav xAioiny 8¢ pepoiwny ‘Now if we
Achaians were contending for the sake of some other hero, I myself should
take the first prize away to my shelter’) and past hypothetical situations (/.
5.311-312 xai vO xev v’ dmbotto dvak dvdpdv Alvelag, / €l ) dp’ &V véoe Atdg
Buydnp Agppodity ‘And then Aeneas, the captain of men, would have died, if
Zeus's daughter Aphrodite had not been quick to notice him’; further exam-
ples in MONRO 1891: § 300c), as well as future situations (as in e.g. I/. 8.196-197
el ToOTw xe AdBotpev, EEAToluny xev Axatods abTovul WOV EmIPBraépey wxeldwy If

5 This is the more traditional stance: for instance, Monro thought that “except in one or two
rare Homeric uses of the pure Opt., the usage of the Opt. in independent sentences is nearly
the same in Homer as in later Greek” (Monro 1891: § 300).
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40 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

we could capture these two things [i.e. the shield of Nestor and the corselet of
Diomedes], I might/would hope the Achaians might/would embark this very
night on their fast-running vessels’); the last is known as the ‘future less vivid’
in Classical Greek (cf. 2.2.4 infra).

Another peculiarity (noted by Colvin 2016) is the occurrence of the optative
(rather than the indicative, which one would expect in CG) in a past counter-
factual apodosis (0d. 1.236—247 [...] énel o xe Bavévtt mep G dxayoipny, / €l
peta olg Etdpotat dpn Tpwwv &vi dMpw ‘since I would not have grieved thus for
his death, if he had fallen at Troy with his comrades’).

2.1.5

We have already noted in passing (2.1.1 supra) that HG shows greater flexi-
bility in the employment of modal particles compared to CG: the ‘textbook
rule’ by which an optative without particle in main clauses expresses wish and
the optative with the particle expresses potentiality (cf. 2.2.1 and 2.2.2 infra)
is clearly contradicted by cases such as I 6.281—282 ([...] &g x£ of adbt / yoia
ydvot [...] ‘may the earth gape open and swallow him’) and I. 418-20 (&l &’
ad g 88e maat gidov xal MY yévorto, / Htol wév oixéorto méhig Mptdpoto dva-

xtog, [ adrig & Apyeinv ‘EAévny Mevélaog dyorto ‘if everyone thought this was
agood idea, Priam’s city might remain inhabited, and Menelaus might take the
Argive Helen back home’), in which we find the opposite situation. But there is
more: as Willmott (2007: 20) duly notes, we even have examples in which co-
ordinated clauses are found with and without the particle, as in Il. 14190-191 %
pd V0 poil Tt Tiboto pidov Téxog 8Tl xev elnw, [ Né xev dpwioato xotesoapévy T6 Ye
Bupud ‘would you listen, child, to what I will say? Or would you refuse, angry in
your heart’.

2.2
In Classical Greek, the optative still covers a wide range of functions, which
we summarise here by taking examples, translations and terminology (in most
cases) from the recent CGCG.

2.2.1

In main clauses, the so-called ‘cupitive’ optative is used to express wishes, either
on its own or with e{0¢, €i, ydip, or &g (Soph. Aj. 550-551 & mal, Yévoto matpds eLTL-
xéatepog [ ta 8'&MN épolog ‘Child, I wish that you become more fortunate than
your father, but equal in all other respects’); the negation is uv (Soph. Ant. 928—
929 W) mAsiw xoed [ mdbotev ‘May they suffer no more evil’).
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THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 41

2.2.2

Still in main clauses, it may be employed, along with the particle &v, to:

1. describe actions which might hypothetically occur (e.g. Hdt. 7.135.2 i doi-
¥Te Du€ag adTodg BATIALL ... ExaaTog dv Dpéwv dpyot Yis EMdadog dévtog Paat-
Aéog ‘Should you deliver yourselves to the king, each of you would rule
over land in Greece at the bequest of the king’), often as the apodosis of
a conditional sentence;

2.  make cautious statements (Pl. Resp. 444d dpety) uév dpa, ws €otxev, Uyteld té
TIg Qv el xdMog xai ede&ia Puyfg ‘virtue, then, would—as it appears—be
a kind of health and beauty and good condition of the soul’);

3. express a cautious command or request, in the second person, often as
the apodosis of a conditional sentence (Aesch. Cho. 105-106 Aéyolg v el
TLTAVY Exels UmépTepoy | ... [ AéEw, xeENEVELS Ydip, TOV éx ppevds Adyov ‘If you
have a better way than this, please explain it (lit. ‘you might say it’). [...] I
will voice my inmost thoughts, since you bid me to’);®

4.  comply with a request or cautiously take permission, in the first person
(Eur. Or. 638-640 ME. A¢Y’ ... /[ OP. Aéyow’ &v 10y {(Menelaus:) Speak |...]
/] (Orestes:) I will go ahead and speak then’); express an emphatic nega-
tion, with o0 (Soph. Phil. 103 Ttpdg Biav & odx &v Adfots ‘you can never take
him by force’). This is known as the ‘potential’ optative.

2.2.3

One of the most common uses in subordinate clauses is the so-called ‘oblique’

optative, that is the optative found in historic sequence (i.e. when the verb of

the main clause is in the imperfect, aorist, or pluperfect) in:

1. indirect statements (Lys. 12.74 &lne ... 81t mapoonévdoug Duds Exol ‘he said
that he held you to be oathbreakers’);

2.  indirect questions (Pl. Resp. 615¢ €] ... maporyevéaBot EpwTwpéVY ETEPW VTTO
€tépov dmou el Apdiatog 6 péyag ‘he said ... that he had been present when
one was asked by another where Ardiaeus the great was’);

3. fear clauses (Xen. Cyr. 2.1.11 €etoa ) ... maotté Tt ‘I was afraid ... that you
might suffer something’);

4.  purpose clauses (Thuc. 1.126.1 énpeaBedovto ... Tpog Tovg Advvaioug €yxAn-
uorta ToloOpEVOL, TG apiaty &t peyioty Tpodgaats el Tod ToAepelv ‘making
complaints, they sent messengers to the Athenians, in order to have as
great an excuse for waging war as possible’);

6 Here it is xelevelg that shows that the optative is felt to be a request. On performative verbs
in Ancient Greek, see e.g. Revuelta Puigdollers 2017: 19.
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42 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

5. causal clauses referring to an alleged/reported reason (Thuc. 2.21.3 Tov
[epudéa ... exdalov 8Tt atpatnyds dv odx éme&dyol ‘they abused Pericles
on the ground that, although he was their general, he did not lead them
out’);

6.  effort clauses (Xen. Cyr. 8.1.43 énepeleito 8¢ Smwg piyte dmiotol wote Egotvto
‘he took care that they would never be without food or drink’);”

7. subordinate (including relative) clauses within subordinate clauses®
(Xen. Cyr. 6.1.33 )meidnoe 1) yuvauxt 8Tt €l uy) BovAotto éxodaa, dxovaa mo-
oot tadta ‘he threatened the woman that if she did not choose it willingly,
she would do these things against her will’).?

According to the communis opinio, such a use of the optative is optional in most

of these clauses, and there are several instances in which a different mood is
employed or, as commonly thought, retained (e.g. the subjunctive in purpose
clauses).10

2.2.4

In subordinate clauses, the optative is also used to refer to habitual or repeated
action in the past (when the verb of the main clause is in the imperfect) in tem-
poral (Hdt. 1.162.2 8xwg ydp TeLX)peag TTOWTELE, TO €VOEDTEY YWUATA XAV TTPOG TA TEl-
xea émdpBee ‘Whenever he had locked them up inside their walls, he would next
heap up mounds against the walls and destroy the city’), conditional (Dem.
23.209 DUty 8¢, €l Tt déotabe, yppata Oipxe xowf) TAEloTa T@V TavTwy EXnAvewy

7 This is a rather uncommon use, and these clauses appear identical to purpose clauses, the
only difference being the verb of the main clause.
8 The ‘cupitive’ optative, which is typical of main clauses, may also be used in those subor-

dinate clauses in which the moods of the independent sentences can be retained (indi-
rect statements, indirect questions, result clauses, causal clauses, and digressive relative
clauses)—though it must be said that this is a rare use.

9 The optative in the protasis (momjoot) is itself an oblique optative, used in an indirect state-
ment (cf. above). The most recent history of the studies on the oblique optatives may be
found in Faure 2010: 573-589 and Faure Forthcoming.

10  The reason for this essentially has to do with perspective. For instance, in indirect state-
ments the use of the oblique optative signals that the temporal perspective adopted by the
reporter is their own, while the retention of the mood of the corresponding direct speech
signals that the perspective given is that of the reported speaker. In purpose clauses, the
subjunctive presents the intention from the perspective of the subject of the main clause,
whereas the optative signals a purpose as if it were ‘moderated’ by the actual speaker/nar-
rator. For examples, cf. CGCG: 509510 and 530. This has been recently questioned, and the
oblique optative, which is thought to have essentially a temporal function, is viewed as a
grammaticalized use of this mood which regularly appears in all subordinate clauses with
a finite verb (Faure 2010: 629). We wish to thank Richard Faure for drawing our attention
to this problem.
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THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 43

‘And you had, if ever you lacked something, funds surpassing all Greeks in your
treasury’; N.B. the main clause has an imperfect), and restrictive relative clauses
(Xen. Cyr. 5.3.55 xal obg uév 0ot edTdxTwg xal gl 1dvTog, TpogeAadvwy adTols
... emppvet ‘and whomever he saw moving in an orderly fashion and in silence,
he approached and praised’). This is called ‘iterative’ optative and one might
perhaps describe it as the historic sequence corresponding to the ‘iterative’ sub-
junctive that we find in the same type of clauses (cf. e.g. Willmott 2007: 175 for
Homer). One should note that not all instances of conditional clauses show
habitual/repeated action: if we look at e.g. Aeschin. 3.231 gl pév Tig T@V Tpory v
TOWTAV ... TOWTELEV €V Tparywdia Tov Oepaityy 0o TOV ENYvwv atepavoduevoy,
oudelg v buAV mopeivelev ‘if some tragic poet ... should portrait Thersites in a
tragedy being crowned by the Greeks, none of you would abide it, we may see
that in this conditional clause (introduced by &i) the speaker refers to some-
thing which is possible, but not very likely (in this case, the plot of a tragedy).
The future conditional with optatives in both the protasis and the apodosis is
known as ‘future less vivid’ Similarly, restrictive relative clauses with a poten-
tial conditional value (referring in particular to a remotely possible action) can
also be construed with an optative (Xen. An. 1.3.17 &yo Yap dxvoinv pév &v eig ta
mAola euBaivew & Nulv Soin ‘For I would hesitate to embark in the vessels that he
might give us’; N.B. the main clause has an optative with d&v). This is another
‘potential’ use of the optative which is quite common, and which we call ‘con-
ditional’ optative, as it is exclusively found (with &i) in protases of conditional
sentences.!!

2.2.5
The optative may be found with the particle &v in restrictive relative clauses
referring to a possible action (e.g. Eur. Hel. 224 odx 06’ 8tov Biyoys’ &v evduwre-
pov ‘there is no one whom I might touch with more right’). Digressive relative
clauses adopt the same moods and tenses as independent sentences, so one
may find employed both the potential optative (with &v; more common; e.g.
Xen. An. 5.6.9 "AAwv ... , 6v odx dv ddvaugde dvev mhoiwv Stafvar ‘the Halys [...]
which you could not cross without boats’) and the cupitive optative (rarer; e.g.
Eur. Hel. 269: toladt’ ¢BodAeua’ Gv Euol Soly Sixny ‘Such were his schemes: may
he requite me for them’).

11 Itis worth mentioning that the label ‘potential’ comes from the CGCG, and it is probably
given because it is found in subordinate clauses whose main clauses have the potential
optative (with dv) seen in 2.2.2 above. We have chosen a different denomination in order
to avoid confusion.
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44 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

2.2.6

Finally, the finite verb of subordinate clauses whose main clause contains a
cupitive optative (without dv; cf. 2.2.1 above) or a potential optative (with dv;
cf. 2.2.2 above) may be found in the optative: e.g. Ar. Pax 412—413 PodAowt
&v Npag mavtag EgodwAévar, | va tag Tehetdas Adfotev adtol T@v Oedv ‘They'd
want us all annihilated, so they could take over the rites of the gods them-
selves’; Ar. Vesp. 1431 €pdot Tig 1)v Exaatog iy téyvyv ‘May everyone perform
the craft that he is knowledgeable of’. This is commonly known as ‘attraction’
of moods.

2.2.7
Summing up, the constructions in which the optative is found in CG are:
a.  Main clauses expressing
i.  wishes
ii.  hypothetical situations (with dv)
iii. cautious statements (with dv)
iv.  cautious commands or requests (with dv)
v.  compliance with a request or cautious taking of permission (with
&)
vi. emphatic negation (with dv)
b.  Subordinate clauses in historic sequence (= ‘oblique’ optative), in
i.  indirect statements
ii.  indirect questions
iii. fear clauses
iv.  purpose clauses
v.  causal clauses referring to an alleged/reported reason
vi. effort clauses
vii. subordinate and relative clauses within subordinate clauses
c.  Temporal and conditional subordinates and restrictive relative clauses
referring to habitual or repeated action in the past (‘iterative’ optative)
d. Conditional clauses and restrictive relative clauses with a potential con-
ditional value (‘conditional’ optative)
e.  Restrictive relative clauses referring to possible actions (with dv)
f.  Subordinate clauses whose main clause contains an optative (‘attracted’
optative)
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THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 45

Schematically:
—&v +&v
Main clauses Cupitive optative Potential optative
Subordinate clauses  Oblique optative Possible action in restrictive
Iterative optative relative clauses!?

