THE PERIPHB.ASTIC SUBJ'UNCTIVE WITH M AGAN
IN OLD ENGLISH '

JrREY anfézrmft'

The Jagellomian Universtly of Oracow

The preséent paper 18 an a.tt.empt at presenting and analysing the structure
magan + infinitive as it a.lt-arna.t-ed with the mﬂee‘omnal snb;unetﬁe in Old
Englmh |
- 1. In present-day Enghsh we enmunter the altema.tmn uf such structures:
~aa the two italicized in the fullnwmg exampl&e taken fmm erk ot al. (1972
76): . . |

It is necessary that every member. should snforin himself of these rules.
It is ‘necessary that every member inform himself nf these rules.

There is not muﬂh difference between the two structures as far as meaning
is concerned.- The style of the second sentence is more formal than that of -
the first and is chmet-ematm of the written language, especially in Amerman !
~ English. |
The two verb phrase structures mdmat-ed above signal modality. The form
should inform is modally marked by its having the auxiliary verb should,
whereag inform is modally marked in $hat it has no -s suffix.
The extensive use of te-infinitive constructions in preaent-day English,
as in the following example, renders the modally marked verbal forms, e@emally
the mﬂectlﬂnal Eub]unetwe, marginal. .

) is necessary for every member fo inform hlmself of these mles

In earlier- periods of English, however, the modal}y mu.rked verba] forms
ueeupmd & movre promment‘- posltmn

II. I shall use the term modalsty to refer to “the speaker’s commitment with
respect to the factual status of what he is saying” (Lyons 1968 : 307). The
term mood, on the other hand, will refer to the grammatical devices, or more
precisely, to the structures of the verb phrase, that & language uses 10 a;gnal '
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modality in eenteneee Lyene does not make an overt distinction between
these two concepts, and I follow LPalmer (1977) in this respect.

In OE sentences, when modellty was that of fact, it was the indicative
mood that was used. In the tase of non-fact modality the verb phrase could

assume one of these three forms: 1) the imperative mood was associated with -

command, prayer, ete., 2) the subjunctive mood (inflectional or periphrastic)
wag associated with wish, imagination, contingendéy, doubt, uncertainty,
potentiality, etc., and 3) the indicative mood also appeared in some of the
contexts in whleh the subjunetive was rather used, but this indicative did not
- signal non-fact modality overtly. One of the uses of the indicative in non-fact
modal contexts, however, did signal non-fact modality overtly; .in such cases
it had the preterite form (the so-called modal preterite) and was ueed without
relation to any time sphere; for exemple -

Gif god waere eowre fader, ‘witodlice ge Eefedmz me,
- - (0.E. Gosp., Jehn B 42)*

MecLaughlin {1970 : 197) ehaervee thet it i “difficult to formulate preelee

rules that will eutometleelly generete the eub]unetnre under eppropnet-e |

conditions”-

The subjunctive mood ‘was represented by & verbal mﬂeetlen. {the in-
flectional subjunctive) or by the use of certain verbs construed with the
infinitive {the periphrastic subjunctive). The verbs which appeared in the

periphrastic eub]unetwe were: mulee willan, magan, motan, ﬁurfen and &
few more.3 ' .

II1. The eltemetien of the penphreet:e eub]unctwe wn;h the mﬂectlenel
subjunctive in Old English, as well as in the eubeequent periods, can be a¢-
counted for from the diachronic point of view. At least since the beginning of
recorded English the inflectional subjunctive has been on the decline.t One of
the factors causing the deterioration of the inflectional subjunctive in Oid
Engligh and later was the levelling and gradual loss of inflectional suffixes
with evident results in Middle English. Thus, whén only inflections are taken

into consideration, the process resulted ﬁnelly in the neutralization of the -

formal opposition indicative v. subjunctive in the majority of grammatical
contexts. However, there were other grammatical deviees which continued to
e:lgnel non-fact moda.llty Theee were, for metanee ‘the typical modal con-

! Quoted after Visser (1966:783).

* MeLaughlin refers to the inflectional aub]unet-we b thle pemt.
? After MoLaughlin (i 970:283).

