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1.1 Setting the scene

The noted absence of grammars dealing exclusively with the syntax of the various phases of
Post-Classical Greek (Lee 2007: Early III-I BCE, Middle I-III, Late IV-VI) has recently
generated an increasing amount of studies dealing with the Post-Classical syntax of
subordination! and insubordination. While Post-Classical Greek has received less scholarly
attention than other periods of the Greek language, significant progress has been made in the
past few years, resulting in extensive contributions focused on the specificities of Post-Classical
Greek (Rafiyenko & Serzant 2020; Bentein & Janse 2020). On a syntactic level, many studies
have dealt with changes in subordinate strategies characteristic of Post-Classical Greek such as
from non-finite to finite subordination (Joseph 1983; Fykias & Katsikadeli 2013; Kav¢ic 2017),
the confusion of moods (Leiwo 2017), different strategies of relativization (Hayes 2018;
Bentein & Bagriacik 2018) and final and consecutive clauses (Di Bartolo 2021). More recently,
the syntax of Post-Classical insubordination, the diachronic conventionalisation of formally
subordinate clauses as discursively independent main clauses, has been added to this field (la
Roi 2021, la Roi 2024, a).

Moreover, the opportunity to analyse and compare for this period both literary and non-
literary (particularly papyrological) material has stimulated an interest in combining Post-
Classical Greek texts with a variety of sociolinguistic approaches (Bentein 2019; Bentein &
Amory 2022): similarly to complementation (Bentein 2017), subordination strategies too can
show correlations with social and pragmatic factors of language use. Alternatively, hierarchical
structures such as subordinate clauses can be investigated in order to measure the syntactic
complexity of a text, although the correlation between subordination and complexity is not
straightforward (Schleppegrell 1992). In this sense, studies have argued for a more nuanced
analysis based not only the frequency of subordinate clauses, but also on their types and

functions in different communicative settings (Beaman 1984; Thompson 1984). The presence

!'We use ‘subordination’ here in a broad sense, including complementation, relativization and adverbial
subordination.



of subordination as an index of syntactic complexity has also found application to Post-
Classical Greek registers (Kélvidinen 2013; Bentein & Cattafi 2024).

This volume aims to: (i) assess the role of underexplored linguistic and extra-linguistic
factors involved in Post-Classical Greek (in)subordination, (ii) assess the impact of diachrony
and language contact on Post-Classical Greek (in)subordination, and (iii) connect patterns of
(in)subordination for the first time to their sociolinguistic context. We have organized the
volume and its contributions according to these three interrelated aims, the first part of the
volume being dedicated to ‘syntax’, the second part to ‘contact and change’, and the third part

to ‘context’.

1.2 Theoretical preliminaries: multidimensionality, change and context of

(in)subordination

Although it is true that there is a notable scarcity of grammatical tools on the syntax of Post-
Classical Greek, making it a relatively unexplored area in comparison to other stages of the
Greek language, we would like to suggest that this is also exactly what makes Post-Classical
Greek an exciting testbench for novel theoretical advances in our understanding of
(in)subordination. Three main reasons may be adduced for viewing Post-Classical Greek this

way.

First of all, we can dissect subordination and insubordination patterns from a multi-
dimensional perspective which goes beyond traditional, one-dimensional explanations that
ascribe one general function to one form (e.g. subordinate tva as a purpose clause subordinator).
Subordinate and insubordinate clause patterns consist of various layers of form (e.g. tense,
aspect, mood) as well as meaning (e.g. clause types, interpersonal functions and communicative
setting). Viewed from a multi-dimensional perspective, subordination patterns can for example
be reevaluated, as shown by Ross (this volume), who demonstrates that paratactic patterns in
the Septuagint, which had been simply “explained” as Semitisms before, have a complex set of
pragmatic functions. Another crucial component of a multi-dimensional approach to
(in)subordination is the systemic component, a component which considers the role(s) played
by specific (in)subordinate strategies in the language system both synchronically and
diachronically. On the one hand, every subordinate strategy for example has its place within
the available set of subordination strategies of a language (cf. Cattafi this volume on relative
subordination strategies), as well as within the typological continuum of subordination

strategies (cf. Cristofaro 1998 for this perspective on Ancient Greek clause linkage strategies).