Conditional optative
Attracted optative

If we compare the situation of CG with that of HG, it emerges that the uses
of the optative are more restricted, especially in conditional sentences, in ‘sec-
ondary sequence’ (the ‘oblique’ optative), and with respect to the employment
of the modal particle in main clauses.

2.3
It is generally agreed that in xow) Greek (henceforth, KG) the optative under-
goes further decline, losing ground to the subjunctive, to the indicative, and to
different periphrases.!® Before moving on to some considerations on the Bibli-
cal corpus, with reference to both the Septuaginta (henceforth, LXX) and the
Greek of the New Testament (NTG), it is worth noting that the three main uses
one finds in CG—cupitive and potential in main clauses, and oblique in sub-
ordinate clauses—decline at different rates. As Evans (1999: 489) puts it, “the
historic sequence function is the first to be lost, while the volitive and potential
uses last rather longer, the volitive proving most robust”.

12 Richard Faure (p.c.) draws our attention to the fact that the distinction between this usage
and the potential optative might be purely artificial, as the optative may be found with &v
in any ‘main-clause-like’ subordinate clause like 8tt/dg, as well as in indirect interrogative
clauses.

13 “The optative disappeared quite quickly in non-literary registers of the Koine, except in
its ‘core’ meaning of expressing a wish, because its classical use in various kinds of subor-
dinate clause in past time contexts was often semantically opaque, as in reported speech,
or already subject to replacement by subjunctives, as in final clauses; various modal aux-
iliaries were also available to take on the sense of possibility which, in conjunction with
the particle &v [an], it conveyed in main clauses” (Horrocks 2010: 102). Cf. also Debrunner
1969: §§189-191, and Schwyzer 1950: 337 ff.
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46 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

2.3.1
In the Greek of the LXX'* the optative preserves many of the usages that we
have seen in CG, even though it generally follows the trends just outlined for
(an early phase of) KG. According to Turner’s figures (Turner 1963: 119), out of
539 optative tokens, 475 are in main clauses and 64 are in subordinate clauses;
most main clause optatives express wishes (434), and only a few (41) are poten-
tial; as for subordinate clauses, 26 are conditional, 18 comparative (cf. 2.3.1.4),
13 final, and 7 ‘oblique’!®

The distribution of the forms in the LXX is often used as a stylistic and
chronological indicator. For instance, more than 40% of these optatives (222
out of 539) are found in two poetical books, Psalims and Job, where most forms
are in the third person, a few in the first, and only two (3wyg in Ps. 84:8 and
ebpotte in Ruth 1:9) in the second (Muraoka 2016: 321).

2.3.11
The optative, which is employed in main clauses to express a realisable wish,
which is called ‘desiderative’ by Muraoka, is the most common use of this mood
in LXX Greek, as we just saw. It is attested evenly and in all persons (with a pref-
erence for first and third person), and it is negated by the particle py: e.g. Deut.
33:27 amoAoto ‘may he perish’; Ps. 32:22 yévoito 16 €Aedg gov, xUple, €9’ s ‘May
your mercy, Lord, be upon us!’; Ruth 1:9 dov xdplog DUty xai edpotte dvdmavaty
‘May the Lord give you and may you find rest’; Is. 28:22 pn edppavfeinte ‘may
you not rejoice’; Gen 34:11 Ebpouut xdpw évavtiov budv ‘may I find favour before
you’; 1Macc. 9:10 M) yévoito motfjoat 0 mpdypa tobto ‘God forbid that (I) should
do this thing

The optative may be found in a clause introduced by dperov (as in e.g. 4
Kingdoms 5:3L "Ogehov 3¢Bein 0 x0ptdg pov évaymiov 100 mpogntov ‘I wish that
my lordship sought an audience with a prophet’). Interestingly, such a usage
is unattested before LXX Greek.'® Optatives may also be co-ordinated with
imperatives (e.g. Gen. 9:27 mAatovat 6 8edg ¢ laged xal xatoumadtw €v Tolg oixolg
100 X, xat yewndntw Xavaay mals adtdv ‘May God enlarge Japheth and let him
dwell in the tents of Shem, and let Canaan be his servant’; N.B.: the verbs of
the Masoretic text are co-ordinated jussives), with subjunctives in prohibitions

14  The examples and translations in this section are taken from Muraoka 2016.

15  Itseems that Turner is not including the ‘final’ optative under the category of ‘oblique) as
is traditionally done and as we have done throughout this paper.

16 On the development of some forms of the verb d¢eilw into an illocutionary particle, see
Revuelta Puigdollers (2017: 341f.), and on d¢eiAwv as an apparent substitute for wg + FUT.
PTCP., see Kélligan 2020.
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(e.g. Lam. 218 pm 3¢ &y geauTy), W) glwmygorto ‘don’t give rest to yourself;
may it not fall silent’), and with futures (e.g. Gen. 48:16 ebAoynoat [...] xai €mi-
xAndoetal év avTols To Svopd pov [...], xal wAnbuvbeinoav ‘May he bless ... and
my name shall be carried on in them ... and may they multiply’).

2.3.1.2
The so-called ‘potential optative’, which is the other main classical usage (along
with the modal particle &v) in main clauses (cf. 2.2.1 supra), is also found in LXX
Greek, often in rhetorical questions: e.g. Gen. 23:15 Tig dv xAeipauev ‘how could
we possibly steal!’; Deut. 28:67 16 mpwi €pei I1&g &v yévolto Eamépa; xal T ETe-
pag €pels TTdg v yévorto mpwt ‘in the morning you will say “how could it become
evening?” And in the evening you will say “how could it become morning?”’.
Potential optatives are also found in the apodosis of conditional sentences: e.g.
Job 31:7-8 &l eEéxhvev 6 Tolg pov, &x Thg 6309, el 8¢ xal T dpBoApud Emyxohovby-
aev 1) xapdia pov el 8¢ xal tals xepatv pov Mduny Swpwv, ameipatut dpa xal Aot
@dryoroay, dpptlog 3¢ yevoiuvy émi yis ‘if my step has turned aside from the way
and my heart has gone after my eyes, and if any spot has stuck to my hands,
then let me sow, and another eat, and let what grows for me be rooted out.

Muraoka (2016: 325) observes that, unlike CG, LXX Greek does not have “a
potential optative which expresses what could have happened in the past”!”
However, just as in CG, we do find relative clauses which feature an optative:
Est. 8.32L 1) TOAIG xal ¥) xpat, VTIG xorta TadTor hv) Towgat ‘a city or a region which
does not act accordingly’.

2.3.1.3
In subordinate clauses, the ‘oblique optative’ is found in purpose clauses (e.g.
4Macc. 17:1 tvar ) Padaetéy Tig 100 cwuatog adTig, Equtny Eppupe xaTd THS TVPAS
‘she threw herself into the fire so that nobody might touch her body’),!® indirect
questions (2 Macc. 3:37 100 BagiAéwg EmepwTNTAVTOS ..., TTOTOS TIG ElY) EmiTdetog
‘when the king asked what sort of person was possibly suitable’), and indirect
statements (2 Macc. 4:1 &xocordyet Tov 'Oviay, g avTtég Te €17 ... ‘he kept accusing
Onias that he was ...").

A type of ‘conditional’ optative that is similar to that of CG is found in pro-
tases of hypothetical conditional sentences: Is. 49:15 €i xal émtAddotto Tadta
yuwy), G éyw odx emiAnaopai oo ‘even if a woman [could] forget them, I shall
not forget you' The “iterative optative” found in CG (cf. 2.2.4 supra), instead, is
absent from LXX Greek.

17  Cf fn. 50 below for the discussion of the one possible exception.
18  This usage is restricted to 4 Macc. and is thought to be a typical trait of Atticistic practice
(Muraoka 2016: 326, fn. 2 with further references).
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2.3.1.4
A rather peculiar usage is that of the so-called ‘comparative optative’ (Evans
1999), which Muraoka treats as an ‘oblique optative’ in modal-comparative
clauses. It is introduced by &g €i (or wael) or simple &g: e.g. Deut. 32:11 g deTdg
axemdaal vooaidy adtod ‘[a]s an eagle would watch over its nest ...; Num. 1112
AdBe adrtodg €ig OV ®6ATov gov, wael dpat Tidvog Tov BnAdlovta ‘take them into
your bosom, as a nurse might lift up the sucking child’ Evans (1999: 497-498)
counts nine examples in the Pentateuch,'® and Turner lists nine more in the rest
of the LXX?0—which is a relevant number, especially in light of the fact that
this construction is very rare in CG,?! but sometimes found in HG.

Evans convincingly argues that its presence is not attributable to interfer-
ence with the Hebrew but probably betrays an intentional Homeric reminis-
cence due to an attempt at an elevated style. This is certainly the most con-
vincing of the three options he lays out (the other two being an Ionicism and a
colloquialism), but one thing that seems to have gone unnoticed is the fact that
most of these constructions are in direct speech and share the ‘timeless’ nature
of gnomic sentences, in their reference to universal experiences or generic
truths. As we see in 3.5 infia, this usage seems consistent with some ‘core’ fea-
tures of the optative.

2.3.2
In NTG, the optative is generally thought to be losing further ground. Accord-
ing to Boyer’s count (1988: 140), only 68 out of 28,121 verb forms are optatives.
As was the case for HG, the functions of the optative are classified according to
the categories of CG: in main clauses, NTG grammars?2 distinguish between an
optative of wish (without &v)—which is the most common—and a potential
optative (with &v, though not consistently); in subordinate clauses, the ‘oblique
optative’ has nearly disappeared, with the notable exception of indirect ques-
tions (in particular in Luke, cf. 4.3 infra).

19 Besides the aforementioned passages, Evans lists Gen. 33:10, Num. 22:4, Deut. 1:31, 1:44, 8:5,
28:29.

20  Turner 1963: 131, fn. 1 and Evans 1999: 497, fn. 43: Jud. 16:9 (B), Ps. 82115, Prov. 23:7, 25:26,
Is. 11:9, 2111, 46:20, Ez. 1.16. Turner believes that the occurrence of these optatives in these
books is a reason to group them together from the point of view of redaction.

21 There are only five examples in Herodotus, two in Plato, one in Pseudo-Plato, and none
in Thucydides, Lysias, Xenophon, Plato, Demosthenes, Aeschylus, Sophocles, Euripides,
Aristophanes, and Menander (Evans 1999: 499-500).

22 The most complete treatment is still Turner 1963: 118-133.
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2.3.3
It is worth noting in passing that in Medieval and Modern Greek the optative
fell into disuse in popular speech; in the written sources, it first became inter-
changeable with the future indicative and the aorist subjunctive (Horrocks
2014) and was later replaced by constructions such as dumote va + subjunc-
tive (Holton et al. 2019: 1758). The optative is completely absent from Modern
dimotiki, with the exception of fixed expressions such as py yévorro and 8edg
uAd&ot (Evans 2003).

2.4
Two reasons for the demise of the optative are generally adduced: the phono-
logical identity with subjunctive forms in most of the paradigm (both /oi/ and
[e:/ eventually merge with /i/)?3 according to some, a purely syntactic change
(the optative began to be replaced by other moods and constructions) accord-
ing to others.2* We do not think that one thesis necessarily excludes (or, vice-
versa entails) the other, but on this occasion we focus, instead, on the reasons
for the survival of the optative and on its most frequent and long-lived func-
tions. Its use in the Biblical texts is sometimes motivated by stylistic features
(some forms are thought to be tied with the overt attempt to imitate Attic
prose) and the textual genre (the liturgical content and value of the Scriptures);
some scholars also wonder whether sociolinguistic factors and linguistic con-
tact played a role in the fate of the optative.?> These questions are hinted at

23 Seee.g. Redondo 2018: 184, who is following (and quoting) Gil 1987. Deciding whether or
not this was a determining factor depends on the chronology one accepts for changes in
xown) Greek vowels. Cf. the ‘classic’ system developed by Teodorsson (1977, 1978) and Hor-
rocks’s (2010: 160-170) reassessment.

24  For Evans (1999: 490—491), “The loss of the optative is a genuine removal from the verbal
system, not a result of phonetic changes, as in the case of the subjunctive. It is caused by
simplification of the modal system, with speakers losing awareness of the special func-
tional properties of the optative which distinguished it from the subjunctive on the one
hand and the future indicative on the other”. This position goes back at least to Schwyzer:
“Daf3 lautliche Griinde [...] den Zusammenfall von Konjunktiv und Optativ und dadurch
den Verlust des Optativs verschuldet haben, ist ausgeschlossen, weil ot und v erst sehr spét
zusammenfielen, der Ersatz des Optativs durch den Konjunktiv aber schon in der Ptole-
mierzeit beginnt. Die Ursache vielmehr in der syntaktischen Schwiiche des Optativs: die
beiden alten Hauptbedeutungen des Optativs (Kupitivund Potential) sind unter sich stark
verschieden, und der oblique Gebrauch durchbricht die begriffliche Einheit noch mehr;
anderseits steht der kupitive Optativ innerlich dem volitiven Konjunktiv, der potentiale
Optativ dem prospektiven Konjunktivnahe und steht der oblique Optativ vielfach im Aus-
tausch mit dem Konjunktiv” (Schwyzer 1950: 337).

25  For instance, Schwyzer 1950: 337 suggests, quite interestingly, that that the decline of the
optative might be due to the fact that in Hellenistic times many speakers of Greek were
not native speakers.
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sparingly in the literature, but still remain mostly unanswered. As we see from
the discussion and the analysis presented in the next sections, an updated the-
oretical framework and a fresh look at the data have the potential to shed some
light on these issues.

