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All oratio obliqua involves at least two speakers, the original speaker 
and the reporting speaker. Contrary to received opinion, the richly 
developed means of expression of 0.0. in Classical Greek include 
forms which suggest scepticism on the part of the second or reporting 
speaker.2 The more common of these forms of ironic or sceptical 

The following abbreviations are used to refer to some standard handbooks on syntax: 
Goodwin MT= W. W. Goodwin, Syntax of the Moods and Tenses of the Greek Verb 
(Boston 9oo002); Kiihner-Gerth = R. Kiihner u. B. Gerth, Ausfiihrliche Grammatik der 
griechischen Sprache, Satzlehre in zwei Banden (Hannover u. Leipzig I8983 u. 19043); 
SCG = B. L. Gildersleeve and C. W. E. Miller, Syntax of Classical Greek I and II (New 
York, Cincinnati, Chicago, I900 and I9II); Schwyzer-Debrunner = E. Schwyzer u. A. 
Debrunner, Griechische Grammatik II, Syntax und Syntaktische Stilistik (Miinchen 
1950); Stahl =J. M. Stahl, Kritisch-historische Syntax des griechischen Verbums der Klassis- 
chen Zeit (Heidelberg 1907 u. Hildesheim 1965). 

2 Accepted doctrine does recognize a similar nuance for the construction of the participle 
with cu (Kiihner-Gerth 2.90 if., Stahl 719 ff., Goodwin MT ??9I6-I9). But this form 
of 0.0. only gives the gist of the reported speech or thought without allowing the 
original form of statement or conception to be clearly perceived. There is no statement 
in any handbook or monograph known to me to the effect that the structures of Oril(CS) 
0.0. exhibiting pure optatives in primary sequence are sceptical in intention. This 
has led to a poor understanding of several passages in Attic authors. However, some 
commentators on Herodotus have gained this insight in relation to some passages of their 
author. The clearest and best of such commentators' remarks are those of Legrand cited 
infra in the text. There is, however, also an interesting even if rather confused comment 
by Stein which should be cited. He makes it in connection with a fial sentence in 
primary sequence which has as its subject Nile fish swimming down-stream and up- 
stream, cf. Herodotus 2.93 eXdloEvoL r7js yjs c7pr' adprepa Kara7rAcoovatl Es Odcaaaav, 
Kal avarAC7TovrEs 07 rloa) r7s avtrrqs avreXovTaL EyXpL17TT7/r0oevo0 Kal iaavovres us 

fCloaUra, wva 8r1 /l1 ao,pTOrev r7s 6Sov 8ta ro& v poov (cILaproTev codd. edd. pi. 
addapruaL Stahl 482) where Stein says: "atdaprotev: der Optativ nach einem Haupttem- 
pus zumal bei Iva keineswegs selten ... bezeichnet die Absicht als eine vom handelnden 
Subjekt gedachte, und ist dann besonders an seiner Stelle, wenn es dem Sprechenden darauf 
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0.0. is the use of infinitives where they would normally be excluded, 
i.e., in subordinate sentences in infinitival 0.0., in the O'r (WS) construc- 
tion where finite forms would normally be expected, and as a narrative 
verbal form used in a situation where 0.0. is implied.3 The second 
and less common form of sceptical or ironic 0.0. is the use of the 
optative in primary sequence 0.0. where the rules oftemporal sequence 
would normally exclude it. To judge by the examples in the collec- 
tion I have been able to assemble, the idiom is largely limited to literary 
and scientific disputation. It does not seem to be common, but where 
it does occur it is a valuable aid to interpretation. The passages will 
speak for themselves. 