On the other hand, changes to subordinate strategies in Post-Classical Greek are codetermined
by existing alternatives to express subordination in the synchronic language system (cf. Bentein
2017 for this perspective) as well as by other ongoing changes (cf. la Roi forthc.b for this
language ecology perspective applied to modal morphosyntax, and Bentein 2012 for an
application to the development of perfect periphrases).?

Second, the changes to the syntax of (in)subordination in Post-Classical Greek have had
a major impact diachronically, an impact which can be studied well theoretically, as well as
contrastively with existing resources for Classical and Medieval Greek (e.g. van Emde Boas et
al. 2019; Holton et al. 2019). To illustrate briefly, the Post-Classical period is characterized by
the retreat of the infinitive as a major subordination strategy (Joseph 1983; Horrocks 2007, 623—
24). From a theoretical perspective, this long process of loss of the infinitive, which continued
even into Medieval Greek, can and has received a range of competing as well as complimentary
explanations, with scholars pointing to morphology (e.g. loss of the perfect and future
infinitives), contact (e.g. with Latin and Coptic), as well as pragmatic factors of use (see Bentein
2018, 83—84 for an overview). Moreover, the diachronic evidence from Post-Classical Greek
can contribute to theorizing in general linguistics, for example in linguistic typology (cf. la Roi
2021 on the spread of insubordinate clause patterns in Post-Classical Greek) or historical
linguistics (cf. Joseph 2020 on the replacement of the infinitive by finite subordination as cases
of degrammaticalization). In addition, there is increasing awareness of the impact of language
contact on Post-Classical Greek (in)subordination. This might not be surprising given the rich
evidence in Post-Classical Greek for contact, e.g. in the Septuagint translations (e.g. Evans
2001; Tjen 2010 for studies on verbal and conditional syntax in contact), the New Testament
(la Roi forthc.b on the preservation of contact-induced morphosyntax from the Septuagint), and
Egyptian papyri (cf. Dahlgren, Keersmaekers, and Stolk 2022; Fendel 2022).

Third and finally, we stress the need to contextualize the different distributional patterns
of subordination and insubordination. Since linguistic variation is ubiquitous across all Post-
Classical Greek texts (cf. Leiwo, Halla-aho, and Vierros 2012; Bentein and Janse 2020), we are
becoming increasingly aware of the socio-pragmatic ties which specific varieties or even
variants had.> Morphosyntactic variation in Post-Classical Greek may for example be explained
with recourse to the notion of register (Horrocks 2010; Bentein 2013), referring to “a variety

associated with a particular situation of use (including particular communicative purposes”

2 La Roi (this volume) applies this combined perspective to insubordinate wishes in Post-Classical Greek (I11
BCE - VI CE).
3 A theoretical discussion of the notion of “social meaning” can be found in Bentein (2019).



(Biber and Conrad 2019, 6). Morphosyntactic innovations in Post-Classical Greek texts have
been shown to spread one register at a time (Markopoulos 2009; Bentein 2013, 39). Another
key dimension for the interpretation of Post-Classical Greek (in)subordination might be
linguistic Atticism, referring to conservative effects on different levels of language (Kim 2010).
Yet, the so-called Atticisms listed in recent scholarship (esp. by Horrocks 2010), do not
correspond to the morphosyntactic changes which conservative Atticist lexica vindicated (see
la Roi 2022), showing a mismatch between morphosyntactic features thought to belong to
Atticistic register(s) and those that had been explicitly flagged as such (see Monaco this volume
for a specific case study of one).* In sum, the distributional patterns of subordination and
insubordination of Post-Classical Greek can only be fully understood once we understand their
specific ties with register, context of use as well as their social context (see Cattafi this volume

for a study on the social contexts of relative subordination strategies).