3 The optative between typology, modality, and realisness

31
Up to this point, we have adopted the terminology and reported the classifica-
tion that grammars of Ancient Greek employ when they deal with the optative.
In this section, we review those paradigms which have the potential to help us
shed light on the evolution of the Greek optative. As becomes clear, its most
persistent functions are better understood through a multi-level analysis which
considers typology, reality status, modality, and pragmatics.

3.2
Starting with typology, for Dobrushina et al. (2013) the term ‘optative’ refers to
“an inflected verb form dedicated to the expression of the wish of the speaker”.
Although most languages regularly express this meaning, relatively few have
a morphological category which is exclusively dedicated to it. The following
examples show different ways of expressing optative meanings: Engl. May he
rest in peace! and Lat. Requiescat in pace. Considering that the optative domain
is heterogeneous from both a formal and a semantic point of view, Dobrushina
(2011) also proposes a distinction between two different types: the ‘performa-
tive optative, which is used to bless or curse, and the ‘desiderative optative)
which is employed to express the speaker’s wishes or dreams.26 In Dobrushina
et al. (2013), these are called “opT1” and “oPT2". One may find the first type
in those European languages which have a set of idiomatic blessing or curs-
ing formulae based on non-productive formal patterns. For example, Germanic
languages may use obsolete forms of subjunctive: cf. Engl. God save the queen!
and Nor. Leve fedrelandet! ‘Long live the fatherland! (Steblin-Kamenskij apud
Dobrushina 2om1).

Desiderative optatives are even more rarely expressed by dedicated moods
and, in most European languages, pure wishes (those over which the speaker
has no power whatsoever) are normally encoded either by non-morphological

26  As explained by Wierzbicka (1972: 143), “[t]he essential difference between blessing and
cursing on the one hand, and wishing on the other hand seems to consist in the assump-
tion of the power of one’s words in the first case, and their powerlessness in the second”.
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means (such as modal verbs), or by modal forms which are also used for other
functions (e.g. conditional clauses, volitional complement clauses, epistemic
usages, etc.). This is the case of the subjunctive mood: cf. Engl. If only life were
lived in reverse and It. Se solo avessi piu tempo! ‘If only I had more time!.

As Dobrushina (2011) shows, Caucasian languages display an extraordinary
density of optatives, and also separate forms for performative and desiderative
functions; the uniqueness of this area is even more evident in the WALS map
(Dobrushina et al. 2013), in which only 48 languages out of 319 (that is, 15% of
the total) have an inflectional optative.

33
It is clear that the category identified by typologists coincides only in part with
the functions of the Greek optative, which is in fact tied to other notions and
domains such as the potential, which is a commonly accepted catch-all term
(cf. Willmott 2007), and the irrealis, which needs to be qualified further. Before
doing that, however, a brief terminological detour on the label ‘optative’ gives
us the chance to underline a rather substantial issue.

Strictly speaking, as van der Auwera & Schalley (2004: 87—90) point out, in
the classical languages the term is a misnomer because in Latin it denotes a
functional category (which the authors call ‘use category’) and a specific mean-
ing of the subjunctive mood, whereas in Ancient Greek it refers to a formal
category (called form category’).2” However, it turns out that the expression
of wishes is not the main function of such a form. As Duhoux (2000: 226)
notes, the overwhelming majority of optatives found in Classical Greek cor-
pora (99.6 % following the counts by Sanspeur and 93.3% according to those
of Chanet) have potential values. It is only by NTG times that the optative of
wish becomes relatively dominant (63,8 % vs. 36.2 %, cf. also van der Auwera &
Schalley 2004: 90) .28 Now, if the encoding of wishes is a marginal function, not
only does the term ‘optative’ remain inconsistent with the definitions proposed
by typologists, but other problems also arise when one looks at the synchroni-
cally attested values in a diachronic dimension.

27  Asis well known, from a formal point of view the Latin subjunctive ‘absorbed’ the inher-
ited optative (cf. e.g. si(e)m, si(e)s, si(e)t < *hys-iehy-m, *hys-jehy-s, * hys-jeh;-t). On mood and
modality in Latin, see e.g. Magni 2010.

28  To be precise, Duhoux distinguishes between contexts intellectifs and contextes volitifs, as
follows: “[d]ans les contextes intellectifs, I'optatif exprime un proces a venir dont la possi-
bilité est envisagée par la spheére de la perception, comme dans le francais “Ceci pourrait
se produire (je le pense)”. Dans les contextes volitifs, cette possibilité est envisagée par la
spheére de la volonté: “Si ceci pouvait se produire !" (= “Ceci pourrait se produire [et je le
souhaite]”)".
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3.4
Any hypothesis on the original features of the optative and its position within
the Indo-European modal system must remain speculative, but the ongoing
debate seems to have found some firm points and promising developments.
The comparison between the languages in which the optative is best attested,
i.e. Greek, Vedic Sanskrit (Whitney 1889: 215, 219; Dahl 2010: 230; Goto 2017:
362), and Avestan (Hoffmann & Forssman 2004:178), allows scholars to recon-
struct ‘potentiality’ and ‘wish’ as basic functions. Also, the difference between
optative and subjunctive, which was traditionally described in terms of degree
along a scale of possibility and probability (e.g. Whitney 1889: 216), is currently
often conceptualized within the domain of irrealis (Greenberg 1986, Tichy
2002, Tichy 2006: 304-305).2°

In this framework, Willmott criticises the idea that the optative is a past-
time variant of the subjunctive and expresses remote possibility (cf. 2.1.2 supra).
In her opinion, the use of both cupitive and potential optatives with present-
and future-time reference, along with the absence of the hic et nunc specifi-
cation in secondary endings, point to the ‘timeless’ and ‘unreal’ nature of this
mood (Willmott 2007: 15, 123 and 150—-151).39 In this perspective, she elaborates
on Greenberg’s continuum, which places the uses of the Greek moods along a
gradient in which the optative is more irrealis than the subjunctive and the
subjunctive is, in turn, more irrealis than the indicative. Her discussion of the
ways in which this cline intersects the epistemic and deontic uses of the moods,
however, leaves two issues aside: the definition of the realis-irrealis dimension
and its relationship with modality.

3.5

The term modality refers to a conceptual domain that can be encoded through a
wide range of linguistic means and grammatical categories. Scholars define and
subdivide this realm according to different criteria: Bybee et al. (1994: 176-181)
distinguish four broad sub-domains (agent-oriented, speaker-oriented, epis-

29  Actually, as Greenberg (1986: 247) duly notes, the notion that “the subjunctive is closer
semantically to the indicative while the optative represents the irrealis end of the contin-
uum derives ultimately from the discussion in Delbriick (1871: especially 17, 25)".

30  Asis well known (Lazzeroni 1977; 1982), the so-called ‘primary’ endings were formed by
adding the Aic et nunc deictic particle *-i to the secondary endings, which “were the normal
or at least ‘neutral’ markers of person and diathesis” when the optative “came into being”
(Gonda 1956: 47). Assuming an earlier situation where tense was not an obligatory part of
the verb system, we could speculate that the emergence of the primary endings led to a
transitional system of morphosyntactic contrasts based on the realis-irrealis dichotomy,
in which formations with secondary endings (in particular optatives and injunctives) were
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temic and subordinating modality).3! In their opinion, the Greek optative rep-
resents “the wish or hope of the speaker expressed in a main clause” and is
part of the speaker-oriented modalities.3? These are typically found in directive
utterances®? and are encoded by imperative, prohibitive, optative, hortative,
admonitive or permissive forms and constructions. Conversely, notions like
volition, desire and evidentiality are excluded from the realm of modality in
van der Auwera & Plungian (1998), who restrict the use of the term modal to
those categories whose functions can be described by the concepts of possi-
bility and necessity. More recently, Portner (2009: 1) suggests that “modality is
the linguistic phenomenon whereby grammar allows one to say things about,
or on the basis of, situations which need not be real”. Leaving aside the (not-
so-immediate) definition of the term real, the very reference to the notion of
reality reminds us of the realis-irrealis dimension, which largely overlaps with
modality, but also encompasses notions that are commonly viewed as non-
modal (e.g. the future tense).34

3.5.1
For our purposes, it is not important to discuss whether realisness can be con-
sidered as a fully-fledged grammatical category (as per Elliot 2000: 80), but it
suffices to define realis and irrealis as the two poles of a semantic continuum
which languages divide and encode in different ways (as per Mauri & Sanso
2012b). The endpoints of this continuum are respectively defined on the basis
of the actualization vs. non-actualization of a given State of Affairs (henceforth,

co-opted to encode different shades of ‘non-actuality’. The presence of (only) primary
and/or secondary endings in PIE subjunctives is still a disputed matter (cf. Willmott 2007:
114-115).

31 In their view, these are independent semantic domains, whose connections are mainly
diachronic rather than synchronic.

32 This types of modality “do not report the existence of conditions on the agent, but rather
allow the speaker to impose such conditions on the addressee” (Bybee et al. 1994: 179).

33  Directivesare a type of speech act that speakers perform when they are attempting to have
the addressee carry out an action. They include requests, advice, commands, invites, and
entreats.

34  The main positions in the current debate have recently been summarized as follows
(Mauri & Sanso 2012a): 1. Irrealis is a sort of ‘mega-modality’ subsuming a number of
modal subdomains pertaining to the general notion of ‘epistemic uncertainty’ (Givén
2001: 308); 2. Realis and irrealis are employed as descriptive equivalents of traditional
labels for moods such as ‘indicative’, ‘subjunctive’, ‘optative’, ‘conditional, etc. (Timberlake
2007: 326—329); 3. Realis and irrealis are opposite values of a grammatical category called
‘reality status) which is distinct from modality (Elliot 2000); 4. Realis-irrealis and modality
largely coincide and should not be kept separate (Bybee 1998, De Haan 2012).
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SoA); however, while realis seems to be a cross-linguistically well-defined con-
cept covering a rather narrow semantic area, irrealis is a wider notion with sub-
stantial cross-linguistic variation and no clearly discernible semantic core.3% As
van der Auwera & Zamorano (2016) observed, the non-classical adjective irre-
alis, which is totally absent from the Library of Latin Texts-A, emancipated itself
into a general term, indicating what is not real or ‘not factual’ ‘not veridical), and
often also including what is potential. Accordingly, the conceptual structure of
the realis-irrealis continuum can be imagined as going from factualvia possible
to counterfactual, with further possible internal subdivisions.

Be that as it may, since the irrealis “implies that a SoA belongs to the realm
of the imagined or hypothetical, and as such it constitutes a potential or pos-
sible event but it is not an observable fact of reality” (Elliot 2000: 66—67), the
potential uses of the Greek optative can safely be linked to this pole. Further-
more, the irrealis extreme of the continuum also attracts the wish-related uses
via their relationship with directives. As is evident in what follows, it is in this
type of speech act that the optative in the NT is best preserved.

3.6

Greek and Indo-Iranian employ a variety of formal means to encode various
types of directives: injunctives and subjunctives for prohibitions (with ma in
Sanskrit and p in Greek, respectively), optatives for wishes, subjunctives for
exhortations, and of course imperatives (but also infinitives and futures) for
orders. Such variation is motivated by the inherently hybrid and multifaceted
nature of directive situations, i.e. situations which, in principle, can be char-
acterised as being logically unactualized but, in fact, display different levels of
realisness according to various factors.

Mauri & Sanso (2012b) suggest that positive directive situations presuppose
three main functional components: a) the speaker’s wish that a SoA becomes
true, b) the appeal to the addressee(s) to help make this SoA true, and c)
the expectation that the desired SoA is brought about in the near future. In
addition, the performer(s) of the action(s) required may coincide: (i) with the
addressee, (ii) with the speaker, (iii) with a third party, or (iv) with any possi-
ble combination of (i)-(iii). The most typical directive is thus a manipulative
speech act in which the speaker has authority over the addressee and, there-
fore, high expectations concerning the fulfilment of their wish. Moreover, the

35 Inthisrespect, we may agree with Bybee’s criticism: “the term ‘irrealis’ is simply too general
to be useful, except as a pointer to a very broad domain” (Bybee 1998: 269). Symptomatic of
the importance to define such areas is the fact that the second edition of Palmer’s mono-
graph on modality (Palmer 2001) contains a new chapter on “Realis and irrealis”.
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situation “is deeply rooted in the deictic here-and-now in which the speech act
is uttered” (Mauri & Sanso 2012b: 151).

3.6.1

In Greek, most directives are normally expressed by imperative forms and for
O’'Sullivan (2011: 86, fn. 44) “itis a curious fact that indirect, third-person prayers
in archaic and classical Greek are invariably expressed in the optative rather
than the imperative”.36 He also adds that “it is hard to tell whether this change
of mood is simply a linguistic convention or indicates a different perception
of what was an appropriate expression of requests in direct and in indirect
situations”. A plausible explanation is that in optative situations the focus is
on the first component (i.e. the wish that a SoA becomes true) and speakers
may either express their desire without any direct appeal to an addressee,37 or
launch an appeal to a third party, who is indirectly involved as a mediator in
the fulfilment of the wish.38 These pseudo-directives3® are generally charac-
terised by lower expectation and control over the actualisation of the desired
SoA, which is not depicted as imminent.4? Furthermore, third-person perform-

36  On this point see also Ziegler 1905: 19-25 and Justus 1993: 135-136, 143. The most recent
monograph-length account of orders and requests in Ancient Greek is Denizot 2om. Fol-
lowing Basset’s theories (Basset 1989), she claims that optatives are more suitable for
conveying indirect and polite orders than imperatives and infinitives, because they allow
the speaker to adopt “un point de vue fictif sur le procés comme sur les interlocuteurs de la
situation d'énonciation” (Denizot 2011: 447). It is also worth noting that imperatives often
occur in magical texts, where the idea of control over the supernatural powers invoked is
implied (we wish to thank Daniel Kélligan for bringing our attention to this matter).

