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1 The Genre: Papyrus Petitions

Petitions constitute one of the most characteristic types of texts
among documentary papyri from Graeco-Roman and Late Antique
Egypt. Papyrus petitions involve a request, typically made by a so-
cial inferior to a social superior, in order to redress a crime through
punishment or financial compensation, or to give assistance to a vic-
tim of injustice.* Although petitions deal with practical matters, rep-
resenting an example of “everyday writing”, they are characterised
by a higher degree of elaboration and rhetoricisation with respect to
other text types, e.g. private letters, since their aim is to convince an
addressee in a position of authority to intervene in a given situation.

Previous studies about Greek petitions have examined their formal
structure? well as specific subtypes of the genre such as petitions in-
volving a case of violence® and petitions sent by women.* Moreover,
the analysis of this text type has often been motivated by a historical
interest, since petitions represent a key element for understanding
the legal and social context of ancient Egypt.® Although less atten-
tion has been drawn so far to the linguistic features of Greek peti-
tions, some work has been carried out on the rhetorical and stylis-
tic mechanisms of the genre,® inferential expressions preceding the
request verb,” and formulaic language.® In this paper, I attempt to
tackle a linguistic aspect of petitions so far unexplored, namely rel-
ativisation, by analysing some specific units within the text, which
exhibits relevant aspects for interpreting the petition as a rhetori-
cal and social instrument.

According to Mullins,® the necessary constituent parts of a pe-
tition as a “form” are three: the background, the petition verb and
the desired action. While the background expresses the evidence
that the writer presents to convince the addressee to act in their fa-
vour, the desired action corresponds to the actual request made to

This research was supported by the Research Foundation - Flanders (grant nr.
11H7722N). Greek texts and translations into English are quoted in the given exam-
ples from the edition of the papyrus, with the exception of (11), where no previous Eng-
lish translation was available.
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the authority. Building on this basic structure, two elaborations fre-
quently appear in the petition: the address, which identifies the per-
son to whom the petition is directed, and the courtesy phrase, usually
occurring immediately before or after the petition verb and consist-
ing in a form of edv oot 86En. In a later study about official petitions,
i.e. petitions addressed to public officials, from the Early Ptolema-
ic period to the fifth century AD, White*’ indicates four constituent
parts of the form of the petition: the opening, the background, the
request and the closing.

Applying the latter template to a text from the archive of
Abinnaeus,** we can identify the four parts of the petition:

PAaovie APv[vléw tEdmompoKIdpwY ETApY® EIANG KATTPWV
Atovuoiddog. mopa Alpnhiou “Hpwvolg] didkw[v]og amo kodpng
Bepvikeidog tol altol vopol yaipetv. [opening]

el pi) UTtflpyev Npeiv i 1OV vopwv aAiBeia wdhon & av Uto tdHV
kakoupywv avathoipeba. EUmopog toivuv uidg ‘Eppeia &mo kodpng
Pihaypeidog ToU autol vopol €oUlnoév pe Evbwv Tig oikelag,
emiPBag AMotpeikd tpdme, kai mdoav thv €oBntav ocuveddPeto
kai glig] 10 diov dveotihatw péypeis Slevlpw, Suvaplévlioy pou
kol tlalcdroditeilc] [rotleiv ¢ tovtou tAvde TNV k[alkoupyiav
'IT[E]T!ZOl‘r].péVOU. [background]

Stw &E[ild, mpormdoitar k[Ulpte, dmpaypvos & d¢iprTactv
pou [mlapaoyedijval polil- diakwv yap tet[Vlynka tig k[aBlohikiic
éx[\noiag. kai ToyToy TUX®V eloaetv oot evxapeioTiow. [request]

Sreutiyer. [pera tlv Umareiav PMooviwv) Zepyiou kol
Nevypewviaviol/ t&lv Aopmpotdltwv, Meyeip 1L. [closing]

To Flavius Abinnaeus, formerly one of the protectors, praefectis
alae of the camp of Dionysias from Aurelius Heron, deacon, of the
village of Berenicis in the same nome, greeting. [opening]

If we did not possess the truth of the laws we should long ago
have been destroyed by evil-doers. Euporus, then, son of Hermi-
as, of the village of Philagris in the same nome, robbed me in my
house, entering it in the manner of a robber, and seized all my
clothing, and appropriated it to his own use until now, although
I can demonstrate that it was he who perpetrated this outrage.
[background]

Wherefore I ask, my lord praepositus, that what he robbed me
of should be given to me without demur, for I am a deacon of the
principal church. And obtaining this I shall owe you thanks for
ever. [request]

10 White 1972.
11 Bell et al. 1962.
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Farewell. After the consulship of Flavius Sergius and Nigrinia-
nus the most illustrious, Mecheir 17 [closing]
(P.Abinn. 55 = TM 10046 (IV AD))

Regarding the internal composition of the sections, three of them,
namely the opening, the request and the closing, include for the most
part fixed and formulaic elements, although a certain degree of flex-
ibility through the centuries is shown. On the contrary, the back-
ground is described as the “most plastic and unstereotyped section
within the structure”, whose “idiosyncratic nature places it in sharp
contrast to other structural items”.** For this reason, in this paper I
look specifically at the background of the document, where the writ-
er illustrates the motivation for sending the text and the details of
the offence endured in the form of a story. In this narration, addition-
al features about the wrongdoer(s) who committed injustice against
the petitioner are often expressed by relative clauses either to depict
them in an unpleasant light or to enumerate their actions.** Moreover,
different linguistic possibilities can be adopted in syntactic terms,
and the type of information expressed by these clauses and their con-
nection with the previous clauses is also noteworthy.

The corpus considered in this study includes all the papyrus pe-
titions dating from the first to the eight century AD, that is, the Ro-
man and Late Antique period, which amount to 1,321 texts. Not all
petitions present relative clauses, also since they might be fragmen-
tary or include only the opening section of the document: overall
1,737 relative clauses were annotated, from 632 texts. In order to
“frame the bad guys”, I have mostly focused on the relative clauses
whose antecedent is represented by an animate noun, either proper
or common, a pronoun or a participle referring to an animate entity,
or an entire clause. In terms of the incidence of the phenomenon of
continuative clauses (cf. § 3.2), 141 clauses were marked as continu-
ative out of the relative clauses annotated in papyrus petitions; con-
trary to other types of relative clauses, most of these examples have
animate nouns as antecedents.

Before moving to the petitions, a caveat about the evaluation and
attribution of linguistic features in these documents is necessary. In
papyrus petitions, the petitioner does not usually coincide with the
actual writer of the text: although contributions of the petitioners
are not excluded, these texts were mostly written by professional
scribes, who usually remained anonymous and therefore unnoticed,

12 White 1972, 14.

13 In addition to the wrongdoer, also the victim assumes a specific characterisation
in papyrus petitions. For the depiction of the victims, see Baetens 2019.
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and followed specific editorial models.** The problem of the scribal
involvement in petitions is also tackled by Kelly,** stating that peti-
tions should not be used to “peer inside the minds of the petitioners”
as they were, for the most part, written by scribes.