- * The morphological characteristics of the inflectional eubjunetnre in Dlti English
can be feund for e::amph in Kigpert (1971; EO] : :
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junctions, the infreduetery fe:t"mu.l_ee I desire that ..., I wish that e er.:d 80
on, the nse of the modal preterite, word order, and the periphrastic subjune-

- tive.* The lmpofbanee of the penphreetie subjunctive in marking non-fact
| medehty increased as the inflectional subjunctive decayed. Muetane]e (1960)

observes that by the fifteenth century the periphrastic subjunctive eutnum-
bered the-inflectional subjunciive by nine to one.
Jespersen: (1824) restricts the term mood to the ferm of the verb. He

refraips from attaching any specific meanipg to the subjunctive mood ex-

clugively. Thue his approach, as to the semantic function of this mood, is
accord with the {poeitien assumed in this paper: there is no one to one cor- -
respondence between non-fact modality and the subjunctive (inflectional and

.periphrastic), as has already been mentioned in II. It would not “be possible

to find one formula that should cover all the various uses of the subjunctive

-in-any-one Aryen language” (Jeepereen 1924 : 317). Jespersen suggests that

the d1seppearenee of the inflectional subjunctive was a result of its undeelded .

function in marking non- -fact. modality.

IV. The OE verb. magan, when construed with the infinitive, expressed
elther ability which was nob dependent on outward conditions, or objective
peeelbﬂlty, or, perhaps, permission. Of these, the use of objective possibility
geems to have been the one employed in the periphrastic subjunctive. The
meaning of magaen in this use can be defined as that of nihil obstat. Thus magan
- ipfinitive meant that the event expressed by the inﬁ.uitive_ was free. o -
take place. Consequently, there was no truth value with respect to the‘ occur-
rence of the event. In other words, this meaning of magan 4 infinitive ex-
ﬁree'rsed'_ one of the aspects of non-fact modality. From now on, I shall uge the
téerin possibility to refer to the meaning ‘nihil obstat’ of magan.

- On the other hand, the inflectional subjunctive expressed general or un-
quehﬁed non-fact modality. Magan itself, as used in the periphrastic eub—
junctive, also appeared in the subjunctive inflectéd formi, and, as such, it was -
more noticeable in the present tense, where the inflectional contrast indicative
v. subjunctive existed for all the grammatical persons. When mogan Was
used in the subjunctive inflectional form, the general non-fact modality
was ‘superimposed’ on the narrower meaning of possibility. When magan was
used in the preterite form but did fist refer o any timne sphere, it expressecl-
hypethetleel or unhkely POBSlblll’b}?

= ¥, The fellewmg twe examples ave OF rendltlene of the same text, t-he ﬁret

elgnellmg non- fact modehty by means of the etrueture magen -+ infinitive

T

. T

* After Visser (1086:961)
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(the periphrastic subjunctive) and the second signalling non-fact modality -

by means of the inflectional subjunctive.

Folgie me nu pin m:ldheurtnes ... pst ic mage wunian on pinum huse

swipe lange t-ld ; _ H ,
(Paris Ps.: 22, 8/9)

mﬂdhem'tnﬂs pin mfterfylgeﬁ me ... pmb ic ineardize on huae-dryhtnea

on lenzo daga. .
| | (Jumua Ps.: 22 ﬁ}ﬁ

The subsequent paragmphs wﬂl deal w*lth the alternatrmn nf these two
forms of the verb phrase in Old English. Then I shall mention the units in
which the inflectional subjunctive did not alternate with magan - infinitive.
- 'When dealing with the subject I shall follow a simplified version of Visser's
(1966 : 786--941) classification of the uses of the inflectional subjunctive.
He. discusses this verbal form in indepeéndent and dependent -clauses, sub-

dividing the two groups info subtypes. Vissel prefers this . classification to .

those which start off with a list of kinds of modality and then show how they
are overtly expressed. Tt is impossible to specify all the different kinds of
modality inherent in speech, but it is possible to specify the syntactic units
with the verb in the subjunctive mood. ‘

Independent clauses

1. The ﬁeﬁphr&atic aubjﬁncﬁve with magaen in the preterite indicative form

alternated with the inflectional subjunctive in the preterite form of the verb

in clauses expressing wishes which were irapossible to realize; in nt‘.her Words

they were idle wishes. Examples:

Kala 8@t ure tida nu ne miktaﬂ weorﬁun swilce!
(Alfred, Boeth. (Sedgeﬁeld} 34 ﬂ}'