37  Asin Il 3.300 &8¢ 0’ &ynépotog xapddis péot dg 83 olvog ‘may the brains be thus poured
forth upon the ground as this wine’; Acts 8:20: I1étpog 8¢ elnev mpdg adTéV- T6 &pYDpLév gov
abv ool €1 elg dmwAetaw ... ‘Peter answered: “May your money perish with you ...”.

38  Asin Il 1.17-19 Atpeidat te xal dAot Ebxviuides Ayatol, / duiv pév Beot Sotev 'OAdpmIa Swpat’
gyovtes | gxmépoon Ipidipoto oy, €d & olxad’ ixéabar ‘Sons of Atreus and well-greaved
Achaeans, may the gods who dwell on Olympus give you Priam’s city to plunder, and a safe
passage home’; 1 Thess. 3:12 Oudg 3¢ 6 x0ptog TAEovdTaL xal TEPITTEVTAL Tf) drydTy) €ig dAAAOUG
xad gig mavtag ... ‘May the Lord make your love increase and overflow for each other and

for everyone else ...

39  Weused the label pseudo-directive instead of indirect directive because, as per the Searlean
account, an indirect speech act occurs when the speaker appears to be performing a pri-
mary speech act A, while in fact performing a secondary speech act B. A prayer or a curse,
however, is per se a sort of request, and cannot be viewed as a speech act “performed by
means of another” (Searle 1975: 60).

40  Unfulfillable wishes of the ‘if only’ type normally feature the modal (secondary) indica-
tive since they “do not express hope for the realization of an action, but rather serve as
a regretful or resigned comment on a situation which can no longer be altered” (CGCG:
486-487).
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ers are not necessarily present when the wish is stated, and when it comes to
supernatural powers invoked in prayers, blessings, or curses, they are in fact
typically distant from the place where the directive situation occurs.** As for
Greek, we can therefore say that optative situations are ‘more irrealis’ than
both commands and prohibitions because they involve a further dimension of
non-actualization besides directivity and negation: a suspension of the spatio-
temporal component (the hic et nunc of the utterance), both when the optative
situation implies a positive wish (as in 6eé¢ puAdEot), and when it implies a neg-
ative wish (as in u) yévorro).42

3.6.2

The encoding of sub-types of directives that belong to the irrealis end of the
continuum is the most persistent function of the optative, which in CG was
primarily used to express other logically unactualised situations, in particu-
lar possible ones (cf. 3.4 supra). Leaving aside the question of the diachronic
priority between the synchronically attested meanings, ‘possibility’ is a cru-
cial semantic area, where the irrealis sphere intersects the domain of modality.
However, the overlaps between possible and desired SoAs seem to point to a
further functional domain, that is, illocution. The various types of directives
are indeed on the border between modality and illocution, which concerns
the functions of the sentence as an illocutionary speech act.** Regardless of
the (more or less direct) form-function correlations, the illocutionary force of
a sentence depends on the speaker’s communicative intention and emerges
from the context (Konig & Siemund 2007: 282—283). Furthermore, illocutionary
force indicating devices (or IFIDs), which include intonation contour, punctu-
ation, and particles, also contribute to show the illocutionary act the speaker is

41 These characteristics are apparently consistent with the formal features of the optative,
which, thanks to its secondary endings (see fn. 29 supra), seems apt to encode situations
in which both the desired SoA and the intended performer are distant from the speaker’s
here-and-now (though it is a common feature of prayers to rhetorically seek the location of
the deity in order to address it; cf. Macedo 2018). On the other hand, the first person, with
its remarkable primary ending (-ot/oat)-pt, implies situations in which the performer of
the action(s) required to bring about the desired SoA coincides with the speaker (and the
ego of the Biihlerian Zeigfeld, i.e. the deictic origin of an utterance). Evidently, different
participants determine which specific parts of the directive scenario are activated and,
therefore, the relevant level of realisness.

42 For specific observations on prohibitives, see van der Auwera & Devos (2012).

43  While present in both agent- and speaker-oriented modality, as per Bybee et al. (1994),
directives fall instead outside the strict definition of modality of van der Auwera and Plun-
gian, who consider them as pertaining to the domain of illocution (van der Auwera &
Plungian 1998: 83).
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performing while uttering the sentence. Moods too are grouped amongst these
devices and can act as modulators, making a speech act either ‘stronger’ or
‘weaker’. For instance, the optative signals that positive and negative wishes are
to be taken as ‘less real’ and ‘more indirect’ than commands and prohibitions,
respectively (this point is elaborated on in 5.4).

3.7
In this section we have seen that no theoretical paradigm precisely captures
all the functions of the Greek optative, and that—on the contrary—the ter-
minology can sometimes be misleading. At the same time, we have suggested
that the interplay between modality, realisness, and pragmatics may open new
perspectives on the evolution of the optative and its emerging role as a mod-
ulator of illocutionary force in pseudo-directives. To complete the diachronic
picture, in the next section we present a quantitative and qualitative analysis
of the dataset from the NTG corpus.

4 The optative in the New Testament corpus

41
In the NT, there are 73 tokens (and 31 types) of optatives:** 41 are found in
main clauses and 32 in dependent clauses. Only two (Acts 8:31 and 17:18) out
of the 41 main clause optatives are accompanied by the modal particle &v; the
fixed expression w1 yévorto accounts for 15 more main clause optatives. As for
dependent clauses, 13 optatives are in indirect questions,*> three are in indi-
rect statements/object clauses,*6 eight are in conditional clauses,*” two are in
temporal clauses, one is in a purpose clause, and one in a modal clause.*® A
relatively high concentration is found in Luke and Acts. It is generally said that,
among the other Gospels, only Mark has one secure example (5:43), but our

44  We have manually collected them using the Nestle-Aland edition, and checked them
against the data in Turner 1963, Boyer 1988, and McKay 1993. Cf. the Appendix for tokens
and forms in their context. Turner (1963: 128) also mentions a Adfot at Mark 12:2, but this
does not appear in the Nestle-Aland edition. The figure reported in Muraoka 2016: 320,
fn. 2 (“It is a commonplace to mention that in NTG there occur a mere 39 optatives”) is
clearly incorrect.

45  Without dév: Luke 1:29, 3115, 8:9, 18:36, 22:33; Acts 17:11, 17:27 [ x2], 21:33; with dv: Luke 15:26,

John13:24; Acts 5:24, 10:17.

46  Mark 5:43, 9:30; Luke 6:11, 9:46, 27:12.

47  Acts 2016, 24119, 25:20, 27:39; 1 Cor. 14:10, 15:37; 1Pet. 3114, 3:17.

48  Temporal: Acts 2516 [x2]; purpose: Mark 14:10; modal: Mark 14:11.
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count reveals that there are five more instances, sometimes found in variae
lectiones, and often neglected because they are thought to be due to the cor-
rections of Atticistic copyists or redactors.*9

4.2
Very few main clause optatives (Mark 8:37, Acts 8:31, 17:18) are of a potential
nature, the rest being used to express wishes, blessings, or curses (this group
includes the 15 py yévotro). A famous example features in the cursing of the fig
tree, an episode which is found in Mark (11:14 xai dmoxpiBeig elney adTf- peétt
elg Tov aidva éx god undelg xapmov edyol. xat Hxovov of uadytal avtod ‘Then he
said to the tree, “May no one ever eat fruit from you again.” And his disciples
heard him say it."). The presence of dyot in a speech delivered by Jesus has led
to the hypothesis of an intentional high-register feature which is supposed to
underline his status (Lee 1985); other ‘high-register’ features of Jesus’ language
are adduced, but as far as the optative is concerned this claim seems to rest
exclusively on the assumption that at the time its potential use was an Atticis-
tic feature. From our perspective, this should be seen as a remarkable instance
of performative optative (cf. 3.2 supra), and the power of Jesus’ words is con-
firmed by the perlocutive sequel added in the alternative version of Matthew,
where, however, the curse is in the subjunctive (21:19 xat Aéyet 0T pnuéTt €x
00D xapmdg yévton eig ToV aidvar xal EEnpdvey mapaypiua 1) cuxd ‘Then he said
to it, “May you never bear fruit again!” Immediately the tree withered’).5¢ A
parallel passage such as this is particularly useful for an analysis of variation
in the use of moods. There are at least three differences between the versions
attested in Mark and Matthew, and these could account for the different moods.
In Matthew 21:19 all actants involved in the curse are present, the actualisation
of the SoA does not depend on a third agent, and the consequences of the curse
take place immediately. Conversely, in Mark 11:14, where the optative is used,
the same curse involves indefinite third-person actants (undeig xopmév gdyot),
either present or absent, and the consequence of the curse is not spelled out. In
other words, the situation denoted by the subjunctive is more ‘realis’ and better
framed within a hic et nunc, which is otherwise suspended when the optative
is employed. One should however note the varia lectio yévorto in R, ® and Ori-
gen, which seems to point to a certain degree of functional overlap, at least in
later Greek, or influence from the frequent ) yévotro. Two more passages (Acts

49  The forms yvol, mapadol, and dof are not included in Boyer’s count, probably because the
author follows Turner in considering them subjunctives.

50  Luke13: 6-9 has a similar episode (the “parable of the barren fig tree”), but this contains
no curse directed at the tree itself and is therefore useless for our purposes.
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8:20, Jude1:9) feature an optative in a curse or imprecation, which in NT is usu-
ally expressed through the imperative (e.g. the fixed expression dvdfnua éotw
‘let him be accursed’ in Gal. 1:8); a confirmation of this comes from Acts 1:20,
which contains the imperative Aafétw to quote Ps. 108:8, which originally has
the optative AdBot (Boyer 1988: 132). The so-called ‘less vivid’ future condition,
which features optatives in both the apodosis and the protasis (cf. 2.1.4 and 2.2.4
supra), is another Classical use that is lost in the NT.

4.3

Optatives have disappeared from most subordinate clauses, often being re-
placed by the subjunctive (as in, e.g.,, purpose clauses). However, the ‘itera-
tive optative’ (cf. 2.2.4 supra) is still found in &l toyot (1 Cor. 14:10, 15:37), which
seems to be a fixed expression. Elsewhere, this construction is replaced by dv +
indicative (e.g. Mark 6:56, Acts 2:45, 4:35, 1 Cor. 12:2) or, more rarely, by tov +
imperfect or aorist (only 1x in Mark 3:11). An interesting peculiarity of Luke and
Acts is the relative frequency of optatives in indirect questions (6x in both).
This, along with the fact that 20 out of 29 potential optatives are in questions
led Boyer (1988:133—134) to suggest that “the added “potentiality” which inher-
ently is involved in a question may have made it more likely that the optative
should survive there”. We can modify this assumption in light of what we have
argued above about the use of the optative in pseudo-directives (cf. 3.6.1 supra).
Since all potential optatives in main clauses are in rhetorical questions intro-
duced by an interrogative pronoun or adverb (t{in Mark 8:37 and Acts 1718, and
nég in Acts 8:31),5! one can assume that the use in pseudo-questions favoured
the survival of the optative in indirect questions as well. Also, it is worth not-
ing that these are introduced by the same formal means as direct ones, so it
is not surprising that optatives are relatively abundant in interrogative con-
texts.

51 In the LXX, optatives are often found in rhetorical questions. Muraoka (2016: 323—325) lists
afew (Gen. 23115, 44:8, Deut. 28:67 Ep. Je 29, 39, Deut. 3317, Je 9:2, Ez.15:2) and observes that
the potential optative is never used for SoA that could have been true in the past, unlike
in CG (cf. 2.3.1.2 supra). The only possible exception is Gen. 44:8 (g dv ¥Aépatuev ‘how
could we possibly have stolen?’); as Muraoka remarks, though, “Judah might be denying
the likelihood of such a thing happening at all, not only in the past, but also now and in the
future” (Muraoka 2016: 325). This would indirectly confirm our point about the ‘timeless’
nature of the optative.
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5 The optative between Atticism, language contact, and grammatical
theory

5.1

The preceding discussion has confirmed the retention of optatives in fixed
expressions but has also highlighted their frequency within specific types of
speech acts. In the next paragraphs, we discuss three factors that may help
explain the usages observed above and the functional evolution of this mood.
We consider the role of Atticism, language contact, and the Stoic grammatical
theory.

5.2
As mentioned in 2.3 and 4, the use of the optative in the LXX and NT has
often been tied with the overt attempt to imitate Attic prose by later authors.
The pressure to ‘Atticize’ came mainly from rhetorical schools, lexicographers,
and grammarians, who included the optative in its full range of classical func-
tions among the basic hallmarks of correct Attic usage. According to Boyer
(1988:140): “[t]he optative had practically disappeared from the common lan-
guage, and only later received a temporary revival by Atticizing purists who
were attempting to restore the literary language of Greece’s golden age”52 On
the other hand, these tendencies go hand in hand with the typology of these
texts, whose peculiar genre is highlighted in Turner’s observations (1963: 131—
132): “one must not reject too lightly the possibility that the optatives in the NT
owed their preservation in some measure to their incidence in the pompous
and stereotyped jargon of devotion. These optative phrases are decidedly for-
mal. [...] The retention of the optative at a time when everywhere they were
diminishing need not surprise us in view of their value for the liturgy”.
However, the intentional use of such high-register features seems to contra-
dict the assumption that “the Scriptures were written and rendered in the lan-
guage of the people” (Turner 1963: 131).53 But the inconsistency becomes only

52 Atticism is frequently associated with the cultural period called the ‘Second Sophistic),
which is usually localized in the academic centers of the Greek-speaking world (Alexan-
dria, Athens and, to a lesser degree, Rome) during the first three centuries CE. In this
environment, beside the promotion of a plain style against the opulent Asiatic fashion,
linguistic Atticism also favored the use of Attic lexical and grammatical forms which were
replaced or abandoned in the xow.