The scribal issue does not, however, prevent from conducting
linguistic analyses and comparing petitions with other text types,
as it was done in sociolinguistic studies about documentary papy-
ri.** Moreover, this problem has been tackled from philological ap-
proaches to historical sociolinguistic perspectives:*” the impact of
the scribes on the composition of the document is generally thought
to be greater at the level of orthography and phonology, while it is
less reflected in syntax,*® which represents the focus of this work;
moreover, scribes might have adapted their language for a certain
kind of author, especially when it comes to morphosyntactic varia-
bles, which oscillate between conscious and subconscious language
use.*® For practical reasons, I will use in this paper the term “writ-
er” indicating the author of the composition, meaning the profession-
al scribe who probably penned the document, without excluding an
influence or contribution of the petitioner.

First, I will consider the broader category of Greek appositive
clauses (§ 2), and then I will focus on the subcategory of continuative
clauses (§ 3); after describing the functions of these clauses in papy-
rus petitions, I will further explore their stylistic and sociolinguistic
features (§ 4), before drawing some conclusions (§ 5).

2 Appositive Clauses in Ancient Greek

In linguistic studies about relative clauses, a major typological
classification concerns the distinction between restrictive and
non-restrictive (or appositive) relative clauses.?® This is exemplified
by Andrews’* examples:

14 Mascellari 2021, 28-30.

15 Kelly 2015, 85-6.

16 E.g. Bentein 2017; Bentein, Bagriacgik 2018.
17 Grossman, Cromwell 2018.

18 Halla-aho 2018.

19 Bergs 2015.

20 These two types, however, do not cover the range of semantic possibilities of rel-
ative clauses. The existence of a further type, namely “maximalising relative clauses”
or “third-kind relative clauses”, is widely discussed in the literature (Grosu, Landman
1998; see also Probert 2015, 71-3).

21 Andrews 2007, 207.
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(1a) The Japanese who are industrious now outcompete Europe.
(1b) The Japanese, who are industrious, now outcompete Europe.

In the first type (1a), the restrictive relative clause ‘who are indus-
trious’ is used to identify the antecedent ‘the Japanese’ by defining
a subset of elements among it; in the second type (1b), the apposi-
tive clause adds some non-essential information concerning the an-
tecedent.?? This classification is not unproblematic, also in the case
of Ancient Greek: first, since the two categories may formally over-
lap, subjective judgment on the part of the interpreter is required.?
Second, when we look at Greek documentary papyri, we cannot rely
on the most important cross-linguistic diagnostics to distinguish be-
tween the two types in contemporary linguistic varieties:** (i) pros-
ody, because we only have access to historical written sources, and
(ii) punctuation, because this practice was not systematically applied
in the original papyri, or not at all used.?® Therefore, the difference
between clauses such as (1a) and (1b) would be acknowledged only
on the basis of the interpretation of the meaning and its context. For
instance, in (2) and (3), the restrictiveness opposition in papyri is
shown: both documents, a letter and a contract, respectively, involve
the possession of some artabae, but, while in (2) the relative clause
is necessary to identify which artabae the receiver has to take, in (3)
some further information is added about a referent already identified.

(2) pviolBntt 8¢, kUpie &Oehge, Aafeiv Tag Sekael dptdfag ag Exet
npév IMamvolitig ‘Qpicvog va ouv Be@ 1 tandia Npédv elpwoty
avtd. (P.Neph. 2,11. 1-5 = TM 33556 (IV AD))

and remember, brother, to take the sixteen artabas which Pap-
nuthis son of Horion has, so that, God willing, our children may
have them.

(3) Tipfig tiig ouvTEpwVNpévng TTpog AANGAoUG Tol alTtol KaT Epe
npicous [pélpous oitou dptaPdv dwdeka, Gotep altéb1 Eoyov
Tapa ool €k TAfpoug Siax yipds (P.Oxy. LXXIII 4966, 11. 11-14 =
TM 118656 (IV AD))

22 Appositive clauses are less prototypical and generally less documented than re-
strictive relative clauses; moreover, they are not considered proper relative clauses in
semantic-based definitions of the constructions (Lépez Romero 2023, 6-7; for an over-
view of the definition of restrictiveness as a linguistic category, see Hayes 2018, 51-84).
23 Boyer 1988, 235.

24 Keenan 1985, 169; Quirk et al. 1985, 366; Porter 1994, 244; Halliday 2014, 467.

25 Punctuation is however applied in the papyrus texts by the modern editors, so it
is possible to rely on the editions up to a certain extent, cf. infra.
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the price of my same half-share being agreed between us at twelve
artabas of wheat, which I received from you on the spot in full
from hand to hand.

Nevertheless, some formal aspects have been pointed out in order to
distinguish restrictive from appositive clauses. In particular, accord-
ing to Perna,*® appositive relative clauses in Ancient Greek (i) are not
internally-headed, (ii) do not appear before the main clause, and (iii)
do not present phenomena of case attraction, either direct or inverse.

As for (i), if internally-headed relative clauses are always restric-
tive in Ancient Greek,?” the situation changes in the Post-Classical
period, with these clauses being used also non restrictively.?® In (4),
in the context of a long contract of will in which Psyphis divides his
property among his children and grandchildren, the particular sta-
tus of Psyphis’ wife is expressed by an internally-headed relative
clause: this does not select a relevant person among a possible set of
women, since the head noun is already a proper noun, but it rather
specifies the juridical nature of their relationship, making the rela-
tive clause appositive in meaning.

(4) ¢E fig oUveoTiv dypdpouc yuvaikog Tetooipewg Tiig kal Atovuoiag

(P.Mich.V 322a,1. 2 = TM 12132 (I AD))

by the wife with whom he lives without written contract, Tetosiris
also called Dionysia.

Also in (5), the internally-headed relative clause is appositive: the
head noun ¢é6pov is marked by the accusative as a sort of casus pen-
dens, repeating an already identified popouv appearing earlier in the
text, and connecting it with a clause introduced by Somep which adds
information on the measuring of the rent.*

(5) eig omopav kai katdBeotv Gv av ailpdpat Spou ATTOTAKTOU
Ttupot dptofdv Tprdkovia Svirep ¢dpov petpiow T¢ Emeip pnvi
(P.Charite 7,11. 11-15 = TM 15563 (IV AD))

to sow and plant with whatever I choose, at a total rent of thir-
ty artabas of wheat, which rent I shall measure out in the month
of Epeiph.

26 Perna 2013, 187.
27 Perna 2013; Probert 2015.
28 Bentein, Bagriacik 2018.

29 One might also consider what happens in this clause as a case of attractio inversa,
also based on the comparison with Latin (see Halla-aho 2009, 108-9).
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The presence of a superfluous element which replicates what is al-
ready otherwise expressed in the text was investigated by Bakker*®
with reference to pronouns, who calls such an element pronomen
abundans.** In (6), the pronoun tout[w]v, denoting the same referent
of the preceding relative marker &v, represents an instance of pro-
nomen abundans:

(6) év 11 Aeyopévlwt] Zadni [kMiplolu [Gpolupar emta fpiolu
tlét[alpTov, Qv Yeitoves tout[w]v votou mpdtelplov ‘HpalxkAeildou
10U Zwi[Ao]u xAfiplog Boppd] ['AtorAwviou tol Ztpdtwvog kAfjpog
(P.Ryl. 11 154, 11. 12-14 = TM 12939 (I AD))

7% arurae of a holding in the place called Sade, the boundaries
of which are (of these), on the south the holding formerly belong-
ing to Heraclides son of Zoilus, on the north the holding of Apol-
lonius son of Straton

Although this phenomenon is limited in papyrological sources com-
pared to Christian texts, where it is normally thought as a semit-
ic influence,® all the examples in papyri pertain to appositive rela-
tive clauses.**

As for the second criterion described by Perna®* (ii), although ap-
positive clauses do not appear before the main clause in Classical
Greek, they can be positioned also before the clause acting as ante-
cedent in papyri in formulaic instances. In (7), the event which the
writer wishes not to happen follows the wish itself, expressed by an
appositive relative clauses with the formula 6 pn €in.*

(7) &[] 8 &y apynon o Taig év 1§ Xpove év d:) proBov AapPaver f) ©

i) €fn doBevian (P.Oxy. XXXI 2586, 11. 35-9 = TM 16900 (11 AD))

and if the boy is idle on any days during the time that he is receiv-
ing wages, or (may it not happen) is ill.