1.3 Outline of the volume

The first part of the volume (‘syntax’) outlines the syntactic characteristics of specific (in)subor-
dination patterns. Victoria Fendel (ch. 2) focuses on complement insubordination in
documentary sources, investigating two contexts of usage of insubordinate iva, namely the
disclosure formula and ‘future-open conditional sentences’ (of the type, ‘if the weather is nice,
I will go for a walk’). In both cases, usage of insubordinate iva is situated in the lower register,
but with markedly different diachronic and syntactic characteristics. To motivate the use of
insubordinate iva in a formulaic and non-formulaic context, Fendel differentiates between the
‘discourse level’ and the ‘sentence level’ as separate linguistic tiers, and argues that tva
functions at the discourse level, marking information as important and guiding the
interlocutor’s/reader’s attention. Edoardo Nardi and Domenica Romagno (ch. 3) focus on
two types of participial structures that are attested in Post-classical Greek, eivou periphrases and
independently used ‘predicative’ participles. They investigate the function and distribution of
both types in Post-classical Greek, as well as their relationship, looking into the interface
between morphosyntax and semantics. They conclude that both constructions display specific
distributional patterns; that there are correlations between categories such as tense, aspect,
actionality and voice; and that, for periphrases, a relationship can be observed between degree

of periphrasticity and degree of transitivity. In the last contribution of the first part of the

4To illustrate, la Roi (forthc.b, c.) has shown that the use of the optative in Post-Classical Greek papyri and
literary texts cannot be “explained” as Atticistic, as the optative continues to occur across text types and registers
in the different Post-Classical Greek periods.



volume, Marieke Dhont (ch. 4) investigates so-called ‘directive downtoners’ in private
papyrus letters from the Roman and Late Antique period (I — VIII AD), in particular polite
formulae with kaAGc no1éwm and £V moéw, the latter being less frequently attested. Syntactically
speaking, both koA®¢ moém and &b moém are followed by a diverse range of complement
structures (including infinitival, participial, and asyndetic structures), to an extent that has not
been previously recognized. Dhont considers various explanations for this large amount of

syntactic variation, taking into account both diachronic and synchronic factors.

In the second part of the volume, elements of contact and change in Post-classical
(in)subordination are considered. Brian Joseph (ch. 5) argues for a ‘non-monotonic’ view of
the replacement of the infinitive by finite verb forms. While the general picture may be one of
monotonic decline, at a more granular level one observes an ‘ebb and flow” movement of
infinitive functions. Joseph illustrates this principle, which may have a wider applicability in
grammatical change than has previously recognized, by discussing one Post-classical functional
extension of the infinitive, its use in (dependent) deliberative questions, also considering
indications of a later extension in Southern-Italian Greek dialects. Joseph concludes by zooming
out even further and taking into account insubordination in parallel constructions in the larger
context of the Balkan languages. The following three contributions in the second part of the
volume investigate the connection between subordination and language contact, in particular
contact between Greek and the Semitic languages. William Ross (ch. 6) reevaluates parataxis
in the Septuagint, a feature which has traditionally been related to Hebraic or Semitic influence,
and therefore been pejoratively evaluated (or even completely disregarded). He offers a new
interpretation of the semantics of paratactic expressions by drawing on recent insights in
pragmatic inferencing, introducing the concept of ‘pragmatic implicature’, and illustrating a
number of different types in Genesis and other Septuagint texts. He concludes by questioning
the characterization of parataxis as a Semitism, both in terms of its semantics and distributional
frequency. Paola Mollo & Liana Tronci (ch. 7) discuss relative clauses in Biblical Greek,
focusing on the translation strategies that are adopted by the translators from Hebrew to Greek.
These two languages not only had different ways of forming relative clauses, but more broadly
also different ways of organizing information content in syntactic structures. Focusing on the
books of Exodus and Deuteronomy, they first outline cases of ‘non-alignment’ between Hebrew
and Greek (Hebrew relative clauses not being rendered as a relative clause in Greek), and then
go on to make some preliminary remarks about the typology of relative clauses in Septuagint

Greek against the wider background of Ancient Greek. In doing so, they make the important



point that one should not only take into account syntactic and semantic aspects, but also
pragmatic and textual ones. Carla Bruno (ch. 8) discusses transitive resultative structures with
the verb 6idwpu in the Septuagint (of the type ‘he has made me mourn’). In Greek, tibnu and
moléw are the more common verbs for such structures; the use of didwut in the Septuagint can
be related to the calquing of a Hebrew structure with the verb natan, which, like, didwp, can
mean “to give”, but also “to put”, “to make”. Rather than focusing on language contact and
translation technique as an ‘external’ type of explanation, Bruno approaches this new emerging
pattern from an ‘internal’ point of view by situating it and relating it to the other contexts in

which the verb didmput is used, focusing on the Septuagint in particular, showing that there is a

continuity between old and new didmut uses.