For Herodotus, faced with his constant problem of inadequate 
sources, the construction offers a welcome opportunity to recount 
less acceptable versions of historical events in such a way as to discount 
them, without actually rejecting them. By this device he is able to 
make it clear that he thinks the Lacedaemonian version of the dis- 
appearance of the gift bowl sent by them to Croesus is untrustworthy, 
cf. Hdt. 1.70.2 (bis) OSroS O KprIjTp OVK a7TLKETO ES SapSLs 8t alrtas 

ankommt zwischen jenem, dem grammatischen, und sich als dem redenden Subjekt zu 
scheiden. So wiirde hier tva /ij adicpTCaprw unentschieden lassen ob dies nicht auch nach 
Ansicht des Autors der Zweck ist, durch addp-rotev aber wird dieser Zweck nur als ein 
von den Fischen vorgestellter bezeichnet. Der Erzahler verhalt sich dazu ironisch 
(S7 scilicet)." The peculiar thing is that while Stein correctly understands the force 
of the pure optative in this particular sentence, he is quite wrong to consider that the 
pure optative frequently has this force in final sentences. So far as I know there is only 
one other example, and that not certainly best so interpreted, Hyperides 3.23. If Stein 
had applied this analysis to one of the several examples of primary sequence 0.0. 
mentioned below, he would have been able to make a sound generalization. For in 
0.0. the distancing force of the pure optative in primary sequence is regularly present. 
Kiihner-Gerth 2.383 quote part of Stein's remark in connection with the doctrine of final 
sentences. But Kiihner-Gerth give no further discussion or comment on the matter, 
and the connection of Stein's remark to the doctrine of 0.0. is never made. I take it 
that there is a certain underlying alliance between final sentences and 0.0. because the 
final clause itself is a purpose conceived in the mind of the subject of the leading clause. 
In this particular sentence that alliance is felt so strongly that the final sentence becomes 
virtually 0.0. and thus the pure optative takes a force which is usually not found in 
final sentences. 

3 This type of infinitival ironic 0.0. has been discussed for Attic authors in Guy L. 
Cooper, III, Zur syntaktischen Theorie und Textkritik der attischen Autoren (Ziirich 1971) 
65-83, and in further detail specifically for Herodotus in Guy L. Cooper, III, "Intrusive 
Oblique Infinitives in Herodotus," TAPA I04 (1974) 23-76. The fact that these infiniti- 
val types of ironical 0.0. exist substantiates the existence also of the finite-form of 
ironical 0.0. which this article develops. 
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SeOaalas Aeyooue`vaS racEoE' ol ILtV AaKEatLoeSa'lo AMeyovct CS E7TEITE 

ayo/LEVoS ES Tasg Zap&Ss o Kpr7T7lp eyWvETO Kara rT7v cZalrv,... 

Cdf.LOL aTreAoLaro avrov ... T avrol 8s aL/LLOL AXeovUt cs .S.. o. 

ayovres .. 7T. .areoro To Kp77r)Tpa ev dalco ... Trda E aiv Kat ot 

aTro8ojLevoL AE'OLev, aT7TKOLEVO L ES ZTapTr7v, , S a,7TrapeOelracav VrT 

Zatlwv. 4 (aTreAolaro ABcP edd. dTreArl7voavro RSV-cf. 

Legrand ad loc.: "Optativum, qui post AEyovac displicere potest, 
ideo ni fallor scriptor adhibuit, ut significaret se Lacedaemoniorum 
dictis diffidere.") Notice especially the brilliant contrast between the 
optatives used of the Lacedaemonian story, and the indicative da7reovro 
used for the opposed Samian version of the story. An important early 
criticism of Lacedaemonian venality is implicit. 

Similarly the construction is found in a less likely version of Oebares' 
trick with the stallion of Darius, cf. Hdt. 3.87.1 0 1L/v &r q!acL..., 
(Kal yap '7T a d o,orEpa Aye' yTa V7Tr IEpCfEWV) oS 'r7jS 7TrTrov Tavrr7s 

Trv apOpWv er7LavaaLs Tr XEpPl eXOL avTrjv Kpvoas ev Er - L 

avaevp' . . . (Exot codd. pl. edd. E'Xet PSV). Notice that this 
story goes off subsequently into ironical infinitival 0.0. with an 
infinitive in a temporal csr clause. 