53  Cf. however the opposite view of Lee (1985: 9): “It is not true, as is sometime believed,
that the NT was written in popular Greek pure and simple”. In more recent years, Léonas
(2005: 2381f.) identified a “hieratic register” in the language of the Septuagint, which was
then adopted in subsequent translations, including the NT. We wish to thank Liana Tronci,
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apparent if, looking at the history of the optative, one distinguishes between
a revival, mainly due to cultivated redactors, and a survival, partly due to nat-
ural speakers. Since these two phenomena involve different motivations, their
linguistic effects are also different. On the one hand, stylistic needs tend to pre-
serve structures and meanings that were recessive at the time; on the other,
popular speech continues to employ expressions and functions that reflect the
last relic of the optative. Yet, we must not forget that non-standard forms of
Greek were also spoken by large communities of non-native speakers.>*

53
In this respect, a topic that needs to be briefly re-addressed is the role that lan-
guage contact might have played in the fate of the optative in post-Classical
Greek. Of course, a complete reassessment of the issue goes well beyond the
limits of this paper but, in the literature, there are hints at the fact that non-
native speakers must have found it difficult to acquire the modal system of CG
and that this is a plausible reason for the decline of the optative.?> This is prob-
ably true, but in our view the role of language contact in contributing to the
survival of the optative is far more interesting. Users of Greek as a foreign lan-
guage probably learned isolated forms in fossilized locutions such as py yévotto,
Beds puAdEot, el Thxo, which were part of everyday language (cf. 2.3.3 supra).
But the optative was also employed in more extended formulas and multiword
‘chunks’6 like ready-made greetings and wishes, or set legal phrases, as one can
also see from the evidence in first-millennium CE papyri, e.g. yaipotg, xupla pov
(P. Oxy. 112), 1) #voyos inv 1@ Spxw (P. Oxy. 82, 7-8), & un iy (P. Oxy. 1473, 12—13).57
In this scenario, we can therefore imagine two coexisting dynamics: on the
one hand, the bleaching of the syntactic rules that govern the usage of the
optative (e.g. the ‘oblique’ type), and on the other, the strengthening of the

who also contributed to the discussion in very recent times (Tronci 2020), for this refer-
ence.

54  Onmultilingualism in Roman Palestine and sociolinguistic issues in the New Testament,
see Ong 2016 and 2022 with further references.

55  This position goes back at least to Schwyzer (1950: 338): “Auch waren die Feinheiten des
Optativgebrauchs fiir die unteren Schichten der Griechen und besonders fiir die Nicht-
griechen schwer zu handhaben”. Wallace (1996: 462), too, maintains that the reason for
the decline of the optative in xowy Greek is that “it was too subtle for people acquiring
Greek as a second language to grasp fully”; similarly, Muraoka (2016: 320): “one can appre-
ciate the resistance to it on the part of non-native speakers of K[oiné] G[reek]".

56  Ontherole of fixed constructions and multiword ‘chunks’ in second language acquisition,
cf. e.g. Ellis 2003.

57  Examples from Horn 1926: 147, 149, 152; further examples in Bentein 2019: 141, 146.
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pragmatic functions that maintain this mood alive in language use.5® As for
the connection with particular kinds of speech acts, further motivations can
perhaps be found by going back to the origin of the term ‘optative’ and its
conception within the ancient grammatical theory—which has been hitherto
partially neglected.

54
If in Classical Greek the expression of wishes was not the prevailing function
of the optative (as we noted in 3.4 supra), how does one explain its traditional
denomination? As is well known, the Latin term optativus is a calque on the
Greek adjective edxtixég ‘expressing a wish, a prayer, and O’Sullivan (2011: 83)
wonders why the Greek grammarians privileged this label, at the expense of the
potential meanings and functions. According to Jannaris (1897: 563), the name
could have been chosen late, probably when the wishing or praying function
was virtually the only function left. An alternative explanation can be found
in the division of the Adyog into types, which goes back to Protagoras and is
later elaborated and expanded by the Stoics. In a passage by Diogenes Laértius
(Diog. Laert. 9.53—54) we read that SteTA€ te Tov Adyov TtpTog eig TéTTapa: EDYWAY,
EpyTnoy, AmbxpLaty, Evioy [...], ol¢ xai mubpévag elne Aéywv ‘He was the first to
divide speech into four kinds—prayer, question, answer, command [...], which
he even named ‘foundations of speech’’ [transl. Huitink & Willi 2021]
Evidently, the four ‘bases’ of the Adyog correspond to different kinds of
speech acts (Schenkeveld 1984: 330, Lallot 1989: 162, Shalev 2008: 249), which
can be roughly mapped onto the traditional moods: “prayer and command
immediately suggest optative and imperative, and the indicative is the invari-
able mood of an answer” (O’Sullivan 2011: 84-85).5% Prayers are also included
in the Stoic taxonomy of the so-called Aextd adtotedi ‘complete sayables)60

58  The optatives found in variae lectiones (cf. 4.1 supra) seem to be compatible with contact-
induced change, as they attest to the synchronic variation that inevitably accompanies
processes of this sort. Yet, it is also true that “the optative has disappeared as a separate
modal category, except in certain fossilized survivals which assume increasingly lexical
grammatical character” (Evans 1999: 490).

59  Asfor questions, O’'Sullivan adds that the connection with the subjunctive “is less imme-
diately clear but may be based on the ‘interrogative subjunctive’, one of the most common
of the few independent uses of the mood” (2011: 85). For a comparison between the clas-
sification of moods in Dionysius Thrax and the sentence types in Protagoras, cf. also van
der Auwera & Zamorano 2016: 12—14.

60  The Stoic account of ‘sayables’ leaves many issues concerning their nature and exact
number unsettled. Schenkeveld, who defines the Aextd as “the contents of thought to be
expressed in words”, observes that the distinction between Aextd éNuni] (incomplete or
deficient sayables) and Aexta adtoteAij (complete sayables) “runs parallel to that between
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which for Schenkeveld (1984: 351) “were the starting-point for a Stoic distinc-
tion of moods, which comprised grammatical moods as well as a specific group
of adverbs and some particles”.6!

If we accept this view, it is therefore plausible that the concept of optative
could be derived from its recurrent association with prayers and curses (as can
be seen from the Stoic label dpaticév) or wishes and solemn requests (as is evi-
dent from the usual term edxtivév).62 The Greek perspective on the moods,
which diverges from that of modern scholarship, in its focus on actual uses
rather than on abstract meanings, could thus motivate not only the naming
of the optative as the mood for prayers and wishes (et éyxAioig), but also
its tenacious survival in specific kinds of speech acts.

55
As seen in section 4, NTG optatives are used to issue requests that expect
no fulfilment and ask questions that expect no answer. Because of its intrin-
sic emphasis, the edxtien &yiiols is indeed perfectly suitable to prayers and
blessings, but also to rhetorical questions, i.e. pseudo-questions that do not
require information and may correspond by implicature to indirect assertions
(both affirmative, as in Acts 1718 ti &v 9éhot 6 ameppordyos obtog Aéyety; ‘What
is this babbler trying to say?’ = ‘he is just talking nonsense’, and negative, as in
Mark 8:37 i yap dol dvBpwmog dvtaMaypa ths Puyijs adtod; ‘What can anyone
give in exchange for their soul?’ = ‘nothing can be given in exchange’) or indi-
rect directives (as in Acts 8:31 &g yap &v duvalumy éav pn Tig 63Mynaet pe; How
can I [understand it], unless someone explains it to me?’ = ‘someone should
explain’). In the last example, we may observe a sort of ‘deferred’ perlocutionary
effect (Philip sits next the Ethiopian official and answers his questions on the
Scriptures). However, in most utterances with an optative, expected results of

parts of sentences and whole sentences” (1984: 301). Therefore, he suggests describing the
latter “by using the notion of illocutionary force as a typical speech act” (Schenkeveld
1984: 330). The speakers’ intention in producing utterances seems indeed to be in the
background of the classification of ‘complete sayables’ by Diogenes Laértius (Lives, 7.66),
who lists: &Elwpa xal Epdympa ol Toopua xai TpooTaxTNdY xarl dpxixdy xal dpatiedy xol Ho-
BeTuedv xal mposaryopeuTindy xal mpdypo Suotov dElpatt ‘assertions, inquiries, questions,
commands, oaths, prayers, suppositions, addresses, and quasi-assertions’ On this passage,
see also the discussion in Shalev (2008: 251).

61  Onthe interaction between particles and moods, see La Roi 2019.

62  The adjective dpatiév derives from the archaic verb dpdopat ‘pray, invoke, curse’, which
seems to lose ground with respect to elyopat ‘pray, promise, declare solemnly’, the verb to
which both the noun ebywAy (epic form of ey ‘prayer, vow’) and the adjective edxtixév
‘precative’ are related.
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the speech act tend to remain in the background (cf. the cursing of the fig tree in
Mark1114), because both rhetorical questions and positive/negative wishes are
to be taken as ‘less real’ and ‘more indirect’ than actual questions, commands,
and prohibitions.

Asmentioned above (cf. 3.6.2), phenomena pertaining to modality can serve
as indicators and modulators of illocutionary force. The weakening direction
of modulation is mitigation, a concept first applied to pragmatics by Fraser
(1980), who inspired research on the strategies for attenuating or boosting illo-
cutionary force (cf. e.g. Holmes 1984).63 In this perspective, the optative turns
out to be a mitigating device which allows speakers to obtain ‘indirectedness’
on different levels.5* As we have seen, pseudo-directives are characterized by a
de-focalization of the deictic origin of the utterance, since optative situations
usually imply a spatio-temporal displacement, which suspends the sere-and-
now of ongoing communication (cf. 3.6.1). The detachment of the utterance
from its deictic origin through the strategic manipulation of one or more com-
ponents of the I-here-now triad is a form of mitigation through de-actualization
(Caffi 2007: 66). In pseudo-directive contexts, the relation of the optative with
the non-actual dimension of irrealis unfolds in terms of non-imminence.

Furthermore, even the speaker can be de-focused when the optative utter-
ance features some ‘impersonalization mechanism’ (Brown & Levinson 1987:
273) to obtain generalising or gnomic effects®® (as in the rhetorical question

~

seen above, Mark 8:37 i ydp ot &vBpwos ...), or to attribute responsibility to an
external agent or factor (as in Acts 8:20 16 dpyUptév cov v ool gy €ig dmwAetav
‘May your money perish with you’, or Jude 1:2 €\eog Opiv xal eipyvy xal dydmy
mAnBuvBein. ‘Mercy, peace and love be yours in abundance’). The use of the opta-
tive for ‘strategic mitigation’ is also evident in 1 Peter 3:17, where the parenthet-
ical i 9ot 10 BéAnpa Tod Beod ‘if it is God’s will’ attenuates an indirect directive

utterance beginning with xpetttov ydp ‘foritis better [...]. But formulaic expres-

sions, like the enunciative mitigating device €i t0xot, more often serve for ‘ritual

y o«

mitigation, “i.e. mitigation typically realized by routine formulae or ‘indirect

63  Mitigation strategies can operate on three scopes, or domains, namely, propositional con-
tent, illocutionary force, and the deictic origin of the utterance (Caffi 2007: 49).

64  “Fraser defines mitigation as a strategy used to remove or sweeten the unwelcome effects
of speech acts expressing orders, bad news, criticism, etc., thus shifting the focus from illo-
cution to perlocution” (Caffi 2007: 67). Of course, mitigating operations also have a direct
bearing on politeness. On the connection between indirectedness and politeness, see Catfi
(2007: 63-64).

65  The same mechanisms can be observed in gnomic and proverbial statements in compar-
ative constructions (cf. Deut. 1:31, 8:5), where the ‘timeless’ nature of the optative and the
de-focalization of the origo of the utterance clearly emerge.
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speech acts’ that have become catachreses, such as clichés expressing polite-
ness” (Caffi 2007: 86). These, as we have seen, are the most frequent contexts
and long-lasting functions of the optative, the evolution of which now seems
clearer, in the light of the interaction between irrealis, illocution, and mitiga-
tion. The fact that the optative tends to survive in these usages seems consistent
with the progressive loss of modal functions which leads to its “removal from
the verbal system” (Evans 1999: 490). As the possibility-related uses begin to
disappear, the optative gradually slips out of modality, towards the end of the
irrealis cline and into the domain of illocution.

6 Conclusions

In this study, we have offered new perspectives on the survival of the opta-
tive in post-classical Greek, with a specific focus on the language of the New
Testament. Through a comprehensive reanalysis, we have tried to frame the
data within the history of the optative, and—more generally—to map them
against the diachronic encoding of modality in Ancient Greek. We have argued
that the optative became detached from the modal system and mostly sur-
vived in fossilized constructions associated with specific speech acts, namely
pseudo-directives and pseudo-questions. In these contexts, it also served as a
modulator of illocutionary force.