Ea,ia, ware he auﬁar, odde hat, odde cealfd]. | |

i (Aj&ed, P, (. 445, 36)
The periphrastic subjunctive ag well as the inflectional subjunctive expressed
hypothesis or unlikeliness as to the oceurrence of the event wished for. Magan,

in addition, had a sense of possibility, so the resultant meaning was a hypo-

thetical possibility or an unlikely possibility of the cccurrence of the event

wished for, The inflectional subjunctive tended to be limited to the form

. % The two examples are quoted after Visser (1069:1781),
' Quoted after Visser (1969:1786)..
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waere, whereas magan, appeared with various verbs and was, in this WaY, .
more productive than the inflectional subjunctive.

Other signals of non-fact modality in expressing an idle wish were inter-
jections such as eala and the inversion of subject and object, except when
peet preceded. .

2. The penphrastm sub]unctlve with magan in the preterite indicative form
and the inflectional subjunctive in the preterite form of the verb were used to

- eXpress the speaker’s uncertamtry or healtatmn as to the statement he was
. m&kmg Examples:

| Manegar pmg we mikion of peodwitena gesetnysse herto geicean; ac ... nu -
wille we ure sprace awendan to pam iungum munecum ...
| ('Byrhtferth’s manual : 132 4)

-

hlm sueleat wikre ]:mt hie fnpes to Roma.num wilnaden.
: (Alfred ‘Orosius : 202, 18)

- The use of the pmtemt.e in both cases signalled hypothems which made -

the uncertainty.or hesitation of the speaker apparent..In the case of the
inflectional subjunctive it was the ocourrence of the event that was hypo-

thetical, and in the case of the periphrastic subjunctive with magan it was the
possibility of the eceurrence of the event that was hypothetical.

The periphrastic subjunctive with magan and the infleetional subjunctive
were not wholy interchangeable because the inflectional subjunctive was
practically limited to the form wsre. Thus the periphrastic subjunctive had &
more diverse use than the inflectional subjunctive.

The use of the indicative in comparable clauses indicated an obvious
change in modality; in such instances the spesker expressed bare facts,
that is, fact modality. So here there was a one to one correspondence between
fact modality and the indicative (with the exeeptmn of the preterite indigative
used ag the modal preterite),

3.- The periphrastic subjunctive with mdgaﬂ in the preterite indica.tive‘form-
or the inflectional subjunctive in the preterite form of the verb appeared

- in the apodosis of a hypothetical condition; the event in the condition was
looked upon as unrealizable or unreal. Examples:

.. hie wel meahion hbbun on pam lande, gif hlE wolden lare godes forwea.rd
fremma.n
{Genesis : 786)8

—

* Quoted after Visser (1860:1778).
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| Gif dam gifran uﬁgemetlicu_aﬂr_mh ne eglde, Bonne ne burne se weliga ...
The preterite If-:;rmﬂ' of the inflectional 'aﬁbjunctivé_ and mc{rn_exprgssled
hypothesis. In this way the apodosis of the ];ypoti}etmal ‘qnnd.ftmn was also
I‘jlfdﬂrﬁ& hypo‘e]ietieal.- Magan in the periphrastic subjunctive expressid
hypothetical pda&ibility as to the occurrence of .th'e E‘Fﬁi'l‘b expressed b}' the
inyfﬁﬂxitive- in -the apodosis, and the inflectional subjunctive expressed hypo-
hetical oecurrence of the event. o (8 g B
thﬁfii&erenwere nu?mmpar&ble olauses with the verb in the mdma.tljrg._

Dependent clauses
A. Object clauses |

1. The periphrastic subjunctive w

that is on verbs such as wilnian, willan, and biddan. Examples:

" (Alfred, P. C.: 309, 3} -

ith magan alternated with the inflectional
subjunctive in object clauses which depended on expressions of vqhtmg, |

g M caft Bara Be ne wilnige Beet hit. pider cuman mage. .
R BN Eimbnth SEm-CRIRE . (Alfred, Boeth. (Fox): 88; 30)*

uton biddan pees xbdelan Dauides sunu pwt he geopenige ure gesyhde ...

(Byrhtferth’s manual : 50, 27)

the Ii'eriphra?stie subjunctive appeared in the subjunctive form.