In like fashion a dubiously historical anecdote concerning Pausanias 
is appended to the general account of the immediate consequences of the 
battle of Plataea, cf. Hdt. 9.82 AE'yerat 8E Kat rdSE yEevETOaC, LES ep- 

frqs cE?vy,WV EK T7'S 'EAAd4os Map$ovt'p r V KaTaaKEvr7v KaTaAlTroL 

rT]v Ecovrov. The aorist infinitive yevcrOac is without influence on 
the sequence, since what follows after cos is 0.0. and this cannot be 
introduced by a verb of happening.5 

A final charming Herodotean example is not spoken in the author's 
own person but represents an attempt on the part of Demaratus' 
mother to discredit the stories of her son's illegitimacy, cf. Hdt. 6.69.4 
Tij 3E oeo pAlcta rra KTL7ararovTra oLt EXpoL AEyovres cos avrTS o 

AprTWV, . . . TroAAv aKovovTU v ov 7iUELE (OE EW COVTOV Elval ... 

4 In a note on his parallel translation Legrand further remarks: "En emettant cette 
supposition (i.e. raXa ... .a ZatCov), Herodote invite a croire les Samiens plut6t que les 
Lacedemoniens. Deja auparavant, l'emploi qu'il faisait d'une forme d'optatif tendait 
a jeter le discredit sur la version lacedemonienne; voir la note critique a &a7TAotaro." 

5 Sometimes a consecutive, not an 0.0., particle follows yiyvEaOat, but that is not the 
same. For yiyvera' CO =fit, accidit ut, cf. Kiihner-Gerth 2.13.11. 
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aLOppeL r)v TOtOVT)WV KELVOS TovrTO aTreppiie TO 'Tos' (f>r4aeE 

ABCPDI edd. pl. rau1i D 2RSV). 
Hippocrates thus presents a philosophical attitude to medicine which he 

himself rejects, cf. Hippocrates VM 20 (= Kiihlewein I.24.5,Jones 1.52) 
AEyovc oE TLVES t7 rpol Kat (Uooqtcral, Ws OVK ELi1 SvvarTv lr-TrpLKjqV 

elseva orcs c rTU oLoev o Tt eancrtv avp os.. reve oE avro OUTAt CO 1) V TEWEL SE CLVTOLS 

Aodyos' E's )LXAouo)lriv, ... Eyc; USe rovro . . . frrVov voCtIWO Tr 

l7TpLK7 reXV 7 ,rpOCUrqKELV j T7 ypaL K?. 

Repeatedly the author of the Dialexeis thus presents debaters' 

propositions which he himself refutes, cf. Dialexeis I.IO-II (Diels- 
Kranz8 2.406) (HepL aya67 Kat KaKC) Kal v Ka Vat a rK v OeCv KaL 

rtyavTrcv AEyodeva F.LXa KaL vLKa Tros /V OEols aya6Odv, TOts tE 

riyaal KaKov.--XAAoos o6 Aoyos A'yETraL, Ws a' o eA v raayaOov 
- s t t e ~ et e 

E rI, AAo SE T'o KaKov, oLa(epov carTrep Kal TrJvvLa, ovc Kal 

ra 7rpayika. 
Dialexeis 4.5-6 (Diels-Kranz8 2.4I2) (Hept dAaOEos Kal aevoSeos) 
Aov d Ot 0 ,'TS' .',' T O oaXov cov, ort O avros AAodyos, orav Fev avwrr) 7rapi TZ3 evSOS, 

i/evcrTas EarTLv, oT(av oS TO aAaes, aAa0rjs . . . AE yeraL oS Kal's 

aAAos E7I) o' evaTas Ao'yos', aAAos US o' a AaOjs, SLa 'epwv T}crAvvLca. 