Our theory complements the traditional explanations about the decline of
the optative and unifies them in a coherent framework. Multiple factors—such
as the functional overlap with other moods/constructions, the phonetic simi-
larity of modal markers, and the acquisition of Greek by non-native speakers—
converge to relegate the optative to contexts in which illocution and pragmatic
factors have a greater weight than modality and syntactic rules.

This view goes hand in glove with the way modal distinctions were inter-
preted in ancient grammatical thought. Moods were not conceived as abstract
grammatical categories; rather, verbal forms were classified according to their
contexts or effective functions. The similarity of this classification to the con-
temporary Speech Act theory was noticed in the literature early on but had not
yet been applied to the study of moods in New Testament Greek. At the same
time, the exclusive focus on the decline of the optative has perhaps prevented
scholars from noticing the complex dynamics occurring between a learned
revival and a natural survival.

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS 23 (2023) 36_D%L8mloadcd from Brill.com06/23/2023 11:45:42AM

via free access



66 BIANCONI AND MAGNI
Acknowledgments

This research was carried out as part of the project PRIN “Ancient languages
and writing systems in contact: a touchstone for language change’, funded
by the Italian Ministry of Education, University and Research (MIUR). Even
though this paper is the outcome of joint work by the authors, for academic
purposes, the final editing is to be attributed to Michele Bianconi for sections
2 and 4 and to Elisabetta Magni for sections 3 and 5. Both authors are com-
pletely responsible for Sections 1 and 6. We wish to thank Daniel Kélligan,
Richard Faure, Liana Tronci, and an anonymous reviewer for invaluable feed-
back on this paper. Emily Reith improved its English. The usual disclaimers

apply.

References

Basset, Louis. 1989. La syntaxe de l'imaginaire. Etude des modes et des négations dans
Ulliade et ['Odyssée. Lyon: Maison de I'Orient et de la Méditerranée.

Bentein, Klaas. 2019. Dimensions of social meaning in Post-classical Greek. Towards an
integrated approach. Journal of Greek Linguistics 19.119-167.

Boyer, James L. 1988. The classification of optatives: A statistical study. Grace Theologi-
cal Journal 9.1129-140.

Brown, Penelope & Stephen C. Levinson. 1987. Politeness. Some universals in language
usage. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bybee, Joan L. 1998. “Irrealis” as a grammatical category. Anthropological Linguistics
40.2.257-271.

Bybee, Joan L., Revere Perkins & Willam Pagliuca. 1994. The evolution of grammar. Tense,
aspect, and modality in the languages of the world. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Caff, Claudia. 2007. Mitigation. Amsterdam: Elsevier.

CGCG =Van Emde Boas, Evert, Albert Rijksbaron, Luuk Huitink & Mathieu De Bakker.
2019. The Cambridge grammar of Classical Greek. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Colvin, Stephen C. 2016. The modal particle in Greek. The Cambridge Classical Journal
62.65-84.

Dahl, Eystein. 2010. Time, tense and aspect in Early Vedic grammar: Exploring inflec-
tional semantics in the Rigveda. Leiden: Brill.

Delbriick, Berthold. 1871. Der Gebrauch des Conjunctivs und Optativs im Sanskrit und
Griechischen. Halle: Verlag der Buchhandlung des Waisenhauses.

Denizot, Camille. 2011. Donner des ordres en grec ancien: étude linguistique des formes

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS, 23 (2023) 36578, .15 1o

via free access



THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 67

de l'injonction. Cahiers de 'ERIAC, n. 3, Fonctionnements linguistiques, Mont-Saint-
Aignan: Presses des Universités de Rouen et du Havre.

Dobrushina, Nina. 2o1. The optative domain in East Caucasian languages. Tense, as-
pect, modality and finiteness in East Caucasian languages, ed. by Gilles Authier &
Timur Maisak, 95-130. Bochum: Universitétsverlag Dr. N. Brockmeyer.

Dobrushina, Nina, Johan van der Auwera & Valentin Goussev. 2013. The optative. The
world atlas of language structures online, ed. by Matthew S. Dryer & Martin Haspel-
math. Leipzig: Max Planck Institute for Evolutionary Anthropology. [http://wals
.info/chapter/73.]

Elliott, Jennifer R. 2000. Realis and irrealis: Forms and concepts of the grammaticaliza-
tion of reality. Linguistic Typology 4.55—90.

Ellis, Nick C. 2003. Constructions, chunking, and connectionism: The emergence of sec-
ond language structure. The handbook of second language acquisition, ed. by Cather-
ine J. Doughty & Michael H. Long, 63-103. Malden MA: Blackwell.

Evans, Trevor V. 1999. The comparative optative: A Homeric reminiscence in the Greek
Pentateuch? Vetus Testamentum 49.4.487—-504.

Evans, Trevor V. 2003. The last of the optatives. Classical Philology 98.70—80.

Faure, Richard. 2010. Les subordonnées interrogatives dans la prose grecque classique.
Les questions constituantes. Thése doctorale. Université Paris Sorbonne, Paris IV.
Faure, Richard. Forthcoming. Oblique optative. Encyclopedia of Greek language and lin-

guistics, ed. by Georgios K. Giannakis. Leiden: Brill.

Fraser, Bruce. 1980. Conversational mitigation. Journal of Pragmatics 4.341-350.

Gil, Luis. 1987. Ojeada ala koiné: ensayo de caracterizacién periodolégica. Minerva 1.81—
gl

Givon, Talmy. 2001. Syntax. An introduction, Vol. 1, second edition. Amsterdam: Ben-
jamins.

Gonda, Jan. 1956. The character of the Indo-European moods. Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz.

Goto, Toshifumi. 2017. The morphology of Indic (Old Indo-Aryan). Handbook of com-
parative and historical Indo-European linguistics, vol. 1, Handbiicher zur Sprach- und
Kommunikationswissenschaft, Band 411, ed. by Jared Klein, Brian Joseph & Matthias
Fritz, 344—377. Berlin: De Gruyter Mouton.

Greenberg, Joseph H. 1986. The realis-irrealis continuum in the Classical Greek con-
ditional. On conditionals, ed. by Elizabeth C. Traugott, Alice Ter Meulen, Judith
Snitzer Reilly & Charles A. Ferguson, 247—264. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Haan, Ferdinand de. 2012. Irrealis: Fact or fiction? Language Sciences 34.2.107-130.

Hahn, E. Adelaide. 1953. Subjunctive and optative: Their origin as futures. New York:
American Philological Association

Hoffmann, Karl & Bernhard Forssman. 2004. Avestische Laut- und Flexionslehre. 2.
durchgesehene und erweiterte Auflage. Innsbruck: Institut fiir Sprachwissenschatft.

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS 23 (2023) 36_Dzbsmloadcd from Brill.com06/23/2023 11:45:42AM

via free access


http://wals.info/chapter/73.]
http://wals.info/chapter/73.]

68 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

Holmes, Janet. 1984. Modifying illocutionary force. Journal of Pragmatics 8.345—365.

Holton, David, Geoffrey Horrocks, Marjolijne Janssen, Tina Lendari, Io Manolessou &
Notis Toufexis. 2019. The Cambridge grammar of Medieval and Early Modern Greek,
Vol. 2. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Horn, Robert C. 1926. The use of the subjunctive and optative moods in the non-literary
papyri. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania.

Horrocks, Geoffrey. 2014. Greek: A history of the language and its speakers, second edi-
tion. Malden (MA): Wiley-Blackwell.

Huitink, Luuk & Andreas Willi. 2021. Protagoras and the beginnings of grammar. The
Cambridge Classical Journal 67.66-92.

Jannaris, Antonius N. 1897. An historical Greek grammar: Chiefly of the Attic dialect as
written and spoken from classical antiquity down to the present time, founded upon the
ancient texts, inscriptions, papyri and present popular Greek. London: Macmillan.

Justus, Carol F. 1993. Mood correspondences in older Indo-European prayer petitions.
General Linguistics 33.129-161.

Kolligan, Daniel. 2020. Future periphrases in John Malalas. Postclassical Greek. The
intersections of philology and linguistics, ed. by Dariya Rafiyenko & Ilja A. Serzant,
71-96. Berlin: De Gruyter Mouton.

Konig, Ekkehard & Peter Siemund. 2007. Speech act distinctions in grammar. Language
typology and syntactic description, ed. by Timothy Shopen, 276—324. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Lallot, Jean. 1989. La grammaire de Denys le Thrace. Paris: Centre national de recherche
scientifique.

Lazzeroni, Romano. 1977. Fra glottogonia e storia: ingiuntivo, aumento e lingua poetica
indoeuropea. Studi e Saggi Linguistici 17.1—30.

Lazzeroni, Romano. 1982. Frase nominale e ingiuntivo nel Rig Veda. Studi Classici e Ori-
entali12.277—283.

Lee, John A.L.1985. Some features of the speech of Jesus in Mark’s Gospel. Novum Tes-
tamentum 27.1.1-26.

Léonas, Alexis. 2005. Recherches sur le langage de la Septante. Fribourg/Gottingen: Aca-
demic Press/Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht.

Macedo, José M. 2018, “Wherever you are”: Near Eastern influence and Indo-European
heritage in Greek and Hittite prayer. Numen 65.1.62—87.

Magni, Elisabetta. 2010. Mood and modality. New perspectives on historical Latin syn-
tax. Volume 2, ed. by Philip Baldi & Pierluigi Cuzzolin, 193—275. Berlin: de Gruyter
Mouton.

Mauri, Caterina & Andrea Sanso. 2o12a. What do languages encode when they encode
reality status? Language Sciences 34.2.99-106.

Mauri, Caterina & Andrea Sanso. 2012b. The reality status of directives and its coding

across languages, Language Sciences 34/2:147-170.

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS, 23 (2023) 36578, .15 1o

via free access



THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 69

McKay, Kenneth L. 1993. The declining optative: Some observations. Antichthon 27.21-
30.

Muraoka, Takamitsu. 2016. A syntax of Septuagint Greek. Leuven: Peeters.

NTG = Novum Testamentum Graece, Greek-English New Testament: Greek text Novum
Testamentum Graece, 28th revised edition (2012). Stuttgart: Deutsche Bibelgesell-
schaft.

Ong, Hughson T. 2016. The multilingual Jesus and the sociolinguistic world of the New
Testament. Leiden: Brill.

Ong, Hughson T. 2022. Sociolinguistic analysis of the New Testament. Leiden: Brill.

Palmer, Frank R. 2001. Mood and modality, second edition. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Portner, Paul. 2009. Modality. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Redondo, Jordi. 2018. Modal substitution in Koine Greek: The Gospels of Mark and
Luke. Scripta Classica Israelica 37.183-194.

Revuelta Puigdollers, Antonio R. 2017. lllocutionary force and modality: How to tackle
the issue in Ancient Greek. Pragmatic approaches to Latin and Ancient Greek, ed. by
Camille Denizot & Olga Spevak, 17—43. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

la Roi, Ezra. 2019. Epistemic modality, particles and the potential optative in Classical
Greek. Journal of Greek Linguistics 19.58—89.

Schenkeveld, Dirk M. 1984. Studies in the history of ancient linguistics: II. Stoic and Peri-
patetic kinds of speech act and the distinction of grammatical moods. Mnemosyne
37.3/4-291-353.

Schwyzer, Eduard. 1950. Griechische Grammatik Bd. 2: Syntax und syntaktische Stilistik:
Auf der Grundlage von Karl Brugmanns Griechischer Grammatik. Miinchen: Beck.
Searle, John R. 1975. Indirect speech acts. Speech acts. Syntax and semantics 3, ed. by

Peter Cole & Jerry L. Morgan, 59—-82. New York: Academic Press.

Shalev, Donna. 2008. Speech act theory and ancient sources for the division of Adyos.
Papers on Grammar 10.243—275.

Teodorsson, Sven-Tage. 1977. The phonology of Ptolemaic Koine. Goteborg: Acta Univer-
sitatis Gothoburgensis.

Teodorsson, Sven-Tage. 1978. The phonology of Attic in the Hellenistic period. Goteborg:
Acta Universitatis Gothoburgensis.

Tichy, Eva. 2002. Zur Funktion und Vorgeschichte der indogermanischen Modi. Indo-
germanische Syntax—Fragen und Perspektiven, ed. by Heinrich Hettrich & Jeong-
Soo Kim, 189—206. Wiesbaden: Reichert Verlag.

Tichy, Eva. 2006. Der Konjunktiv und seine Nachbarkategorien: Studien zum indoger-
manischen Verbum, ausgehend von der dlteren vedischen Prosa. Bremen: Hempen.

Timberlake, Alan. 2007. Aspect, tense, mood. Language typology and syntactic descrip-
tion, ed. by Timothy Shopen, 280-333. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Tronci, Liana. 2020. Future Forms in Postclassical Greek. Some remarks on the Sep-

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS 23 (2023) 36_Dzbsmloadcd from Brill.com06/23/2023 11:45:42AM

via free access



70 BIANCONI AND MAGNI

tuagint and the New Testament. Postclassical Greek. The intersections of philology
and linguistics, ed. by Dariya Rafiyenko & Ilja A. Serzant, 111-143. Berlin: De Gruyter
Mouton.