30 Bakker 1974.
31 Bakker 1974, 110.
32 Blass, Debrunner 1961, 155; Du Toit 2016, 55.

33 Some examples are however attested already in Classical Greek, see Bakker 1974,
11-13; Perna 2013, 212-14; Lopez Romero 2023, 12-13.

34 Perna 2013.
35 On the formula 6 pf yévorro, 6 pn tiyor and similar patterns in Classical Greek,
see Lopez Romero 2023, 168-72. In documentary papyri, this relative construction ap-

pear also in combination with the relative article to in the formula (¢v) 1¢ (5¢) aBpSxe,
o pn ein, cf. Cattafi 2023, 52.
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Similarly, in the appositive relative formula v Aéyov Scoet, the
quantity constituting the head noun can freely appear before (8) or
after (9) the relative clause.

(8) oivou povéywpa EKATOV G Aoyov dwdoer (P.Flor. 11 124, 11. 5-7
= TM 10977 (III AD))

one hundred measures of wine of which he will render account.

9) Hv ASyov dcyoet oivou povéywpov ev® (P.Flor. 1T 235, 1l. 5-7 =
TM 11115 (IIT AD))

a measure of wine of which he will render account.

The third criterion pointed out by Perna®” (iii), also mentioned by
Rijksbaron®* and Pieroni*’ states that appositive clauses never pre-
sent case attraction with the head noun. While this is true for Classi-
cal Greek, this phenomenon can happen in papyriin internally-headed
relative clauses with non-restrictive meaning (cf. ex. (4)), but also in
externally-headed constructions. In (10), an example also discussed
by Cattafi,*° the relative marker is attracted in the genitive because
of the case-marking of the head-noun avadiddvroc: the relative clause
ovu tvete\d peba is appositive, expressing a further action performed
by the antecedent.

(10) tov &va’[..]. &mo tév SUo” v elyapev Emepya Up[eliv Six
1[o]U dvadidovtog Upeiv ta ypdlplpata, [-2].10¢ &mwo Ze[plupews,
oU évetetAGpeBa T& kTivn T Tpia” dveivar. (P.Oxy. LXXVIII 5180,
1. 2-5 = TM 170063 (II-III AD))

of the two that we had, the one... I have sent you through the per-
son delivering you the letter,... from Seryphis, whom we instruct-
ed to send up the three beasts.

These examples show that the formal criteria which were brought up
for Greek relative clauses in the Classical period do not help in their
identification in the Post-Classical papyri, since there is no morpho-
syntactic aspect of relative clauses that is limited to the restrictive

36 Note the mismatch in number between the head noun and the relative pronoun:
the formula remains unchanged also with a singular head noun.

37 Perna 2013.

38 Rijksbaron 1981, 240.
39 Pieroni 1998, 173.

40 Cattafi 2024.
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category, while only the presence of a pronomen abundans, albeit
sporadic in the papyri, could be identified as a trademark of appos-
itive clauses.

Finally, at a formal level, it is also worth mentioning that the strat-
egy of relativisation employed is not relevant either to disambigu-
ate restrictive from appositive clauses, since participles and finite
clauses can be used together referring to the same head noun with
a similar non-restrictive meaning (11). In the following petition from
the Roman period, two features about the wrongdoer Leonides are
provided, the first through a finite relative clause introduced by 6¢
which specifies Leonides’ position, and the second by a participial
clause pointing out his possession of some land belonging to the pe-
titioners’ father:

(11) Aewvidng [Mrolepaiou ANBaiels, O¢ eoti viv e’ AdeEavdpeiag,
Exwv atpav fudv umobn[k]nv [...] dpolpac Teooapdkovta [E]E
(P.Berl.Moeller 2, 11. 4-9 = TM 17455 (I AD))

Leonides, son of Ptolemy, Althaieus, who is now in Alexandria,
and who has, as a pledge from our father, [...] forty-six aurorae”

We will therefore now turn to the content of the clauses as a possibly
more reliable criterion in their identification in documentary papyri.

3 Continuative Clauses in Papyrus Petitions

3.1 From Appositive to Continuative

Among the category of appositive clauses, a further distinction is
made between proper non-restrictive (“parenthetischen”) and con-
nective or continuative clauses (“ankniipfend”/“continuativ”).** In
(12a), the relative clause is added parenthetically as an additional
specification about the head noun, while, in (12b), the relative clause
rather expresses an event involving the head noun which happens
after the event of the main clause, and therefore belongs to the con-
tinuative type:

(12a) Emil, who brought the book to the library, must have lost
it somewhere on the way

(12b) She gave the book to Emil, who brought it to the library

41 The German terms are taken from Lehmann 1984, 272.
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According to Levinsohn,** many languages do not have appositive
relative clauses or use them only in specific circumstances; it was
also observed by Petersen®® that Greek is “somewhat special in
that [...] the language also makes a further distinction within the
non-restrictive category, namely that between ‘appositional’ and ‘con-
tinuative’”. Continuative relative clauses were investigated especial-
ly in the New Testament, recently by Hayes** and Du Toit,** but this
phenomenon was noticed already in the first grammars of New Tes-
tament Greek: Winer*® pointed out that &¢ is intended as continua-
tive when it can be resolved into kai oUtoc, and Blass and Debrun-
ner*” described this use as “a loosening of the connection of the
relative clause to the preceding complex sentence”, where 6¢ has the
meaning of “and this, but this, this very thing”. In terms of function,
Greek continuative clauses are said to “move the thought of the sen-
tence into a new area”,** “advance the storyline or argument”*’ and
“describe an event that involves the referent of the relative pronoun
and occurs subsequent to the previous event or situation in which
the referent featured”.*°

A continuum from modification to coordination has been postulat-
ed by Hayes,** where continuative clauses are situated at the very
end of the coordination pole. This is exemplified in the figure below.
In particular, Hayes distinguishes three types of appositive claus-
es, with (13a) being less prone to coordination compared to (13b)
and (13c):

(13a) Proper non-restrictive: Give this to John, who sorely needs it.

(13b) Continuative: He gave the letter to the clerk, who then cop-
ied it.

(13c) Sentential: Pam didn’t go to the show, which is a pity.