Magan i hrastic sub-

in i i junctive and magan in the perip
The verb in the inflectional ﬁub]unctlv.e an ' _ 8
junctive were either in the present or in the preterite tense fu;'m,. according

to the rules of the sequence of tenses.®

The meaning of the inflectional subjunctive was tha,t' of gener&llnﬂ;—fa.c;
modality with respect to the cccurrence of the event whmhhwaﬂfdealref ,c:n ;
i ' i gtic subjunctive was that of non-lactus
the meaning of magan in the periphra Lo i vl
il t expressed by the infinibive.
ibility as to the occurrence of the even pres ; .
irfs:he pefiphrastiu subjunctive, it was the possibility of the occurrence of the
i itself.
t was desired rather than the event rssell. -~ .
ﬁVBI&‘th:f; were also numerous instances of the indicative in clauses d?pandmg
on expressions of volition, for example:

¥ | .. : ierusalem ...
it i ot he towearp pet ternpl on Hierusa
... [he] bebead Tituse his suna 2 . (Alfred, Orosius : 262, 20)

0 G sted after Visser (1968:1784), ,
= Eﬁug rule, & present tense form in the clause corresponded to & present tense form

in the introductory expression, and a preterite tense form in the clause corresponded
t0 & preterite tense form in the introductory expression.

. €xample:
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In examples like this one, however, the object clavses can be treated as clanses
of result, i.e. expressing the result of a wish. In this case the modality would
- be that of fact. Consequently, the periphrastic subjunctive with magan can be
considered as an additional and more prominent signal of non-faet modality
than the inflectional subjunctive” ' '

2. The periphrastic subjunctive with magan alternated with the inflectional
subjunctive in indirect questions used as object clauses. The reporting verbs

= were secan, ascian, pencan, and the like, Examples:

 Ac Isaias, 8a-Dryhten ascode hwone he sendan maahﬁe, 88 ewzd Isaias
- (Alfred, P. C.: 48, 9)

@if hwam geluatfﬁllaﬁ to witanne hweet sy quadra,ns, R S
- -+~ (Byrhtferth’s manual: ¢, 18)

The verb in the 'iﬁﬂectdqﬁal' subjunctive and ﬂmgm; in the i:eriphr&atie sub? |

© junctive were either in the present or proterite tense form, ag the rules of the
. sequence of tenses determined. Since magan quite often appeared in the third -

person singular preterite form, its inflectional form with respect to the formal
opposition indicative v, subjunctive was often unmarked. r
- The meaning of the inflectional subjunctive was general non-fact modality,
end the meaning of magan in the periphrastic subjunctive wag possibility,
The preterite form of magan could, besides being a result of the sequence of
tense rules, express hypothesis; thus magan in the preterite form could ex-
Press & hypothetical possibility with respect to the oceurrence of the event _

- in the indirect question. These various forms of the subjunctivée mood ex-

pressed the speaker’s reserve or uncertainty as to the reported question.
The indicative form of the verb was also used in indirect questions. For

gl

Men ne cunnon secgan to sode ... hwa pem hlmste onfeng. |
B | (Beowulf : 50)-

~ The indicative mood in indirect questions was an expression of fact modality;
- in other words, the speaker did not express any uncertainty as to the reported
- question. Majan - infinitive, on the other hand, was used to emphasize the

speaker’s . uncertainty and served as's more ptominent means than the'in-

flectional subjunctive in signalling non-fact modality,

B, Attributive clauses

- The periphrastic subjunctive with magen in the subjunctive or indicative
inflectional form- end the inflectional subjunctive alternatod in attributive
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clauses. The subjunctive mood expréss&d the speaker’s rederve as to the
scourrence of the event in the attributive clause. Examples: ¢

... o geomor scesl Recan upemé' ell'enlea.amn'ﬁnder cuﬁ;bol-haga;n ﬂemm
smnran pe ic onbryrdan mege beorman mine agmlan st gupe ... :
' - (Fulizns : 393)

... pmt weos pars pinga pe her peoda cynn gefmgmn |
y - . (Christ : 224)

The inflectional subjunctive expressed general non-fact modality. Magan
in the periphrastic subjunctive expressed possibility. The preterite form of
magan expressed, p hypothetical possibility if used in a present.tense context.
In a preterite tense context, the preterite form of magan meant either possibil-
ity in the past or a hypothetical possibility. The speaker’s reserve could be
~ coloured by these meanings of non-fact modality. - o

