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PREFACE

TO THE FIFTH EDITION.

Sixee the publication of the seeond edition of thiz work in
1866, soveral changes of expression and many corrections
have been smule, which it iz impossible to cnumerate in full.
T preparing the fourth edition in 1870, and the filth edition
in 1873, the work lias been earefully revised ; several seetions
aml notes have bean rewritten, ond some notes have been
added.  The only changes which ean atfiet references made to
the carbior cditions (hesides thoze mentione] on paze v} will
be found i § 10, 1, Bemack; § 11, Mote ¥ ¢ 8 18, 1, Note;
519, Wote G; § 66, 2 Wate J; § 78, Note; and § 114, 2,
Note: these bave boon wlded sioee the secomd edition was
printed.  Changes of expression and additions will be foumnl
in the Remark before § 12; §18.1; § 23, 2, Note 3 § 87,
1; §45, Nowe 7 («); § 69, 15 § 70, 1: & 86, Note 1 (8
§ 88, Remark ; and § 89, 2, Note 1 and Remak 1; not to
mention others of less importance.  The mos=t important changoe
made in the fifth edition will be found in the statement of the
classification of conditional sentences (§ 48). This has been
adopted to make clearer the position of the present and past
“general sappositions ™ which have the subjunctive and opta-
tive in Greek (551}, as opposed to the present and past ¥ par-
ticular suppositions * which have the simple indieative (§ 49, 1)
This distinction of these two elasses in protasis is a striking
peculiarity of Greek syntax; most languages having a single
form of expression for both particular and general conditions
here, as the Greek has in other kinds of comditions. T enn-
not state too distinetly, that the chief peculineity of my classi-
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fication of conditional sentences consists in tresting present
nnd past general conditions s closely sllicd to ordinary pres-
ent and past conditions (beiug actually united with them in
one class in most langnnges, and occasionally even in Greek),
and as only remotely connected, at least in seose, with the
externally similar forms of future conditions which have the
sulijunctive and optative.  This relation is especially obvious
when we see that déw moq 83 a gencral supposition is ocen-
sionally represented by e mowel, whereas édv reqp in o future
coundition is equivalent to e wougeea in the indicative. I have
explained this at greater lemgth in the Philologus, Vol
XXVLIL pp. T41-T45 {Cittingen, 1868}, and in a paper
resul before the American Philological Associntion in July,
1873, The change in § 48 has made necessary slight changes
of eapression in §12; §13, 1 ; §40; §21,1; §49, 1; §51;
§00; §C61, 1; and §62. An index to the cxamples which
have hecn ndded in the later editions is given on page 242,

Hanvarp CoLiEcE, Sepleanber, 1573

The last-mentioned paper, m which the change in the
classification of comditional sentences made in the edition of
1873 is explained aod the whole system is defended, may be
found in the Transactions of the Ameriean Philological Asso-
viation for 1873, and in the Journal of Philology, Yol V.,
No. 10,

Beptember, 1875,




PREFACE

TO THE SECOND EDITION.

In the first edition of the present work, published in 1864,
I attemptod to give a plain and practical statement of the prin-
iples which govern the relations of the Greek Moods and
Tenges. Although many of these princples were establizhed
beyond dispute, there were others (and these often the most cle-
| mentary) upon which scholars had Jong beld the most opposite
opimions.  [Tpon many of these litter points [ presented new
views, which seemod to me to ecxplain the phonomena of the
' langnage more satizfaetorily thas any that had been advaneed.
T favorable opinion of scholars has confirmed my belief, that
gome such atternpt as 1 have made was demanded by the ris-
ing standand of classieal seholarship in this eountry, and has
given me reason to hope that my laboer has not been cotirely a
thankleza one.

The progress in grammatical science in this century has
been made stop by step, like that in every other sefence; and
BO it must lﬁng continue to be. He whe imngines that every
important principle of Greek and Latin syntax is as well un-
darstood and :15L1E:‘|1|} defined as the ru.!{'E for addition and
multiplication in Arithmoetie, has net yet begzun o learn. 1L s
no disparazement of even the highest scholars, therefore, to say
that they have left much of the most important work to be
lone by their successors,

'The yagne notions so often expressed on the Greek Moods,
even by sclolars of otherwize high attainments, are in stranzo
eontrast with the accuracy demanded by scientifie scholarehip
in other departments. 1t the stoady of languaze is Lo retain its
present place (or indecd any prominent place) in the mentsl
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discipline of youth, it must be eondocted on strietly scienti
principles, and above all with scientific aecuracy. On no o
ground ean we defend the course of elementury prammati
training, which ia the basis of all sound classical scholamship.
An clemevtary grammar should be as short as the best scholas
ean make i, but it should be as accurate as a chapter in Geom-
etry. To those who cannot appreciate the importance of
accuracy in scholarship, or even distinguish it from pe:rlnnlry,;i
o those who eannot see the superiority of the Greek in this
reapect over Chincee or Choetaw, it iz useless to speak; bt
gurely no scholar can fail to see that an accurate knowledge of
the uses of the Greek Verb, with itz variety of forms, each ex-
pressing its peculine shade of meaning, most be indispensable
to ooe who would usderstand the marvellous power of the
Greek language to express the nieest distinetions of thengzht,
One great couze of the obscurity which has prevailed on this
subject is the tendency of 2o many echolars to treat Greek syne
tax metaphy=ically rather than by the light of eommon senae.
Sinee Hermann's appliestion of Kant's Categories of Modalily
to the Greek Moods, this metaphysical tendeney has been con-
gpicuous in (German grammaties] treatises, and has atfected
many of the grammars uvsed in England and America more
than is generally supposed.  The reswlt of this is seen not
merely in the discovery of hidden meanings which wo Greek
writer ever dreamed of, but more especially in the iny ration of
nice distinctions between similar or even precisely equivalent
exprossions, A new ers was introduced by Mudvig, who has
earncd the lasting pratitude of scholars by bis elforts to restore
Greek syntax to the dominion of common sense. Madvig is
fully justified in boasting that he was the first to give full and
correcl slatements on such elementary matters as the meaning
of the Aorizt Optative and Infioitive, and the constroetion of &n
and &5 in eratio offigua; although I'rofessor Sophocles dis-
tinetly recognized the same prineiples in his Grammar, published
Iater in the same year with Madvig's (1847). I can hardly
express my great indebtedness 1o Madvig's Symtax der griechi-
schen Sprache, and to Lis Bemerkungen tiber einige Puncte der
griechischen Wortfiigungslelre (in & supplement to the FPhifalo-
gus, Vol 1L).  The works of this eminent scholar have aided
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me oot only Ly the material which they have afforded as a
basis for the present work, but also by the valuable suggestions
with which they abound.