42 Levinsohn 2000, 190.

43 Petersen 2001, 6.

44 Hayes 2018, 129-58.

45 Du Toit 2022.

46 Winer 1982, 680.

47 Blass, Debrunner 1961, 239-340.
48 Boyer 1988, 236.

49 Petersen 2001, 6.

50 Levinsohn 2000, 150.

51 Hayes 2018, 140.
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CORTINMULIM COF MONECSTRICTIYITY

MODIEICATION l COORDIMN ATION
UG IELATIVE CLAL 5
ALV CONHECTYE REZATINE CLALSES
VLSRN PR AT AEPLEITIDNAL CONSTRUCTIONS = Contmnaives f17
ATTEIRUTIVE BAATICIFLES R S——

The continuum of restrictivity (from Hayes 2018, 140)

While it is accurate to intend the concept of restrictiveness as a con-
tinuum, I believe that the distinction between continuative and sen-
tential relative clauses operates at two different levels: the continu-
ative type refers to the meaning of the clause, which corresponds to
the advancement of a story or an argumentation, while the senten-
tial type refers to its form, namely the fact that the antecedent is rep-
resented by the entire preceding clause, and not by a noun phrase.
Therefore, a relative clause can in principle be sentential in form
and continuative in meaning at the same time, as in (14a) and (14b):

(14a) Upeic 8¢ por oude Gmak ednhdoate Tepl Tiig cwWTINpiag VROV,
Smep kav viv Touoate S IOV Epyopévav Tpog Npdg (P.Oxy. XVII
2151, 11. 5-8 = TM 30674 (II1 AD))

but you have never once told me about your health, so do so now
by the people who are coming to us.

(14b) *Ovvdepig Ovvargprog [...] albadws katéomacey &mo pépoug,
€€ ou kivduvelet ¢ Shwt eEapBijvali] (P.Ryl. I 133, 11. 16-19 = TM
12919 (I AD))

Onnophris son of Onnophris [...] ventured to pull it partly down,
whereby there is a danger of its being entirely carried away.

It is true, however, that, in the same way as the continuative type, al-
so sentential relative clauses are appositive by definition, since they
refer to sentences that, like proper nouns, indicate ‘unique’ objects
and are semantically definite.** This is also reflected in the type of
relative pronouns that introduce these clauses in the Greek language:

52 Lehmann 1984, 273.

Lexis Supplementi | Supplements 18 | 304
Studi di Letteratura Greca e Latina | Lexis Studies in Greek and Latin Literature 11
Everyday Communication in Antiquity: Frames and Framings, 293-324



Eleonora Cattafi
Framing the Bad Guys: Continuative Clauses in the Depiction of the Wrongdoer in Papyrus Petitions

according to Lopez Romero,** in Classical Greek sentential relative
clauses are only introduced by definite pronouns, such as &g, 6otep
and otog, but not, for instance, Sotic or 6moioc. In papyrus petitions
from the Roman and Late Antique period, these clauses are attest-
ed only in combination with &g, 6omep, Soog and the relative article
0. Semantically, sentential relative clauses have been described in
Archaic and Classical Greek as referring to the state of affairs de-
scribed in the preceding clause.’* In the context of private papyrus
letters, these are often found in salutations and health wishes:

(15) po tédv 6Mwv elixoplai oe éppdoBat, § por evktdv Eotiv (P.Mich.
VIII 466, 11. 3-4 = TM 17240 (II AD))

before all else, I pray for your good health, which is my wish.
Moreover, although always in the neuter form, relative markers in-
troducing sentential clauses are not always in the singular in docu-

mentary papyri, differently from New Testament Greek:**

(16) rapa mdvta b oedu ol Emipédou v Uytaivig & dn wpdrov npiv
16V €16 euynv éoTv: (BGU XVI 2622, 11. 22-4 = TM 23346 (I AD))*®

above all, take care of yourself so you stay healthy - the first thing
in our prayers.

Most appositive and continuative clauses in papyrus petitions, how-
ever, are not sentential, but they rather have a noun phrase as ante-
cedent. In particular, in the background of the petition, the head noun
is often represented by wrongdoers who are already identified, ei-
ther by their proper name or by some other salient features (see § 2),
while the continuative clauses follow the course of their actions. In
the next section, we focus therefore on the use of continuative clauses
in papyrus petitions, and the functions they performed within these
texts, namely to “frame the bad guys” of the story.

53 Loépez Romero 2023, 145.
54 Perna 2013, 194; Probert 2015, 147-8; Lopez Romero 2023, 143.
55 Du Toit 2022, 168.

56 This example also differs from the sentential relative clause introduced by & quot-
ed in Perna 2013, 194, since it refers there to two coordinated elements from the pre-
vious clause. See also some cases discussed by Lopez Romero 2023, 144 on possible
exceptions to the number rule.
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3.2 Continuative Clauses in the Context of the Petition

The behaviour of continuative clauses has not been investigated yet
in the papyri. In fact, Bakker thought that the phenomenon was not
at all typical of this type of documents:

In the papyri relative connection does not occur very often. This
is not surprising: this idiom is not at home in documents and let-
ters, it is more suitable to the story.*’

Nevertheless, the fact that these clauses are suitable to the story and
their presence in documentary papyri are not necessarily two mu-
tually excluding elements: the background of papyrus petitions con-
tains a story of variable length in which the events that induced to
petitioner to write are narrated, which makes continuative clauses
potentially ‘at home’ also in this genre of papyrus texts. To better
understand this possibility, let us observe some examples of these
clauses in the context of the petition.

In P.Ryl. I1 125, Orsenoupis writes to the chief of police about some
items deposited in a box by his mother, which have been stolen by the
builder Petesouchus during the demolition of some walls. The con-
tinuative relative clause, introduced by o¢ kai,*® highlights a turn-
ing point in the narration, after the list of the items that the box con-
tained, revealing that Petesouchus not only stole them, but also lied
about the fact that it was empty.

(17) Meoopn) pnvi 1ot dteAn(AuBdtog) 18 (Etoug) TiPepiou Kaioapog
ZeBaotol motoupé[vlou pou kataoTTacpov Tetxapimy Takatd(v) év
Tng oiKonéBo[l]g pou Six HETEOOOXOU 0l [Tetegouyou o’LKo&Sp(ou)
Kal gpov meloesvmg eic omo&nplo(v 51031 tlkév xdpv eupev O
Hereoouxog EVI® chrcxorrotopoot T UTTO ThiC pnrpog pou amotedetpéva
ev tuE1dimn €11 &mo Tol 1§ (EToug) Katoapog évationv ypuco Lelyo(s)
(tetdptoov) 6 xai pnvioko(v) xpuoo(Uv) (tetdptwv) Y Kal yelin(v)
c’xpyup(bv Csﬁyo(g) OAkii(g) dofjpo(u) (Spaypdv) 1B kai oppickov gy
® apyupd &Ero(v) (Spaypdv) T kai GpYU(plOU) (6potxp0g E, kal
610(1T)\cxvn oag Tou[g Uttloupyotvtag kot Toug Epoug otTrr]VEYKorro map’
gatov d1a tiig €atol Buyatpog TapBévou: Ekkevadoag TA TIpokeipeva
Epryev év i) olkiq pou v TUEida keviy, O¢ kol wpoA[d]lynoev Thv
muEida w¢ mpogepetar kevijv (P.RyL II 125, 11. 4-28 = TM 12911
(IAD))

57 Bakker 1974, 97.

58 When the relative pronoun has a continuative meaning, the combination with xai
appears “redundant” (Nicholas 1998, 234). Note also the non-standard order of the
two elements.
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In the month Mesore of the past 14th year of Tiberius Caesar Au-
gustus I was engaged in demolishing some old walls upon my land
through the agency of Petesouchus son of Petesouchus, builder;
and when I had left home on business concerning my livelihood
Petesouchus discovered in the work of demolition certain articles
deposited in a little box by my mother as far back as in the 16th
year of Augustus, namely a pair of gold ear-rings weighing 4 quar-
ters, a gold crescent weighing 3 quarters, a pair of silver brace-
lets to the weight of 12 drachmae of unstamped metal, a necklace
on which were silver ornaments worth 80 drachmae, and 60 silver
drachmae. Putting his workmen and my servants off the scent he
had these conveyed to his home by his unmarried daughter, and
having rifled the contents aforesaid he threw the box empty into
my house; moreover he acknowledges (having found) the box but
alleges that it was empty.