Dialexeis 6.I-7 (bis) (Diels-Kranz8 2.414) (HEpt raTs aoolas Kal 
Tras apETas, al SiLaKTrov) (1) AEyeraT os TLS Aodyos ovr' aAaOr)s 

,, , , , , , OVTE KatCvoS' O dapa ao La Kat apera OVTE SLaKTrv eLrI ovre 

raOqrTov. TOl OE Trav^a AEyovres ralaoes aC7roTSeC5ea XpCvraa' (2) 

_S 0oVX olov TE errI, al rL dAh 7T apaSolors, Tovro avrTv ETL EXELv. 
... (7) Eya) oSE KapTa Ev0rj) VOl`UW TOVOE TO'V Ao'yo . . . 

Plato uses the construction to give the appropriate tone to a sketch 
of the fiction underlying a sophist's parable, cf. Plato, Hipp. Maj. 
286B ( I7Trr7Ta) 7rpouarxia oe Fol EcaTT Kal adpXqr TOaOE TrLS TOV 

Aoyov. 'ETreiLr& r Tpota 'AAw, A'yet Aoyos OTt NEO7rrd'AEL,o 

NVEaTopa EpOTO 7To La EoTt KLAa E7TLT7roSeuTa, a av TLS E7rtLTSEVcr'a 

VEOS cov EVO OKLJaWTaTOS yEVOLTO. 

Similarly Plato recounts part of Homer's story, cf. Plato, Hipp. Min. 
365B 'Ev TOVrTOLS rXAol TOls' EfTEoLV (i.e., II. 9.308-I3) Trv TrpOOV 

EKaTEpoV TOV davpos', CS d oLEv AXLtAAevsL eCr) daA7Qr TE Kat ar7TAoV ', 
d (s 'OSvacrevs rrOAVh po7rOS TE Kal fevSrjs. 

[I975 32 
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Then repeatedly in the Phaedo Plato uses the construction to suggest 
Socrates' sceptical attitude toward materialistic theories of the soul, cf. 
Phaedo 87D-E av atalrj KaaT7rrlv TCrv vx^v TroAAa crawIara KaTarpflTei 
. . (el yap pEo TO a,tc,a Kat aTroMoAAVotTO ETL jroS T rov advop7rov, 

aAA' vXr acLEL TO KaTrarpL/O 1Evov aLvvaailvoL [O.R. l ... pCEl ... 

Kal ToAAvTat . A .. aAA' ... a vv)alvEt])o ... ro Aovr]s E TS Ka 7a ' ... a EV 

1VX-js, TOT j7O8 Tr77V Lv/CtV T7rS^ aUOEVElaS E7TO8ELKVVOL TO oarLca Kat 

raXv ra7rev 8toXOLoro. The optatival 0.0. here, introduced by yap, 
resumes then freely after intermediate O.R. with only a genitive absolute 
as introduction, cf. Kiihner-Gerth 2.544.2). 

Plato, Phaedo 95C-D KcoWA'EV ftrnSi 7TavTa ravTa Lrjvvetv ... onT 

... r.TOVXPO'VLtO... eaTLV ?vX1 ... Kat TaAXaTrcopovte`vr T?e or 
TOVTOV TOV pl3ov W,l7 Kal TEAevTwada ye ev TO KaCovJLevw OavadrC 

aTroAAv'LTo. At the unacceptable conclusion of the theory which is 
here paraphrased optatives succeed to an indicative. 