Next to Madvig, I muost acknowledge my obligationa to
Kriiger's (rriechische Sprachlelire, which has evervwhere sup-
plied me with important details and most excellent examples.
I have been frequently indebted to the other grammarians,
who need not be specially mentioned. Biiumlein's Uhiters
suchungen @iber die griechischen Modi reached me after the print-
ing of the first edition wad begun. 1 have often been indebted
to his valuable eollection of examples, and have derived many
hinta from his special eriticisms ; T regret that I cannot agrea
with the general prineiples to which ho pefers the uses of each
mood, especially as his criticizms of the prevailing Germoan the-
ories on this snbject are moat zadefactory and instroetive. Tam
indebted to the personal wdvice and sugzestions of my learned
collearue, Professor Soplocles, in the preparation of both
editions, for information which no books could have supplicd.

1 must acknowledgs the following specisl obligations.  The
notes on the tenges of the Indicative 7o Chapter I, are baszed
mainly on Krtiger, § 53.  Tle: ehapiers on the Infinitive and
Partieiple are derived chiefly from Madvir's Syntax {Chapters
V.auwd V0L), and partly from Kriiger, § 55, § 36. The nota
on the Future Optative aflter Syes, &o (5 26, Nota 1) contains
the substance of Madvig's Bemerlungen, pp, 27 =205 and the
secount of the various constructions that follew verbs of Ain-
drance and prevention (§ $3, 2 and 3) is based on the same
work, pp. 47 = 66, The statement of the prineiples of idireet
dizeourse (Chaprer 1V, Section IV.) was written in nearly its
present forin before Madvig's Syntax reached me; and I was
strongly confirmed in the views there expresaed, by finding
that thuy agreed almost exnctly with these of Madvig. I was
anticipated by him in my statement of the oceasional use of the
Present Optative to represent ths Imperfect, and in my quots-
tion of D, in Onet. 1. 869, 12 to illustrate it. T am entirely
indebted to him, howover, for the statement of the important
principle explnined in § 74, 2.

It remains to state what new material the present work pro-
fesses to offer to scholars, The most important and most
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radical innovation wpon the ordinary system will be found m
the classifieation of conditional sentences (§ 48), with its devel-
oprent in the rules that follow. I have explained the gronads

of this classification ot some length in the Procecdings of the

American Academy, Vol. V1. p. 363, and will therefore merely
allude to them here, The great difficulty (or rather the im-
poasibility) of defining the fores of the Subjunctive in protasis
as distinguished from the Present Indicative, haz arizen from
neglect of the distinetion between particular and general euppo-
sitions. When this iz recoznized, the distingtion between tha
Subjunetive and the Present Indieative is scen to be entirely
ome of time; whereas all the common distinetions based on
possibility, certainly, &e. will apply onoly to select examples,
which of course are easily found to illestrate them. In the
first edition, I conld not persuade myself to abandon the old
doctrines so completely as 0 exclude the common distinelion
between the Subjunciive and the Oplative an protasis, — that

the formur implivs a “ prospect of decision,” while the lattar -

dogs not. Subsequent experience hos convineed me that theve
14 ny tare dizlinetion between éav robro roif a0d e vofro wowin
than between the Eoglish @ ke shall do this and & ke should
do this ; and I think every one must see that here there i no
distinciion but that of greater or less vividoess of expression.
The simple fact that both could be exprossed by the Latin si
hoc factat is a strong support of this view,

The prineciples of conditional sentences being first settled, I
Lave auempted o carry out the snalogy between these snd
condittonal relative zentences more completely, It scems 1o
me that it is only by adopting the classitication of conditional
sentences which 1 bave given, that the true nature of the anal-
ogous relative sentences can be made clear.  (Hee § GO, § 61,
§ 62) TUpon a right classification of conditional sentences
depends also the right understanding of the forms used to ex-
press a wish (§ B2, § 84).

The frequent wse of the Bubjunctive with Isa, &maer, e
afier past tenzes, instend of the Optative, of which I had never
eeen a satisfactory explanation, is here explained on the prio-
ciple of oratio obiigua, (See § 44, 2; § 77, 2.) The ron-
struction of the Tnfinitive with verls like ypfv and §3e, forming