In a similar way, but with an adversary meaning, expressed by o¢ &¢,
in a petition from the third century AD the daughters of Kopres write
to the strategos because their uncle Chaeremon took possession of
their property after the death of their father. Here the continuative
relative clause points out the contradiction between how Chaeremon
was supposed to act, and how he acted instead, ultimately unmask-
ing him as the wrongdoer of the story:

(18) 6 &¢ toUtou &dedpog Xatpipwv dmavia Td Katéhyev
’VKo)\cp(ooc'xpsvog Kai 'ITGde’XETO f]piv Taic Yuvmgiv 01nl<dg
8r]p0010tg Aapoupag TOig pi 6uvapsvoug UTTOVIAV TOig apopotg OV
otpoupo)v Trpocrn)\ecxpsv 8¢ kal T6TE TG YeEVOpEVR T[P(,OTOO'T(XTY] mg
Kopng Zepnve 16 kai Aptlo]kpd kal EKE[)\]EUOEV aUTOV ATTAVIA TA
katahipBévia Uo tlo]l Npdv matpog tadta fpiv malplacyeiv. og de
oUdepiav fuddv ¢[plovtida motleiton (P.Cair.Isid. 64, 11. 5-14 = TM
10394 (IIT AD))

But his brother Chaeremon appropriated all that he had left, and
handed over to us, who are women, grain-bearing arouras of pub-
lic land, although we are unable to meet the rents on the arouras.
And at that time we approached the protostates of the village who
was then in the office, namely Serenus also called Harpocras, and
he ordered him (i.e. Chaeremon) to turn over to us all the proper-
ty that had been left by our father. But he takes no account of us.

To introduce a continuative clause in papyri, not only 6¢, but also the
pronoun 6otic can be used in petitions in the same circumstances,
further pointing towards an overlapping in meaning between the two
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markers in the Post-Classical papyri.*® In a petition from the archive
of Sakaon,® the widow Aurelia Artemis is writing to the prefect be-
cause a certain Syrion is using his influence to steal her husband'’s
property, now belonging to her and her children: the unmasking of
Syrion as the ‘bad guy’ of the story is again realised in the text by
means of a clause introduced by doTic.

(19) Zupiwv yevopevog dexdmpwrog [dmo Tiig avtliic kdpung Opaced
dvaticag pou tov Qv[dpa Kafjt ovdlpart moipéviv altol ta
mpéParta - otig [38ikmg Tag T07] TpokeLpévoy AvEpog aiyag Kail
mpdPara 1ov [dp1Bpov EERkolvra ouvaméomaoey aiTy (P.Sakaon

36, 11. 8-11 = TM 13054 (III AD))

Syrion having become decaprotus of the aforesaid village, per-
suaded my husband Ganis to pasture his flock - it was he who
wrongfully removed into his own keeping my husband’s goats and
sheep 60 in number.

Interestingly, in (17), (18) and (19), we can also observe different punc-
tuation strategies employed by the editors of the texts in order to
mark the beginning of the continuative clause after the main clause:
a comma in (17), a full stop in (18) and a dash in (19); furthermore,
in (24) the continuative clause will be introduced by another punctu-
ation mark, the raised point. All these signs, which are not present
in the original papyrus, further add to what underlined in § 2 about
the use of punctuation as an interpretive mechanisms of the relative
clause’s meaning.®*

3.3 Applying Loock’s Model to Papyrus Petitions

We have seen so far that continuative clauses are a subdivision of
appositive clauses and that, in papyri, they can highlight pivotal mo-
ments in the narrative of the petition. In order to better formalise the
functions of continuative clauses and to differentiate them from other
types of appositive clauses, the model developed by Loock®? on Eng-
lish attempts a positive definition of appositive relative clauses, that

59 See Bentein, Cattafi 2024. Kriki 2013, 455 observes that continuative relative claus-
es in documentary papyri show a preference for the pronoun Somep, while &g is rarer.
In my data on petitions, &g is the relative pronoun more commonly used to introduce fi-
nite continuative clauses, followed by Soep and Soig.

60 Parassoglou 1978.

61 Compare it also with the absence and the presence of a comma signalling the dis-
tinction between the restrictive relative clause in (2) and the appositive clause in (3).

62 Loock 2007, 339; 2010, 95-139.
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is, a definition made on the basis of what these clauses do in the text
rather than by underlying what they are not (as in ‘non-restrictive’).
Three types of appositive clauses are then distinguished: the rele-
vance type, the subjectivity type, and the proper continuative type.
By applying this model to Greek papyrus petitions, we can observe
the specific functions performed by these three categories in the
texts.

Loock’s relevance type has the goal of maximising the relevance of
an utterance. In our documents, although the antecedent is already
referentially identified, the writer needs to make it relevant within
the discourse, by adding details unknown to the addressee which
are important to create the appropriate contextual effects, namely
to call on the addresse’s sympathy and maximise the possibility that
the plaint will be considered. In these texts, this means increasingly
characterising a certain figure as the wrongdoer of the story, ampli-
fying their wickedness and, as such, the seriousness of the victim’s
damage. In (20), the relevance appositive relative clauses introduced
by oitiveg, “justify and legitimise the referent’s presence”®* in the pe-
tition: the fact that the money lenders carried off the children of Pa-
monthios is here the relevant piece of information, representing, as
said immediately afterwards in the text, the reason that brings the
victim’s brother to write the petition.

(20) oUtoc \yap 6/ &Sehpog Audv ETuyév Tote oivorpdrng Kai &l
oMU voyAnBeig UTo TV v 1i) altol matpidt dpywviw [moapall
mapa v SUvapty adfto]i elompdrecBar kol €k Toutou Sykov
dpyupiou Savlet]odpevog kai tatta dmetnBeic kai pr Suvdpevog
ATaVIAV TIPO¢ TA YpeEWwaToUpEVa NvaykdoBn Umod tdhv davioTw
, < . d LV . .

TavTa Ta £auTol Gypt kal TOV ipatiov IOV THV AoyNHOCUVIY
aUTOU TIEPLOKETIACPEVGOV TTOMjoar Kai Toutwv Tpabévimvpdyig
v Npiowav TV dpyupinv Tedivntatmepivofjcal Toig daviotais,
oiTiveg ol dvehenpoveg ékeivor kai &feor dméoTacav T& TAvVIA T
gautol Tékva viTia koptdf). 60ev emitiviopev TTpog UpdS TauTNVL
v émioTory, dEwolvieg Upldg olupParécBar altd eig 6 Ealv]
SUvooBe[doUv]e (P.Lond. VI 1915, 11. 16-31 = TM 16853 (IV AD))

For this brother of ours was formerly a wine dealer, and having been
long troubled by the magistrates in his native place with taxes ex-
actions beyond his means, and having as a result borrowed a large
sum of money, and being asked for this and being unable to meet
his debts, he was compelled by the money lenders to sell all his pos-
sessions, even to the garments that covered his nakedness. And af-
ter selling these, with difficulty could he get together the half of

63 Loock 2010, 109.
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the money to pay the money lenders, who, those pitiless and godless
men, carried off all his children, mere infants. Wherefore we direct
to you this letter, asking you to help him in so far as you can give.