Turner, Nigel. 1963. A grammar of New Testament Greek. Volume I1I. Syntax. London:
T&T Clark International.

van der Auwera, Johan & Vladimir A. Plungian. 1998, Modality’s semantic map, Linguis-
tic Typology 2/1: 79-124.

van der Auwera, Johan & Ewa Schalley. 2004. From optative and subjunctive to irrealis.
Seduction, community, speech. A Festschrift for Herman Parret, ed. by Frank Brisard,
Michael Meeuwis & Bart Vandenabeele, 87-96. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

van der Auwera Johan & Maud Devos. 2012. Irrealis in positive imperatives and pro-
hibitives. Language Sciences 34.2.171-183.

van der Auwera Johan & Alfonso Zamorano Aguilar. 2016. The history of modality and
mood. The Oxford handbook of modality and mood, ed. by Jan Nuyts & Johan van der
Auwera, 9—27. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Whitney, William D. 1889. A Sanskrit grammar: Including both the classical language,
and the older dialects, of Veda and Brahmana. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press.

Wierzbicka, Anna. 1972. Semantic primitives. Frankfurt: Athenaeum Verlag.

Willmott, Jo. 2007. The moods of Homeric Greek. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Ziegler, Konrat. 1905. De precationum apud Graecos formis quaestiones selectae. Diss.

Breslau.

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS, 23 (2023) 365278, .45 4oy

via free access



THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 71

Appendix

TABLE 1 Optative tokens

Yévorto (17x)

Stvawto (2x)
Suvaluny (1x)
gyol (2x)

gxotev (1x)
TAnOuvhein (3x)
xatevbivat (2x)
ThyoL (2x)
aytaoat (1x)
BobAorto (1x)
gmiTipnoat (1x)
ebpotev (1x)
evkalpny (1x)
xataptioat (1x)
AdBot (1x)
Aoytabein (1x)
dvaipmy (1x)
mapaxahéoat (1x)
mdayotte (1x)
meplogedoat (1x)
mAgovaoat (1x)
TANpWIaL (1x)
oW aatey (1x)
ampiat (1x)
™pnbeln (1x)
@adryot (1x)
Ynragnoetay (1x)
yvol (2x)
mapadol (2x)

dof (1x)

Luke 1:38, 20:6; Acts 5:24; Rom. 3:4, 3:6, 3:31, 6:2, 6:15, 7:7, 713, 9:14, 11:1, 11:11; 1 Cor. 6:15; Gal.

2:17, 3:21, 6:14

Luke 1:29, 315, 8:9, 9:46, 15:26, 18:36, 22:23; John 13:24; Acts 8:20, 10:17, 20:16, 21:33

Rom. 15:5; 2 Thess. 3:16; 2 Tim. 116, 118

Luke 1:62; Acts 17:18; 1Pet. 3:17
Acts 2712, 27:39

Acts 8:31

Acts 17:11, 2516

Acts 2419

1Pet. 1:2; 2 Pet. 1:2; Jude 1:2
1Thess. 3:11; 2 Thess. 3:5
1Cor. 14110, 15:37
1Thess. 5:23

Acts 25:20

Jude 1:9

Acts17:27

Acts 26:29

Hebr.13:21

Acts 25:16

2Tim. 416

Phil. 1:20

2 Thess. 2:17

1Pet. 314

1Thess. 312

1Thess. 3:12

Rom. 1513

Luke 611

2 Thess. 2:17

1Thess. 5:23

Mark 1114

Acts 17:27

Mark 5:43, 9:30

Mark 1410, 1411

Mark 8:37
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TABLE 2 Optatives in context

BIANCONI AND MAGNI

Verbal form Reference Context (Nestle—Aland)

NIV translation

yvol Mark 5:43 xal Steateihorto adTols ToMA v
undelg yvol tobo, xai elrey 8064}
vat a0t paryetv.

3ot Mark 8:37 Tl yap Sof dvBpwmog dvtdMarypa
Tig Yuxiis adtod;

yvol Mark 9:30 Kéinelbev eEeAfdvteg mapemoped-
ovto dia i TahtAaiog, xal ovx
10ehevy tva T yvol:

@dryot Mark 11:14 o dmoxpieis elmev adTh- peéTt
elg Tov aidva éx aod pundeig xap-
OV @dryot. ail fjxouov of pabntal
adTod.

mapadol Mark 14:10 Kol Tot3as Toxaptab 6 elg év
dwdexa miAdev Tpog Tovs dpyte-
pels fva atov mapadol adols.

mapadol Mark 14 ol 3¢ dcodaavteg xdpnoay xal
gmnyyeidavto adT® dpylptov
Sobvat. xai efftet TG adTOV
ebxalpwg mapadol.

el Luke 1:29 7) ¢ ml ¢ Aéyw dieTapdiydy xal
Seroyileto motamds ety 6 doma-
apdg odrog.

Yévotto Luke 1:38 elnev 8¢ Moptd- 180b ¥ SovAn
xpliov- YEvoLtd Hot xatd T priud
gou.

Béhor Luke 1:62 évévevov O 1@ matpl adTod T6 Tl

v Aot xodeloBat adTh.

ety Luke 3:15 mpoadox@vtog 3¢ Tod Aaod xal
Srohoyrlopévay mavtwy év Tals
xapdiong adTév mept Tob Twdvvou,
MNTTOTE adTOG £ O XPLOTES ...
TOLY)TALLEY Luke 6:11 avTol 3¢ emAyolnoay dvoiag xal
SteAdhovy Tpdg dAA0US TE GV
mowjoatey @ 'Tnaod.

ey Luke 8:9 "Emnpwtwy 3¢ adtov ol pabytal
avtod Tig atity) €l 1) TapaBorr.
ety Luke 9:46 EiofiAfev 3¢ diodoytopos ev

avTolg, T6 Tig v eln peilwy adT@v.

; ; o A
ety Luke 15:26 il TPOTXUAETAUEVOS EVaL TAV
maiSwv émuvBdverto Tl dv e
Tadta.

He gave strict orders not to let anyone
know about this, and told them to give
her something to eat.

Or what can anyone give in exchange for
their soul?

They left that place and passed through
Galilee. Jesus did not want anyone to
know where they were.

Then he said to the tree, ‘May no one
ever eat fruit from you again. And his
disciples heard him say it.

Then Judas Iscariot, one of the Twelve,
went to the chief priests to betray Jesus
to them.

They were delighted to hear this and
promised to give him money. So he
watched for an opportunity to hand him
over.

Mary was greatly troubled at his words
and wondered what kind of greeting this
might be.

‘T am the Lord’s servant, Mary answered.
‘May your word to me be fulfilled. Then
the angel left her.

Then they made signs to his father, to
find out what he would like to name the
child.

The people were waiting expectantly and
were all wondering in their hearts if John
might possibly be the Messiah.

But the Pharisees and the teachers of the
law were furious and began to discuss
with one another what they might do to
Jesus.

His disciples asked him what this parable
meant.

An argument started among the disci-
ples as to which of them would be the
greatest.

So he called one of the servants and
asked him what was going on.
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TABLE 2

Optatives in context (cont.)

Verbal form Reference

Context (Nestle—Aland)

NIV translation

e Luke 18:36
Yévolto Luke 20:16
el Luke 22:23
ey Johni3:24
Yévotto Acts 5:24
el Acts 8:20
Suvaipmy Acts 8:31
e Acts 1017
gxot Acts17:11
Bt Acts 1718

Unlagnoetay  Acts 17:27
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dcovaag O ExAou Slamopevouévou
émuvldveto Tl ety TodTo.
EADTETAL KOl ATTOAETEL TOVG
Yewpyolg ToUTouS Xat StEL ToV
Gumedva GANoLG. dxodaavTeg Og
elmoy- wi) yévorre.

xail avtol HipEavto culnTely pdg
ool 6 Tig Bpo el € adtav &
To0T0 MENWY TTPdTTEWY.

vevet obv TovTy Sipwy [étpog
nvbéabar tig &v ety mepl o Aéyel.
Qg 3¢ xovaa Tovg Aéyoug Tod-
Toug & Te aTpaTNYdS Tod iepod xat
ol dpxtepels, dmmépouy mepl AVTAV
T( &v yévotrro TodTo.

ITétpog 8¢ elmev mpdg adTév- 1o
Gpybptév gov abv ool ey €ig -
Aeta 8t Ty Swpedy Tod fe0d
évdpoag d1d ypnpdTwy xtdadat:

6 8¢ elmev mads Yap &v Suvariuny
Qv 1) TIG 63V YNTEL pE; TIoUpERd:-
Aeaév te tov Pidimmov dvaBdvTa
xafioat odv adTd.

Qg 3¢ &v Eaqutd dmmdpet 6 [TéTpog
i &v ey 10 Epapa 8 €ldev, 1dod

ol &v3peg ol dmeaToApuévol HTo
100 KopvnAiov Stepwthioavteg Ty
obxlov Tod Zipwvos éméatyoay émt
TOV TTUAGVA ...

obrot 8¢ ooy edyevéaTEPOL TRV

v @eaoodoving, ofrtives é9¢Eavto
TOV AbYOV META TTday)g TTpobupiiag
xa@Mu€pav avopivovTes TaG Ypa-
@ag €l gyot Tadta olTwg.

Twvég 3¢ xal Tév "Emicoupeiny xal
ZToi@v @rAogdpwy quvéBariov
adT®), xal Tveg Ereyov- Ti &v B€Aot
6 omeppONbYos 00TOg AéYEw;
{nelv tov Bedv, el dpa ye Ynra-
@YioELy avTOV Xal ebpolev, xal Ye
00 ROXPAV ATTO EVOG EXATTOV VUAV
VTdpyovTaL.

When he heard the crowd going by, he
asked what was happening.

He will come and kill those tenants and
give the vineyard to others. When the
people heard this, they said, ‘God forbid!

They began to question among them-
selves which of them it might be who
would do this.

Simon Peter motioned to this disciple
and said, ‘Ask him which one he means.
On hearing this report, the captain of the
temple guard and the chief priests were
at a loss, wondering what this might lead
to.

Peter answered: ‘May your money perish
with you, because you thought you could
buy the gift of God with money!

‘How can I, he said, ‘unless someone
explains it to me?’ So he invited Philip to
come up and sit with him.

While Peter was wondering about the
meaning of the vision, the men sent
by Cornelius found out where Simon'’s
house was and stopped at the gate.

Now the Berean Jews were of more noble
character than those in Thessalonica,

for they received the message with great
eagerness and examined the Scriptures
every day to see if what Paul said was
true.

A group of Epicurean and Stoic philoso-
phers began to debate with him. Some of
them asked, ‘What is this babbler trying
to say?’

God did this so that they would seek him
and perhaps reach out for him and find
him, though he is not far from any one of
us.
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TABLE 2

Optatives in context (cont.)
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Verbal form Reference

Context (Nestle—Aland)

NIV translation

ebpotev

.

gxolev

gxol

AaBot

BovAotto

evkaiuny

Acts 17:27

Acts 20:16

Acts 21:33

Acts 24:19

Acts 2516

Acts 2516

Acts 25:20

Acts 26:29

Qnrelv Tov Bedy, el dpa ye Yra-
pnaetay adToV xal ebpotey, xal ye
00 RAXPAV ATTO £VOG EXATTOV VUGV
bmdpyovTa.

xexpivel yap 6 TTadAog mapamhed-
gor v "Egegov, mwg ) yévwtat
adT@ ypovotpiPijoat év Tfj Agiq-
gomevdev yap i Suvatov iy adTd
TNV VUEPQY THG TEVTNXOTTHG YEVE-
afou gig TepogdAvpa.

Tére éyyloag 6 ytAiapxog Emerd-
Beto adtod xat exélevaey debijva
aAdoeaty dualy, xal EmuvldveTo Tic
eln ol Tl €TV TEMOWXQS.

Twveg Ot amd Tig Aatiag Tovdatol,
obg &det éml ood mapetva xal
xorTYopEty €l Tt Exotey TPog e,

TPOg 0Ug dexpibny 8Tt odx EaTwy
€Bog Pwpaiors xapileabai Tva
dvBpwmov Tplv 1) 6 xaTYYopoL-
MEVOS XTA TpOTWToV €Ot TOUG
XOUTIYOPOUG TOTOV TE ATTOAOY oG
Adfot mept Tod EyrANpATOS.
Tpog ol dmexpiBny 8Tt odx EoTwv
€Bog Pwpaiors xapileaai Tva
dvBpwmov Tply 1) 6 xaTYYopoL-
MEVOS XTd TTPOTWTTOV €Yol Tobg
XoTYSpoug ToTOV TE ATToA0Yl0g
Aot mepl Tod EyrAnpaTos.
dmopodpevog O Eyw THV TePt TOV-
Twv ymnow Eeyov i BodAorto
mopeveabau eig TepogdAvpia wdxel
xpiveaBat Tepl TOOTWY.

6 8¢ IMadAog- ed&aipny &v T4 Oed
xal &v SAlyw xal &v eydAw ob
udvov g€ 4 xal TdvTog Todg
dovovTdg nov aruepov Yevéabat
ToloUToug OTolog xarl £y €ipt
TOPEXTOS TAV SETURY TOUTWV.

God did this so that they would seek him
and perhaps reach out for him and find
him, though he is not far from any one of
us.

Paul had decided to sail past Ephesus

to avoid spending time in the province
of Asia, for he was in a hurry to reach
Jerusalem, if possible, by the day of Pen-
tecost.

The commander came up and arrested
him and ordered him to be bound with
two chains. Then he asked who he was
and what he had done.

But there are some Jews from the
province of Asia, who ought to be here
before you and bring charges if they have
anything against me.

I told them that it is not the Roman cus-
tom to hand over anyone before they
have faced their accusers and have had
an opportunity to defend themselves
against the charges.

I told them that it is not the Roman cus-
tom to hand over anyone before they
have faced their accusers and have had
an opportunity to defend themselves
against the charges.

I was at a loss how to investigate such
matters; so I asked if he would be willing
to go to Jerusalem and stand trial there
on these charges.