In the third and final part of the volume (‘context’), the occurrence of competing
(in)subordination patterns in textual corpora is explored, as well as their sociolinguistic and
functional motivations. Ezra la Roi (ch. 9) discusses the connection between morphosyntactic
stability and change on the one hand, and register and context of use on the other. Focusing on
insubordinate wishes, la Roi starts by discussing the different types of constructions that can be
found in the Post-classical period, and by outlining the diachronic processes in which these
constructions are involved. Zooming in on conditional insubordinate wishes, the most versatile
constructional group, la Roi next goes on to identify the socio-pragmatic motivations that
speakers may have had to opt for an innovative pattern or recontinue an earlier pattern. An
important point that is made throughout la Roi’s contribution is that Post-classical Greek
morphosyntax should not be studied through a teleological lens. The starting point for Eleonora
Cattafi’s contribution (ch. 10) is the so-called ‘accessibility hierarchy’, a key typological
concept that concerns the syntactic positions that languages can relativize. Cattafi applies this
concept to Post-classical Greek, and analyzes the syntactic positions that are occupied in
documentary sources. She argues that several factors, including the existence of different
relative markers and relativization strategies, need to be considered to properly account for the
statistical patterns that are observed, and that the same hierarchy plays a role in the phenomenon
of case attraction. In the second part of her contribution, Cattafi analyzes the social distribution
of relative clauses, hypothesizing that, as some syntactic roles are less recoverable, they are
syntactically more complex than others, and therefore likely to appear in specific social
contexts. Focusing on the social variables ‘text type’ and ‘agentive role’, Cattafi shows that
there are, indeed, sociolinguistic reflexes of the accessibility hierarchy in her corpus, though a

strong sociolinguistic opposition between ‘simple’ and ‘complex’ positions, as has been



observed for other historical corpora, is absent. Klaas Bentein (ch. 11) discusses the use of the
articular infinitive in Post-classical Greek, documentary sources in particular. While this
construction has been said to turn increasingly nominal in the Post-classical period, Bentein
argues that the construction is best characterized as ‘verbo-nominal’, displaying both verbal
and nominal characteristics. In fact, there are signs that several features of the construction were
syntactically reanalyzed, leading to an increase of ‘verbiness’ in the Post-classical period. Like
Eleonora Cattafi, Bentein explicitly connects syntax and context as descriptive dimensions.
While recognizing that the articular infinitive may have served as a ‘grammatical avoidance
strategy’ for some writers, Bentein argues that the articular infinitive had a specific ‘semiotic
potential’ compared to other constructions, which is described by means of the concept of
‘grammatical metaphor’, and related to three contextual dimensions, called ‘sentence context’,
‘discourse context’, and ‘social context’. Instead of focusing on a single feature of Post-classical
Greek, Johannes Breuer (ch. 12) discusses a broad range of subordination phenomena (final
clauses, consecutive clauses, causal clauses, temporal clauses, conditional clauses, complement
clauses after verbs of speech & knowledge/perception, relative clauses) in two Greek martyria,
with the intention of seeing to what extent differences in subordination patterns can be detected
between these two texts, and to analyze whether specific features can be linked to individual
speakers, serving as a means of sociolinguistic characterization. Breuer shows that even in these
relatively short texts, there is plenty of variation, which can, in part, be connected to characters
in the texts with specific sociolinguistic backgrounds. He concludes by noting that it remains
difficult to retrieve the exact sociolinguistic values of specific linguistic features. In the final
contribution of the volume, Chiara Monaco (ch. 13) considers the value of metalinguistic
sources for our understanding of Post-classical complementation, focusing on Phrynichus’
Eclogue of Attic nouns. While some scholars have commented on the divergence between
lexicographical prescriptions and the more creative use of classicising features in literary texts,
an analysis of the influence of prescriptive norms on actual usage has not been systematically
conducted yet. Monaco presents a single case study in her contribution, namely the infinitival
complementation of péAAw, contrasting the use of the aorist infinitive with that of the future
infinitive, not only in different types of sources (literary and non-literary), but also from a
synchronic and diachronic point of view. To analyse the effect of purist interventions, Monaco
proposes a novel, five-step methodology, readapting a scheme first provided by George Thomas

in his book Linguistic purism.
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