A similar effect can be achieved by means of participial relative claus-
es, asin (21), where the attention of the addressee is guided towards
the negative qualities of Ptolemaeus, who is first presented in a more
neutral light with details about his family and his provenance, and af-
terwards, by means of adjectives and then participial relative claus-
es, is progressively depicted as a ‘bad guy’. When the focus lies on
a concrete instance justifying the negative moral judgement, as in
(20), the relative clause introduced by a pronoun is preferred, while
participles are used to draw the characterisation of the wrongdoer
as someone who is used to unethical behaviours, as in (21).

(21) v éomv TTrohepaiog viog Mammo[u] Tivog yeyupvaoiapynkéTog
Ao 1ol avtol Apowvoeitou, aubddng ¢ tpéme kloi Pilatog,
SaviaTipov Biov Thwv kai mpdoowvy avéoia mdv[ra] dreipnpéva,
otarnpi[aiolyg Tékoug ArauTdV Ti) TEPL AUTOV Ev TG vopd Suvldpeh
(SB XX 14401, 11. 6-10 = TM 14880 (II AD))

One of these men is Ptolemaeus, son of a certain Pappus
ex-gymnasiarch, from the same Arsinoite nome, reckless in his
conduct and violent, leading the life of a moneylender and com-
mitting every impious and forbidden act, by demanding interest
at the rate of a stater per mina per month by virtue of the power
he has in the nome.

In Loock’s categorisation, the subjectivity type of appositive clauses
is used to convey an opinion or a comment on behalf of the speaker.
Also this function is pertinent to the goals of papyrus petitions, in
which the writers, playing the role of victims, wish to express judge-
ments and to present a personal version of the events occurred; a
shift from objectivity to subjectivity, from the referential’ level to the
level of ‘commentary’ is provided by the relative clause.

In (22), the ‘bad guys’ Theodorus and the komarchs are first pre-
sented in their concrete actions. A comment of the writer is then
added, generalising the wrongdoers’ behaviour in order to shed on
them negative light and to reinforce the victim’s position by appeal-
ing to a common ground of values. As it is the case in example (22),
on a formal level the subjectivity type is often represented by a sen-
tential relative clause in combination with a neuter relative mark-
er (cf. 14a-b, 15, 16), referring back to the entire preceding clause.

(22) 1a Swva mdoyopev U[nd tle 10U TparTositou TOU TAYOU
©e0ddpou kal THV KwpPdpywV. KOTaTANT ToUTY fpdg, Smep Sikv[ver]
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[tv m]poaipeotv ToUtwv 1OV TapTovijpwlv &vdpdv (P.Cair.Isid.73,
1. 3-4 = TM 10404 (IV AD))

We suffer severely at the hands of the praepositus of the pagus
Theodorus and of the komarchs. They terrorise us, and this re-
veals the character of these utterly wicked men.

Moreover, next to the pronoun strategy, also this type of relative
clauses is found with the participial strategy. In (23), the participle
O¢thwv appears in an internally-headed construction, where a wom-
an, Aurelia Taysirie, judges her husband Paul as not deserving to be
called as such. While due to the fragmentary nature of the text we do
not know the story behind this accusation, which would have proba-
bly been described in the following lines, the comment added about
Paul is at this point a subjective judgement to condition the hearer’s
evaluation of the facts before even introducing them, calling on an
element of sympathy towards the victim. In (23), this judgement is
expressed about the wrongdoer as an individual rather than about
an action as in (22).

(23) é()\)\érpl[ot 1OV v]opwv diempdEato xat' gpol O pr koAeiocBat
Opihav avijp pou IMalhog [uiog(?) Kldotopog (P.Harr. 11 218, 1. 5-7
=TM 15218 (IV AD))

Paul, son of Castor, who does not deserve to be called my husband,
acted illegally against me.

The proper continuative type has, according to Loock, the function
of enabling a movement within the narrative time. This effect is also
relevant to the genre of petitions, since, in the background, a convinc-
ing narrative has to be presented to the addressee (see § 1); this goal
can be reached by means of continuative clauses, which bring the
spotlight to the wrongdoer as accountable for a sequence of events.

In (24), the wrongdoer in the text is the soldier Iulius: approached
by the petitioner, an old man, he reacts to his inquiry in a violent way.
The sequence, however, starts from a simple episode of rural life, be-
fore moving to the central story with the actions of the ‘bad guy’: the
passage between the two situations, both of which involve Iulius, is
marked by a continuative clause introduced by 6¢, which promotes
him at the foreground of the narrative.

(24) yoipou Uog c’xnon)\avnesiong Tiig euyatpég pou &v Tij K(()pn
Kal ovopaCopsvng cog Trcxpcx ‘TouM®t GTpaTIOTY, Trpoar])\eov AT
onmooov opKov 'ITEpl ToUTOU" j )\aBopEvog pou Tol Trpscrﬁurou v i)
KON HECOUTTS NPEPAS, WG OUK SVTwV vOpwy, TANYaic pe fricato

(SB IV 7464, 11. 9-11 = TM 14020 (III AD))
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A sow having escaped from my daughter in the village and being
reported to be at the house of the soldier Julius, I went to him to
demand his oath about this matter, and he laying hands on me, old
as I am, in the village in the middle of the day, as if there were no
laws, belaboured me with blows.

The chain of events in the narrative can be realised also with par-
ticiples referring to the wrongdoer.®* Differently from the previous
case, in (25), a short petition from the archive of Euhemeria, the sto-
ry starts in medias res with the introduction of a female character,
Herais, who first enters the petitioner’s house and then assaults his
daughter. The temporal sequence of the wrongdoer’s actions builds
up with two participles,®® eiceA@wv and ocuvAaPwv, which are fol-
lowed by three coordinated finite verbs expressing the types of vi-
olence inflicted.

(25) ‘Hpaig yuvn ‘HpaxAdrog tof I ], .. tdv &mo Tiig Kdpng
eloeNwv eic v U[mdplyo(uoav) év T kduy oiK[iav] Kol ouv)\aﬁwv
v Buyatépa p[o]u £6[wx]ev Tr)\r]YO(g 'IT[)\]ElOUg Elg TV pépog Kol
mepié[olyioev yitdva oppupodv kai Amnvéykato d¢’ Gv Yi1pile Tod
yupvalolidpy(ov) &pyu(piou) p (P.RyL II 151, 1l. 5-17 = TM 12937
(IAD))

Herais wife of Heraclas son of ..., an inhabitant of the village,
having entered the house which I possess in the village seized
my daughter, gave her numerous blows all over her body, tore her
purple tunic, and carried off 100 drachmae from the money of the
gymnasiarch which I administer.

64 The use of tenses is also noticeable in participial clauses: while in the relevance
type in (21) and the subjectivity type in (23) the participle appears in the present form,
in the continuative type in (25) it appears in the aorist.