The indicative mood of the verb phrase in attributive clauses expressed
fact modality; the speaker’s reserve was no longer present. For example:

]Ju fordydest wlene men se pe hemp fram be ...
| ’ (Lamb. Ps.: 72, 27)1

As the inflectional subjunctive morphologically merged with the indicative,
magan + infinitive cerved as an additional means of indicating non-fact
modality. ' | '

. Adverbial clauses

1. The periphrastic subjunctive with magan in the indicative or subjunctive

inflectional form and the inflectional subjunctive alternated in clauses of

purpose or contemplated result. These clauses were used to indicate the

purpose or contemplated result of an activity expressed in the main- clavse.
Examples: ' | |

Ealle pas ping we wyllad her amearkian, pet 50 iunga preost méege beotn

pe wisra, pe he bas ping gesihd, | L :

- * (Byrhtferth’s manual : 86, 16)

... 1oof us ecne gefean wuldres pines peet bec weordien ... pa pu gawmliteia
' ~+ {(Christ : 159)

The “inflectional subjunctive _expressed general non-fach modality, and

1 Quoted after Visser (1066:858).

g v. gif..
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magan in the periphr;a.stric subjunctive ex_presaed possibility. Magan in the

preterite form could denote a hypothetical possibility unless it was used t0- -
indicate the past. ; R

When the result in the subordinate clause wag not intended but automatic,.
the indicative mood was used, and it signalled fact modaslity, For example:

... fe pmt gefremme peer se freond wunad ... pst ge min onsynn oft soeawiad:
. ' -(Guthlac : 718}

Tn sentences like this one, pal should be interpreted as‘ “with the mnsequénﬁe. -

that’’.

2. The periphrastic subjunctive with magan, as well as the inflectional sub--
junctive, appeared in clauses of condition.” Such clauses were introduced by~
gif, on bet gerped, swa, and ‘par, or by no eonjunction at all. Magan in the
periphrastic subjunctive was in the preterite form and, therefore, 1n anumber of
grammatical contexts the inflectional opposition indicative v. subjunctive. .
was neutralized. Examples: g G
 Gif snig meeden mihle beoh afunden, ... - o B am
# = (Ags. Hom. (ed. Assmann): 04, T2

h

Gif per beon ._r.na.l ponne- seofon, do aweg pa par ni_'er beod, ...
- | _(Byrhtferth’a manual: 54, 18)
Magan in the periphrastic subjunctive expressed hypotheticel possibility,
and the inflectional subjunctive expressed general non-fact modality.
The indicative form of the verb slsc ocenrred frequently in clauses of”

condition. For example:

... gif hine god sctldep ... |
- (Clarist : 781)-

Atterapts have been made 1o correlate the formal distinction between the

 inflectional subjunctive and the indicative with the semantic distinetion

between non-fact modality and fact modality. Thus it bas been stated thet-
the indicative implies actuality of the state, etc. expressed in the clause.!®
On the other hand, the subjunctive form of the verb, from this point of view,.
- bopsidered as expressing uncertainty as.to the actualization of the event.
The same writers admit, however, that there are exceptions to this rule. There-

it Quobed after Visser (1969:1777). . | |
1 For instance, Bosworth and Toller in An Anglo-Sawon dictionery. Supplemend,



58 J. ERZYSZPIEN

fore it is.more correot to say that in meny OF writings, when the verb Phrase
- 18 concerned, non-fact modality “was expressed by the subjunctive mood
(inflectional or periphrastic) or was left unexpréssed when the indicative mood

(Guthlac: 276)

In such a situdtion the role of the Periphrastic subjunctive with magan

~mayhave been that of signaliing non-fact modality more prominently, since the -

inflectional subjunctive and indicative alternated in non-fact modality con-
VI. In this 'sécﬁiﬂn I shall bi‘iﬁ_ﬂ_}“ meﬁti:::_n those tms of clause in which the
inflectional subjunctive did not alternate with the periphrastic subjunctive

~ ‘with magaen in the OE period. .