Paul replied, ‘Short time or long—I pray
to God that not only you but all who are
listening to me today may become what I
am, except for these chains.

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS, 28 (3023) 36578, 1o, 1o

via free access



THE SURVIVAL OF THE OPTATIVE IN NEW TESTAMENT GREEK 75

TABLE 2

Optatives in context (cont.)

Verbal form Reference

Context (Nestle—Aland)

NIV translation

dVvavto

Stvavto

Yévotto

YévolTo

Yévolto

Yévolto

Yévolto

Yévolto

Yévotto

Yévolto

Yévotto

Yévolto

JOURNAL OF GREEK LINGUISTICS 23 (2023) 367

Acts 27112

Acts 27:39

Romans 3:4

Romans 3:6

Romans 3:31

Romans 6:2

Romans 6:15

Romans 7:7

Romans 713

Romans 9:14

Romans 11:1

Romans 11:11

avevBéTov 3¢ Tod Aiuévog Dmdp-
XOVTOG TtPOG TaporxElpaaiay ot
mAetoveg EBevto BovAn avorydfvat
éxetfev, el Twg Shvatvto xatavty)-
aavTeg eig Pofvixa Tapoyeudaat
Apéva the Kpnmg BAémovta xata
AfBar xat xatd x@pov.

“Ore 3¢ Nuépa £yEveto, THY YV
odx emeyivwaxov, x6ATov O Tvat
xoTevouy Exovta atylahov elg 8v
¢BovAedovto &l Svavro eEdoat T
mAolov.

u) yévorro- yvéabw 3¢ 6 Hedg dAy-
O, mdg O¢ dvBpwmog PevaTyg

uY) yévotro- mel RS xpvel 6 Bedg
TOV XOTUOV;

vuov odv xartapyodpey St tig
TOTEWS; 1) YEVOLTO, GMNA VOOV
{oTdvopev.

u) yévorro. otttveg ameBdvopey Tj
apaptia, TOS ETt Hhoopey &v adTH;

Tt 0dv; dpaptiowpey, &tt odx
ETMEV DTTO VOpOV GANA DTTO XApLv;
®) yévorro.

Tt 0B €podpev; 6 vopog dpaptios
uY) yévotto- AN TV dpapTioy
odx &yvev el ) 3id vépov-

T8 odv dryaBdv Euol &yéveto Bdvar-
TOG; K] YEVOLTO:

Tt 0B €podpev; wy) dducio mopd 1§
O; i) yévorro.

Aéyw odv, w) oo 6 Bedg ToV
Aoy adTod; U yévorto: xal yop
éyw TopomAimng elpi, éx omépua-
o5 APpady, puAijs Beviapiv.
Aéyw odv, un Entonoay vo Téow-
aW; 1) YEVOLTO: GG TG AVTRY
TAPATTORATL V] cwThpia Tolg
Ebveaw elg T6 mapalnrdoon
avTolg.

Since the harbour was unsuitable to
winter in, the majority decided that we
should sail on, hoping to reach Phoenix
and winter there. This was a harbour in
Crete, facing both south-west and north-
west.

When daylight came, they did not recog-
nise the land, but they saw a bay with a
sandy beach, where they decided to run
the ship aground if they could.

Not at all! Let God be true, and every
human being a liar.

Certainly not! If that were so, how could
God judge the world?

Do we, then, nullify the law by this faith?
Not at all! Rather, we uphold the law.

By no means! We are those who have
died to sin; how can we live in it any
longer?

What then? Shall we sin because we are
not under the law but under grace? By no
means!

What shall we say, then? Is the law sin-
ful? Certainly not! Nevertheless, I would
not have known what sin was had it not
been for the law.

Did that which is good, then, become
death to me? By no means!

What then shall we say? Is God unjust?
Not at all!

I ask then: did God reject his people?
By no means! I am an Israelite myself, a
descendant of Abraham, from the tribe
of Benjamin.

Again I ask: did they stumble so as to
fall beyond recovery? Not at all! Rather,
because of their transgression, salvation
has come to the Gentiles to make Israel
envious.
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Verbal form Reference

Context (Nestle—Aland)

NIV translation

o

TANPWTAL

Yévotto

TU)oL

TUxoL

Yévotto

Yévolto

Yévotto

xaTevfivat

TAEOVATAL

TEPLOTELTAL

Romans 15:5

Romans 15:13

1Corinthians
6:15

1Corinthians
14:10
1Corinthians

15:37

Galatians 217

Galatians 3:21

Galatians 6:14

1Thessalonians
3m

1Thessalonians

312

1Thessalonians
312

0 3¢ Bedg TS bopovijs xal Tig
TAPOANTEWS dwy) DRV TO AdTO
@povelv év aMNAoLs xatd XplaTov
‘Ingodv ...

0 8¢ Bedg TS EATtidog mANpwTaL
Vpag Thong xapds xat elpnwg

&v TQ TLITEVEL, EIG TO TEPITTED-
e DAg &v Tfj EATTISL év Suvdipet
TIVEDUATOS drytov.

o ofdate §T1 & gwpaTa DUAY
uéA Xptatod ativ; &pog odv té
1éAY oD xplaTod Tomow TTOPVYS
UEAY; U] Yévorto.

Tooadta €l TUXOL YEVY QuVQV glgty
&v xOTe xat 00SEV dpuwvov-

xal 8 omelpetg, 0b TO TOUA TO
YEVNTOUEVOY TTTEIPELG GG YUUVOV
%6¥xov €l TUYOL TTOU 1] TWVOG TGV
Aotm&v.

el 3¢ Qyrodvreg Siawbijvar v
Xploté) edpednpey xal adTol auap-
Twhol, dpa Xplotdg dpaptiog
Jtdovog; ) yévorro.

8 00V VOR0G xaTA, TAV Emaryye-
A [Tod Beod]; py) yévorro: €l
Youp €866y vépog 6 Suvdpevog {wo-
motfjoa, Svteg év voue &v v 1
Sixeatoahvy-

"Eptol 8¢ uv yévorro xauydodat e
U1 €v @ atawpd Tod xuplov UGV
"Inood Xptotod, 8t ob Euol xdapog
ETTOOPWTAL XAYW XOTUW.

Adrog 3¢ 6 Bedg xai ot NUAY
xal 6 xVptLog NuGv ‘Inaods xatev-
Bdvarr T 630V NUAV TTPOG DUAS
bpag 8¢ 6 xVptog AoVt xal
meplogedoal Tf dyamy €ig G-
Aoug xal i mavtag xaddmep xal
el elg OpAg ...

Opdg 3¢ 6 xhplog TAeovdTaL xat
meploTevTat Tf) drydry elg dMN-
Aoug xal ig TavTag xaddmep xal
VUels elg OAS ...

May the God who gives endurance and
encouragement give you the same atti-
tude of mind toward each other that
Christ Jesus had.

May the God of hope fill you with all
joy and peace as you trust in him, so
that you may overflow with hope by the
power of the Holy Spirit.

Do you not know that your bodies are
members of Christ himself? Shall I then
take the members of Christ and unite
them with a prostitute? Never!
Undoubtedly there are all sorts of lan-
guages in the world, yet none of them is
without meaning.

When you sow, you do not plant the
body that will be, but just a seed, perhaps
of wheat or of something else.

But if, in seeking to be justified in Christ,
we Jews find ourselves also among the
sinners, doesn’t that mean that Christ
promotes sin? Absolutely not!

Is the law, therefore, opposed to the
promises of God? Absolutely not! For

if alaw had been given that could impart
life, then righteousness would certainly
have come by the law.

May I never boast except in the cross

of our Lord Jesus Christ, through
which/whom the world has been cru-
cified to me, and I to the world.

Now may our God and Father himself
and our Lord Jesus clear the way for us to
come to you.

May the Lord make your love increase
and overflow for each other and for
everyone else, just as ours does for you.

May the Lord make your love increase
and overflow for each other and for
everyone else, just as ours does for you.
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TABLE 2 Optatives in context (cont.)
Verbal form Reference Context (Nestle—Aland) NIV translation
aytdoat 1Thessalonians  Adtog 3¢ ¢ Bedg Tijg elpwyg dytd-  May God himself, the God of peace,
5:23 oot DUAG OAoTeAETS, xal OAxAnpov  sanctify you through and through. May
Op@v 16 Tvedpa xal 1) Yuyy) xal 70 your whole spirit, soul and body be kept
o@pa dpEUTTLG eV Tf) opovaiar  blameless at the coming of our Lord
700 xvplov M@V Tnood Xptotod  Jesus Christ.
™pndein.
™enbely 1Thessalonians  Adtog 3¢ ¢ Bedg Tig elpwyg dytd-  May God himself, the God of peace,
5:23 goL buag GhoTeAElS, xal oAdxAnpov  sanctify you through and through. May
Opddv T Tvedpa al 1) Yuyy) xal 70 your whole spirit, soul and body be kept
o@pa dpéuTTwg v Tf) mapovaia  blameless at the coming of our Lord
700 xvplov M@V Tnood Xpiotod  Jesus Christ.
™pnPety.
mapoxoréoat 2Thessalonians mapaxaiéoa Dudv tag xapdiag  [may J.C.] encourage your hearts and
217 xal omnplEot &v movtl Epyw xal strengthen you in every good deed and
Adyw dryadQ. word.
ompikat 2Thessalonians mapaxodéoat dudv tag xapdiag [may J.C.] encourage your hearts and
2117 xol omnpi&at v mavti Epyw xal strengthen you in every good deed and
Adyw dryad@. word.
xotevbivar  2Thessalonians ‘O 8¢ xplog xarevdivar bpdv Tég  May the Lord direct your hearts into
35 xapdiag i T dydmy 00 0eod  God’s love and Christ’s perseverance.
xal elg v dmopovi Tod xplaTod.
3em 2Thessalonians  Adtog 8¢ 6 x0ptog Th eiphvng 89y  Now may the Lord of peace himself give
316 OtV TV glpRvny did TavTdg Ev you peace at all times and in every way.
Tavtl TpéTw. O xVptog petad mév-  The Lord be with all of you.
Twv DpV.
dam 2Timothy1:16 3 &keog 6 xVplog 7@ 'Owat- May the Lord show mercy to the house-
@bpov ok, 6T TOMAXIG KE hold of Onesiphorus, because he often
dvépugey xal Ty dlotv pov odx  refreshed me and was not ashamed of
Emauaydovey) ... my chains.
dam 2Timothy 118 ¢ adTd 6 xVptog ebpelv EAeog May the Lord grant that he will find
mapd xupliov &v éxelvy Tf uépa.  mercy from the Lord on that day!
Aoytafein 2Timothy 4:16  ’Ev Tjfj mpwy pov dmoAoyia o0deis At my first defence, no one came to my
Kot TapeyEveTo, GMA TavTeg ue  support, but everyone deserted me. May
gyxatéAmov- un avtols Aoytodely. it not be held against them.
dvalunv Philemon 1:20  vai, d3eA¢é, éyw gov dvaipnv év I do wish, brother, that I may have some
xupiw- Gvdmavady pov T omAdy-  benefit from you in the Lord; refresh my
xvo év Xplatd. heart in Christ.
xotapticar  Hebrewsigizi  xataptioat Opds év movtl dyad®  [may God] equip you with everything
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el 6 moujoat o BEANpa adTod,
0LV €V VUV TO EVAPETTOV Eved-
Tiov abtod did Ingod Xptotod, §
1) 86&a elg Todg al@vag [T@v ald-
VoV], Gpmy.

good for doing his will, and may he work
in us what is pleasing to him, through
Jesus Christ, to whom be glory for ever
and ever. Amen.
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TABLE 2 Optatives in context (cont.)

Verbal form Reference Context (Nestle—Aland) NIV translation

mAnfuvlely  1Peter1:2 xoTd TPdYVwaty feod matpdg v who have been chosen according to
aytaopd mvedpatos eig bmaxony  the foreknowledge of God the Father,
xal povTiapuov aipartos ‘Tngod through the sanctifying work of the
Xptaod, xdpts Ouiv xai eiphwy Spirit, to be obedient to Jesus Christ
TAnOuvOeiy. and sprinkled with his blood: Grace and

peace be yours in abundance.
TAdTYOLTE 1Peter 314 GM\ €l xal maoyorte did ducaoad-  But even if you should suffer for what is

v, paxdptot. Tov 3¢ @éBov adtdv  right, you are blessed. ‘Do not fear their
u) poPyBiite unde topoybite. threats/fear what they fear; do not be
frightened.
Bélot 1Peter 3:17 xpeltTov Yap dyabomotodvtag, el For it is better, if it is God’s will, to suffer
0€hot 16 BEAYpa ToD Beod, mdoyew  for doing good than for doing evil.
1) xaxomotodvTas.

mnbuvlely  2Peter 1:2 Xaptg Oty xat elprvy) mAnbuvlely  Grace and peace be yours in abundance
év émryvwaet 100 Oe00 xai Tnood  through the knowledge of God and of
700 xuplov Npdv. Jesus our Lord.

mnfuvlely  Jude 1:2 €\eog DV xal elprvy xal dydmy  Mercy, peace and love be yours in abun-
TAnOuvlein. dance.

é¢mmupoar  Juderg ‘0 8¢ MiyomA 6 dpxdryyeAos, 6te  But even the archangel Michael, when he

6 St éAw Sroepvopevos dtedé-  was disputing with the devil about the
yeto mept 00 Muwicéwg owpatog, body of Moses, did not himself dare to
oUx étéAunaev xplow émeveyxely  condemn him for slander but said, ‘The
Bhraopyuiog 6N elmev émtiuioon  Lord rebuke you!

oL X0PLOG.
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