65 Onthe use of participles to “sketch the circumstances under which the main events
in the past occurred” in papyrus petition, see Bentein 2015, 476.
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4 Stylistic and Sociolinguistic Aspects
of Continuative Clauses

4.1 Stylistic Effects of Continuative Clauses

Continuative clauses are frequently attested in the Greek New Tes-
tament: according to Boyer,®® the text presents 422 instances of con-
tinuative clauses. In a passage from the Gospel of Luke (26), the
similarities with the examples from the papyri appear striking: the
continuative clause is introduced by 6¢ «ai as in (17) and it is found
in an analogous context of most instances in the petitions, with the
narration of negative characters behaving aggressively towards oth-
er individuals, e.g. beating them (cf. 24, 25).

(26) &vBpwtdc Tic katéPaivev amo 'lepoucalnp eig leprym kol
MjoToi mepiémeaey, ot kai ekGUoavTes aUTov Kal TANYAS emiBevTeg
amiiA@ov d¢évreg fpbavij (Luke 10,30)¢”

A man was going down from Jerusalem to Jericho and fell among
robbers, and they stripped him and beat him, and went away, leav-
ing him half dead.

The main function of these clauses in the New Testament is believed
to be the increasing of coherence in a sentence or in a larger textu-
al unit:® in particular, coherence is increased because continuative
clauses provide both a referential link and temporal continuity with
what precedes the clause,® while, at the same time, establishing a
relationship which can be conceptualised in terms of background and
foreground: the informational content of the continuative clause per-
tains to the foreground, and that of the main clause preceding the
relative pronoun usually pertains to the background.™

66 Boyer 1988, 236.

67 Example quoted from Du Toit 2022, 166-7.

68 Du Toit 2022, 174, cf. Rutten, Van der Wal 2017, 135 on Dutch.
69 Du Toit 2022, 178.

70 Ibelieve that this view can be associated to the notion of linguistic framing. Runge
2010, speaks about subordinate clauses as “framing devices”: when placed before the
main clause, they seek to “establish an explicit frame of reference for the clause that
follows” (Runge 2010, 209-10). Levinsohn 2000, 192 notices the “rhetorical effect” of
continuative clauses, namely to “move the story forward quickly by combining back-
ground and foreground information in a single sentence”. He also adds that “since the
clause prior to the relative pronoun commonly introduces participants, such sentenc-
es will tend to occur at the beginning of episodes”.
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In the case of papyrus petitions, coherence represents an essen-
tial element in the version of the events which has to be delivered,
as it is connected with the communicative goal of the text, namely to
persuade the addressee to accomplish the petitioner’s request. Here,
two aspects of coherence which are provided by continuative clauses
seem especially pertinent to the rhetorical purpose of the petition:
repetition and integration.

On the one hand, as a pervasive mechanism in texts, repetition can
generate multiple effects, from facilitating comprehension by offer-
ing redundancy of information, to functioning as an intensifier and
creating rhetorical crescendo in oratorical discourse.”™ In the back-
ground of petitions, although the names of the wrongdoers are not
directly reiterated, they are recalled to memory through relative
pronouns or participles referring back to them: an accumulation of
information and occurrences is then provided about the same indi-
vidual, with the effect of making the character of the ‘bad guy’ and
its negative characterisation more prominent to the addressee.

On the other hand, integration, which is considered one of the
main features of the written language, takes place when more ideas
units are combined into a single unit through subordinating conjunc-
tions and other devices.” In papyrus petitions, the story is not pre-
sented as a fragmentary juxtaposition of events: the use of continua-
tive clauses connects the premises of the story with the details of the
incrimination and brings the narrative into a single flow, strength-
ening the connection between its different parts. For instance, in
(27), Sarapion writes a petition to the strategos, asking for an in-
tervention concerning his fugitive slave Euporos, who attacked him
when Sarapion tried to recapture him in Memphis. Integration and
repetition are achieved by means of two continuative clauses refer-
ring back to the wrongdoer Euporos: the chain of reference starting
with Emopov and continuing with ¢€ ov, v, U1’ altol and ouv AT
makes the character about whom action is demanded more promi-
nent, whereas all the chunks of the story are brought together in a
single unit, ensuring the coherence of the text.

(27) yevépevog év Tij Mépger 1) 1e” Touli [ElefaoTti) Tob éveotditog
pnvog Kawoapeiou ouvédaPBov tov onpowvépevov Sotlov Elmopov
¢E ou Sefjoet yvwobBijvar mdoav v Tepl TV TPOYEYPARHEVOV
dAiBetay, Ov kai dyeloya emi ot ped’ ikaviig Tfig yeyovoiiag pot
emibéoews kai TANYQV Emipopds U alTol Te kai TV oUV avtd

mepryuBéviwv (P.Oxy. IT 283, 1. 11-16 - TM 20554 (I AD))

71 Tannen 2007.
72 Chafe 1979.
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I reached Memphis on the day Julia Augusta, the 15th of the pre-
sent month Caesareus, and seized the above-mentioned slave Eu-
porus, from whom the whole truth respecting the aforesaid matter
will have to be learnt, and have brought him to you at the expense
of a severe and violent attack upon myself by him and those by
whom he was surrounded.

4.2 Sociolinguistic Status of Continuative Clauses

The comparison with the Greek New Testament in § 4.1 opens up al-
so to another scenario: as (26), the majority of continuative clauses
in the New Testament are found in the gospel of Luke,” which is con-
sidered of higher register™ compared to the other gospels.”™ We could
therefore hypothesise that a further sociolinguistic element might be
attached to their use also in documentary papyri.

In general terms, appositive relative clauses are connected to a
higher sociolinguistic degree compared to restrictive clauses,’ as
they express additional information.”” In the case of continuative
clauses, this sociolinguistic element can be linked to their specific
syntactic profile, since continuative clauses are used as strategies
to connect sentences rather than to establish a subordinate relation-
ship. In this sense, linking sentences by means of relative clauses has
been variously evaluated in scholarship, being associated with both
popular speech’ and, at the opposite end, with literary style, in op-
position to coordination.”

Also in Ancient Greek, continuative clauses are equated more to
discourse connectives rather than subordinates clauses,®*® and, as
such, they represent an alternative which can be preferred to other

73 Bakker 1974, 106.
74 Burkett 2002, 195.

75 Moreover, one could argue that the use of continuative clauses in Luke could be
also affected by the interference of Biblical language and Semitic syntax in particular,
which is characterised by parataxis. On Semitisms in Luke, see Hogeterp, Denaux 2018.
76 Leafgren 2004; Loock 2010, 211-12; see also Cattafi 2025 for some data about the
functions of restrictive and appositive clauses in Greek documentary papyri.

77 Loock, however, opposes the traditional view of appositive clauses interpreted in
the terms of their optionality and suppressibility in comparison with restrictive relative
clauses, and focuses instead on their informational content: in this sense, appositive
clauses are seen as “a syntactic means of backgrounding information” (Loock 2010, 48).

78 “There seems to be a natural tendency in the popular speech towards linking sen-
tences by means of relatives” (Reul 1901, 71)

79 “Popular speech seems to prefer coordination (with and), where literary style em-
ploys subordination by means of a relative clause” (Reuter 1936, 51).