Independent clauses

1. Clauses expfessmg & wish whose realization depended on conditions beyond

‘the control of the sepaker

.+-83¢ pe in heannessum ece helo, ..

u | g ; 5 E (Cl}riﬁh:’ 410}

2. Clauses expressing an exhortation, command, regulation, request, advice,
encouragement, ete 14 '

. onGebide ge on beorge,., -
s (Beowulf: 2529)

3. Eiplanabory clauses preceded by ot ia (Jonne) dzt, ‘that is (then) to say"
in King Alfred’s Pastoral care, '

Dot 18 Bdonne swelce mon mid forewearde urdp stinge, Beet mon upénliae
& unforwandodlice on oBerme rege mid talinge & mid orafunga.

(Alfred, P. C.: 269, 11)

-4, Iﬁdepeﬁdent questions intrbdﬁced by kwéeber, hwwt, kﬁ.ui, and forhus -
- .Q._me}:er Rdémane hit witen nu fnegum men to secganne, hwset hiei'q,
folces on Ispanium on feawum gesrum forwurde? g F .
__ S (Alfred, Orosius: 220, 8)
“The indicative could also appear in such clauses. '

" Command was also expressed in the imperative mood.

.. 5
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 Dependent c}‘uﬁx&g_s" _
Obj&cf Giﬂ“m L g T Etﬂ,i .an-d_nt.her
1 Gl&ﬁaes afber. expresgsions of emotion (fear, grief, shame, joy, b
:n;ental activities {doubt, hope, nmr?ellmg, !Btti.}

He ondrsedan scoal 8t he unmedome sie. (Alfred, P. C.: 78, 21)

The indicative was also used in tbis type q:uf clause. .

| . * " . d' ‘:'u
2, Clauses after verbs of believing, trusting, and understan m_g.
| . . in hira liffr ' weere. .. _
...no der gelyfdon in hjr.a llﬁ'rmna.n,_. .. pat he God , i S
The use of the indicative in th_ese clauses e_xpresged _fgc‘b _moda. i y'
3 C'lau:;-z.ea aﬁ;er verbs of mﬁng; declaring, lying_and. -fien}nng. ¢
. £ [ g ) . » % " 5 : hl fd. e‘“* - | |
...crigtes peguas cwepad and amg&ﬁ. pat ]311. Si_é hiee 1g . A

om : ! E i . : . E

1

" Adverbial clauses ] : g
1. Pemporal clouses introduced by @r and the like | .
iien hi a mandweran & lufien, odd=t hie hiene habben. | g

Leomien hiene pa mand : " (Alfred, P. C.: 200, 1)

-

‘The indicative also oecurred in clauses of this type.
2. Clauses of exception introduced by ‘butcm and nym_be t
iy :;e miht pu gemetan p=s embolismus mondes epactas buton
pises geres [ . .

PRI s raRER . (Byrhtferth’s manual: 108, 18)

3 m L L 1 1 - | i ] ]

place, time, ete. referred to in those clauses.

: - dobe...
Ponne wene ic to pe wyrsan gepingesa, Beah pu headorasa gehwaer dohle

{Beowulf: 525)
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 pises circules gewuna ye,
on pam . geare..

The indicative also oceurred in such clauses

4. Ulauses of manner or degree

.08 nu swa ge willen. ..

The indicative can also be fﬂuﬁd in this type Gf claﬁae.

5. Clauses of comparison
BPay ping we W}lla.ﬂ opentlicor geeyba.n ponne ]mt Lyden do.

The indicative was also used i n this ﬁ}?pe of clause

6. Clauses of hypothetical atmt-kmty

]:m pa. word spricest swa pu aylfa st¢ synna gehwylere firena gefylled. ..
The indicative also occurred in clauses of hypothetical aimii&rity
7. Resultative clauses |

..ond swa lwre da oﬁre eaﬁmetta swa he done ege to

swi ;
oy Oe dmm odrum

(Alfred, P. C.: 453, 19)

When the mdlmtwe muod was used the activity expressed

not looked upon as contmgent in the clause was

8 (}'Ismsea of cause, motive or reason

. Ne spraec he hit no fordy8e his mod auht genierwed w&re(
(Alfred, P. C.: 304, 16}
Norma.l]y those clauaea appeared with the indicative form of the verh.

9. Clauses of place

Hafa bletsunge ofer middangeard mine peer du fere. =
- “ (Andreas: 223)

The subjunctive expressed doubt as to the finding or existence of the place

The indicative expressed mere facts.