Plato, Phaedo 96B TAp', Er7T8dv TOd epLodv Kal TOd IvXpov ar7Trreova 
Tlva Xal3We, s TLVE?S aAEyov, Tore 77 rTd Ca orvvTpE)?ETaL, .. o 8' 

AEYOV., ,,"T \, , f \ , , ,, , 

EyKEaXos EcAtv 6oT 0 raTS alU(7QrjlES E 7trapEXwv Tov aKoveLV Kat opav Kat 

oaoqpalveaOaL, EK TOVTWV Oy YtVOTO ' lVar)7o Kal So0a, EK (E tVA177Sq 

Kalt orls', Aafovias TO r7pet.LE v, Kal TavTa ylyveaOaLC E7TrTrT7jL77v; 
This is a slightly freer passage where a parenthetical verb of speaking 
in the philosophical imperfect sets up an 0.0. framework of virtually 
primary sequence (Kiihner-Gerth I.I45, SCG 217 ff.). Present indica- 
tives which then follow are succeeded by an optative and finally by an 
infinitive as the physical theory of intellection is perceived in its con- 
clusions with increasing incredulity by its reporter-Socrates. Notice 
that the indicatives, the optative and the infinitive are parallel, and that 
the change of mood can only be explained within the primary sequence 
0.0. framework set up by cls TLVES 'AEYov. 

Xenophon uses the construction to describe a deceptive report 
which is to be issued for tactical purposes during warfare, cf. Cyr. 
2.4.17 ,AAA E'qrKtv, E(77 d Kvpos, Kal 7TpofbaaaLv KaraaTKevCaa( Kal 
evOdSe OVK a'morov, Ka2 6'V TLS Kelae yayetAr os '7y /ovAoirlv El)Oa8~E OVK cTTLUTOV), Kat 7lV TCS EKE CUE E LaYYElA7 dS IYc; /3ovAo4t7L) 

LEycadav Or)pav 7roLrjaaL. 
Demosthenes uses it to introduce an unacceptable alternative position 
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during his exposition of his understanding of the best Athenian policy 
for the years 353-52, cf. Dem. I6.5 Ov3 yap EKELVO Y' aV EL7TOtEV, 

dcS av'raAhhAdaa0aL ovAo'iLEOa advTrdaAovs AaKESalqLovovs advrt 

r193alcwv, ov8e 'rovr' E'0') o oTrovdoaoLv, aA' o'LwS /c L q8ErEpOL 

SvvjcrovTatl l7r1v 
' 

Eas dSLKeLv (fovAolJLeO6a codd. Kiihner-Gerth 

1.257 Well f/ovAoit'eO' av Kiihner Butcher Croiset SovAof1eOa 
Madvig).6 

The consideration of these examples establishes two points- 
firstly that the pure optative in o'r (Ws) constructions of the primary 
sequence does constitute a definite, recognizable and critically accept- 
able usage, and secondly, that the purpose and effect of this idiom is 
to allow the reporting speaker to take up a position of distance and 
reserve, even of scepticism towards the discourse he reports.7 

6 It would not be palaeographically hard to add a conjectural d'v here, because the repe- 
tition of the syllable dvTrahAASaoata ... '. . TrdAovU ... avr ... makes the assumption 
of haplography plausible. And the optative could even be interpreted as potential 
without the addition of dav, because it may be the ear could be cheated by such a series 
of similar syllables, so that a syllable would be heard in one connection and understood 
in two (cf. B. L. Gildersleeve, AJP 12 (1891) 387 and Schwyzer-Debrunner 3252). 
But I would reject either expedient because both would result in giving flovuAo/eOa 
a potential sense, and that does not seem to suit the passage. Demosthenes is being 
deliberately subtle, and allowing both himself and his audience to enjoy the sensation 
of sophistication which Realpolitik provides. Only the oblique optative with the irony 
it suggests in this construction really fits those expressive purposes. 

The same argument applies to the Xenophon passage just cited. In a fair number of 
places in Attic a pure optative stands with potential force, and so, although it would be 
exceptional, the optative in this passage might be potential too. But a potential optative 
would not serve Xenophon's purpose so well. He wishes to portray Cyrus as hatching 
a war-plot based on false rumors, and only the oblique optative gives the passage the 
appropriate tongue-in-cheek color. 

7 I am most grateful to Dr. J. W. Poultney and to Dr. Alison Burford for reading and 
commenting on earlier drafts of this paper. 
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