80 Tabachovitz 1943, 11.
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forms of linguistic connectives. The popularity of continuative claus-
es in the Koine might be related to the weakening of the relative pro-
noun in the same period, whereby these markers loses its function as
a relative in order to become mere connectives.®* In turn, the pres-
ence of competing connective constructions hints to the possibility
of a sociolinguistic value comparatively assigned to the different op-
tions used in documentary papyri: in particular, continuative claus-
es can be compared to the coordinating conjunction «xai, which is
frequently found in contemporary private letters in order to connect
subsequent clauses, as in (28):

(28) Tépyo(v) ouv feiv Atoviaiov, aUtdg Yap oidev Tov Adyov Tiig
peTpoEwS, Kal év Tij avaPdot éveBardpeba. kai viv évoyhel npeiv
Kal TOIG YEWPYOI¢ KTAVN OUK EYwOt, Kai Tepl YOPTOU KOl Trept Tiig
Samavng evoyhel. (P.Oxy. XIV 1671, 11. 5-14 = TM 31782 (III AD,
private letter))

Send us then Dionysius, for he knows the account of the measur-
ing, and we did the lading on the journey up. And now he worries
us and the cultivators who have no animals, he worries both about
fodder and about expenses.

According to Ljungvik,®* such paratactic xai formations present in
the papyri, especially in private letters,** were in fact common in
the Greek Umgangssprache, but such an hypothesis remains yet to
be tested on a corpus.

For this reason, I have conducted a comparison between finite
continuative relative clauses and sentence connective xai in a cor-
pus of papyri, looking at the ratio between the two constructions in
petitions and comparing it with that of letters in the same corpus.
The corpus include five papyrological archives from the Roman and
Late Antique period, all of which contain both text types: these are
the archives of Apollonios strategos of the Apollonopolites Hepta-
komias (TM 19 (I-IT AD)), Sarapion alias Apollonianus and sons (TM
210 (II-III AD)), Flavius Abinnaeus (TM 1 (IV AD)), Dioskoros (TM 72
(V-VI AD)) and Apiones (TM 15 (V-VII AD)).%*

81 Bakker 1974, 105.
82 Ljungvik 1932, 54-5.

83 Although they are not absent in petitions, where they can be combined with con-
tinuative constructions: see ex. (25).
84 More information on the five papyrological archives is available at https://www.

trismegistos.org/arch/index.php. For the archive of Dioskoros in particular, see
Fournet 2008.
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The cumulative results of the five archives [tab. 1] show that the
ratio between finite continuative clauses and sentence connective
katis 0.25 in petitions, compared to 0.09 in letters, meaning that the
option of using a continuative clause to connect sentences compared
to connective kai is considerably higher in petitions, and more spo-
radic in the case of letters.®* The results of the investigation in the
single archives, which is reported in tables 2-6 [tabs 2-6], show the
same trend operating in all archives, except for the archive of Apol-
lonios, the oldest of the five archives, where the ratio between peti-
tions and letters is roughly the same; finally, no continuative claus-
es in letters were found in the archives of Abinnaeus and Dioskoros.

Table1 Continuative clauses vs connective kai in five papyrus archives

Continuative clause Connective kai Ratio
Petitions 18 72 0.25
Letters 15 165 0.09

Table2 Archive of Apollonios strategos of the Apollonopolites Heptakomias

Continuative clause Connective kai Ratio
Petitions 2 12 0.17
Letters 12 67 0.18
Table3 Archive of Sarapion alias Apollinianus and sons
Continuative clause Connective kai Ratio
Petitions 2 4 0.5
Letters 1 8 0.12
Table4 Archive of Flavius Abinnaeus
Continuative clause Connective kai Ratio
Petitions 1 11 0.09
Letters 0 3 0

85 The difference is statistically significant at the p < .05 level, with p-value <

0.006514.
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Table5 Archive of Dioskoros

Continuative clause Connective kai Ratio
Petitions 12 37 0.32
Letters 0 45 0

Table 6 Archive of the Apiones

Continuative clause Connective kai Ratio
Petitions 1 8 0.12
Letters 2 42 0.05

This distribution illustrates that the choice of continuative relative
clauses to connect sentences could be then constructed as a less col-
loquial option in Post-Classical Greek papyri.®*® Moreover, what was
observed in papyri about their preference in certain types of texts
would be confirmed by the case of the Greek New Testament, where
the most high-register gospel presents a greater concentration of con-
tinuative clauses, and by the case of Medieval Greek, where contin-
uative clauses have been associated with texts with a higher regis-
ter and in official documents;®” finally, in the literary Koine, authors
such as Polybius and Diodorus were using relative pronouns and ad-
verbs instead of demonstratives to connect sentences.®®

In papyrus petition, the preference for continuative clauses was
then also motivated by the strive for formality of the writers, who
wanted to distance themselves from the features of the colloquial lan-
guage: a sociolinguistic layer could have therefore complemented the
stylistic effects and the suitability of function of continuative clauses
in petitions (cf. § 4.1), with these clauses being particular appropriate
to petitions both as formal documents and as expositions of coherent
narratives. These two aspects are connected, since the coordination
with ‘and’ also marks a lower level of integration.®®

86 Bakker 1974, 106 observes that one does not need to intend continuative clauses in
itself as an exclusive literary feature, absent in the everyday speech: in this case, how-
ever, speakers would have more likely used 6mou instead of other pronouns.

87 Nicholas 1998, 233; Kriki 2013, 455.
88 Blomquist 1969, 136.
89 Chafe 1979, 1097.
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5 Conclusions

In this paper, I have taken into account Greek petitions from Egypt
dating back to the first eight centuries AD and I have shown how
relative clauses are used in petitions as linguistic strategies to pre-
sent the character of the wrongdoer in a negative light and connect
the elements of the story narrated in the document. To this end, I
have highlighted the syntactic and semantic features of appositive
and continuative clauses in documentary papyri, and I have looked
at the functions that these relative clauses perform within the back-
ground and in the broader context of the petition, in order to inves-
tigate how they can be meaningful in the linguistic construction of
the text as a rhetorical and social instrument.

From this analysis, it emerged that (i) the linguistic features of ap-
positive clauses in documentary papyri are different from the same
clauses in Classical Greek, and formal aspects are therefore virtu-
ally unable to distinguish them from restrictive relative clauses in
papyri; (ii) Loock’s categorisation of appositive relative clauses into
relevance, subjectivity and continuative type can be applied to papy-
rus petitions in order to shed light on the rhetorical representation
of the wrongdoers from the point of view of the petitioner; (iii) at a
textual level, continuative clauses mainly increase the coherence of
the narrative by providing at the same time repetition and integra-
tion in the document; (iv) a higher sociolinguistic value could be at-
tached to continuative clauses in the papyri compared to connecting
sentences by means of kai.

While future research is needed to investigate their presence in
other genres and texts from the Post-Classical period, as well as their
evolution into Byzantine Greek, it was shown that reasons at differ-
ent levels of the language can motivate the use of continuative con-
structions. Bakker’s observation®® about Greek continuative clauses
being ‘suited to the story’ is true, but this does not entail that their
use is ‘not at home’ in Greek documentary texts: in fact, papyrus pe-
titions contain stories of people in Roman and Late Antique Egypt,
which have ‘bad guys’ as main characters of the action and are nar-
rated from the victims’ perspective, hoping to be heard and to ob-
tain justice.

90 Bakker 1974, 97.
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