"

0d0e ryne, bet ]omhyfylce coneurrentes beon

 (Byrhtferth’s manual: 46, 18)
(AMred, Orosius: 200, 13)
(Byrht-ferth 8 m&nuarl 8, 6) -

(Christ 179)
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Subject olavses'®

1. Clauses which enmplemen‘s 1mpersunul verbal conatruntmns as htm geriae),

Duhie him, ete,

...wel pe genﬂea peet pu heafod sie healle maerre. ..
(Christ: 3)

When th& mdm&twe appeared in such cla.uaes, 11: denoted fact modallty

2, Clauses which depended on mtrnduct:ory phrases of the type is alw’ad st
gelgfemm and the hke with verbs of mental activities and verbs of saying.

])mt eow efre ne bid ufan alyfed leuhtes lissum peet ge lof moten dryhtne |
ser:gurn
~ (Guthlac; 612)

| The mdm&twe denuted fm:t moda.hty when 1t appeared in these clnuaea

3 Clauses introduced by a phmﬂe cunamtmg of bm-ir&d]ectwe or: :nnun'

" Dot is pas wyrde pmtte wer»]:eode 8869893 dryhtne Pone... |
(Christ: 600)

The mdma.t:We also appeared in these clauses..

VII. The presentatmn of the periphrastie- sub]unetwe with magan shows that.

this type of subjunctive mood alternated with the inflectional subjunctive only-
in certain types of clause in Old English: among independent clauses they were’
those which expressed an idle wish, hesitant statement, and apodosis of hypo-
thetioal condition; among dependent clauses they were those which depended
on expressions of volition, indireet questions, atiributive clauses, clauses of
purpose, and clauses of condition. In these units magan-}-infinitive, like the
inflectional subjunctive, denoted non-fact modality;. however; magan alse in-
troduced its individual meaning of nihil obstat possibility, whereas the inflec-
tional subjunctive expressed general non-fact modahty ‘When magan was in
the preterite form and was used without reference to any time sphere, it
expressed & hypothetical possibility; when the preterite form of magan a.ppea.red -

_in a past time context, it was ambiguous as it muld expmas puaalblht}r in

the past or & hypothetical possibility. .
Although magan--infinitive and the. mﬂant‘-mnal subjunctive appeared in .
identical syntactic units, they were not whelly semantically interchangeable.
The use of one or the other forn of the aub]unctwe mood wag determined by
this difference in mea.nmg

i The classification of subject clansee is based .o.n By ntectic criteria.
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‘When used in the present tense form, magan tended to appear-in the
subjunctive inflectional form; in the preterite, however, the formal distinction
indiecative v..subjunctive ‘existed ‘only for the second person singular and’
for the plural, so in many instances the preterite form of magan. may be said
to have been unmarked for mood. When magaen was in the subjunctive inflee~
tional form, it expressed the meaning of (hypothetical) pdssibil-ity coloured
with general non-fact modality. |

In all the clauses in which the two ¢ypes of suh]unctwe mood alternated,
these shades of non-fact modality were compatible with the rest of the semantic _

environment, For example ‘there would have been no such semantic com-

patibility between magan in the periphrastic subjunctive and the illocutionary
“act oceurring in clauses employing the inflectional subjunctive to express
exhortation or command: an exhortation or command is concerned with having
t-he addressee perform the event and not with the possibility of performing it.

“ For the clauses where the alternation discussed took place except clauses
. expressing an idle wish and apodosis of hypothetical condition, there existed
comparable clauses with the verb in the indicative form, The difference between

the indicative and the subjunctive wes almost. always parallel with the seman- -

tie difference hetween fact modality and non-fact modality;** clauses of
condition could be an exeeption. Considering the diminishing formal opposition
* between the inflectional subjunctive and the indicative, it can be assumed that
one 'of the functions of magan-+infinitive was to serve as a-more distinctive -
and productive means of slgnallmg non- fact ‘modality than the mﬂeetrmna.]:
sub]unctlve o
* "'The periphrastic auhjunctwe with mgcm was not connected in any seman-
; tmally exclusive way with the group of clauaea in. whmh it appea.red in Old
Englmh Thla perlphrastlc suh]lmctlve mdened its range of occurrence to uther
clauses in the ﬂuhsequent permds Fm' mata.nce it appeared later in clauaes
expressing a wish.

Some of the facts mneernmg the | use of the penphr&at.m sub]unetwe mth
magan a.re a‘ummarmed in the tab]e
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